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Abstract

A population has two types of individuals, each occupying an island.
One of those, where individuals of type 1 live, offers a variable environ-
ment. Type 2 individuals dwell on the other island, in a constant en-
vironment. Only one-way migration (1 — 2) is possible. We study the
asymptotics of the survival probability in critical and subcritical cases.

1 Introduction

Multi-type branching process in random environment is a challenging topic with
many motivations from population dynamics (see e.g. [9, I8, 22]). Very little is
known in the general case and in this paper we consider a particular two-type
branching process with two key restrictions: the process is decomposable and
the final type individuals live in a constant environment.

The subject can be viewed as a stochastic model for the sizes of a geograph-
ically structured population occupying two islands. Time is assumed discrete,
so that one unit of time represents a generation of individuals, some living on
island 1 and others on island 2. Those on island 1 give birth under influence of
a randomly changing environment. They may migrate to island 2 immediately
after birth, with a probability again depending upon the current environmen-
tal state. Individuals on island 2 do not migrate and their reproduction law is
not influenced by any changing environment. Our main concern is the survival
probability of the whole population.

An alternative interpretation of the model under study might be a population
(type 1) subject to a changing environment, say in the form of a predator
population of stationary but variable size. Its individuals may mutate into a
second type, no longer exposed to the environmental variation (the predators
do not regard the mutants as prey). Our framework may be also suitable for
modeling early carcinogenesis, a process in which mutant clones repeatedly arise
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and disappear before one of them becomes established [21] 23]. See [7] for yet
another possible application.

The model framework is that furnished by Bienaymé-Galton-Watson (BGW)
processes with individuals living one unit of time and replaced by random num-
bers of offspring which are conditionally independent given the current state of
the environment. We refer to such individuals as particles in order to emphasize
the simplicity of their lives. Particles of type 1 and 2 are distinguished according
to the island number they are occupying at the moment of observation. Our
main assumptions are:

e particles of type 1 form a critical or subcritical branching process in a
random environment,

e particles of type 2 form a critical branching process which is independent
of the environment.

Let X,, and Z, be the numbers of particles of type 1 and of type 2, respec-
tively, present at time n. Throughout this paper it is assumed (unless otherwise
specified) that Xo = 1 and Zy = 0. We investigate asymptotics of the survival
probability P [X,, + Z, > 0] as n — co. In all cases addressed here we have

P[X, > 0] =0 (P[X,+ Z, >0]).
Therefore, in view of
PZ, >0 <P[X,+ Z, >0 <P[X, >0+P[Z, >0], (1)

we focus on the asymptotic behavior of P[Z,, > 0].

In Section [2] we recall known facts for constant environments. They will
then be compared to the results of this paper on random environments. In Sec-
tion Bl we describe 1ID environments (Independent and Identically Distributed
environmental states), and then in Section Markovian environments. The
main results of the paper are

e Theorem [l in Section [ on the critical case with an IID environment,

e Theorem [4] in Section [§ on the subcritical case with an IID environment,
e Theorem[Hlin Section[6lon the critical case with a Markovian environment,
e Theorem [Bin Section [7on subcritical case with a Markovian environment.

Theorems [0l and [(] treating the case of Markovian environment are extensions
of Theorems ] and [] obtained under rather restrictive conditions and yielding
qualitatively the same asymptotic behavior as in the case of IID environment.

Notation: in asymptotic formulae constants denoted by the same
letter ¢ are always assumed to be fixed and independent of the
parameter that tends to infinity (or zero).



2 Two-type decomposable branching processes

Consider a two-type BGW-process initiated at time zero by a single individual of
type 1. We focus on the decomposable case where type 1 particles may produce
particles of types 1 and 2 while the type 2 particles can give birth only to type
2 particles. Put

e Y, := the number of type 2 daughters produced by the particles of type 1
present at time n, in particular, Yy = 7,

o T := the first time n when X,, = 0, so that {T" > n} = {X,, > 0},
e S, = Z;é X, so that St gives the total number ever of type 1 particles.

o W, = ZZ;& Y%, so that Wr gives the total number of type 2 daughters
produced by all St particles of type 1.

The aim of this section is to summarize what is already known about such
branching processes in the case of a constant environment. This will pave our
way in terms of notation and basic manipulation with generating functions
towards branching processes in IID random and then Markovian environments.

If the environment is constant from generation to generation, two-type de-
composable BGW-processes are fully described by a pair of probability gener-
ating functions

-l
h(s) :=E[s"],

where & and &> represent the numbers of daughters of type 1 and 2 of a mother
of type 1, while 7 stands for the number of daughters (necessarily of type 2) of
a mother of type 2. Let

0 s
M1 = E[él] = f(;igiz) |51:52:1 )
0? s
pi=Efa(e - 1) = L0022
1
01 := E[§2] = %{;;82) |81252:1 )
2
b= Eleaea ~ 1] = L |
my =K [77] = h/(l)’
ma = En(n—1)] = r"(1),

be the first two moments of the reproduction laws. Concerning the second type
of particles we assume that

my = 1; ma € (0,00), (2)



implying that the probability of extinction
Qn:=P[Z,=0|Xo=0,Zy =1]

(of a single-type BGW-process evolving in constant environment with the prob-
ability generating function h(s)) satisfies [8, Ch. 1.9]

1_QnN

— 00. 3
an? P (3)

It follows that

An, :_Ing(luQn)Nl_f(LQ")N,,3227 n — 00. (4)

We will be interested in two kinds of reproduction regimes for particles of type 1,
critical and subcritical. In the constant environment setting with us € (0, 00),
the critical case corresponds to p; = 1 and the subcritical case is given by
p1 € (0,1). In the critical case with a constant environment we have

2
PX,>0=P[T >n]~—, n— oo, (5)
H2mn
and according to [16, Theorem 1]
2v6,
~N——— n—
N M2 o

Next we outline a proof of (@) based on the representation

PX, + Z, >0]~P[Z, > 0]

n—1 n—1
P[Zn>0]—E[1—HQZik =K I—fok(l,ank)
k=0 k=0
—E [1 —e Tis X,Can,k} : (7)

preparing for the proof in the random environment case, to be given in Section
[ Thanks to () and (), it is enough to verify that

2v01
A /mQILLQ'n/,

in order to prove ({f]). However, by the branching property the total progeny of
a single-type branching process St is 1 plus & independent daughter copies of
St. In terms of the Laplace transform

$(N) = e M f(o(N), 1),

where ¢()\) := E[e*T]. As A — 0, a Taylor expansion of f(¢()\),1) as a
function of 1 — ¢(A) yields

P(Z, > 0] ~ n — 0o,

L=9() = 1= e +e (1 —¢(N) —e (1 =6V (1+0(1).  (8)



For p1 = 1, after removing the negligible terms, we get a quadratic equation
whose solution shows that

1—¢(A) ~ 2\ p2, A—0.

Replacing A by a,, and using {@]), we obtain
E [1 — e_ST“"} ~——, n — 00.

It remains to verify, see (), that
E [1 — e Shlo Xkan*k} ~E [1 — e_ST“"} , M — 0Q.

This holds, indeed, since by () and for any fixed € > 0 the probability P[T > ne]

is much smaller than the target value of order ¢/y/n. (In [27] and [28] infinite

second moments in decomposable two-type critical processes were allowed.)
On the other hand, in the subcritical case (§]) implies that

L=¢(N) ~ A (L =), A=0,

so that by (@)
260,

_ —Stan ~
EfL—em®] ma(1 — p1)n

, M — 00.

In view of P [X,, > 0] ~ cu} we conclude that in the subcritical case

260,

, T — 00. (9)

See [20] for a comprehensive study of subcritical decomposable branching pro-
cesses in a constant environment.

3 Branching processes in a random environment

A randomly changing environment for BGW-processes is modeled by a random
sequence of probability generating functions for the offspring distributions of
consecutive generations. Throughout this paper we assume that the offspring
distribution for type 2 particles is the same across the different states of the
environment and characterized by the same generating function h(s). This
restriction greatly simplifies analysis still allowing new interesting asymptotic
regimes.

We consider two types of stationarily changing environments: IID and Marko-
vian.



3.1 IID environment

Our description of the IID environment case starts with a simple illustration
based on just two alternative bivariate generating functions f((s;,s) and
f@ (51, s2) with mean offspring numbers (,ugl),@gl)) and (u§2),9§2)) respectively.
We assume that at each time n the environment is say ”good” with probability
71, so that the type 1 particles reproduce independently according f (1)(51, s2),
and with probability mo = 1 — 7 the environment is ”bad” and particles of type
1 reproduce according to the f(*)(si,ss) law. In other words, the generating
function f(s1, s2) should be treated as a random function having distribution

Pf(s1,50) = fD(s1,82)] = w1, Pf(s1,82) = fP(s1,52)] = .

In particular, the vector of the mean offspring numbers (u1,6:1) takes values
(ugl), 99)) and (ugz), 9%2)) with probabilities 71 and .

More generally, our two-type branching process in an IID random environ-
ment is characterized (besides the fixed reproduction law h(s) for the type 2
particles) by a sequence of generating functions { f,,(s1, s2)}22, independently
drawn from a certain distribution over probability generating functions so that

fn(Sl,Sg) i f(Sl,Sg). (10)

In this setting the respective conditional moments w1, w2, 61, and 6 should be
treated as random variables. An important role is played by the random variable
¢ := log u1 representing the step size of the so-called associated random walk
[3] formed by the partial sums (o + - - - + (,—1 with 4 C.

Notation: characteristics of the reproduction law in generation

n are denoted by adding an extra lower index n to the generic (11)

notation, like in (0.

3.2 Markovian environment

One way to relax the IID assumption on the environment is to allow for Marko-
vian dependence among its consecutive states. We implement this by modelling
changes in terms of an irreducible aperiodic positive recurrent Markov chain
{en}22, with countably many states {1,2,...}. Assuming a stationary initial
distribution (71,72, ...), we associate with each state i of this chain a proba-
bility generating function f()(sy,s), so that the changing environment for the
branching process is governed by the sequence of identically reproduction laws

fn(s1,82) := f(e”)(sl,SQ), n=0,1,...

with Markovian dependence. Due to the stationarity we can again write (I0)
and use the same notation for the marginal moments of the reproduction laws
as in the IID case.



To build a bridge to the ITD environment case we use an embedding through
a sequence of regeneration moments {7;}7>, defined as

70 := 0, Tp1 :=min{n > 74 : e, = ep}. (12)

The times 7341 — T, between consecutive regenerations are independent and all
distributed as 7 := 7. The embedded process (X,,, Z,) defined as

(XnaZn) = (X+,,%-,), n=0,1,...

is a decomposable branching process in an IID environment with two types of
particles 1 and 2 and conditional reproduction generating functions

f(Sl, 82) = f(eo) (f(el) ( .. (f(eTfl)(Sl, 82), h(Sg)) ce ), hT_l(SQ)), (13)
h(s) := h(h(...h(s)...)) = h.(s), (14)

where hy(s) stands for the k-fold iteration of h(s).

Notation: for all characteristics of the embedded process (X, Z,,)
and related constants appearing in the asymptotic formulae we use
the same notation as for the process (X,,, Z,) in the IID case just
adding the hat sign.

The key difference from the IID case is that the reproduction law for the
9-type particles is dependent on the random environment. However, this depen-
dence is of specific nature which we are able to manage using the law of large
numbers for renewal processes. Notice that on its own the Q—type particles form
a so-called degenerate critical branching process in an IID random environment
[3]: its conditional offspring mean is deterministic 7h; = 1. Meanwhile, the
conditional variance is random My = 7Mms.

Taking the first and second order derivatives of ([3]), we can express the
moments of the reproduction law of the embedded process in terms of the
moments of the consecutive reproduction laws with Markovian dependence.
In what follows we use (Il again, while keeping in mind that the sequence
(p1,k» 2,k 01k, 9271@)2;(1) now consists of dependent random vectors. It can be
shown that

T—1 T—1 T—1
N N N M2k
H1 = M1k, M2 = M1 E — H M1,y
k=0 ko HLk 23
7—1 k—1
0, = Ori || p1,4s
k=0 1=0

where, as usual, the product of the elements of an empty set is one. Furthermore,

setting
n Jj—1
Ak,n = 291,3‘ H H1,i
j=k i=k



we can write

T—1
292191_[#11
T—2 .

+ > oAl o+ 201 5 A+ 07 (T = 1= k) 01} [] s
k=0 L -

Lemma 1. Let

Z]E [|<k|1{72k+1}} < 0. (15)
k=0
For the following sum of a random number of random variables
) T7—1
(= G Gri=log ik = Clex),
k=0

a version of the Wald identity holds: E[C] = E[r]E[¢].

PROOF. For any state j consider the function
o0
i) = ZP[en =1i,7 > nleg = j].
n=0

According to [I3} Th.6.5.2] this defines a stationary measure which is necessarily
of the form p;(i) = ¢;m;. The constants ¢; are such that

Yome; =Y m > (i)=Y m > > Plep =i, 7 > nleg = j]
j=1 j=1 =1 j=1

n=0i=1
= Z E[r|eo = j] = E[7].

It follows that

oo k—1 o
B =Y D E[Cliriy] = Y E[Clen)l{rsmy]
k=1n=0 n=0
=3 COPlen =i, 7>n] =Y () > mip(i)
n=0 =1 i=1 j=1



Developing the example of two environmental states from Section [B.1] let us
consider a Markov chain {e, }5° , with transition probabilities

(1—d7r2 dr> > O<d<min(i i)

dﬂ'l 1—d7T1 T T2

and a stationary distribution (71, 72). (Notice that d = 1 corresponds to the
IID case.) Under stationarity the regeneration time satisfies

Plr=1] =m( —dmg) + m2(1 —dm) = 1 — 2mym2d,
P[r = k] = mdma(1l — dﬂ'l)k_2dﬂ'1 + modmi (1 — dﬂg)k_2d7'r2
:d7T17T2(d7T1(1—d7T1)k72+d7T2(1—d7T2)k72), k>2,

implying that ) A
Elr—1=1, E[r(r-1)]= et

If (b1, b2) are the two possible values for ¢, we can write E[¢] = m1b1 4+ 72bg and

E[C] = E [EEIr;7 = 1] + E [E|; 7 2 2]
= 7T1(1 —dme)by + 7T2(1 — dmy)be

b1

b
+mdms by + —— ) + madmy (be + - ) = 2E[(],
dﬂ'l d7T2

in full agreement with Lemma [I1

4 Critical processes in 1ID environment

The single type critical branching process with an IID environment displays an
asymptotic behavior that is in stark contrast with the constant environment
formula (). According to [I7, Th.1], if

E[¢] =0, Var[{] € (0,00), (16)

E [pop; (1 + max (0,log p11))] < oo, (17)

then for some positive constant ¢

]P[Xn>0]:P[T>n]~%,n—>oo. (18)
(A much more general limit theorem is obtained in [3].) The following theorem
shows that in the decomposable case the difference between constant and ran-
dom environments is even more striking. For constant environments the survival
probability decays as c/+/n, see (@), but in random environments the decay is
like ¢/ logn.



Theorem 2. Consider a critical decomposable branching process in an IID

environment satisfying @) (I8), (IT), and

E [p1!] < oo (19)
If for some positive o
P[0 < 1/z] =0 ((logz)*"*), 2 — oo, (20)
PO >zx]=0 ((logx)fgfo‘) , T — 00, (21)
P[0y > 261] = o ((logz)*"%), z — oo, (22)
then there exists a constant Koy such that
P[Zn>0]Nl(f(?0n’ n — 0.

Before turning to the proof, we make some comments on the conditions and
statement of this theorem.

Notation: we will often use the abbreviations z, := (logz)?T® and
2+a (23)
ng := (logn)*te.

Conditions 20), 1)), and ([22) are needed for the following properties to hold
for any fixed £ > 0, recall notation agreements (1)) and (23],

| 1
]P){min O <z ¢ —0<—>,3:—>oo, (24)
0<k<zo | log z
| 1
]P’[max 01, > a° :o< ),x—>oo, (25)
0<k<zo | logx
] 1
£l —
P [og}%};aw?’k/el’k) > | = 0 (1og:1:> , T — 0. (26)

Each of them is proven via an intermediate step like

P { min 01 <z °| <a,P (6‘1 < ;1075)

0<k<wq |
relying on the IID assumption for consecutive environmental states. The con-
stant K in the statement of Theorem[2is the same as in the asymptotic formula
from [I] concerning the total number St of particles of type 1 ever appeared in
the process:

K
P[St > z] ~ logol“’ T — 0. (27)

This constant has a complicated nature and is not further explained here. It is
necessary to mention that the representation (7)) has been proved in [I] under
conditions (I6), (I7), and ([I9) only for the case when the probability generating
functions f,,(s,1) are linear-fractional with probability 1. However, the latter
restriction is easily removed using the results established later on for the general
case in [I7] and [3].

Our proof of Theorem [2] uses the next lemma.

10



Lemma 3 Consider conditional moments of the entity W, defined at the be-
ginning of Section [2:

n—1
S =" Xpbig, i=1,2.
k=0

Under conditions (I6), @20), 1), and 22),

]P’[S(Tl)>x}NK T — 0.

logz’
For any fixed € > 0, in the notation from (23),

@ o eq). o ] 1
]P’[S’T >nST,T_na} o(logn),n%oo.

PrOOF. For any fixed € > 0,

P [S,(Fl) > x} > P [S’(Tl) >a;T < xo‘;og}cigT 01k > ,’E_E:|

Y

P [ST > 3:1+5} —P[T >z, -P L)<Hkli<n 011 < xs] .

Notice that according to (I8

1
log z

P [T > (logz)*™] =0 ( ) , * — 00, for any fixed € > 0. (28)
Thus, using ([24) and (27) we get
lim inf {logx -P [Sél) > x} } > liminf {logz - P [S7 > 2'T¢]} > Ko/(1 + ).

T—r00 T—r00

To obtain a similar estimate from above we write, recalling (23)),

P [S(Tl) > x}

IN

P [Sél) >z T < xo; max 6y < xa}
0<k<T
+ PT>uz,]+P [T < zo; max Oy > xa}
0<k<T

< P[St>a" | +P[T >z +P [ max 6y > 3:5} ,
0<k<wq

which together with 25]), (7)), and 28)) yields

lim sup {logaz -P [S(Tl) > x} } < limsup {log:z -P [ST > xlfﬂ}

Tr—r 00 Tr—r00

< Ko/(1—e).



Finally, according to (26])

P [Sr(rz) > nESg}); T < na}

IN

P [ max (02,/015) > n%T < ng
1<k<T

1
ol —— |, n— oo
(i7)

PROOF OF THEOREM [2l We will show that

limsup {logn - P[Z,, > 0]} < Ko < liminf {logn - P[Z, > 0]} (29)
n—oo

n—oo

using a counterpart of (7))

n—1
P[Zn>0]_El1—HQZk_k =E
k=0

n—1
1-11 f,jfk(l,an)]
k=0

n—1
=E l1 —exp{z Xy, 1ogfk(1,an)H : (30)

k=0

and Lemma
First we prove the second inequality in (29). It follows from (B0) and the
monotonicity of @, that for any fixed e € (0,1)

P[Z,>0] >E

T-1
1— exp{z X, logfk(l,czn)} (S <nes T < na] .
k=0

Recall that log(l — z) < —z and
b2 2
f(1,5)§1—|—91(5—1)+5(1—5) ,

with the latter inequality being valid thanks to the monotonicity of the second
derivative of the generating function. Therefore,

log f(1,5) < =01 (1 —s) + (62/2) (1 — s)°

and
T-1 T-1 (1-0Q,)2 =
Z Xilog fr(1,Qn) < —(1—Qn) Z Xibk + % Z X0,k
k=0 k=0 k=0
T—1 T—1
< —en? Z Xib1 g + con™? Z X021,
k=0 k=0

12



where the last inequality is due to (). It follows that given Sg) < nES’(Tl),

T-1
>~ Xy log fr(1,Qn) < —en™tSY
k=0

for sufficiently large n. As a result, we see that for large n
P(Z > 0] 2 E |1 - "5V 5 < o5, T <y
SE[1- e S S PIT > n] - PSP > ST <

Now, to finish the proof of the second inequality in (29]) it remains to use (28],
Lemma [3, and
VIO) Ky
E[l— *ST}Ni,/\—m,
’ log(1/3)

which again due to Lemma [ follows from the Tauberian theorem [I5, Ch.
XIII.5, Th.4] applied to the right hand side of

AR [1— eS| :/ P[SY > z]e 0 da.
0

Next, we verify the first inequality in ([29). From the estimates log(1 — z) >
—2z, valid for z € (0,1/2), and f(1,s) > 1461 (s — 1), we conclude that for all
sufficiently large n

k=0

T-1
— _ . < . < nf
E ll exp{zxklogfku,czn T)},T_na,orgkaéel,k _n]

T—1
clr
<E|1- X1(1— ’)'T<a; Oy p < n°
< eXp{kEO i log - } < fla; max. 1,k_n]

- T-1
<E|1-exp{ —2cn~? Z X1k ¢35 T < ng; max 601 <n°
—~ 0<k<T

<E[1- e SY]

Thus,

P[Z, >0 <E

T-1
1 —exp { Z Xy log fr(1, Qn—T)}]

k=0

n

_ —2en s €
<E|l-—-e T4+ P[T>n.+P o Jhax 016 >n° |,

and (29) follows due to (28) and (28]).

13



5 The subcritical case with an IID environment
We continue studying BGW-processes in IID environment but now assume
E[¢] <0, Var[(] € (0,00) (31)

instead of (I@). Results rely upon a theorem from [24] giving the asymptotics
for P[Wr > z] as * — oo. It requires an important technical assumption viz.
the existence of a constant x such that

E[e"]=E[uf]=1, 0<k< co. (32)

If, in addition, for some § > 0

0<E[&H] < oo, EFf] < oo, (33)
and either
k> 1, E[|&]"] < oo, (34)
or
0< k<1, Eflps — p3|" + 02 — 07]"] < o, (35)

then, according to [24], there exists a constant Cy, € (0,00) such that
P[Wr > z] ~ Cox™", x — 00. (36)
It is also known [4] [5 [6] that under 31 and (B2I)
P[X, >0]=P[T >n] =0(A") for some constant A € (0,1). (37)
Theorem 4. If conditions 31), B2), B3) and either B4) or BT) hold, then
P[Z, > 0] ~ K, - qs(n), n— oo, (38)

for some positive constant K,;, given by [@Q) below, where

n_", if k<1,
q.(n) =4 n7ltlogn, ifr=1, (39)
n~t, if K> 1.

PROOF. Referring to B1), put B,, := 102gl(‘j4g]ﬁ) and notice that

P[T > B,] =o0(n"?), n— 0.
From the first equality in (B0) and the evident inequality Q,_r < @, we obtain

for n > B,

P(Z, > 0]

Y

n—1
E ll— [[@F1<B,

k=0
= E[1-¢e"'89 T <B,| >E[1—¢"18%| —P[T > B,].

14



On the other hand, we have a similar upper bound

IN

P[Z, > 0] E[1-QWrysT < Bu| +PIT > B,
S E [1 _ eWT lOan—Nlogn} + P [T > Bn] .

It remains to observe that due to @) and (Bg]), the same Tauberian theorem
[15, Ch. XIII.5, Th.4] applied to the right hand side of

ATE[1—e M7 = / P[Wr > 2] e *dx
0

yields
E[l—eWTlogQ"}~K5~q,€(n), n — 00,
with .
r(1—m)cﬁ(ml2) ,if k<1,
K, = 20, if k=1, (40)

2 [CP(Wrp>ax)de, if k> 1.

ma

6 The critical case with a Markovian environ-
ment

As compared to the IID case, Markovian environments require extra conditions
on the underlying Markov chain. First we assume that the two-type critical
process (X, Z,) evolves in a stationary Markovian random environment as
defined in Section Besides, we suppose the validity of (&) and that for
some p > 0

Plr>z]=o0 (2 '(logz)"""), 2 — occ. (41)

This implies that a := E[r] < co and due to Lemma [I] conditions E[¢] = 0 and
E[¢] = 0 become equivalent. Moreover, under condition (Il the sequence of
regeneration times (I2)) satisfies

P[ |k~ ' —a|l >¢] =0((logk) "), k — oo, (42)
for an arbitrarily small ¢ > 0, cf. [19].
Theorem 5. Assume @), ([3), (1), and

EK] =0, Var[(] € (Oa OO) )

E [f2fi;? (1 4+ max (0,1og f11))] < 0o, E[i;"] < oc.

15



Further, for some positive « let
P {91 < 1/:1:] =o0((logz)™®"*), z = oo,
P [él > x} =o0((logz)™*"*), z = oo,
P [éz > xél} =o0((logz)™*), 2 — co.
Then P [X,, > 0] = O(n=/2) and there exists a constant Ko > 0 such that

PROOF. The statement is derived in two steps: first

A K
P[Zr>o}~ 0 oo (43)
logr
and then R
Ky
P[X, + Z, > 0] ~ ] (44)
logn
together with
P[X, >0 =0n""?), n— . (45)
Fix § € (0,1/4) and write
P {ZAT > O} = P [ZT > 0;75 <1 |7 —ral < 7“1_‘1

+0 (]P’ [TTJ > 7“2‘5}) + 0 (IP’ HT_lTT — a} > r_‘s}) .

Here the last two terms are treated with the help of P (TTs > 1“25) < ar~? and

(@2), while the main term is analyzed by means of ideas from the proof of
Theorem Letting Y be the number of type 2 daughters produced by X
particles of type 1 and putting T := min {7" 7, = O}, we deduce from

P [ZT > 0575 < r25, |7 — ral < rlf‘s}

r—1
Vi o 26 1-5
=K [1— HQTf_Tk,Trs <r*|r—ra| <r ] ;
k=0

16



a lower bound

P [ZT > O'TTs < ¥ , | —ral < pl=o

>E [1- H Qnﬂ-k'T O 1.5 <120, |7 — ral < pl=o

>E|1- H f (1,Qara); T < 1°, 705 <7 lrtn —al <00

>E|1-— Hf (1, Q2ra) —P(T>r5)—P(TTs>r25)—]P’(|r*17'r—a‘ >r*5)

1
=E 1—Hf 1@27“(1 +0<10g17+p7')

Hence, applying arguments used to derive 29) in Theorem [2 one can show that
for some Ky >0

lim sup {1ogr-]P’ [ZT > 0]} < KO < lim inf {logr~P [ZT > 0}}

r—00 T—>00

proving (@3).

To demonstrate that {A4) follows from (@3]) observe first that due to
P[X, > 0] = O(r~'/?), r — o, (46)
we have )
]P’{XT—FZAT>O} Nﬁ, T — Q.
logr

Setting N,, := max {k : 7 < n} we obtain

P [XNnH + In1 > 0} <P[Xp+Z, >0 <P [XNn + N, > o} . (47
and for any € € (0,1) we get

P {XNH + ZNn > 0} =P {XNH + ZNn > 0; N, > a_ln(l — 8)}
+O(P[Ny<a'n(l-¢g)]).
It follows that
P [XNn + ZNn > 0; N,y > a_ln(l — E)} <P [Xa—ln(l_a) + Za—ln(l_g) > 0} .

On the other hand, again by [@2]) as n — oo

P [N, <a 'n(l —&)] =P [13-101-c) > n] = 0 ((logn)~'77).

17



Thus,

limsup {logn-P[X, + Z, > 0]}
n—oo
< limsup {logn -P |:Xafln(1,5) + ZAafln(l,E) > 0}} < K.

n—00

A similar estimate from below follows from
P {XNH—H + 2N, 41> 0}
>P {Xafln(lﬁ) + Zytn1se) > 0Ny + 1< a 'n(1+ g)}
=P |:Xa—1n(1+5) + ZA,rln(Ha) > 0} +o0 ((log n)fl*”) )

Finally, relation (48] is derived from (@8] by the law of large numbers argument.
O

7 Subcritical processes with a Markovian envi-
ronment

Assume now that the two-type subcritical process (X, Z,) evolves in a station-
ary Markovian random environment as defined in Section Here, similarly

to Section [6] the auxiliary branching process (XT, ZT) in IID environment with

probability generating functions (I3]) and ([[4) plays an important role.

Single type subcritical processes with a Markovian environment were recently
studied in [14]. According to [I4] under the conditions of our next theorem one
has, similarly to ([31), that

P[X, > 0] =0 (A") for some constant A € (0,1).

Theorem 6. Assume that assumption [2)) holds,

E[¢] <0, Var[¢] € (0,00), (48)

and conditions (32), (33) and either (34) or [B3)) are valid for the corresponding
random variables related to the embedded process (X, Z,) with the key constant
k replaced by & > 0. Suppose, in addition, that

Plr>z]=o0 (x_l_mi“(’%’l)> , T — 00. (49)

Then, there exists a constant K = Kz > 0, given by (4) and (5) below, such

that, see (B9),
P[Z, > 0] ~ a™" O Kqp (n), n— occ. (50)

18



PROOF. Our main arguments here are similar to that used in the proof of
Theorem Bl Fix ¢ € (0,1) and a sufficiently large N and with a = E(7) write

P [z > 0} = P [Z > O;B(r,s)]
+0 (P [TNlogr > 1og3 r] +P[|r —ral > rs]) .
where
B(r,e) = {TNlogT < R 1og3 |1 —ral < E’I”} .
Clearly,
P [TN logr > r*log? r] < TRJI\(:;LQ - =0 (7“7'%) ) (51)

Further, if # < 1 then, according to [I9] under condition ([@3J)) we have
Pl|r. —ra| >er]=o0(r %), (52)

Thus,

P[ZT>0} > P [ZT>O;B(7°,5)} )

r—1
1-— H QXT’LT,C;B(T,E) ,
k=0

and therefore, denoting by B (r,¢) the event complementary to B (r,¢), we get
A~ [ T_l O A
P {ZT > o} > E|1- [[ Q¥ ;T < Nlogr; B(r,e)
k=0

Y%
=

T-1
1-— H Q’I}‘/g-‘rQET;T < Nlogr;B(r,e)
k=0

= E[1- V@] _P[7> Nlogr| - P[B(r,e)] .

Due to (@) and #S)
IP’[XT>O} :P[T>r] =0(A") for some A < 1. (53)
It follows that in view of (), (BI) and (E2) one can find N such that
P [T > Nlogr] +P[B(re)] =o(r 7).
On the other hand, using @) and

P [WT > y} ~Cy=*, Ce(0,00),
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one can show, arguing as in Theorem [4] that for & < 1

liminf lim r*E [1 _ eWrlog Qm+2gr}
el0 r—oo0

A

oo
= liminf lim 7/ P [WT > :1:] et1o8 Qrataer 1.
ej0 rmoo — 10g Qra+2€r 0

. 2 &
=CT'(1—-&)liminf | ———
(1=#) "o (mga (14 25))
giving
lim inf r*P [ZT > O} > K
™00
with

) for & < 1. (54)
maa
A similar upper bound in view of (Il) and (B3] yields

S A 2
K=Cr(1- &) (
lim 7*P [XT Y. > 0} ~ K.
T—00
If & > 1 then condition (@3] entails
P[ |7 —ra| >er] = 0(7“71) ,

and, as before, this implies

lim (ga(r)) " P [X + 27, > o} - K

r—>00 ’
where .
N 2 C if A=1
Ke—=.0C ’ 55
moa { Jo P[Wr > z]dz, if &>1. (55)

We proceed by recalling (@T). For any ¢ € (0,1)

P {XNH +ZNn > 0] =P {XNH +ZNn > 0; N, > ailn(l —5)]
+O0(P[N, <a 'n(l-¢)]),

and as n — oo
P {XNH +2Zn, > 0; N, >a n(1 - 5)}
<P [Xa—ln(l_a) + Za—ln(l_g) > 0} ~ Qi (a_ln (1- 8)) K.

It follows from [19] and our conditions that

P [Nn <a 'n(l - 5)} =P [Saﬂn(l,s) > n} =0 (ni min(k’l)) , M — 0.
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Thus,

limsup (gz(n)) ' P[X, 4+ Z, > 0]

n—oo

< limlimsup (gz(n)) ' P | Xy, + Zn, >0/,

el0 nosoco

so that

lim sup (q,%(n))’l P[X, + Z, > 0] < qmin(L,R) fr

n—00

The corresponding lower bound is obtained similarly.
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