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Abstract

In this paper, we consider n-type Markov branching processes with immigration and
resurrection. The uniqueness criteria are first established. Then, a new method is found
and the explicit expression of extinction probability is successfully obtained in the absorption
case, the mean extinction time is also given. The recurrence and ergodicity criteria are given
if the state 0 is not absorptive. Finally, if the resurrection rates are same as the immigration
rates, the branching property and decay property are discussed in detail, it is shown that
the process is a superimposition of a n-type branching process and an immigration. The
exact value of the decay parameter Az is given for the irreducible class Z”. Moreover, the
corresponding \z-invariant measures/vectors and quasi-distributions are presented.
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1. Introduction

Markov branching processes occupy a major niche in the theory and applications of
probability theory. Good references are, among many others, Harris [I1], Athreya and
Ney [5] and Asmussen and Hering [3], Athreya and Jagers [4]. Within this framework both
state-independent and state-dependent immigration have important roles to play. For the
former, Sevast’yanov [25] and Vatutin [26]-[27] considered a branching process with state-
independent immigration. Aksland [2] considered a modified birth-death process where the
state-independent immigration is imposed on a simple birth-death underlying structure. On
the other hand, the latter (state-dependent immigration) can be traced to Foster [10] and
Pakes [19] who considered a discrete branching process with immigration occurring only
when the process occupies state 0. Yamazato [28] investigated the continuous-time version,
See also the discussion in Pakes and Tavaré [20].

The decay parameter and the quasi-stationary distributions are closely linked with the
development of continuous time Markov chains. The idea of using quasi-stationary dis-
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tribution can be traced back at least to the early work of Yaglom [33], who considered
the long-run behavior, in a sense of the subcritical Galton-Watson process. The decay
parameter was developed by Kingman in early 1960’s. Beginning with the pioneering and
remarkable work of Kingman [14] and Vere-Jones [30], this extremely useful theory has
been flourished owing to many important researches, including the significant contributions
made by Flaspohler [9], Pakes [20], Pollett [22]-[24], Darroch and Seneta [§], Kelly [12],
Kijima [I3], Nair and Pollett [18], Tweedie [29], Van Doorn [31] and many others.

n-type Markov branching process has been discussed in Harris [I1], Athreya and Ney [5].
The aim of this paper is to consider the n-type branching processes with immigration and
resurrection, which is the further extension of the n-type Markov branching process. We
will discuss the extinction behavior, recurrence property and decay property. The evolution
of a n-type branching process with immigration can be intuitively described as follows:

(i) Consider a system involving n types of particles. The life length of a type i particle is
exponentially distributed with mean 6;,i =1,--- ,n.

(ii) Particles give “offspring” independently. When a type i particle splits(dies), it
produces j; particles of type 1, - - -, 7, particles of type n, with probability pyl) e

(iii) When the system is empty, the immigration still occurs.

(iv) If particles are migrant from the external environment, then they will follow the same
reproductive rules as the original particles in the system .

We begin our research by giving the formal definition of n-type branching process with
immigration. Throughout this paper, we adopt the following conventions:

(C-1) Z% = {(i1, - ,in) * @1, -+ 1 € Zy}, for any i = (iy,---,1,) € Z7, denote
li| = ZZ:1 k-

(C-2) [0,1]" = {(ug, -+ ,up) : 0 <y, - ,u, <1}

(C-3) Xzy (+) is the indicator of Z7}.

(C-4)0=(0,---,0),1=(1,---,1), e =(0,---,1;---,0) are vectors in [0, 1]".
Definition 1.1. A ¢g-matrix @ = (g;;1,j € Z7) is called an n-type branching with im-

migration g-matrix (henceforth referred to as a nTBI g-matrix) if it takes the following
form:

hj - Xgn (3), if [if =0
n . 1 (k . . . . . .
Gy = 4 i b, Xy (=i ) F 0y (G—) 0 i[>0 (1)
0, otherwise

where
hy > 00 #0),0 <. 0hj = —ho < 00;
a; > 0(j #0),0 <> 5005 =—ap < o0 (1.2)
B >0 (£ er), 0< Y0 B =08 <00, k=1, n.
Remark 1.1. {h;;j # 0} denotes the “resurrection rate”, {a;;j # 0} denotes the “immi-
gration rate” whilst {b;;j # ex} denotes the “branching rate”.

Definition 1.2. An n-type branching process with immigration(henceforth referred to sim-
ply as a nTBIP) is a continuous-time Markov chain with state space Z', whose transition
function P(t) = (ps(t); 1,j € Z7) satisfies Kolmogorov forward equation

P'(t) = P(t)Q (1.3)
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where @) is a nTBI g-matrix as given in (1.1) — (1.2).

Here we have defined the @Q-process as the corresponding transition P(t) rather than the
process itself. In fact, for convenience, we shall freely use this term to denote either of them
in this paper. This is, of course, commonly accepted and will not cause any confusion.

By Kingman [14], we know that there exists a number A > 0, called the decay parameter
of the process P(t), such that for all i,j € C' (where C' is a irreducible class),

1
p log psj(t) = —A¢ as t — +o0.

On the other hand, let

iy = inf{\ > 0: / eMpij(t)dt = 0o} = sup{\ >0 / eMpgj(t)dt < 0o}
0 0

By the irreducibility argument, it is fairly easy to show that p4; does not depend on i,j € C.
Denote the common value of p;; by p. It is straightforward to show that the common
abscissa of convergence of these integrals is just the decay parameter, i.e., A\c = p.

It is well known that the decay parameter and quasi-stationary distributions are closely
linked with the so-called p-subinvariant/invariant measures and p-subinvariant/invariant
vectors. An elementary but detailed discussion of this theory can be seen in Anderson [1J.
For convenience, we briefly repeat these definitions, tailored for our special models, as
follows:

Definition 1.3. Let Q = (¢;;1,j € Z7) be an nTBI ¢g-matrix and C' be a irreducible class.
Assume that g > 0. A set (m;;i € C) of strictly positive numbers is called a p-subinvariant
measure for @) on C' if

Zmiqij < —Hmg, J eC. (14)
ieC

If the equality holds in (1.4), then (m;;i € ') is called a p-invariant measure for ) on C.

Definition 1.4. Let P(t) = (p;;(t);i,j € Z7) be an nTBIP and C be a irreducible class.
Assume that g > 0. A set (my;1 € C) of strictly positive numbers is called a p-subinvariant
measure for P(t) on C' if

Zmipij(t) < e_“tmj, J e C. (15)
ieC

If the equality holds in (1.5), then (m;;i € C) is called a p-invariant measure for P(t) on C.
The subinvariant/invariant vectors can be similarly defined.

Definition 1.5. Let P(t) = (py(t);1,j € Z7) be an nTBIP and C be a communicating class.
Assume that (my;i € C) is a probability distribution over C. Let p;(t) = > ;. mup;(t), for
jed t>0.If

(t
%:mﬁ J€C1>0, (1.6)
ie 1

then (my;i € C) is called a quasi-stationary distribution.
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The deep relationship between invariant measures and quasi-stationary distributions has
been revealed by the important work of Van Doorn [31], and Nair and Pollett [I§].

For the one-dimensional Markov branching processes with immigration, the extinction
probability and exact value of decay parameter are well-known. The basic aim of this paper
is to investigate the extinction behavior, recurrence property and decay property of n-type
Markov branching processes with immigration. Different from the one-dimensional cases,
when a particle of one type in the system splits, the number of particles of different type
may change. Therefore, the method used in the one-dimensional case fails and some new
approaches should be used in the current situation. In this paper, we find a new method (see,
Theorem B.T]) to investigate the deep properties of the n-type Markov branching processes
with immigration. Furthermore, this new method can be available in discussing related
models and also be available in solving some kind of partial differential equations.

The structure of this paper is organized as follows. Regularity and uniqueness criteria
together with some preliminary results are firstly establish in Section 2. In Section 3, we
are concentrated on discussing the absorptive nTBIP(i.e., without resurrection) for which
the most interesting problem is the extinction probability. In section 4, we mainly consider
the case hg # 0 and the recurrence criteria are given. In the following Section 5 and Section
6, we discuss the branching property and decay properties. Note that if h; = a;, then
the branching property and the decay properties of the corresponding process will be well-
discussed and understood. For this reason, we shall assume that h; = a; in Section 5 and
Section 6.

2. Preliminary and uniqueness

Since the g-matrix @ is determined by the sequences {hj;j € Z7%}, {a;;j € Z7} and
{bJ@; jeZn} (i =1,---,n), we define their generating functions as

o o
—E E I LR I
H(ulv ) un) - h]lv-- Jn W1 unn’
j1:0 jnzo
o o
_ E E J1 Jn.
A(ula e >un) - o gy, g1 -0 unna
71=0 Jn=0
(o] (o]

_ E E (@) J1 j P
Bi(uly' .. ’un) f— ... bjl,"',jnul . .u-ZLn’ 1 = ]_’. .. ’n'

71=0 Jn=0

For the sake of convenience in writing, here we write {h, ... j.);(J1, - ,Jn) € Z1} as
(g gui Grse o2 n) € ZY, {agy gy Uns o 2 0n) € 2} as {a,e s (- 5 0n) € 2}

and {bg?ljn)7 (Ji,+ ,Jn) €L} as {bg-?v,,,%; (ji,- -+ ,Jn) € Z' }, these would not cause any
confusion. It is clear that A(uy,--- ,u,) and each B;(us,--- ,u,) are well defined at least
on [0, 1]™.

In order to discuss the n-type Markov branching processes with immigration, we need
some preparations. In this section, we first investigate the properties of the generating
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functions H(uq, -+ ,uy), A(ug, -+ ,u,) and {B;(uy, -+ ,uy);i=1,--- n}. Let

aH(ula"' aun) .
Hj(ul,"‘,un): auj , ]:1,"',”.
a‘/él(ula e >un)
Aj(Ul,"',U,n): auj I j:17' 7n
aBz ) s Un .o
Bij(ula"'7un): (ulau] (% )’ Z,j:17"'7n-
Bij(ug, - -+ un
gz’j(U1,"‘,un):6ij_ ]( lb(l) >> 717]:]-7 ,
where uy, -+ ,u, € [0,1] and 0;; is the Dirac function. The matrices (B;;(uq,-- -, u,)) and

(gij(u1,- -+ ,uy,)) are denoted by B(uy,- -+ ,u,) and G(uy, - -, u,), respectively.

Definition 2.1. Generating functions {B;(uy, - ,u,); 1 <1i < n} is called singular if there
exists an n X n matrix M such that

(By(ug, -+ ), Balug, -+ up)) = M- (ug, -, uy)’
where (x1,- -, 2,)" denotes the transpose of the vector (zq,---,x,).

Definition 2.2. A nonnegative n x n matrix A = (a;;) is called positively regular if there
exists N > 0, such that AV > 0.

If {B;(ug, -+ ,u,);1 < i < n} is singular, then each particle has exactly one offspring,
and hence the branching process will be equivalent to an ordinary finite Markov chain. In
order to avoid discussing such trivial cases, we shall assume throughout this paper that the
following conditions are satisfied:

(A-1). {B;(uy,- -+ ,u,);1 <i<n} is nonsingular;

(A-2). Bjj(1,---,1) < 400, 4,5 =1, ,n;

(A-3). G(1,---,1) is positively regular.

Lemma 2.1. A(uy,--- ,u,) <0 foralluy,--- ,u, € [0,1) andlimy, 41 ... y11 A(ur, -+ up,) =
A(l,---,1) = 0. Similar property holds for H(uy,- - ,uy,).

Proof. All the conclusions are easy to be proved by some simple algebra operations and
thus we omitted here. U

The following Lemma is a direct consequence of Li and Wang [I7], thus the proof is
omitted here.
Lemma 2.2. Suppose G(1,--- ,1) is positively reqular and {B;(u,--- ,u,);1 < i < n} is
nonsingular. Then the equation

By(uy, -+ ,u,) =0;
Bo(uy, -+ ,uy,) =0; (2.1)
Bn(uy, -+ ,u,) =0.
has at most two solutions in [0, 1]". Letq = (q1, - ,qn) and p(uy,- - - ,u,) denote the small-
est nonnegative solution to (21]) and the mazimal eigenvalues of B(uy, - -+ ,u,), respectively.

Then,
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(i) q; is the extinction probability when the Feller minimal process starts at state e; (i =
1,---,n). Moreover, if p(1,---,1) <0, then q = 1; while if p(1,---,1) > 0, then q < 1,
1€, Quy e Qn < 1.

(i) pq1, -+ ,q.) < 0.

Lemma 2.3. Let P(t) = (p;(t);i,j € Z%) and ®(\) = (¢55(N);i,j € Z7) be the Feller
minimal Q-function and Q-resolvent, respectively, where @ is given in (1.1) — (1.2). Then

for anyie Z and (ug, - ,u,) €10,1)", we have
0Fit,u,---,un . .
( 18t ) :H(U,l,-.- 7un)pi0(t) +A(U/1"" 7un) Z plj(t)u.{l ._.u‘z'ln
H Z7L
n ( JG) e (2.2)
OF(t,uy, -+, uy,
+ZBk(ul> aun) 8uk
k=1
where Fy(t,ur, -+ un) = Y jeqn pi()uwlt - -udn, or in resolvent version
AD; (N, g, - - y) — it uin
:H(Ul, e >un)¢10()\) + A(ul, : ,un) Z QS]J()\)U{& uZ{L
Jez0 (2.3)
- 0(I>i()\,u1,--- >un)
B Cee Uy,
+ ; k(ulv , U ) aUk

where Cbi()\, Uy, - ,Un) = ZjeZi ¢1_]()‘)uil o u%n

Proof. By the Kolmogorov forward equations, we have that for any i,j € Z7,

Pi(t) = D7 O ki icre, X (= K+ €0) + 51 X (5= K) (1 = Gk + By - dond
=1

keZ

Multiplying u{l +--ur on both sides of the above equality and summing over Z’ we imme-
diately obtain (Z2). Taking Laplace transform on both sides of ([22)) immediately yields

@3). [
Lemma 2.4. Suppose G(1,--- 1) is positively reqular and {B;(uy,- -+ ,u,);1 < i <n} is
nonsingular. If p(1,---,1) <0, then the Q-function is honest.

Proof. By Lemma 2.5 of Li and Wang [17], we know that if p(1,---,1) <0, then q = 1.
Denote

r* =sup{r > 0; By(uy, -+ ,u,) =r, k=1,--- n has a solution in [0, 1]"}.

By Lemma 2.7 of Li and Wang [17], we know that 7* > 0 and for any r € (0, 7], there exist
ur(r), -+ ,un(r) € [0,1) such that

Bk(ul(r)> U >un(r)) =T k= 1> e,
and moreover,

limug(r)=1, k=1,---,n.
rl0
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Letting uy, = ug(r), (k=1,---,n) in [22) and letting r | 0 yield
> () > 1
jezn
ie., EjeZi pij(t) = 1, then the Q-process is honest. O

Having completed the preparation, we now prove that for any given nTBI g-matrix @)
defined in (1.1) — (1.2), there always exists exactly one @-process satisfying Kolmogorov
forward equation.

Theorem 2.1. Let QQ be a nTBI q-matriz defined as (1.1)—(1.2). Then there exists exactly
one nTBIP, i.e., the Feller minimal process.

Proof. By Lemma [24] We only need to consider the cases that p(1,---,1) > 0 or
> ey Br(1,---,1) < 0. For this purpose, we will show that the equations

{n(M—Q) =0, 7 >0, jeZn, (2.4)

have only trivial solution. Suppose that the contrary is true and let n = (n;; j € Z'}) be a
non-trivial solution of (24 corresponding to A = 1. Then, by (2.4]) we have

=Y md_ kb Xgp (= K+ €) + aj00- Xy (5 = K)(1 = Go) + hj - dox). (2.5)
i=1

keZ!
Multiplying ' - - - u/» on both sides of (ZF) and using some algebra yields that

n an(u ’- .. ’un)
T](Ul,"' aun): § Bi(ula"' aun)' 18’&'
i=1 v

+A(u17' t 7“”)(”(”17' o 7un) - UO) +H(u17 e 7Un)770-

(1 - A(ulv e 7“”))[n(u17 U 7un) - 770] + (1 - H(ulv e 7“”))770

RS on(u, -+, uy)
— ;BZ(UI,  Up) . . (2.6)

If p(1,---,1) > 0o0r > ;_, Bg(1,---,1) <0, then by Lemma 2.2 and the irreducibility of Q
we know from that (Z1]) has a solution (g1, -+ ,¢,) € (0,1)™. Let (uy, -+ ,un) = (q1,*+ , qn)
in (Z0]), we can see that the right-hand side of (26 is zero. Therefore, the left-hand side
of (Z.6) must be zero, which implies that n; = 0 (Vj € Z7). The proof is completed. O

3. Extinction Property

In this section, we shall discuss the extinction property of the nTBIP in the case that
ho = 0. In this case, the most interesting problem is the extinction probability. Let @)
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denote the corresponding absorptive nTBI g-matrix and P(t) = (p3j(t);1,j € Z7) denote
the Feller minimal Q-function. Also let ajo = limy_o Pio(t) be the extinction probability of
15(15) starting at state i. In order to discuss the extinction property, we need the following
important result, which plays a key role in our discussion.

Theorem 3.1. Suppose that G(1,---,1) is positively reqular, {B;(uq,--- ,u,);1 < i < n}
is nonsingular. If B1(0,---,0) > 0, then the system of equations

Bl(u7u27"'7u”) ’ (31)

uh (u) = Belwvecun) g < <y
uk|u:0:O> 2<k<n

has a unique solution (ur(u);2 < k < n). Furthermore, this solution satisfies

(1) (up(u);2 < k <n) is well defined on [0, q];

(17) uy(0) > 0 and ul(u) >0 for allu € (0,q1) and 2 < k <n;

(131) up(q1) = qr, 2 <k <mn.

Proof. Since B;(0,---,0) > 0, we know that Bj(u,0,---,0) = 0 has a positive root
u* € (0,1]. For any ¢ > 0, {%7 2 < k < n} satisfy Lipschitz condition on
[0,u* — ] x [0, 1], therefore, by the theory of differential equations, (B:I)) has a unique
solution (ug(u);2 < k < n) defined on [0,u* — £]. Furthermore, (B.1]) has a unique solution
(ug(u);2 < k < n) defined on [0, u*) since € > 0 is arbitrary.

We claim that uj(u) >0 (2 < k <n) for all u € [0,u*). In fact, if there exist u € [0, u*)
and 2 < k < n such that uj(u) < 0, denote

@ =1inf{u € [0,u*) : uj(u) <O for some k€ {2,--- ,n}t}
and
H={ke{2,---,n}: Je>0st uy(u) <0 forue (a,a+e)}.
It is obvious that H # 0, say H = {k,--- ,n} for convenience. It is easy to see that

Bylit, us(@), - -, un(@) =0, ke H

and there exists u € (@, u}) such that ug(u) > uk(a) (k < k), ux(a) < ug(a) (k € H) and
By (a,us(a), -+ ,up(u)) <0, ke H. (3.2)
Consider
I = {By(a,us(u), - ,uj_ (@), uz, - ,u,); k€ H}.

Obviously,
Bk(ﬂ‘7 u2(ﬂ‘)7 e 7u];;—1(/a)7 u];(ﬂ‘)? o 7un(ra)) > 07 ke H.

Therefore, the smallest nonnegative zeros of I is in [[;_;[ug(@),1]. Combining with (3.2)
we know that u(u) > ui(a) (k € H) which contradicts with ug(u) < ug(a) (k € H).

We further claim that u)(u) > 0 (2 < k < n) for all v € (0,u*]. In fact, suppose that
there exists @ € (0, u*] such that

By (t,ug(a), -+ ,up(u)) =0
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for some k£ > 2. Denote

and R )
He={1,2,--- 'n}\ H.

It is easy to see that He # (). By the irreducibility of the set of nonzero states we know that
there exist k € H,j € H¢ such that

By;(t, ug(w), - - -, up () > 0.

On the other hand,

. Br(u,us(u), -, uy(u R . R .
i P20 S @), @) (@) > O,
i€H¢
which contradicts with By (u, us(u), -+ ,u,(u)) > 0 for all u € [0, u*], where u/(a) = 1.

Since By(u*,ug(u®), -+ u,(u*)) > By(u*,0,---,0) = 0, we can apply the mathematics
induction to prove that the solution of (B can be uniquely extended to [0, ;). Now, we
claim that

u(q1) = Lim up(u) = qr, k>2.
Indeed, since By (u,ug(u), -+ ,uy(u)) >0, (k> 1) for all u € (0,¢q), it can be easily seen
that ug(u) € (0,qx) (k> 2) for all u € (0,q;) and therefore, ug(q;) € (0, gx] for all k£ > 2. If
ur(q1) < qx for some k > 2, denote

M ={k > 2;ur(q1) < @}, Me={1,2,--- ,n}\ M.

It follows from the irreducibility of the set of nonzero states we know that there exists
Jj € M¢ such that

11111%} B](ua UQ(U), T >un(u)) - Bj(Qla“Z(Ql)a e >Un((J1)) < Oa

which contradicts with Bj(u, us(u), - -, u,(u)) > 0 for all u € (0, ¢1). O

Corollary 3.1. Suppose that G(1,--- ,1) is positively reqular, { B;(u1, -+ ,u,); 1 <i<n}
is nonsingular. If By(0,---,0) >0, By(0,---,0) > 0, then the system of equations
_ Bir(ui,u,,up)
ug,(u) = Bauru ) K72 (3.3)
uk|u:0 - O; k 7& 2

has the same solution as (B.)).

Proof. By Theorem B, we know that (3.3) has a unique solution. For convenience,
we denote the solutions to [B3]) by (ui(uz),us(us),- -, u,(us)). Since u)(uz) > 0 for all
us € [0,¢2), we know that the function wu;(ug), (uz € [0,¢2)) has inverse function uy =
fo(u1), (ur € [0, 1)) satisfying %21 = 1/uy. Let u, = fr(u1) = u(fo(wr)) (ur € [0, q1]) for
k > 3. It can be easily seen that ug = fr(uy), (k> 2) is the solution to (B.1J). O
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In this paper, we do not consider the trivial case that any particle will never dye.
Therefore, by Theorem 3.1l and Corollary Bl we will always assume that B;(0,---,0) > 0
without loss of generality and let (ug(u), -+, un(u)) (u € [0, ¢]) denote the unique solution
to (B.1).

Before stating our main result in this section, we first provide two useful lemmas.

Lemma 3.1. Let (p;;(t);i,j € Z7) be the Feller minimal Q-function where Q is an absorp-
tive nTBI q-matriz. Then for any i € 27,

/ pik(t)dt < 00, k 7é 0 (34)
0
and thus
lim pu(t) =0, i€ Z} k#0. (3.5)
t—o00
Moreover, for any i € ZT; \ 0 and (uy,ug, - - ,u,) € [0,1)", we have

Z(/O pic(t)dt) - ubub? - ut < oo (3.6)

k#£0

Proof. Tt follows from the Kolmogorov forward equations that

t
pio(t) = dio + by - / Pie, (u)du
0

which clearly implies that [ pie, (£)dt < oo for all i € Z7. By repeatedly using the
Kolmogorov forward equations recursively and the irreducibility of the nonzero states, (B.4])
can be easily proven. Then (1) immediately follows from (B4]). Finally we turn to prove
(B6)). For this purpose, we shall consider two different cases separately.

First, consider the case 0 < p(1,---,1) < oo. By Lemma ZII(ii), (ZI) has a root
(@1,92, - ,qn) € (0,1)". Let (ay,---,a,) € [[_,(¢,1). We claim that there exists
(@, ,ay) € [[i_;[t;, 1) such that

Bi(ty, i) <0, Vi=1,2,-- ,n. (3.7)

Indeed, let Hy = {i; B;(ty,---,4,) > 0}. By Li and Wang [17] we know that H; #
{1,2,---,n} since p(1,---,1) > 0. If H = () then B;(ay, - ,0,) <0 (Vi =1,---,n). If
H; # () then by Lemma 2.2] we know that there exists (ugl), e ,ug)) € [, 1) such
that Bi(ugl), e ,ug)) =0 forall 1 € Hy. Let

H2 = {Z7 Bi(ugl)u o 7U£Ll)) > O}

then Hy C {1,2,---,n} \ Hy. It is obvious that H; U Hy # {1,2,--- ,n}. If Hy = () then
Bi(ugl), e ,ug)) <0 (Vi=1,---,n). If Hy # () then by Lemma [2Z2], we know that there
exists (u§2), e ,ug)) € H?:l[ugl), 1) such that Bi(ugz), e ,ug)) =0foralli € HiUH,. By
repeatedly using the same argument and noting {1,2,--- ,n} is a finite set, we can obtain
H,, Hy, ---,H,, such that H,,,; = () and hence Bi(ugm),~-~ ,uslm)) <0 (Vi=1,---,n).
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It is obvious that H; U--- U H,, # {1,2,--- ,n}, ie, Bi(ugm),-~- u%m) < 0 for all i €
{1,---,n}\ HiU---U H,,. By the irreducibility of nonzero states, we can see that (3.7
holds for @; smaller than (if necessary) but closing to ugm).

By (22) we know that there exists k € {1,2,--- ,n} \ Hy U---U H,, such that

aFi(t,ﬂ/l, e 717‘11)

ot - A('ala"' >’an) ' Z plj(t) T 'uizn
_]EZi\O
& _ _ aFi(taﬂla"' 7'an)
_'_Z_:Bk(uh 7un) aUk

which implies (3.6]).

Next consider the case that p(1,1,---,1) < 0. Let (a1, ,,) € (0,1)". By Theorem [B1]
there exists s € (g, 1) such that (s, us(s), -+ ,u,(s)) € [1—, (@, 1) and hence by ([2:2)) and
Theorem [3.1] we have
8Gi(T, S)

1> A(s,us(s), -, un(s))Gi(T, s) + Bi(s,ua(s), - -+ ,un(s)) - P

where G;(T,s) = ZjeZi\O(foT pi;(£)dt) s ug(s)72 - - -, (s)m. ([B.G) can be obtained immedi-
ately from the above inequality. U

For any i # 0, define
Gilu) = (/‘X’ pig(t)dt) - w” [uz(u)? - - [un (). (3.8)
jezn\o /0

From Lemma Bl Gj(u) is well-defined for u € [0, ¢).
Theorem 3.2. For anyi# 0, ajo =1 if and only if p(1,---,1) <0 and J = +0oo where

1 fy A(z,ug(x),-- un(z))

1
J ;:/ By (@,un (@) yun (@) 92 ). 3.9
o Bi(y,ua(y),--- 7Un(y)) Y (39)

More specifically,
(i) If p(1,---,1) <0 and J = 400, then a;o = 1(i # 0).
(1) If p(1,---,1) <0 and J < +o0, then

. . . Az, uo(x sun (z
PR U0 I O N e o S e
0 Bl (y7u2 (y)7 7“n(y))

dio = . e A @) 1 (3.10)
By G (@) un @) 7y

f(] B1 (y,uz(y),--- ,Un(y))

(213) If 0 < p(1,--- ,1) < 400 and thus the equation (21]) possesses a smallest nonnegative
root q= ((h’ U2(Q1)7 e 7Un(Q1)) € (07 1)nf then

q1 y11u2 22 Uy, (y)ln fy Az ug(x), - un(z)) d

B ( ( )) Bi(z,ug(z),  un(x)) n
. y,u2(y), - un(y ik .
ajp = 0 Awug@), im () y < qu <1, i#0
f 0 Bi(@ug(@), - un(z))
B(y, uz(y un(¥)
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Proof. Integrating the equality (2.2) with respect to t € [0,00) and using Theorem B.1]
we have that for any u € [0,1) and i # 0,

aio — uup(w)”? - - un(u)"

O s ) g ), () - G
8uk

= Bi(u,us(u), - ,un(u)) - Gi(u) + A(u, us(u), -+ up(u)) - Gi(u) (3.11)

where Gj(u) < +oo is given in (B0]). First consider the case p(1,---,1) < 0. Solving the
ordinary differential equation (BI1) for v € [0,1) immediately yields

fu Az ug (), un (@) 4.

Gi(u) - €0 Bilmuz(@).un(@)
_ / to —ytus(y)”un(y)” |y e, (3.12)
o Bily,u(y),- -, un(y))

This immediately implies that if J = 400, then a;o = 1. Indeed, if a;p < 1, then by letting

s 1 1 in (BI2) we see that the right hand side of (8.12]) tends to —oo, while the left hand

side is always nonnegative, which is a contradiction. Hence (i) is proven.
Now we turn to (ii). First note that J < +o0 implies |, ! ;1 (21222((95 ))7_ j;’;(a)))) dx = —o0. Since

the left hand side of (3.12) is clearly nonnegative and thus so is the right hand side of (3.12).

i i in y Az,ug(x), - un(z)) .
It follows that azo > J~' - [] Bll(zzgz;) uz(j()y)) elo Bz “n(””dxdy Therefore, in order

to prove (ii), we only need to show that

1 'l Z i’!L Z,u x LU x
aso < J7! / ylug(y)? - un(y) o ;1((1 5;(1)) unn((m))))d:vdy.
o Bily,ua(y), - un(y))

y Al@ug(), - un(®) 4

N T ()72 - un . .
Take z; = fo %11(;”2(;" mily()y)) olo B Gan@ un @) ¢ “dy,j # 0, then for any i # 0,

Z @5 + Gio

J#0
1 o i J1 J2 ... n Jn 211 (@) rer iy (2
J—1,/ ZJ€Z+qJ Y ua(y) un(y) M Al un((;)))dxdy
0 Bi(y, ua(y), -+ s un(y))

I . . . . (2,up (@), un (@)
= J_l . / Z 'éky“u2 (y)lz R uk(y)lk_lu;g(y) P un(y)]" . ny glfxufg(xx) uuilzcx))dxdy
0

By (z,ug (), ,un(x))

Ly J2 ... in A - y A(zug(x), un(z))
—|—J_1 . / Y Ug(y) un(y) (y,UQ(y), ) Un ( )) f 2 d:cdy
0

Here the last equality follows from applying the method of integration by parts. Hence
(z3;j # 0) is a solution of the equation

§#0
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By Lemma 3.2 in Li and Chen [16], we then have aio < z{(i # 0) since ajo is the minimal
solution of the above equation. (ii) is proved.

Finally, we consider (iii). Suppose that 0 < p(1,---,1) < 400. By Lemma 2.1, we know
that the equation (Z1)) has a root (qi,u2(q1), -, un(q1)) € (0,1)" and Gi(s) < oo for all
s € [0,¢]. Similarly as in the above, we only need to show that

s 1 y Alz,ug (@), un(w))
eJ0 BLG @) o) 17 gy

ajp < lim
0 sm[ o Bily,us(y), - un(y))

/ Tyl W)y g e
o Bi(y,us(y), - ua(y))

Since —ag > 0, we know by Lemma 2.1] that

41 A(z,uz(x), - ,un(z)
Bi(zua(z), - un(z

/y A(.Z',Ug(flf),"' 7un(x)) dr < /y A(QlaQ%"' 7qn)dx<01nq1 —-Y
o Bilzus(@), - un(z))  ~ Jo Bi(r.qe, o qn) T T

))) dr = —oo and

for y € [0,q1), where C is a positive constant. Hence the integral f B yw(y;

fy Az ug (), un (@) 4 .
By (@ (@) un () “dy, denoted by D, is convergent. Now by letting

un(y)

D1 /ql 1 S B AGyd g £0
— . 1(z,ug(x un (z y’ .] ,
o Bily,us(y),- - ua(y))

we may prove similarly as above that (yJ?‘; j # 0) is a solution of the equation

Zq1j$;+Qi0:O> OSI; <Li#0.

§#0

Again by Lemma 3.2 in Li and Chen [16], we have a;o < yf(i # 0) which proves the first

equality in (B.0). The last two assertions in ([B.5]) are obvious. O
By Theorem B2 we see that when immigration occurs then the condition p(1,--- 1) <

O(i.e., the death rate is greater than or equal to the mean birth rate) is no longer sufficient,
though still necessary, for the process to be finally extinct. A further condition J = oo,
which reflects the effect of immigration, is necessary to guarantee the final extinction.

Having obtained the extinction probability, we are now in a position to consider the
extinction time. We shall use Ej[7y] to denote the mean extinction time when the process
starts at state i # 0.

Theorem 3.3. Suppose that p(1,---,1) <0 and J = oo where J is given in [39) and thus
the extinction probability a;o = 1(1 # 0). Then for any i # 0, Ei[r] < oo if and only if

/1 1 —yua(y) - un(y) — Ay, uz(y), -, unly))
; B

l(yv u2(y)7 e 7un(y>>

dy < oo (3.13)

and in which case, E;i|1o] is given by

. , . .
1 —y»t 2.y, tn _ [l Alug(@), - un(@) o
Ei[n] = / ) e dy, (3.14)
0

.e y Bi(z,ug(x),
Bl(y> u2(y)> e >un(y))
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Proof. Tt follows from (B12) that

S (et sy (0)

j#0 70

_ / Lo ytua(y)® - un(y)™ | gy gttt
0 Bl(y>u2(y)> e >un(y))

Letting s 1 1, using the honesty condition and applying the Monotone Convergence Theorem
then yields

Eilr] — / (1 po())de
= Z /;oo pij(t)dt

JEZ\0

1 i ( P in z,ug(x), -, un(x
= / L= yus(y)® - un(y) e Iy g(a:,fg((z)),---,un((z)))) d”cdy
0 Bl(y>u2(y)>"' >un(y))

Thus (BI4) is proved. Finally, it is fairly easy to show that the expression in ([BI4) is finite
if and only if ([B.I3) holds. O

4. Recurrence Property

Unlike the previous section, in this section we shall always assume that hg < 0 and thus O
is no longer an absorbing state. For this case, the most important problem is the recurrence
property. We shall assume that the nTBI ¢-matrix @) is regular and thus the nTBIP is
honest.

Theorem 4.1. The nTBIP is recurrent if and only if p(1,---,1) <0 and J = +oo, where
J is given in (39).

Proof. We first prove the “if” part. By Lemma 4.46 of Chen [6], it is sufficient to prove
that the minimal solution of the equation

T = Zﬁ'ijl’j + T, 1€ Zi, (41)
J#0

equals 1 identically, where (7351, j € Z7) denote the transition probability of the embedding
chain of the nTBIP. Denote

50j, if i=0,je€ Z:L_
=9~ .o .
! ij, if i#£0,j EZ?_
If (27;i € Z7) is the minimal solution of the (&Il), then it is easy to see that (z;i # 0) is

a solution of the equation

Ty = Zﬂijfb’j +mo, 0<2;<1,i#0.
70
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Indeed, by Lemma 3.2 of Li and Chen [I6] and Theorem we immediately see that
z; = ajo = 1(i # 0) and hence zj = 1(i € Z7). Therefore, by the Anderson", we know
that the nTBIP is recurrent.

We now prove the “only if” part. Assume that either p(1,--- 1) < 0 together J < 400
or 0 < p(1,---,1) < 4o00. We shall prove that the process is transient. To this end, it is

sufficient to show that the equation

E Tyl = Ty, 1#0,

jezn

has a non-constant bounded solution. By the Comparison Lemma, we only need to show
that the inequality

Z TijLj > T, i 7A 0, (42)
jezn
has a non-constant bounded solution. Now if 0 < p(1,---,1) < oo, By Lemma 22| we

know that the equation () has a root q = (q1,q2,-** ,¢,) € (0,1)". Let 2; = 1 — g, then
(x3;1 € Z7) is a non-constant bounded solution of {{2). Indeed, for i # 0,

E Wijxj

jezn
1 .
- Zn ; b(k) Z szb 1+€k - qJ) + Z aj—i(l - qJ)]
T 2 k=1%Ve; — Q0 45 =1 j#
1
T TSl e Z%bek —ao+szbekq ~d/(A(a) ~ a0)]
= €L
S B )

- ikbt(alz) — ag
k=1
> 1—q =z
If p(1,---,1) <0 and J = +o0, then by letting

i1 ia .. in Az, ug (), un(x))
U U Y 2
Yy ua(y) n(y) f By (@,up (@) u;(w))dxdy, jeZy,

*_

ay=J" /0 Bi(y, us(y), - un(y))

we may easily verify as in the proof of Theorem that (zj;j € Z7) is a non-constant
bounded solution of (Z2]). O

Theorem 4.2. The nTBIP is positive recurrent (i.e., ergodic) if and only if p(1,--- ;1) <0
and

/1 — Ay ua(y), -+ un(y)) — Hy, ua(y), -+ un(y))
; Bi(y, ua(y), - un(y))

Moreover, if p(1,---,1) < 0 and Y 77_ [A;(1,--,1) + H;(1,- -+, 1)] < oo, then the process
1s exponentially ergodic.

dy < 0. (4.3)
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Proof. Suppose that p(1,---,1) < 0 and (@3] holds. By Chen [6], in order to prove the
positive recurrence, we only need to show that the equation
{Zjez;z @iy < —1, 1#0,
D 0 G0l < 00

has a finite nonnegative solution. By the irreducibility property and the fact that p(1,---,1) <
0, we may get from (£L.3)) that

1 i z,uy(x vun (z
/ Lyl oIS B ui(i)))dxdy <oo, jeZi.
o Bi(y,us(y), - ua(y))

Indeed, since hg < 0, it is easy to see that there exists a positive constant L such that
1 —yus(y) - un(y) < L- H(y,uz(y), -, un(y)), which implies that

/1 1 —y7tus(y)”? - - up(y )

o Bi(y,ua(y), - un(y))

dy < oo

for any j € Z7,. Now let

1 . . .
1 A(z,ug(x), - un(x)) 1 _ ]lu J2 ... U In v Alzug(z), un(x))
Y= ¢ 0 BBmE e / y1uz(y) n(9) o FG e @ By, j e AR
0 Bl(y7u2(y>7"' 7Un(y))

then 0 < y; < oco(j € Z7) and for any i # 0,
E qijYj
jezn
_ 1 Alwug(@),-un(@) 1 _Z'ez" Qijy”W(y)” o 'Un(y)J" y A(mug(@), - un())
0B dx JE4 f dx
— e 1 (@,ug (), un(x)) . By (w,ug(x), - ,un(x)) dy
0 Bl(y7 U2(y)a T 7Un(y))

z,u (T yun (T 1_ P z,ug(x sun (x
_ fol ;1((36 uzz((x)) un((m)))) dz f(y)A(y, u2(y), ,un(y)) B f ( )] foy ;1((36 u22((x)) un((x)))) d“"’dy
o Bily,ua(y), -, ualy))

= —1
where f(y) =y us(y)2 -+ u,(y). As to i= 0, it is easy to see that

1 Az ug (), un (@) 4. ! _H(yv u2(y>7 e ’u"(y>>

qojy; < e Jo B Grir@ . an ()
.]7520 ™ 0 Bl(y7u2(y)7"' 7un(y>)

Therefore the nTBIP is positive recurrent.
Conversely, suppose that the process is positive recurrent and thus possesses and equilib-
rium distribution (7;j € Z7), that is

lim p;j(t) = m; > 0 and Z ;= 1.

t—o00 K ’
‘]EZ+

dy < oo.

Letting t — oo in (2.2)) and using the Dominated Convergence Theorem yields

H(s,ug(s), -+ ,un(s))mo + A(s, ua(s), Zﬂ' s uy(8)72 -, (s)"
j#0

+ ZBk(S us(s), Zﬂjkshw cup(s) T u () =0, (4.4)

k=1 j#0



Short title 17

for s € [0, 1).

Note that (4.4]) implies that p(1,---,1) < 0. Indeed, since H (s, ua(s),- - ,un(s)) < 0 and
A(s,us(8), -+ ,un(s)) < 0 forall s € [0,1), which, by the proof of Theorem B.I], implies that
p(1,-+--,1) < 0. Denote 7(s) = Zjezi s ug(8)72 + - - uy,(s)’n, then (A4) can be written as

Z Bi(s,ua(8), -+, un($))7 (s) + A(s, ua(s), -+, un(8))7(s) + mo[H (s, uz(s), -, un(s))
—A(s,us(s), -+ ,un(s))] =0, se€]0,1),

and hence

S _H s A(zug (@), un(x))
7(s) = mo[l + (y, ua(y), - un(y)) e~ BiG @ @ dy], se€[0,1) (4.5)

o Bily,ua(y), - un(y))
Letting s 1 1 in (LX) yields

A(z,ug(x), - ;un(xz))
f H(y,u2(y un(y)) foy B (=, 71,22(1‘) Sun(x)) dwdy
li Bl(y7u2(y )" 7“n(y)) < 0
ST fs Az ug(x), s un(z)) dz :
By (zug(z), - un(=))

Since

_H(y7 u2(y)7 to 7“”( )
0 Bl(y7u2(y)7"' ; Un y))
> _H(ya Ug(y), T aun(y)) fy ;1(&“32(8) “Uunn(iz))) dwdy
0 Bl(yaUQ(y)a"' y Un y))
> 0
)

y Alz,ug(®), - un(z))
) | o B an @ gy

for some so € (0,1) as s T 1, we must have fol ;‘f((f’;‘j((f))’f_'_' ’;‘:((5)))) dx < oco. Hence

lim B _H(yvu2(y>v e 7un(y>>
st Jo Bl(y>u2(y)>"' un(y))

Az ug(z), - un(z))
yuz un(y)) foy B g (2) o un (@) 4%
f By 1(@ug dy

. yu2(y), - un(y))
< lSlT fé A, up (@), un(@) g
B (z,ug(x), - ,un(x))
< 0Q.

Hence (43]) holds, which completes the proof of the first part.

Now suppose that p(1,---,1) < 0and Y7 [A;(1,--- 1)+ H;(1,- -+, 1)] < co. We prove
that the nTBIP is exponentially ergodic. By Corollary 4.49 of Chen [6], it is sufficient
to show that there exist two constants C; > 0, Cy > 0 and a finite nonnegative function
(fi;i€ Z7%) with lim;_, fi = +o00 such that

S a(fi— f) < CL-Cofi, i€ 2L

,]EZ”

Since p(1,---,1) has a positive eigenvector (zq,---,z,), let

C) = (ZAj(1,-.- ,1))v(ZHj(1,-.- 1) -max{ay, -, x,} >0,
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Co=—p(1,---,1)>0
and f; =Y ;_,ipxy (i€ Z7). Then for any i € Z7,

Z qU 1

Jezy

= ) szb e s = )+ D (Giohyi + (1= io)ag—i)(f; — fi)
JGZ" k=1 JEZ"

- Z Z Zl’f —itep (e — )2 + Z Z di0hj—i + (1 — dio)aj—i) (i — i)z
k=1jeZ" I=1 jezn i=1

- Zl’fZBkl Dz + Y (GoHi(L 1) 4 (L= Gi0)Ar(1, - 1)
k 1 =1 k=1

S C12]01-

Thus the proof is complete. U

Theorem 4.3. Suppose that the nTBIP is positive recurrent. Then its equilibrium distri-
bution (mj;j € Z1) is given by

s _H e n s A(z,ug(x), - ,un(x)) -
W ua(W), W) | 7 FEESE S g s e 0.1) (46)
o Bi(y,us(y), - un(y))

where 7(s) = Zjezi s ug(8)72 + -y, (s)m.
Proof. (A.4) follows directly from the proof of Theorem A 2)(see ([A.1])). O

Finally, we have the following conclusion which follows immediately from Theorem B.3|

7(s) = mo[l +

Theorem 4.4. The nTBIP is never strongly ergodic.

5. Branching Property

In the following two sections, we will consider the branching property and the decay
property. For this purpose, we shall assume that h; = qj, i.e., the g-matrix takes the
following form:

- Xgy (j) if i =0
qij - ZZ 1 Zkb —i+teg in (-] - 1 + ek) + a’.] i in (.] - 1) lf |i| > 0 (51)
0, otherwise

where

(5.2)

b.gk) >0 (J?’éek)a O<2j¢ekb§k) < —b'(e? <oo, k=1,---,n

{aj >0(#0),0<> 005 < —ap < o0;

It is well-known that n-type Markov branching process possesses branching property. We
now discuss the similar property of nTBIP, the following theorem reveals that nTBIP also
possesses the branching property if the resurrection is same as the immigration.
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Theorem 5.1. Let P(t) = (ps5(t);i,j € Z7) be a transition function. Then the following
statements are equivalent.

(1) P(t) is the Feller minimal Q-function, where Q takes the form of (5.1) — (5.2).

(i1) For anyi€ 2, t >0, s € [-1,1]", we have

E(t,s) = Fo(t.s) - [[(32 o)) (5.3)

where Fi(t,s) = EjeZi pii(t)s' (i€ Z%,s € [—1,1]") and (Pe,j(t);j € Z7) is the Feller mini-

mal Q-function and Q is an n-type ordinary branching q-matriz (but may not be conservative).
(i1i) For anyi€ 2,1 >0, s € [-1,1]", we have

Fi(t,s) = Fo(t,s) - [ [(Fe,(t,8)/ Fo(t.8))™. (5.4)
k=1
In particular,
Pio(t) = pool(t H Pero(t)/poo(t))™, i| > 1 (5.5)

Proof. (ii) = (iu7) is trivial and thus omitted. Therefore, we only need to prove (i) = (i)
and (i7) = (7). Note the fact that B(1,---,1) < 0 always holds no matter () is conservative
or not. We first prove (i) = (ii). If (i ) holds then P(t) as the Feller minimal @-function,
satisfies the Kolmogorov forward equation P'(t) = P(t)Q. We now prove (53). Let Q =
(Gij;1,j € Z7) be defined as follows:

Gii = ZZ 1 Zkb( itey in (J —i+ ek) if |1‘ >0,
Y 0, otherwise

and (Pe,j(t);j € Z7) is the Feller minimal Q-function. Then by Athreya [5], we have

Z le =

jezn k=1 jeZ’}r

Now define P(t) = (py(t);1,j € Z7) by

Pis(t) = > pow(t)fijx()

k<j

It is easily seen that P(t) is a Q-function. We now show that P(t) satisfies the Kolmogorov
forward equation P'(t) = P(t)Q. Denote Fj(t,s) = Zjezi pi;(t)s, then

Fi(t,s) = Fo(t,s) - [[(D Pey(t)s)™, i€z



20 AUTHOR NAMES

Now we claim that F}(¢,s) satisfies (5.3). Note that

8F0 t S 8F0 t S)
ZBk S A Falt.s)

it can be easily seen that Fj(t,s) satisfies

Z Bk 8F ! S> + A(S)Fi(t> S)> i 7é 0
6sk

which implies that P’(t) = P(¢)Q. By Theorem 2.1, we must have P(t) = P(t) and hence
(B3) holds. (i7) is proved.

Next we prove (iii) = (7). First note that (5.4) implies that Fe, (t,8) < Fp(t,s) for all
t>0ands € (0,1)". We now further claim that there exist # > 0 and § € (0,1)" such that

F,, (t,8) < Fy(t,3)

Indeed, suppose the converse is true, then Fe (t,s) = Fp(t,s) for all t > 0 and s € (0,1)".
It follows that Fe, (t,s) = Fp(t,s) holds even for all ¢ > 0 and s € [0, 1] since both Fg, (t,s)
and Fy(t,s) are continuous functions of ¢ > 0 and s € [0, 1]". Hence,

Peyj(t) = pos(t), t >0, jeZ

which contradicts with the fact that limg o pi;(t) = dy.
Now, it follows from (5.4) and Fy, (%,8) < Fo(t,3) that

lim F(¢,8) =0

i—oo

which implies that lim;_ .. p;(f) = 0 for all j € Z". Therefore P(t) = (pij(t);i,j €
Z") is a Feller-Reuter-Riley transition function. By Anderson (1991), we know that the
corresponding ¢g-matrix @ = (g¢ij;1,j € Z7) is stable and furthermore P(t) is the Feller
minimal @-function. Now, we rewrite (5.4]) as

Fi(t,s) - HFé’“(t,s Fo(t,s) HF““ (t,8)

Denoting b(()k) = ¢e,0(k=1,--- ,n) and y; = qo;(j € Z7). Differentiating the above equality
with respect to t and letting t = 0 yields that for any i # 0,

F(0,8) - [Ti—y Fo(0,8) + F(0,) - S “75’ it - F(0,s)
[Ty Fep(0.8)
= Iy(0,s) - Hk 1 (0 s) + Fo(0,s) - Zl 1 kFel(OS) U 'Fél(O,s)

where F](t,s) = Zjezi pl;(t)s’. Hence,

Z C]ijsj = sz - 1) Z yJS.H-l + sz Z qekJSJ+l en

JezZy JeZy JeZy
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Comparing the coefficients of 89 on both sides of the above equality yields

dij = ZZ:l ik(qekj_i‘f‘ek - yj—i) ’ Xzi (J —i+ ek) + Yj—i- Xz¢ (-] - 1)? if |1| >0
0, otherwise

Noting the fact ¢; > 0 (3°,_,ix > 0,j > 1) and g < 0 we can see that

k .
D) = Goper — Yo <0, Y. = Gerjrer — Y5 = 0, > 0.
Hence,
Y * Xag ()5 if [if=0
n . k . . . . . 0
G5 = 4 S0y e, X (= 1 ) 0 X (= 1), i [i] >0
0, otherwise

Comparing this with (5.1) implies that @ takes the form of (5.1) with a; = y;(j € Z7%).
Finally, general theory of continuous-time Markov chain yields

n

Zyj < —Yo < +00, Z (y; + Zikbéli)iJrek) = Z ¢ <0

j#0 jezn k=1 jezn
and hence "
k k
D b < —bl) < oo,
J#ex
Thus @ takes the form of (4.1) — (4.2) with a; = y;(j € Z7 )(but may not be conservative).
O

6. Decay Property

In the previous section, we considered branching property in the case that h; = a;. We
now discuss the decay parameter Az and related property in such case.

Theorem 6.1. Suppose that G(1,--- 1) is positively reqular, { B;(uy, -+ ,u,);i =1,--- n}

is nonsingular and 2" is a communicating class. Then

)\Z > _A(q1> e aQTL)a

where (q1,- -+, qn) 18 the minimal nonnegative solution of (211) given in Lemma[Z2

Proof. In order to prove Ay > —A(q1, - ,qn), it follows from Proposition 5.4.1 in Ander-
son [I], we only need to show that there exists a —A(qy,- -, ¢,)-subinvariant vector for @
on Z. In other words, we only need to show that there exists a positive (y;;j € Z%) such
that

Z Gk e < Alq, -, an)y;, JEZL.
KEZ\0
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By Lemma 22 we know that equation (ZI]) has a smallest nonnegative solution q =
(q1, -+ ,qn) € [0,1]". Note that Z" is a communicating class, we further have q € (0, 1]".
Define

yk:qfl...qf'ln’ k:(k17"'7kn)ezi-

Then yx > 0, Vk € Z7. Moreover,

Z Jokx Yx = Z akal e -qﬁ" =Alq,,q0) = Alqr, -+, qn)Yo-

keZ? keZ"

ForjeZ}\0,i=1,--- n,

e = > O jibl(j)—j—i-ei)qfl g Y agt ey

keZn keZn i=1 k>j
n
= ZBi(QIv"' )Gl g T Al )l
=1
= Alqi, - . qn)y;.

Which implies that (y;;j € Z7) is a —A(qi, - - -, gn)-invariant vector for Q) on Z” . Therefore,
)\ZZ —A(Qh 7qn) O

Theorem gives a low-bound of the decay parameter. The following theorem further
presents the exact value of the decay parameter.

Theorem 6.2. Suppose G(1,--- 1) is positively reqular, {B;(uy, - ,uy);i = 1,-+- ,n} is

nonsingular and 27} 1s a communicating class. Then

)\Z - _A(Qh e 7qn>7

where (q1,- -+ ,qn) 1s the minimal nonnegative solution of (211) given in Lemma[Z2

Proof. By Theorem [6.1] we only need to prove Az < —A(q1, ++,¢,). Similar to the
proof of Theorem 2.1} we still have ¢, -, ¢, > 0. It follows from the Kolmogorov forward
equation that

9
ot
- 0
:ZBz(ula 7un)%Ej(u17"' aunat) +A(U1, 7un)Ej(ula"' >un7t)
i=1

7

Ej(ulv T 7un7t)

where Fj(uy,- -+, uy,,t) = ZkeZi pic()uft - uFe g, € (—1,1).
If (g1, ,qn) < 1. Define
N @ g
Pig(t) = e A ipy (1) e, A j € Z0, > 0. (6.1)

17" UYn
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Then by Pollett [21], we know that P(t) = (py(t):1,j € Z") is a stationary and honest
transition function on Z. Moreover, it is easy to see that its g-matrix Q = (¢;1,j € Z%)
is given by

~ n . 3k . . A~ . . . .
= § S0y )y X (14 00) g (=0, [i] >0
0, otherwise

where
= azql gl — Alar, - )00, B =gl gl (j € Z)

A

Obviously, @ is a conservative nTBI ¢g-matrix. Let

A _ ~ (1), J1 j
Alug, -+ uy) = E aj ' ul)

jezn
Bi(uy, -, up) = Z B}i)ugl...uiy’ (i=1,---,n)
jezn
then
A(ulv' T 7un) = A(q1u17 e 7qnun) - A(qlv' T 7%)
Bi(ula e >un) = Bi(qlula o >Qnun) (Z - 1a T >n)
and A A
Bl ) =A@ 1) =0 (i=1-n)
Moreover, since (g1, -+ ,q,) < 1, we further have

~

0<A;(L,---,1)=qAi(qr, - ,qn) < +00

and by Theorem 2]

Hence, by Theorem Il we know that P(t) is recurrent, i.e.,

/ pii(t)dt :/ e~ A anlty (1) dt = oo.
0 0

Therefore, Ay < —A(q1,-+ , qn)-
If (¢1,-+,qn) = 1, then for any £ > 0, define

aj'Xz1(j)> if |i| =0

n . k . . . . . .
gy = Qi i, g (=i ) + g X, (= 1), i fi] >0
0, otherwise

where bgk)(e) = bék) — &0j.e,- It is easy to see that Q©©) = (qi(js); i,j € Z7) is a nonconservative

nTBI g-matrix.
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For any 7 = 1,--- ,n, define

Bi(a)(ul, C L Up) = Z b}i)(a)uil coeudt = Bi(ug, e uy) — Uy

jezr

then we know that the equation BZ-(E) (u1,- -+ ,u,) = 0 has the minimal nonnegative solution
(@, a) € [0,1)". Moreover, ("~ ) 1 (1, 1) as = L0
Let PC)(t) = (pi(j),l,J € Z") be the Feller minimal Q®)-function, then pi(;)(t) < ps(t).

Indeed, the Feller minimal Q)-resolvent ®)(\) = (qbg;)()\);i, j € Z%) is the minimal
nonnegative solution of the Kolmogorov backward equation

e 5i' q(k .
o (N = — 5+ ko (\), i€zl
! >\+q1 ;Ajtq( 4 i

Since the Feller minimal Q-resolvent ®(\) = (¢35(A);1,j € Z%) is the minimal nonnegative
solution of the Kolmogorov backward equation

Jik . n
ey /\+q1 Z)\ <ka ), ieZ.

Since qi(li) = ¢k, Vi # k and qi(e) = ¢ — Y p_ ige,i€ Z7%. Thus

57 (V) < o)

forany1i,j € Z'7. Therefore, p.(-e) () < psj(t). From the above,we know AS) = —A(¢\ -+ . ¢{)
is the decay parameter of P®)(t). Therefore, we have A < )\(a A(qf), e qf)) Letting
el Oyields \y < —A(1,--- ;1) = —A(q1, "+ ,qn)- d

Having given the decay parameter, we now consider the \z-invariant vectors/ measures
and quasi-stationary distribution. We first consider the \z-invariant vectors. From now on,
we shall assume that () is conservative and 7'} is communicating.

Theorem 6.3. Suppose that the g-matriz Q as defined in (5I)~([2.2), Let P(t) = (p3(t);1,j €
Z") be the Feller minimal Q-function and Az be the decay parameter of Z'y. Then a Az-
invariant vector (y;;j € Z7) for Q (or for P(t)) on Z7 is given by

vyi=a ey, §=0n ) €2 (6.2)
where (q1, -+ ,qn) 1s the smallest nonnegative solution of [2.1]).

Proof. By Theorem we know that (y;;j € Z7) is a Agz-invariant vector for @ on
Z" . Therefore, it suffices to show that it is also Az-invariant for P(¢) on Z% . Indeed, by
Proposition 5.4.1 in Anderson [I], we know that for any i € Z'} and t > 0,

Z pij(t)yj S e_)‘Ztyi. (63)

JEZ\O
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Hence, it follows from Kolmogorov forward equations that for i € Z7%, (uy,---,u,) €
[qul] X X [qun]7

Sl el = ST Bl w) Y paed Tl
j=1

jezy keZ7\0

+A(uy, - up) Z pac(t)ulr -k (6.4)

keZ'

Therefore

n t
J1 i i in __ k kj—1 kn
> pltyedt -l — ity =) :Bj<u1,---,un>/ D )kl s
; 0
J=1

jezy keZ7\0
t
+ A(u1> e >u") / Z pik(s)ull€1 U ulrinds
0 kezn
Let u; = ¢;(i = 1,--- ,n) in the above equation, we further have
Y oosal @ = gt gr = Alg, e dn) / S pils)gt - girds
jezn O kezn
ie.
t
> mt) =i =—Az [ pylsluds. (6.5)
jezn 0 jezn
Therefore
Z pij(s)y; = ey,
jezn
which implies that (y;;j € Z7) is a Az-invariant for Q(or for P(t)) on Z7}. O

The above Theorem gives a Az-invariant vector for @ (or for P(t)) on Z7 . We next
consider the Az-invariant measures for @ (or for P(t)) on Z7.

Theorem 6.4. Suppose that g-matriz ) defined in (4.1)—(4.2) is conservative, G(1,--- 1)
is positively reqular and {B;(uy, - - ,uy,); 1 < i < n} is nonsingular. Let P(t) = (ps(t);1,j €
Z") be the Feller minimal Q-function and Az be the decay parameter of Z7.. Then for any
A€ [0, Az],

(i) There exists a A-invariant measure (mi;i = (i1, - - ,i,) € Z7) for Q on Z7. Moreover,
the generating function of this A-invariant measure M(uy, -+, u,) = Ziezi myult - -l
satisfies the following partial differential equation

ZBi(ul, s Uy ) My (g, ug) F (A4 A(ug, - - )M (ugy, - - uy,) = 0. (6.6)
i=1

(ii) This measure (mg;i= (i1, ,i,) € Z7) is also A-invariant for P(t) on Z7.



26 AUTHOR NAMES

(iii) For A < Az, this A-invariant measure is convergent(i.e., 21621 m; < 00) if and only
if A=Az, p(1,--+-,1) <0 and

/1 A+ A, ug(u), - - un(u))
0 Bl(u7u2(u)7"' 7un(u>>
where u(u) (k= 2, -+ ,n) are defined in Theorem [3 1]

Proof. We first assume that A € [0,Az). It follows from Kolmogorov forward equation
that for any i,j € Z7,

du > —oo

pi(t) = Z Pik(t) ;-

keZ"

Therefore,

)\/ M pio(t)dt + ao/ eMpio(t)dt + Z béj) / M pie, (1)dt = —6io, (6.7)
0 0 j=1 0
and for j € Z" \ 0,

)‘/ M py(t dt+2/ M puc(t)dt) gy = —335. (6.8)
0

keZ?

Denote m = (J5" eMpio(t)dt) ™"+ [7 eMpy(t)dt and 5}1) = ([ eMpio(t)dt) ™" - 6y, then (B1)
and (I@I) can be rewritten as

A+ ag)my) + > mIvy) =~ (6.9)
j=1
and for j € Z" \ 0,
i + 3 mag = —). (6.10)
k<j+1

Let H={l > 0; bg ) = 0} # 0, then by the irreducibility we know that

(a) for any [ € H, there exists k such that g, > 0 and k = 0 or k = ¢; for some ¢ # [ or
k = ¢; + ¢; for some 7 # [.

(b) there exists k € {e;;1 € H}¢ such that g, > 0 for some | € H.

By (a), (b) and note that m(()i) =1 and mé‘} >0(j=1,---,n), it can be seen from (G.9)

and (€I0) that there exist (mj;i = (i1, - ,i,) € Z7) which is nonnegative and finite such
that
Amy + Z meq; =0, jeZl. (6.11)
K<j+1

Now we claim that all m; (j € Z"}) are positive. Indeed, note that mg > 0. If m; =0 for some
€ 77, then by the irreducibility of Z7} , we know that there exists jo = 0,1, ,jn = € Z%
such that
Qkak+1>0, k=0,---,n—1.
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Hence by repeatedly using (G.11]) we know that mgo = 0, which is a contradiction. Therefore
(my;j € Z7) is a Az-invariant measure for @) on Z%. By letting A T Az in ([EII) and a
similar argument as above, we get a Az-invariant measure for ) on Z7!.

Since A < —ap, multiplying u}] - - -u/» on both sides of (GII)) and summing over j € Z"
yields that for [uy], -« , |un| < (—ag — A)(max{b{’:i =1,--- ,n})~!

ZBi(ul, s Uy) My, (g, ) F A4 A(ug, - un)) M (g, - yu,) =00 (6.12)

where M (uy, -+ ,u,) = ZjeZi myult - -uln. Since there exists (ur, -+, un) T (q1, - qn)
such that B;(us,--- ,u,) > 0, it is easily seen that (6.I2) holds for (uy,---,u,) € [0,q1) X
% [0,qy). (i) is proved.
Next, we prove (ii). Denote g;(t) = Ziem mipij(t), j € Z7. Then

Z Ix(t)qg = Z Z mipik(t)qij = Z mipy (t

kezZ keZ" i€z iezn
= Z my Z GikPxj(t) = Z Z MigikPij(t)
i€z’ kez KEZ" i€Zn
= —\g;(t)

and hence (gj(t);j # 0) is also a A-invariant measure for (). On the other hand, it follows
from the Kolomogorov forward equation we have

le - IJ Z / plk du qx;j

keZ?

Therefore,

t+AL
S mulpy(t + A1) —pg < S 3 / pc(w)du - g
t

i€z i€z k<j+1
t+At
= / Zmlplk du ‘ij|
k<j+17? i€z
t+AL
<> / e mucdu - ||
k<j+1’?
t+AL
:/ 6_)\udU' Z mk\qkj|
t k<j+1
—0

as At — 0 since >, iy muc|qil is finite. Thus, g;(t) = Ziem mipi;(t) is a continuous
function of ¢t € [0, 00) and hence

Z mip;;(t) = Z Z mipik (t) G

i€z i€z k<j+1
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is also continuous. Therefore, by analysis theory we know that Ziez1 m;pi;(t) is uniformly
convergent on any bounded interval and hence

gi(t) = mupjy(t) = —Agy(t), Vt >0

iezn
which implying that

gi(t) = Z mips(t) = g;(0)e ™ = mze .

i€z
Therefore, (mj;;j € Z%) is A-invariant for P(t).

Now we prove (iii). Suppose that p(1,---,1) > 0. If M(1,---,1) < oo, then Ay =
—A(q1,-+ ,qn) > 0 and ([GI2) holds for (uq,- - ,u,) € [0,1)", furthermore,

I DS B )M ) =0 (613
]:

Letting (uy, -+ ,u,) T (1,---,1) in ([6I2) yields a contradiction.
Suppose that p(1,---,1) < 0. By (6I2) and Theorem BI] we have

M (w, ug(w), -+ up(w)) At Au,ug(u), -+ up(u))
M (u, ug(u), -+ up(u)) Bi(u,ug(u), - up(u))

where uy,(u) (k=2,---,n) are defined in Theorem B and M’ = 2. Hence,

My us(u), - s (1)) = Mpe™ 8 st sy

which implies the conclusion. U

Based on the \z-invariant measure on Z’, we finally present the quasi-stationary distri-
butions for P(t) on Z7.

Theorem 6.5. Suppose that q-matriz () defined in (4.1)—(4.2) is conservative, G(1,--- 1)
is positively reqular and {B;(uy, - - ,uy,); 1 < i < n} is nonsingular. Let P(t) = (ps(t);1,j €
Z") be the Feller minimal Q-function and Az be the decay parameter of Z7,. Then there
exists a quasi-stationary distribution for P(t) on Z7 if and only if p(1,---,1) <0 and

du > —oo.

/1 A+ A(u, ug(u), -+ up(u))
0 Bl(u>u2(u)>"' >un(u))

Moreover, if these conditions hold, then the quasi-stationary distribution {(ms;i € Z7)}
satisfies the equation (G.0) with A = Az.

Proof. By Proposition 3.1 of Nair & Pollett!'!), a probability distribution (m;;i € Z%) is
a quasi-stationary distribution for P(t) on Z7 if and only if for some A > 0, (my;i € Z%) is
A-invariant for P(t) on Z’. Thus the conclusions follow from Theorem O
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