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Abstract

A Galton-Watson branching process with immigration evolving in a random en-

vironment is considered. Its associated random walk is assumed to be oscillating.

We prove a functional limit theorem in which the process under consideration

is normalized by a random coefficient depending on the random environment

only. The distribution of the limiting process is described in terms of a strictly

stable Levy process and a sequence of independent and identically distributed

random variables which is independent of this process.

Keywords: Branching process in random environment, branching process

with immigration, functional limit theorem

1. Introduction and statement of main result

Let (Ω,F ,P) be a probability space and ∆ be the space of probability mea-

sures on N0 := {0, 1, . . .} equipped with the metric of total variation. A random

environment is a sequence of random elements Q1, Q2, . . ., mapping the space

(Ω,F ,P) into ∆2. Thus, Qn for each n ∈ N has the form (Fn, Gn), where Fn, Gn

are probability measures on N0. A branching process with immigration in ran-

dom environment ((BPIRE)) is a stochastic process possessing the following

properties. For a fixed random environment {Qn, n ∈ N} this is an inhomoge-

neous branching Galton-Watson process with immigration (see [1], Chapter 6, §

7). Here, for each n ∈ N, the number of immigrants joining the (n− 1)th gen-
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eration has the distribution Gn and the offspring reproduction law of particles

of the (n− 1)th generation is Fn.

Let Zn be the size of nth generation without the immigrants which joined

this generation (we assume that Z0 = 0), ηn be the number of immigrants

which joined the nth generation. Let fn (·) and gn (·) be generating functions

of distributions Fn and Gn respectively.

We consider this model under the assumption that the random elements

Q1, Q2, . . . are independent and identically distributed. A more detailed defini-

tion of the BPIRE can be found in [2].

Set for i ∈ N

Xi = ln f ′
i (1) , µi = g′i (1)

(suppose that 0 < f ′
1 (1) < +∞, 0 < g′i (1) < +∞ a.s.). Introduce the so-called

associated random walk :

S0 = 0, Sn =

n∑

i=1

Xi, n ∈ N.

It is clear that the random vectors (X1, µ1) , (X2, µ2) , . . . are independent and

identically distributed under our assumptions.

We impose the following restriction on the distribution of X1.

Hypothesis A. The distribution of X1 belongs without centering to the

domain of attraction of some stable law with index α ∈ (0, 2] and the limit law

is not a one-sided stable law.

Under Hypothesis A the Skorokhod functional limit theorem is valid (see,

for instance, [3], Chapter 16): there are such positive normalizing constants Cn

that, as n→ ∞,

Wn
D
→W, (1)

where Wn =
{
C−1
n S⌊nt⌋, t ≥ 0

}
, the process W = {W (t) , t ≥ 0} is a strictly

stable Levy process with index α ∈ (0, 2] and the symbol
D
→ means convergence

in distribution in the space D [0,+∞) with Skorokhod topology. Moreover,

Cn = n1/αl (n) ,
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where {l (n) , n ∈ N} is a slowly varying sequence. It is known that the finite-

dimensional distributions of the process W are absolutely continuous. Note

that ρ := P (W (1) > 0) ∈ (0, 1) given Hypothesis A. Thus, the Spitzer-Doney

condition is satisfied:

lim
n→∞

P (Sn > 0) = ρ ∈ (0, 1) . (2)

The Spitzer-Doney condition means that the random walk {Sn} is oscillating.

As result, the absolute values of its strict descending ladder heights constitute

a renewal process with the corresponding renewal function v (x), x ≥ 0 (see

[4] for a detailed definition of the function v (·)). Similarly, weak ascending

ladder heights of the random walk {Sn} generate a renewal process with the

corresponding renewal function u (x), x ≥ 0.

The aim of this paper is to prove a functional limit theorem for the process
{
Z⌊nt⌋, t ≥ 0

}
, as n→ ∞ (see Theorem 1).

We need some notation and definitions to formulate the theorem. Let for

n ∈ N

Mn = max
1≤i≤n

Si, Ln = min
0≤i≤n

Si.

It is known (see, for instance, [4], Lemma 2.5) that, if the Spitzer-Doney condi-

tion (2) is satisfied, then, as n→ ∞,

{ (Qi, Si, µi) , i ∈ N | Ln ≥ 0}
D
→
{(
Q+
i , S

+
i , µ

+
i

)
, i ∈ N

}
, (3)

{(Qi, Si, µi) , i ∈ N| Mn < 0}
D
→
{(
Q−
i , S

−
i , µ

−
i

)
, i ∈ N

}
, (4)

where
{(
Q+
i , S

+
i , µ

+
i

)}
,
{(
Q−
i , S

−
i , µ

−
i

)}
are some random sequences. Moreover:

a) the sequences
{
Q+
i , i ∈ N

}
,
{
Q−
i , i ∈ N

}
can be viewed as some random en-

vironments; b) the sequences
{
S+
i , i ∈ N

}
,
{
S−
i , i ∈ N

}
are the corresponding

associated random walks (S+
0 = S−

0 = 0); c) the sequences
{
µ+
i , i ∈ N

}
and

{
µ−
i , i ∈ N

}
are positive and constructed by

{
Q+
i , i ∈ N

}
and

{
Q−
i , i ∈ N

}
, re-

spectively, the same as the sequence {µi, i ∈ N} is constructed by {Qi, i ∈ N}.

Suppose that the sequences
{
Q+
i , i ∈ N

}
,
{
Q−
i , i ∈ N

}
are defined on the same

probability space (Ω∗,F∗,P∗) and are independent (below we denote the ex-

pectation on this probability space by E∗).
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We now come back to our initial BPIRE. Set Ni = {i, i+ 1, . . .} for i ∈ Z.

Fix i ∈ N0 and, for n ∈ Ni, denote by Zi,n the total number of particles in

the nth generation which are the descendants of the immigrants joined the ith

generation (we assume that Zi,n = 0 for i ≥ n and i < 0). Note that the ran-

dom sequence {ηi; Zi,n, n ∈ Ni+1} is a usual (without immigration) branching

process in the random environment {Gi+1; Fn, n ∈ Ni+1}. In particular, if the

random environment is fixed, then Gi+1 is the distribution of the random vari-

able ηi which should be interpreted as the number of particles in the initial

generation. Set for n ∈ Ni

ai,n = e−(Sn−Si).

The sequence {ηi; ai,nZi,n, n ∈ Ni+1} is a nonnegative martingale if the random

environment {Gi+1; Fn, n ∈ Ni+1} is fixed. Hence (without assuming that the

random environment is fixed), there is a finite limit limn→∞ ai,nZi,n P-a.s.

Set

Q∗
i =





Q+
i , i ∈ N,

Q−
−i+1, i ∈ Z \N,

S∗
i =





S+
i , i ∈ N0,

−S−
−i, i ∈ Z \N0,

µ∗
i =





µ+
i , i ∈ N,

µ−
−i+1, i ∈ Z \N.

The sequence E∗ := {Q∗
k, k ∈ Z} can be considered as a random environment

(we denote the components of Q∗
k by G∗

k and F ∗
k ). We assume that the probabil-

ity space (Ω∗,F∗,P∗) is reach enough for we are able to define on it a branching

process with immigration in the random environment E∗. Fix i ∈ Z and, for

j ∈ Ni, denote by Z∗
i,j the total number of particles in the jth generation be-

ing descendants of immigrants which joined the ith generation (we denote the

number of such immigrants as η∗i ). Note that the sequence
{
η∗i ; Z

∗
i,j , j ∈ Ni+1

}

is a branching process in the random environment
{
G∗
i+1; F

∗
j , j ∈ Ni+1

}
with

the initial value η∗i . The sequence
{
S∗
j − S∗

i , j ∈ Ni

}
is the associated random
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walk and the random variable µ∗
i is under fixed environment the mean of the

random variable η∗i . Set

a∗i,j = e−(S
∗
j −S

∗
i ).

In accordance with the above the limit

lim
j→∞

a∗i,jZ
∗
i,j =: ζ∗i (5)

exists P∗-a.s. and P∗ (ζ∗i > 0) > 0 for i ∈ N0 (see [4], Proposition 3.1).

Introduce the following random series:

Σ1 :=
∑

i∈Z

µ∗
i+1e

−S∗
i , Σ2 :=

∑

i∈Z

ζ∗i e
−S∗

i

It is clear that Σ1 > 0 P∗-a.s. and P∗ (Σ2 > 0) > 0. Both series converge

P∗-a.s. under certain restrictions (see Lemma 4).

Let W be a strictly stable Levy process with index α (in the sequel we call

W simply the Levy process). By the Levy process we specify the (lower) level

L = {L (t) , t ≥ 0} of the Levy process as

L (t) = inf
s∈[0,t]

W (s) .

Let, further, γ1, γ2, . . . be an independent ofW sequence of independent random

variables distributed as the random variable Σ2/Σ1.

By these ingredients we define finite-dimensional distributions of a ran-

dom process Y = {Y (t), t ≥ 0} which plays an important role in the sequel.

First we set Y (0) = 0. Consider an arbitrary m ∈ N and arbitrary mo-

ments t1, t2, . . . , tm: 0 = t0 < t1 < t2 < . . . < tm. The random vector

{Y (t1), . . . , Y (tm)} coincides in distribution with the following vector Ŷ :={
Ŷ1, . . . , Ŷm

}
. We describe at first the possible values of the vector Ŷ . Its

first several coordinates coincide with γ1, the next several coordinates coincide

with γ2 and so on up to the mth coordinate. The coordinates of the vector Ŷ are

specified according to the level L of the Levy process W . The first coordinate

Ŷ1 is equal to γ1. Let the coordinate Ŷk for some k < m be known. For instance,

Ŷk = γl for some l ∈ N. If the level of the Levy process at the moment tk+1
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remains the same as at moment tk, i.e. L (tk+1) = L (tk), then Ŷk+1 = γl. If the

level of the Levy process at the moment tk+1 is changed, i.e. L (tk+1) < L (tk),

then Ŷk+1 = γl+1.

Set for n ∈ N0

an = e−Sn , bn =

n−1∑

i=0

µi+1e
−Si (b0 = 0).

Introduce for each n ∈ N the random process Yn = {Yn (t) , t ≥ 0}, where

Yn (0) = 0, Yn (t) =
a⌊nt⌋

b⌊nt⌋
Z⌊nt⌋.

Note that for k ∈ N the ratio bk/ak is equal to the mean of Zk for a fixed

random environment.

Let the symbol ⇒ means convergence of random processes in the sense of

finite-dimensional distributions and ln+ x = max (0, lnx) for x > 0.

Theorem 1. If Hypothesis A is valid and E
(
ln+ µ1

)α+ε
< +∞ for some

ε > 0, then, as n→ ∞,

Yn ⇒ Y.

A detailed description of the theory of critical (when Hypothesis A is valid)

branching processes in random environment is available in [4] and [5].

A particular case of a subcritical BPIRE (when the offspring generating

function fn (·) is fractional-linear and gn (s) ≡ s for each n ∈ N) was considered

in [6]. The main attention there was paid to obtaining an exponential estimate

for the tail distribution of the so-called life period of this process (i.e., the

time until the first extinction). A more general class of subcritical BPIRE was

analyzed in [7] where a limit theorem describing the population size at a distant

moment was proved and an exponential estimate for the tail distribution of the

life period was established. A strong law of large numbers and a central limit

theorem for a wide class of subcritical BPIRE were proved in [8].

A critical BPIRE was considered in [9] where sufficient conditions of tran-

sience and recurrence were obtained. The author of [10], studying a random
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walk in random environment, proved a particular case of Theorem 1 (when the

offspring generating function fn (·) is fractional-linear and gn (s) ≡ s for each

n ∈ N). We would like to stress that the proof used in the present paper differs

significantly from that one given in [10]. We also mention the papers [11], [12]

and [13] in which critical and supercritical processes (with stopped immigration)

are considered under some restrictions on their lifetime.

Recent papers [2] and [14] contain exact asymptotic formulae for the tail

distribution of the life period for critical and subcritical BPIRE.

2. Auxiliary statements

Let τn be the first moment when the minimum of the random walk S0, . . . , Sn

is attained:

τn = min {i : Si = Ln, 0 ≤ i ≤ n} .

Set for n ∈ N

S′
i,n =





Sτn+i − Sτn , i ∈ N(−τn),

0, i ∈ Z \N(−τn)
.

For positive integers numbers n1 < n2 set

Ln1,n2
= min

n1≤i≤n2

Si.

Lemma 1. If the Spitzer-Doney condition (2) is satisfied, then, as n→ ∞,

{
S′
i,n, i ∈ Z

} D
→ {S∗

i , i ∈ Z} . (6)

Proof. We demonstrate for simplicity only convergence of one-dimensional

distributions. Fix i ∈ N0. Let A be a one-dimensional S∗
i -continuous (relative

to the measure P∗) Borel set. Then for n ≥ i

P
(
S′
i,n ∈ A, τn + i ≤ n

)

=

n−i∑

k=0

P
(
S′
i,n ∈ A, τn = k

)

7



=

n−i∑

k=0

P (Sk+i − Sk ∈ A, Sk < Lk−1, Sk ≤ Lk+1,n)

and by the Markov property of random walks we have that

P (Sk+i − Sk ∈ A, Sk < Lk−1, Sk ≤ Lk+1,n)

= P (Sk < Lk−1)P (Sk+i − Sk ∈ A, Sk ≤ Lk+1,n)

= P (Sk < Lk−1)P (Si ∈ A, Ln−k ≥ 0)

= P (Si ∈ A | Ln−k ≥ 0)P (Sk < Lk−1)P (Ln−k ≥ 0)

= P (Si ∈ A | Ln−k ≥ 0)P (τn = k) .

Thus,

P
(
S′
i,n ∈ A, τn + i ≤ n

)
=

n−i∑

k=0

P (Si ∈ A | Ln−k ≥ 0)P (τn = k) . (7)

If the Spitzer-Doney condition is satisfied, then the following generalized

arcsine law is valid (see, for instance, [15], Chapter 8, Theorem 8.9.9): for

x ∈ [0, 1]

lim
n→∞

P
(τn
n

≤ x
)
=

sin (πρ)

π

x∫

0

uρ−1 (1− u)−ρ du. (8)

We pass to the limit in formula (7), as n→ ∞. Due to (8)

lim
n→∞

P (τn + i ≤ n) = lim
n→∞

P (τn/n ≤ 1− i/n) = 1.

Therefore the limit of the left-hand side of (7) coincides with the limit of prob-

ability P
(
S′
i,n ∈ A

)
, as n→ ∞, if at least one of these limits exists.

If ε ∈ (0, 1) and n is large enough, then by (7)

P
(
S′
i,n ∈ A, τn + i ≤ n

)
= P1 (n, ε) + P2 (n, ε) , (9)

where

P1 (n, ε) =

⌊(1−ε)n⌋∑

k=0

P (Si ∈ A | Ln−k ≥ 0)P (τn = k) ,

P2 (n, ε) =

n−i∑

k=⌊(1−ε)n⌋+1

P (Si ∈ A | Ln−k ≥ 0)P (τn = k) .
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Clearly,

P2 (n, ε) ≤

n∑

k=⌊(1−ε)n⌋+1

P (τn = k) = P (τn > ⌊(1− ε)n⌋)

n→∞
−→ 1−

sin (πρ)

π

1−ε∫

0

uρ−1 (1− u)
−ρ
du

ε→0
−→ 0.

Therefore

lim
ε→0

lim sup
n→∞

P2 (n, ε) = 0. (10)

In view of (3) the probability P (Si ∈ A | Ln−k ≥ 0) tends, as n → ∞, to

P∗
(
S+
i ∈ A

)
= P∗ (S∗

i ∈ A ) uniformly over 0 ≤ k ≤ ⌊(1− ε)n⌋. Consequently,

lim
n→∞

P1 (n, ε) = P∗ (S∗
i ∈ A ) lim

n→∞

⌊(1−ε)n⌋∑

k=0

P (τn = k)

= P∗ (S∗
i ∈ A ) lim

n→∞
P (τn ≤ ⌊(1− ε)n⌋)

= P∗ (S∗
i ∈ A )

sin (πρ)

π

1−ε∫

0

uρ−1 (1− u)
−ρ
du

ε→0
−→ P∗ (S∗

i ∈ A )

implying

lim
ε→0

lim
n→∞

P1 (n, ε) = P∗ (S∗
i ∈ A ) . (11)

It follows from relations (9)-(11) that for i ∈ N0

lim
n→∞

P
(
S′
i,n ∈ A, τn + i ≤ n

)
= P∗ (S∗

i ∈ A ) .

Thus,

lim
n→∞

P
(
S′
i,n ∈ A

)
= P∗ (S∗

i ∈ A ) . (12)

We now fix i ∈ N. Let A be a one-dimensional S∗
−i-continuous (relative to

the measure P∗) Borel set. Then for n ≥ i

P
(
S′
−i,n ∈ A, τn − i ≥ 0

)

=

n∑

k=i

P
(
S′
−i,n ∈ A, τn = k

)

9



=

n∑

k=i

P (Sk−i − Sk ∈ A, Sk < Lk−1, Sk ≤ Lk+1,n)

and by the Markov property and the duality property of random walks we have

that

P (Sk−i − Sk ∈ A, Sk < Lk−1, Sk ≤ Lk+1,n)

= P (Sk−i − Sk ∈ A, Sk < Lk−1)P (Sk ≤ Lk+1,n)

= P (−Si ∈ A, Mk < 0)P (Sk ≤ Lk+1,n)

= P (−Si ∈ A | Mk < 0)P (Mk < 0)P (Sk ≤ Lk+1,n)

= P (−Si ∈ A | Mk < 0)P (τn = k) .

Thus,

P
(
S′
−i,n ∈ A, τn − i ≥ 0

)
=

n∑

k=i

P (−Si ∈ A | Mk < 0)P (τn = k) , (13)

therefore, if ε ∈ (0, 1) and n is large enough, then

P
(
S′
−i,n ∈ A, τn − i ≥ 0

)
= P3 (n, ε) + P4 (n, ε) ,

where

P3 (n, ε) =

⌊εn⌋∑

k=i

P (−Si ∈ A | Mk < 0)P (τn = k) ,

P4 (n, ε) =

n∑

k=⌊εn⌋+1

P (−Si ∈ A | Mk < 0)P (τn = k) .

It is not difficult to show (see our proof of relation (10)) that

lim
ε→0

lim sup
n→∞

P3 (n, ε) = 0.

Due to (4) the probability P (−S−i ∈ A | Mk < 0) tends, as n → ∞, to

P∗
(
−S−

−i ∈ A
)
= P∗

(
S∗
−i ∈ A

)
uniformly over ⌊εn⌋ < k ≤ n. Therefore

lim
ε→0

lim
n→∞

P4 (n, ε) = P∗
(
S∗
−i ∈ A

)
.

As result, we obtain that

10



lim
n→∞

P
(
S′
−i,n ∈ A, τn − i ≥ 0

)
= P∗

(
S∗
−i ∈ A

)

proving (12) for i ∈ Z\N0. Thus, convergence of one-dimensional distributions

in (6) is established.

The lemma is proved.

Remark 1. It is not difficult to verify (see [16], Lemma 1) that relation (6)

admits the following generalization: for any a ≤ 0 and b > 0, as n→ ∞,

{
S′
i,n, i ∈ Z

∣∣∣∣
Ln
Cn

≤ a,
Sn − Ln
Cn

≤ b

}
D
→ {S∗

i , i ∈ Z} .

Recall that (Ω,F ,P) is the underlying probability space. Set

I(2)n := {(i, j) : i, j ∈ {0, . . . , n} and i ≤ j} .

Let Fn, n ∈ N, denote the σ-algebra generated by the segment of the random

environment Q1, . . . , Qn and the random variables Zi,j for (i, j) ∈ I
(2)
n . We

now introduce a probability measure P+ on the σ-algebra F∞ := σ (∪∞
n=1Fn),

defined for each n ∈ N0 and each Fn-measurable nonnegative random variable

β by the formula

E+β = E (βv (Sn) ; Ln ≥ 0) . (14)

This may require a change of the underlying probability space (see [4] for more

details). Similarly, we also introduce a probability measure P− on the σ-algebra

F∞, defined for each n ∈ N0 and each Fn-measurable nonnegative random

variable β by the formula

E−β = E (βu (−Sn) ; Mn < 0) . (15)

Recall that the functions v (·) and u (·) in formulae (14) and (15) are defined

after relation (2). Thus, three measures P,P+,P− are defined on one and

the same measurable space (Ω,F∞). To explicitly indicate the measure on

11



(Ω,F∞) according to which we consider this or those random elements we use

the measure symbol as a lower index.

For instance, it is shown in Lemma 2.5 from [4] that

{(
Q+
i , S

+
i , µ

+
i

)
, i ∈ N

} D
= {(Qi, Si, µi) , i ∈ N}

P+ (16)

(the lower index P+ for a random sequence shows here that the measure P+ is

used on the space (Ω,F∞)). Similarly,

{(
Q−
i , S

−
i , µ

−
i

)
, i ∈ N

} D
= {(Qi, Si, µi) , i ∈ N}

P− . (17)

Due to (16), (17) and our assumption about the independence of the left-

hand sides of these relations, the product of probability spaces (Ω,F∞,P
+)

and (Ω,F∞,P
−) may be considered as a probability space (Ω∗,F∗,P∗) and,

consequently, the direct product of the measures P+ and P− may be treated as

the measure P∗.

Remark 2. If a random element ξ is given on the space (Ω,F∞,P
+)

we can define the random element ξ+, specified on the product of the spaces

(Ω,F∞,P
+) and (Ω,F∞,P

−) by means of the formula ξ+ (ω1, ω2) = ξ (ω1)

for (ω1, ω2) ∈ Ω × Ω. It is clear that P∗ (ξ+ ∈ A) = P+ (ξ ∈ A) for an arbi-

trary one-dimensional Borel set A. Similarly, if a random element ξ is given on

the space (Ω,F∞,P
−) we can define the random element ξ−, specified on the

product of the spaces (Ω,F∞,P
+) and (Ω,F∞,P

−) by means of the formula

ξ− (ω1, ω2) = ξ (ω2) for (ω1, ω2) ∈ Ω×Ω, and P∗ (ξ− ∈ A) = P− (ξ ∈ A) for an

arbitrary one-dimensional Borel set A. In accordance with the agreement we

can consider the random elements standing in the left-hand sides of formulae

(16) and (17) as generated by the random elements {(Qi, Si, µi) , i ∈ N}
P+ and

{(Qi, Si, µi) , i ∈ N}
P− respectively.

Lemma 2. If the Spitzer-Doney condition (2) is satisfied, then, as n→ ∞,

{ai,nZi,n, i ∈ N0 | Ln ≥ 0}
D
→ {ζ∗i , i ∈ N0} , (18)

where {ζ∗i , i ∈ N0} is the random sequence defined by relation (5).
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Proof. By virtue of the first part of Lemma 2.5 from [4] for k ∈ N, as n→ ∞,

{
(ai,j , Zi,j) , (i, j) ∈ I

(2)
k

∣∣∣ Ln ≥ 0
}

D
→
{
(ai,j , Zi,j) , (i, j) ∈ I

(2)
k

}
P+

.

Note (see [4], Section 3) that in view of (14) for a fixed i ∈ N0 the random

sequence {ηi; Zi,j , j ∈ Ni+1}P+ given on the probability space (Ω,F∞,P
+) is a

branching process in the random environment {Gi+1; Fn, n ∈ Ni+1}P+ . Hence,

if the random environment is fixed, the sequence {ηi; ai,jZi,j , j ∈ Ni+1}P+ is a

non-negative martingale. Because of this (without assuming that the random

environment is fixed) there is P+-a.s. the finite limit

lim
n→∞

ai,nZi,n =: ζi.

It means, in view of the second part of Lemma 2.5 from [4], that, as n→ ∞,

{ai,nZi,n, i ∈ N0 | Ln ≥ 0}
D
→ {ζi, i ∈ N0}P+ .

To prove relation (18), it remains to note that in view of Remark 2

{ζi, i ∈ N0}P+

D
= {ζ∗i , i ∈ N0} .

The lemma is proved.

Set for n ∈ N

Z ′
i,n =





Zτn+i,n, i ∈ N(−τn),

0, i ∈ Z \N(−τn)
,

a′i,n =





an/aτn+i, i ∈ N(−τn),

1, i ∈ Z \N(−τn)
.

Lemma 3. If the Spitzer-Doney condition (2) is satisfied, then, as n→ ∞,

{
a′i,nZ

′
i,n, i ∈ Z

} D
→ {ζ∗i , i ∈ Z} , (19)

where {ζ∗i , i ∈ N0} is the random sequence defined by relation (5).
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Proof. We demonstrate for simplicity only convergence of one-dimensional

distributions. Fix i ∈ N0. Let A be an arbitrary one-dimensional ζ∗i -continuous

(relative to the measure P∗) Borel set. Then for n ≥ i

P
(
a′i,nZ

′
i,n ∈ A, τn + i ≤ n

)

=

n−i∑

k=0

P
(
a′i,nZ

′
i,n ∈ A, τn = k

)

=
n−i∑

k=0

P

(
an
ak+i

Zk+i,n ∈ A, Sk < Lk−1, Sk ≤ Lk+1,n

)

and

P

(
an
ak+i

Zk+i,n ∈ A, Sk < Lk−1, Sk ≤ Lk+1,n

)

= P (Sk < Lk−1)P

(
an
ak+i

Zk+i,n ∈ A, Sk ≤ Lk+1,n

)

= P (Sk < Lk−1)P

(
an−k
ai

Zi,n−k ∈ A, Ln−k ≥ 0

)

= P (ai,n−kZi,n−k ∈ A | Ln−k ≥ 0)P (Sk < Lk−1)P (Ln−k ≥ 0)

= P (ai,n−kZi,n−k ∈ A | Ln−k ≥ 0)P (τn = k) .

Thus,

P
(
a′i,nZ

′
i,n ∈ A, τn + i ≤ n

)

=

n−i∑

k=0

P (ai,n−kZi,n−k ∈ A | Ln−k ≥ 0)P (τn = k) .

Therefore, if ε ∈ (0, 1) and n is large enough, then

P
(
a′i,nZ

′
i,n ∈ A, τn + i ≤ n

)
= P1 (n, ε) + P2 (n, ε) ,

where

P1 (n, ε) =

⌊(1−ε)n⌋∑

k=0

P (ai,n−kZi,n−k ∈ A | Ln−k ≥ 0)P (τn = k) ,

P2 (n, ε) =

n−i∑

k=⌊(1−ε)n⌋+1

P (ai,n−kZi,n−k ∈ A | Ln−k ≥ 0)P (τn = k) .

14



It is easy to show (see the proof of relation (10)) that

lim
ε→0

lim sup
n→∞

P2 (n, ε) = 0.

By Lemma 2 the probability P (ai,n−kZi,n−k ∈ A | Ln−k ≥ 0) tends, as n→ ∞,

to P∗ (ζ∗i ∈ A ) uniformly over 0 ≤ k ≤ ⌊(1− ε)n⌋. Therefore

lim
ε→0

lim
n→∞

P1 (n, ε) = P∗ (ζ∗i ∈ A ) .

As result, we obtain that

lim
n→∞

P
(
a′i,nZ

′
i,n ∈ A, τn + i ≤ n

)
= P∗ (ζ∗i ∈ A ) .

This justifies the one-dimensional convergence in (19) for i ∈ N0.

Now fix i ∈ N. Then for x ≥ 0 and n ≥ i

P
(
a′−i,nZ

′
−i,n ≤ x, τn − i ≥ 0

)

=
n∑

k=i

P
(
a′−i,nZ

′
−i,n ≤ x, τn = k

)

=

n∑

k=i

P

(
an
ak−i

Zk−i,n ≤ x, Sk < Lk−1, Sk ≤ Lk+1,n

)
. (20)

Note that the random sequence {(Zk−i,n, ak−i,n) , n ∈ Nk−i} is Markovian.

Denote by Zk,n (l) the number of particles of nth generation being descendants

of l particles of kth generation. Since Zk−i,n
D
= Zk,n (l) given Zk−i,k = l, it

follows that

P

(
an
ak−i

Zk−i,n ≤ x, Sk < Lk−1, Sk ≤ Lk+1,n

)

= E (U (Zk−i,k, ak−i,k) ; Sk < Lk−1) ,

where

U (l, y) = P

(
ak,nZk,n (l) ≤

x

y
, Sk ≤ Lk+1,n

)
.

Clearly,

U (l, y) = P

(
a0,n−kZ0,n−k (l) ≤

x

y
, Ln−k ≥ 0

)
.

15



As result, we obtain that

P

(
an
ak−i

Zk−i,n ≤ x, Sk < Lk−1, Sk ≤ Lk+1,n

)

= E

(
Hn−k

(
Zk−i,k,

x

ak−i,k

) ∣∣∣∣ Sk < Lk−1

)
P (Sk < Lk−1)P (Ln−k ≥ 0)

= E (Hn−k (Zk−i,k, x/ak−i,k) | Sk < Lk−1)P (τn = k) , (21)

where

Hn (l, x) = P (a0,nZ0,n (l) ≤ x | Ln ≥ 0)

for l ∈ N0 and x ≥ 0.

Set Qk,l = (Qk, . . . , Ql) for k, l ∈ N. In the sequel, we will to explicitly

include a random environment in the notation. For example, we will write

Zk−i,k 〈Qk−i+1,k〉 instead of Zk−i,k. Set

Qk = Q̃1, . . . , Qk−i+1 = Q̃i, . . . , Q1 = Q̃k

and consider a branching process with immigration in the random environment

Q̃1, . . . , Q̃k. Then

E (Hn−k (Zk−i,k 〈Qk−i+1,k〉 , x/ak−i,k) | Sk < Lk−1)

= E
(
Hn−k

(
Z0,i

〈
Q̃i,1

〉
, x/ã0,i

) ∣∣∣ M̃k < 0
)
,

where the symbols ã0,i, M̃k, Q̃i,1 have the same meaning for the random envi-

ronment Q̃1, , . . . , Q̃k as the symbols a0,i,Mk, Qi,1 mean for the random en-

vironment Q1, . . . , Qk. Further, the random environments Q̃1, , . . . , Q̃k and

Q1, , . . . , Qk are identically distributed. Therefore

E
(
Hn−k

(
Z0,i

〈
Q̃i,1

〉
, x/ã0,i

) ∣∣∣ M̃k < 0
)

= E (Hn−k (Z0,i 〈Qi,1〉 , x/a0,i) | Mk < 0) .

As result, we obtain that

E (Hn−k (Zk−i,k 〈Qk−i+1,k〉 , x/ak−i,k) | Sk < Lk−1)

= E (Hn−k (Z0,i 〈Qi,1〉 , x/a0,i) | Mk < 0) . (22)
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Set ψi = Z0,i 〈Qi,1〉. We have from (20)-(22) that

P
(
a′−i,nZ

′
−i,n ≤ x, τn − i ≥ 0

)

=
n∑

k=i

E (Hn−k (ψi, x/a0,i) | Mk < 0)P (τn = k) .

Therefore, if ε ∈ (0, 1) and n is large enough, then

P
(
a′−i,nZ

′
−i,n ≤ x, τn − i ≥ 0

)
= P3 (n, ε) + P4 (n, ε) + P5 (n, ε) , (23)

where

P3 (n, ε) =

⌊εn⌋∑

k=i

E (Hn−k (ψi, x/a0,i) | Mk < 0)P (τn = k) ,

P4 (n, ε) =

n∑

k=⌊(1−ε)n⌋+1

E (Hn−k (ψi, x/a0,i) | Mk < 0)P (τn = k) ,

P5 (n, ε) =

⌊(1−ε)n⌋∑

k=⌊εn⌋+1

E (Hn−k (ψi, x/a0,i) | Mk < 0)P (τn = k) .

Similar to relation (10) we conclude that

lim
ε→0

lim sup
n→∞

P3 (n, ε) = 0, (24)

lim
ε→0

lim sup
n→∞

P4 (n, ε) = 0. (25)

Let l ∈ N0 be fixed. It is not difficult to demonstrate that

lim
n→∞

a0,nZ0,n (l) =: ζ0 (l) (26)

exists a.s. on the probability space (Ω,F∞,P
+). By the arguments to those

used in Lemma 2 one can show, as n→ ∞,

{a0,nZ0,n (l) , i ∈ N0 | Ln ≥ 0}
D
→ {ζ0 (l) , i ∈ N0}P+ . (27)

For x ≥ 0 set

H (l, x) = P+ (ζ0 (l) ≤ x) .

It follows from (27) that

lim
n→∞

Hn (l, x) = H (l, x) (28)
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if x ≥ 0 belongs to the set of continuity points of H (l, ·) (with respect to the

second argument). By Lemma 2.5 in [4]

{Z0,i 〈Qi,1〉 , a0,i | Mn < 0}
D
→ (Z0,i 〈Qi,1〉 , a0,i)P−

as n→ ∞. Therefore

{ψi, a0,i | Mn < 0}
D
→
(
Z∗
−i,0, a

∗
−i,0

)
. (29)

We show that, for fixed l ∈ N0 and K > 0

lim
n→∞

E
(
Hn−k (l, x/a0,i) I{ψi=l, x/a0,i≤K}

∣∣ Mk < 0
)

= E∗
(
H
(
l, x/a∗−i,0

)
; Z∗

−i,0 = l, x/a∗−i,0 ≤ K
)

(30)

uniformly over ⌊εn⌋ < k ≤ ⌊(1− ε)n⌋ (here IA is the indicator of the event A).

Let 0 = x0 < x1 < . . . < xm = K for some m ∈ N. The monotonicity of the

function H (l, ·) with respect to the second argument gives

E
(
Hn−k (l, x/a0,i) I{ψi=l, x/a0,i≤K}

∣∣ Mk < 0
)

=

m∑

j=1

E
(
Hn−k (l, x/a0,i) I{ψi=l, xj−1<x/a0,i≤xj}

∣∣ Mk < 0
)

≤

m∑

j=1

Hn−k (l, xj)P (ψi = l, xj−1 < x/a0,i ≤ xj | Mk < 0) . (31)

In view of (28) and (29) the right-hand side of (31) converges, as n→ ∞, to

m∑

j=1

H (l, xj)P
∗
(
Z∗
−i,0 = l, xj−1 < x/a∗−i,0 ≤ xj

)

uniformly over ⌊εn⌋ < k ≤ ⌊(1− ε)n⌋, if the selected x1, . . . , xm are simultane-

ously the continuity points of H (l, ·) with respect to the second argument and

of P∗
(
Z∗
−i,0 = l, x/a∗−i,0 ≤ y

)
with respect to y. Thus, if δ > 0 and n is large

enough, the following inequality holds

E
(
Hn−k (l, x/a0,i) I{ψi=l, x/a0,i≤K}

∣∣ Mk < 0
)

≤

m∑

j=1

H (l, xj)P
∗
(
Z∗
−i,0 = l, xj−1 <

(
a∗−i,0

)−1
x ≤ xj

)
+ δ (32)
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for ⌊εn⌋ < k ≤ ⌊(1− ε)n⌋. Similarly, if δ > 0 and n is large enough, then

E
(
Hn−k (l, x/a0,i) I{ψi=l, x/a0,i≤K}

∣∣ Mk < 0
)

≥

m∑

j=1

H (l, xj−1)P
∗
(
Z∗
−i,0 = l, xj−1 < x/a∗−i,0 ≤ xj

)
− δ (33)

for ⌊εn⌋ < k ≤ ⌊(1− ε)n⌋. Since 0 ≤ H (l, x) ≤ 1 for x ≥ 0, the sums in the

right-hand sides of (32) and (33) converge, as max1≤j≤m (xj − xj−1) → 0, to

(see [17], Chapter 2, § 6, Section 11)

E∗
[
H
(
l, x/a∗−i,0

)
; Z∗

−i,0 = l, x/a∗−i,0 ≤ K
]
.

Hence, if δ > 0 and n is large enough, then

E∗
(
H
(
l, x/a∗−i,0

)
; Z∗

−i,0 = l, x/a∗−i,0 ≤ K
)
− δ

≤ E
(
Hn−k (l, x/a0,i) I{ψi=l, x/a0,i≤K}

∣∣ Mk < 0
)

≤ E∗
(
H
(
l, x/a∗−i,0

)
; Z∗

−i,0 = l, x/a∗−i,0 ≤ K
)
+ δ

for ⌊εn⌋ < k ≤ ⌊(1− ε)n⌋. Since δ > 0 is arbitrary, we obtain the required

relation (30).

Now we show that

lim
n→∞

E (Hn−k (ψi, x/a0,i) | Mk < 0) = E∗H
(
Z∗
−i,0, x/a

∗
−i,0

)
(34)

uniformly over ⌊εn⌋ < k ≤ ⌊(1− ε)n⌋. For N ∈ N and K > 0 we write

E (Hn−k (ψi, x/a0,i) | Mk < 0) = E1 (k, n,N,K) + E2 (k, n,N,K) , (35)

where

E1 (k, n,N,K) = E
(
Hn−k (ψi, x/a0,i) I{ψi≤N, x/a0,i≤K}

∣∣ Mk < 0
)
,

E2 (k, n,N,K) = E
(
Hn−k (ψi, x/a0,i) I{ψi>N}∪{x/a0,i>K}

∣∣ Mk < 0
)
.

Since

E2 (k, n,N,K) ≤ P ({ψi > N} ∪ {x/a0,i > K} | Mk < 0) ,

it follows by (29) that

lim
K→∞

lim
N→∞

lim sup
n→∞

E2 (k, n,N,K) = 0 (36)
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uniformly over ⌊εn⌋ < k ≤ ⌊(1− ε)n⌋. Clearly,

E1 (k, n,N,K) =

N∑

l=0

E
(
Hn−k (l, x/a0,i) I{ψi=l, x/a0,i≤K}

∣∣ Mk < 0
)
.

Hence, using (30) we conclude that

lim
K→∞

lim
N→∞

lim
n→∞

E1 (k, n,N,K) = E∗H
(
Z∗
−i,0, x/a

∗
−i,0

)
. (37)

uniformly over ⌊εn⌋ < k ≤ ⌊(1− ε)n⌋. Combining (35)-(37) we obtain the

desired relation (34).

It follows from (34) that

lim
ε→0

lim
n→∞

P5 (n, ε) = E∗H
(
Z∗
−i,0, x/a

∗
−i,0

)
. (38)

Now (23)-(25) and (38) imply

lim
n→∞

P
(
a′−i,nZ

′
−i,n ≤ x, τn − i ≥ 0

)
= E∗H

(
Z∗
−i,0, x/a

∗
−i,0

)
.

Hence,

lim
n→∞

P
(
a′−i,nZ

′
−i,n ≤ x

)
= E∗H

(
Z∗
−i,0, x/a

∗
−i,0

)
. (39)

We now analyze a branching process with immigration in the random en-

vironment {Q∗
k, k ∈ Z}. The random sequence

{(
Z∗
−i,n, a

∗
−i,n

)
, n ∈ N−i

}
is

Markovian. Denote by Z∗
k,n (l) the number of particles in nth generation which

are descendants of l particles of the kth generation. Note that

{(
Z∗
0,n (l) , a

∗
0,n

)
, n ∈ N0

} D
= {(Z0,n (l) , a0,n) , n ∈ N0}P+ . (40)

Since Z∗
−i,n

D
= Z∗

0,n (l) given Z∗
−i,0 = l, it follows that, for any bounded and

continuous function f : R → R and n ∈ N−i,

E∗f
(
a∗−i,nZ

∗
−i,n

)
= E∗Vn

(
Z∗
−i,0, 1/a

∗
−i,0

)
, (41)

where

Vn (l, y) = E∗f
(
a∗0,nZ

∗
0,n (l) /y

)
.

By (40)

Vn (l, y) = E+f (a0,nZ0,n (l) /y) . (42)
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In view of (5), as n→ ∞,

a∗−i,nZ
∗
−i,n

D
→ ζ∗−i, (43)

and in view of (26)

(a0,nZ0,n (l))P+

D
→ (ζ0 (l))P+ . (44)

Using (42), (44) and applying the dominated convergence theorem we see that

lim
n→∞

Vn (l, y) = V (l, y) , (45)

where

V (l, y) = E+f (ζ0 (l) /y) .

Applying the dominated convergence theorem again we obtain from (41), (43)

and (45) that

E∗f
(
ζ∗−i
)
= E∗V

(
Z∗
−i,0, 1/a

∗
−i,0

)
. (46)

Fix x ≥ 0. As relation (46) is valid for any bounded and continuous function f ,

it is valid, even when a function f is the indicator of the semi-axis (−∞, x]. It

means that

P∗
(
ζ∗−i ≤ x

)
= E∗H

(
Z∗
−i,0, x/a

∗
−i,0

)
(47)

(we take into account that V (l, y) = H (l, xy) for the specified function f).

Equalities (39) and (47) imply the one-dimensional convergence in relation

(19) for i ∈ Z \N0.

The lemma is proved.

Remark 3. It is not difficult to verify that (19) admits the following gen-

eralization: for any a ≤ 0 and b > 0, as n→ ∞,

{
a′i,nZ

′
i,n, i ∈ Z

∣∣∣∣
Ln
Cn

≤ a,
Sn − Ln
Cn

≤ b

}
D
→ {ζ∗i , i ∈ Z} .

Lemma 4. If the conditions of Theorem 1 are satisfied, then P∗-a.s.

Σ1 < +∞, Σ2 < +∞.
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Proof. It is shown in Lemma 2.7 from [4] that, if the conditions of Theo-

rem 1 are satisfied, then the series
∑∞
i=0 µi+1e

−Si converges P+-a.s. Hence, the

series
∑∞

i=0 µ
+
i+1e

−S+

i converges P∗-a.s. Similarly we can prove that the series
∑∞
i=1 µ

−
i e

S−
i convergesP∗-a.s. As result, we obtain that the series

∑
i∈Z

µ∗
i+1e

−S∗
i

converges P∗-a.s. Thus, Σ1 < +∞ P∗-a.s.

Fix i ∈ Z. If the random environment E∗ is fixed, the random sequence
{
η∗i ; a

∗
i,jZ

∗
i,j , j ∈ Ni+1

}
is a martingale. Therefore

E∗
(
a∗i,jZ

∗
i,j

∣∣ E∗
)
= µ∗

i+1 (48)

for j ∈ Ni+1. By (5), (48) using Fatou’s lemma we obtain that

E∗ (ζ∗i | E
∗) ≤ lim inf

j→∞
E∗
(
a∗i,jZ

∗
i,j

∣∣ E∗
)
= µ∗

i+1

and, consequently,

E∗
(
ζ∗i e

−S∗
i

∣∣∣ E∗
)
= e−S

∗
i E∗ (ζ∗i | E

∗) ≤ µ∗
i+1e

−S∗
i . (49)

We have proved that the series
∑
i∈Z

µ∗
i+1e

−S∗
i converges P∗-a.s. This fact

combined with (49) implies convergence of the series
∑
i∈Z

E∗
(
ζ∗i+1e

−S∗
i

∣∣ E∗
)

P∗-a.s. Since the random variables ζ∗i+1e
−S∗

i are nonnegative, it follows that

the series
∑
i∈Z

ζ∗i e
−S∗

i converges a.s. for any fixed environment E∗. Hence,

Σ2 < +∞ P∗-a.s.

The lemma is proved.

Set

Σ
(1)
1 =

∞∑

i=0

µ+
i+1e

−S+

i =
∑

i∈N0

µ∗
i+1e

−S∗
i ,

Σ
(2)
1 =

∞∑

i=1

µ−
i e

S−
i =

∑

i∈Z\N
0

µ∗
i+1e

−S∗
i .

Clearly,

Σ1 = Σ
(1)
1 +Σ

(2)
1 (50)

and by virtue of Lemma 4 P∗-a.s.

Σ
(1)
1 < +∞, Σ

(2)
1 < +∞. (51)
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Lemma 5. If the conditions of Theorem 1 are satisfied, then P∗-a.s., as

n→ ∞, {
n−1∑

i=0

µi+1e
−Si

∣∣∣∣∣ Ln ≥ 0

}
D
→ Σ

(1)
1 , (52)

{
n−1∑

i=1

µie
Si

∣∣∣∣∣ Mn < 0

}
D
→ Σ

(2)
1 . (53)

Proof. Let f : R → R be a bounded and continuous function. By virtue of

(3) for fixed k ∈ N

{
f

(
k∑

i=0

µi+1e
−Si

) ∣∣∣∣∣ Ln ≥ 0

}
D
→ f

(
k∑

i=0

µ+
i+1e

−S+

i

)

as n→ ∞. Recalling (51) we conclude that

lim
k→∞

f

(
k∑

i=0

µ+
i+1e

−S+

i

)
= f

(
Σ

(1)
1

)

P∗-a.s. From these two facts, in view of Lemma 2.5 of [4], it follows that
{
f

(
n−1∑

i=0

µi+1e
−Si

)∣∣∣∣∣ Ln ≥ 0

}
D
→ f

(
Σ

(1)
1

)
.

Thus, relation (52) is true. Relation (53) can be proved by similar arguments.

The lemma is proved.

Remark 4. It is not difficult to verify that if we combine the left-hand

sides of relations (3) and (52) (or (4) and (53)), then the respective statements

concerning convergence in distribution of the four dimensional tuples of the

random elements given Ln ≥ 0 (or Mn < 0) are still force.

Set for n ∈ N

µ′
i,n =





µτn+i, i ∈ N(−τn),

0, i ∈ Z \N(−τn)
.

Let

Σ
(1)
1 (n) =

n−1−τn∑

j=0

µ′
j+1,ne

−S′
j,n , Σ

(2)
1 (n) =

τn∑

j=1

µ′
−j+1,ne

−S′
j,n .
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Lemma 6. If the conditions of Theorem 1 are satisfied, then P∗-a.s., as

n→ ∞,

({(
µ′
i,n, S

′
i,n

)
, i ∈ N0

}
, Σ

(1)
1 (n)

)
D
→
(
{(µ∗

i , S
∗
i ) , i ∈ N0} , Σ

(1)
1

)
, (54)

({(
µ′
−i,n, S

′
−i,n

)
, i ∈ N

}
, Σ

(2)
1 (n)

)
D
→
({(

µ∗
−i, S

∗
−i

)
, i ∈ N

}
, Σ

(2)
1

)
. (55)

Moreover, the left-hand sides of these relations are asymptotically independent.

Proof. We prove for simplicity only convergence in distribution (for a fixed

i) of the random sequences
(
µ′
i,n, S

′
i,n,Σ

(1)
1 (n)

)
and

(
µ′
−i,n, S

′
−i,n,Σ

(2)
1 (n)

)
, as

n→ ∞.

Fix i ∈ N0. Similarly to relation (7), we can show that, for any bounded

and continuous function f : R3 → R,

E


f


µ′

i,n, S
′
i,n,

n−1−τn∑

j=0

µ′
j+1,ne

−S′
j,n


 ; τn + i ≤ n




=

n−i∑

k=0

E


f


µi, Si,

n−1−k∑

j=0

µj+1e
−Sj



∣∣∣∣∣∣
Ln−k ≥ 0


P (τn = k) (56)

for n ≥ i. Repeating the arguments of Lemma 1 and using Lemma 5 and

Remark 4, we can deduce from (56) that

lim
n→∞

Ef


µ′

i,n, S
′
i,n,

n−1−τn∑

j=0

µ′
j+1,ne

−S′
j,n




= E∗f


µ+

i , S
+
i ,
∑

j∈N0

µ+
j+1e

−S+

j


 = E∗f

(
µ∗
i , S

∗
i ,Σ

(1)
1

)
.

Thus, relation (54) is proved.

Now fix i ∈ N. It is easy to show (see the proof of relation (13)) that for

n ≥ i

E


f


µ′

−i,n, S
′
−i,n,

τn∑

j=1

µ′
−j+1,ne

−S′
−j,n


 ; τn − i ≥ 0




=

n∑

k=i

E


f


µi+1,−Si,

k∑

j=1

µje
Sj



∣∣∣∣∣∣
Mk < 0


P (τn = k)
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and therefore (see Lemma 5 and Remark 4)

lim
n→∞

Ef


µ′

−i,n, S
′
−i,n,

τn∑

j=1

µ′
−j+1,ne

−S′
−j,n




= E∗f


µ−

i+1,−S
−
i ,

∞∑

j=1

µ−
j e

S−
j


 = E∗f

(
µ∗
−i, S

∗
−i,Σ

(2)
1

)
.

This proves (55). The asymptotic independence of the left-hand sides of rela-

tions (54) and (55) is obvious.

The lemma is proved.

Remark 5. It is not difficult to verify that statement (54) admits the

following generalization: for any a ≤ 0 and b > 0, as n→ ∞,
({(

µ′
i,n, S

′
i,n

)
, i ∈ N0

}
, Σ

(1)
1 (n)

∣∣∣∣
Ln
Cn

≤ a,
Sn − Ln
Cn

≤ b

)

D
→
(
{(µ∗

i , S
∗
i ) , i ∈ N0} , Σ

(1)
1

)
.

Statement (55) allows for a similar generalization.

Lemma 7. If the conditions of Theorem 1 are satisfied, then, as n→ ∞,

{
bn − bτn+i

bn
, i ∈ N0

}
D
→

{∑∞
j=i µ

+
j+1 exp

(
−S+

j

)

Σ1
, i ∈ N0

}
,

{
bτn−i
bn

, i ∈ N

}
D
→

{∑∞
j=i+1 µ

−
j exp

(
S−
j

)

Σ1
, i ∈ N

}
,

{
aτn+i
bn

, i ∈ N0

}
D
→

{
exp

(
−S+

i

)

Σ1
, i ∈ N0

}
,

{
aτn−i
bn

, i ∈ N

}
D
→

{
exp

(
S−
i

)

Σ1
, i ∈ N

}
.

Proof. To simplify the presentation we check the first statement only. More-

over, we prove only convergence of one-dimensional distributions. Fix i ∈ N0.

Note that for τn + i ≤ n

bτn+i
bn

=

∑τn+i−1
j=0 µj+1 exp (−Sj)
∑n−1
j=0 µj+1 exp (−Sj)

=

∑τn+i−1
j=0 µj+1 exp (− (Sj − Sτn))∑n−1
j=0 µj+1 exp (− (Sj − Sτn))
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=

∑i−1
j=0 µ

′
j+1,n exp

(
−S′

j,n

)
+Σ

(2)
1 (n)

Σ
(1)
1 (n) + Σ

(2)
1 (n)

.

Since the last expression is a bounded continuous function of the random element

mentioned in Lemma 6, it follows that

bτn+i
bn

D
→

∑i−1
j=0 µ

+
j+1 exp

(
−S+

j

)
+Σ

(2)
1

Σ
(1)
1 +Σ

(2)
1

as n → ∞. Whence, taking into account (50) we obtain the required relation.

The remaining three statements may be proved by similar arguments.

The lemma is proved.

Remark 6. We can construct a new random element by combining the

left-hand sides of all the relations included in Lemmas 3 and 7. It is not difficult

to prove convergence in distribution of the sequence of these random elements

to a random element constructed by the right-hand sides of the corresponding

relations of Lemmas 3 and 7. Moreover, a random element constructed by the

left-hand sides is asymptotically independent, as n→ ∞, of the random event

{
C−1
n Ln ≤ a, C−1

n (Sn − Ln) ≤ b
}

for any a ≤ 0 and b > 0.

3. Proof of the main result

First part. We establish convergence of one-dimensional distributions: if

t > 0, then, as n→ ∞,
a⌊nt⌋

b⌊nt⌋
Z⌊nt⌋

D
→

Σ2

Σ1
. (57)

Set for r ∈ N

U (i)
r =

τr+i−1∑

j=τr−i

Zj,r,

V (i)
r =

τr−i−1∑

j=0

Zj,r +

r−1∑

j=τr+i

Zj,r.

It is clear that for i ∈ N

Z⌊nt⌋ =

⌊nt⌋−1∑

j=0

Zj,⌊nt⌋ = U
(i)
⌊nt⌋ + V

(i)
⌊nt⌋. (58)
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Note that

E
(
aj,⌊nt⌋Zj,⌊nt⌋

∣∣ Q1,⌊nt⌋

)
= µj+1, (59)

if 1 ≤ j < ⌊nt⌋. Observing that a⌊nt⌋ = ajaj,⌊nt⌋ for 1 ≤ j < ⌊nt⌋ we obtain by

(59) that

E

(
a⌊nt⌋

b⌊nt⌋
V

(i)
⌊nt⌋

)

= Eb−1
⌊nt⌋



τ⌊nt⌋−i−1∑

j=0

ajaj,⌊nt⌋Zj,⌊nt⌋ +

⌊nt⌋−1∑

j=τ⌊nt⌋+i

ajaj,⌊nt⌋Zj,⌊nt⌋




= Eb−1
⌊nt⌋



τ⌊nt⌋−i−1∑

j=0

µj+1aj +

⌊nt⌋−1∑

j=τ⌊nt⌋+i

µj+1aj




= E
bτ⌊nt⌋−i +

(
b⌊nt⌋ − bτ⌊nt⌋+i

)

b⌊nt⌋
. (60)

Applying Lemma 7 to the right-hand side of (60), we conclude that

lim
n→∞

E

(
a⌊nt⌋

b⌊nt⌋
V

(i)
⌊nt⌋

)
=

∑∞
j=i µ

+
j+1 exp

(
−S+

j

)
+
∑∞
j=i+1 µ

−
j exp

(
S−
j

)

Σ1

and, therefore (see Lemma 4),

lim
i→∞

lim
n→∞

E

(
a⌊nt⌋

b⌊nt⌋
V

(i)
⌊nt⌋

)
= 0. (61)

By Markov inequality for any ε > 0

P

(
a⌊nt⌋
b⌊nt⌋

V
(i)
⌊nt⌋ ≥ ε

)
≤ ε−1E

(
a⌊nt⌋
b⌊nt⌋

V
(i)
⌊nt⌋

)
.

Hence, taking into account (61) we obtain that

lim
i→∞

lim
n→∞

P

(
a⌊nt⌋

b⌊nt⌋
V

(i)
⌊nt⌋ ≥ ε

)
= 0. (62)

Observe that we may assume in the sequel that i ≤ τ⌊nt⌋ < ⌊nt⌋− i (see the

proof of Lemma 1). Note that

U
(i)
⌊nt⌋ =

i−1∑

j=−i

Zτ⌊nt⌋+j,⌊nt⌋ =
i−1∑

j=−i

Z ′
j,⌊nt⌋

and, therefore,

a⌊nt⌋

b⌊nt⌋
U

(i)
⌊nt⌋ =

i−1∑

j=−i

aτ⌊nt⌋+j

b⌊nt⌋
a′j,⌊nt⌋Z

′
j,⌊nt⌋. (63)
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Applying Lemmas 3, 7 and Remark 6 to relation (63), we obtain that, as n→ ∞,

a⌊nt⌋

b⌊nt⌋
U

(i)
⌊nt⌋

D
→

1

Σ1

i−1∑

j=−i

ζ∗j e
−S∗

j . (64)

Hence, for all but a countable set of x ≥ 0

lim
n→∞

P

(
a⌊nt⌋

b⌊nt⌋
U

(i)
⌊nt⌋ ≤ x

)
= P


 1

Σ1

i−1∑

j=−i

ζ∗j e
−S∗

j ≤ x


 . (65)

In view of Lemma 4

lim
i→∞

P


 1

Σ1

i−1∑

j=−i

ζ∗i e
−S∗

i ≤ x


 = P

(
Σ2

Σ1
≤ x

)
. (66)

We obtain by (65) and (66) that

lim
i→∞

lim
n→∞

P

(
a⌊nt⌋

b⌊nt⌋
U

(i)
⌊nt⌋ ≤ x

)
= P

(
Σ2

Σ1
≤ x

)
. (67)

It follows from (58), (62) and (67) that for all but a countable set of x ≥ 0

lim
n→∞

P

(
a⌊nt⌋

b⌊nt⌋
Z⌊nt⌋ ≤ x

)
= P

(
Σ2

Σ1
≤ x

)
.

This proves (57).

Remark 7. It is not difficult to verify that relation (64) admits the following

generalization: for any a ≤ 0 and b > 0, as n→ ∞,

{
a⌊nt⌋

b⌊nt⌋
U

(i)
⌊nt⌋

∣∣∣∣
L⌊nt⌋

Cn
≤ a,

S⌊nt⌋ − L⌊nt⌋

Cn
≤ b

}
D
→

1

Σ1

i+1∑

j=−i

ζ∗j e
−S∗

j .

Second part. Now we establish convergence of two-dimensional distributions.

Select 0 < t1 < t2, fix an ε > 0 and introduce the following random events:

An,ε =
{
L⌊nt1⌋ > L⌊nt1⌋,⌊nt2⌋ + εCn

}
,

Bn,ε =
{
L⌊nt1⌋ < L⌊nt1⌋,⌊nt2⌋ − εCn

}
,

Dn,ε =
{∣∣L⌊nt1⌋ − L⌊nt1⌋,⌊nt2⌋

∣∣ ≤ εCn
}
.
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We show that, as n→ ∞,

{
a⌊nt1⌋
b⌊nt1⌋

Z⌊nt1⌋,
a⌊nt2⌋
b⌊nt2⌋

Z⌊nt2⌋

∣∣∣∣ An,ε
}

D
→ (γ1, γ2) , (68)

{
a⌊nt1⌋

b⌊nt1⌋
Z⌊nt1⌋,

a⌊nt2⌋

b⌊nt2⌋
Z⌊nt2⌋

∣∣∣∣ Bn,ε
}

D
→ (γ1, γ1) , (69)

where γ1, γ2 are independent random variables and γ1
D
= γ2

D
= Σ2/Σ1.

First we establish (68). To this aim we prove that, for any fixed i ∈ N and

for all but a countable set of (x1, x2) with x1, x2 ≥ 0,

lim
n→∞

P

(
a⌊nt1⌋

b⌊nt1⌋
U

(i)
⌊nt1⌋

≤ x1,
b⌊nt2⌋

a⌊nt2⌋
U

(i)
⌊nt2⌋

≤ x2

∣∣∣∣ An,ε
)

= P


 1

Σ1

i+1∑

j=−i

ζ∗j e
−S∗

j ≤ x1


P


 1

Σ1

i+1∑

j=−i

ζ∗j e
−S∗

j ≤ x2


 . (70)

Provided the random event An,ε occurred, it follows that, as n→ ∞,

b⌊nt2⌋

a⌊nt2⌋
∼
b⌊nt2⌋ − b⌊nt1⌋

a⌊nt2⌋
=
b̃⌊nt2⌋−⌊nt1⌋

ã⌊nt2⌋−⌊nt1⌋
,

where the values ã⌊nt2⌋−⌊nt1⌋ and b̃⌊nt2⌋−⌊nt1⌋ are constructed by the random en-

vironment Q̃i := Q⌊nt1⌋+i, i = 1, . . . , ⌊nt2⌋−⌊nt1⌋, just as the values a⌊nt2⌋−⌊nt1⌋

and b⌊nt2⌋−⌊nt1⌋ are constructed by the random environment Q1,⌊nt2⌋−⌊nt1⌋.

Further, given An,ε, the inequality τ⌊nt2⌋ > τ⌊nt1⌋ is true (we may as-

sume that ⌊nt2⌋ − i > τ⌊nt2⌋ > τ⌊nt1⌋ + i). Thus, if the random environment

{Qn, n ∈ N} is fixed, the distribution of the random variable U
(i)
⌊nt1⌋

is com-

pletely determined by the random environment Q1,⌊nt1⌋ and the distribution

of the random variable U
(i)
⌊nt2⌋

is completely determined by the random envi-

ronment Q⌊nt1⌋+1,⌊nt2⌋. Moreover, U
(i)
⌊nt2⌋

= Ũ
(i)
⌊nt2⌋−⌊nt1⌋

, where Ũ
(i)
⌊nt2⌋−⌊nt1⌋

has the same meaning for the environment Q̃i, i = 1, . . . , ⌊nt2⌋ − ⌊nt1⌋, as

U
(i)
⌊nt2⌋−⌊nt1⌋

has for the environment Q1,⌊nt2⌋−⌊nt1⌋.

Summarizing the arguments above, we see that to prove (70) it is sufficient

to show that

lim
n→∞

P

(
a⌊nt1⌋
b⌊nt1⌋

U
(i)
⌊nt1⌋

≤ x1,
ã⌊nt2⌋−⌊nt1⌋

b̃⌊nt2⌋−⌊nt1⌋

Ũ
(i)
⌊nt2⌋−⌊nt1⌋

≤ x2

∣∣∣∣∣ An,ε
)
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= P


 1

Σ1

i+1∑

j=−i

ζ∗j e
−S∗

j ≤ x1


P


 1

Σ1

i+1∑

j=−i

ζ∗j e
−S∗

j ≤ x2


 . (71)

Note that

P

(
a⌊nt1⌋

b⌊nt1⌋
U

(i)
⌊nt1⌋

≤ x1,
ã⌊nt2⌋−⌊nt1⌋

b̃⌊nt2⌋−⌊nt1⌋

Ũ
(i)
⌊nt2⌋−⌊nt1⌋

≤ x2, An,ε

)

=

0∫

−∞

+∞∫

0

P

(
a⌊nt1⌋

b⌊nt1⌋
U

(i)
⌊nt1⌋

≤ x1,
L⌊nt1⌋

Cn
∈ da,

S⌊nt1⌋ − L⌊nt1⌋

Cn
∈ db

)

×P

(
a⌊nt2⌋−⌊nt1⌋

b⌊nt2⌋−⌊nt1⌋
U

(i)
⌊nt2⌋−⌊nt1⌋

≤ x2,
L⌊nt2⌋−⌊nt1⌋

Cn
< b− a− ε

)
.

Hence, taking into account Remark 7 we deduce that, as n→ ∞,

P

(
a⌊nt1⌋

b⌊nt1⌋
U

(i)
⌊nt1⌋

≤ x1,
ã⌊nt2⌋−⌊nt1⌋

b̃⌊nt2⌋−⌊nt1⌋

U
(i)
⌊nt2⌋

≤ x2, An,ε

)

∼ P


 1

Σ1

i+1∑

j=−i

ζ∗j e
−S∗

j ≤ x1


P


 1

Σ1

i+1∑

j=−i

ζ∗j e
−S∗

j ≤ x2




×

0∫

−∞

+∞∫

0

P

(
L⌊nt1⌋

Cn
∈ da,

S⌊nt1⌋ − L⌊nt1⌋

Cn
∈ db

)

×P

(
L⌊nt2⌋−⌊nt1⌋

Cn
< b− a− ε

)
.

Since the last integral is equal to P (An,ε), we obtain (71) and, as result, the

required relation (70).

It follows from (70) that (see (67))

lim
i→∞

lim
n→∞

P

(
a⌊nt1⌋

b⌊nt1⌋
U

(i)
⌊nt1⌋

≤ x1,
b⌊nt2⌋

a⌊ntk⌋
U

(i)
⌊nt2⌋

≤ x2

∣∣∣∣ An,ε
)

= P

(
Σ2

Σ1
≤ x1

)
P

(
Σ2

Σ1
≤ x2

)
. (72)

Applying now the same arguments which we have used in First part of the

proof to establish (57) from (67), we obtain (68) from (72).

We now prove (69). To this aim we check that, for any fixed i ∈ N and for

all but a countable set of (x1, x2) with x1, x2 ≥ 0,

lim
n→∞

P

(
a⌊nt1⌋

b⌊nt1⌋
U

(i)
⌊nt1⌋

≤ x1,
b⌊nt2⌋

a⌊ntk⌋
U

(i)
⌊nt2⌋

≤ x2

∣∣∣∣ Bn,ε
)

30



= P


 1

Σ1

i+1∑

j=−i

ζ∗j e
−S∗

j ≤ min (x1, x2)


 . (73)

Set

Z ′
i,n (m) = Zτn+i,m,

U (i)
n (m) =

i+1∑

j=−i

Z ′
j,n (m) .

Given that the random event Bn,ε occurred, τ⌊nt2⌋ = τ⌊nt1⌋ and

b⌊nt2⌋

a⌊nt2⌋
∼
b⌊nt1⌋

a⌊nt2⌋

as n→ ∞. Therefore

U
(i)
⌊nt1⌋

=

i+1∑

j=−i

Z ′
i,⌊nt1⌋

(⌊nt1⌋) = U
(i)
⌊nt1⌋

(⌊nt1⌋) ,

U
(i)
⌊nt2⌋

=
i+1∑

j=−i

Z ′
i,⌊nt1⌋

(⌊nt2⌋) = U
(i)
⌊nt1⌋

(⌊nt2⌋) .

Thus, to prove (73) it is sufficient to show that

lim
n→∞

P

(
a⌊nt1⌋

b⌊nt1⌋
U

(i)
⌊nt1⌋

(⌊nt1⌋) ≤ x1,
a⌊nt2⌋

b⌊nt1⌋
U

(i)
⌊nt1⌋

(⌊nt2⌋) ≤ x2

∣∣∣∣ Bn,ε
)

= P


 1

Σ1

i+1∑

j=−i

ζ∗j e
−S∗

j ≤ min (x1, x2)


 . (74)

Applying the arguments similar to those used to establish relation (19), we can

show that
{
a′i,mZ

′
i,n (m) , i ∈ Z

} D
→ {ζ∗i , i ∈ Z} ,

as m ≥ n→ ∞. Moreover,

{(
a′i,nZ

′
i,n (n) , a

′
i,mZ

′
i,n (m)

)
, i ∈ Z

} D
→ {(ζ∗i , ζ

∗
i ) , i ∈ Z} (75)

and the left-hand side of this relation is asymptotically independent from the

random event
{
C−1
n Ln ≤ a, C−1

n (Sn − Ln) ≤ b
}
for any a ≤ 0 and b > 0. It

follows from (75) that (see the proof of (64))

(
an
bn
U (i)
n (n) ,

am
bn
U (i)
n (m)

)
D
→

1

Σ1




i+1∑

j=−i

ζ∗j e
−S∗

j ,

i+1∑

j=−i

ζ∗j e
−S∗

j


 , (76)
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as m ≥ n → ∞. From (76) we obtain the desired relation (74) and, as result,

(73). Now statement (69) follows from (73) in a standard way.

Finally, according to the Skorokhod functional limit theorem (see (1))

lim
ε→0

lim
n→∞

P (An,ε) = P (L (t1) > L (t1, t2)) = P (L (t1) > L (t2)) , (77)

lim
ε→0

lim
n→∞

P (Bn,ε) = P (L (t1) < L (t1, t2)) = P (L (t1) = L (t2)) , (78)

where L (t1, t2) = inft∈[t1,t2]W (t), and

lim
ε→0

lim
n→∞

P (Dn,ε) = 0. (79)

By the total probability formula

P

(
a⌊nt1⌋

b⌊nt1⌋
Z⌊nt1⌋ ≤ x1,

a⌊nt2⌋

b⌊nt2⌋
Z⌊nt2⌋ ≤ x2

)

= P

(
a⌊nt1⌋

b⌊nt1⌋
Z⌊nt1⌋ ≤ x1,

a⌊nt2⌋

b⌊nt2⌋
Z⌊nt2⌋ ≤ x2

∣∣∣∣ An,ε
)
P (An,ε)

+P

(
a⌊nt1⌋

b⌊nt1⌋
Z⌊nt1⌋ ≤ x1,

a⌊nt2⌋

b⌊nt2⌋
Z⌊nt2⌋ ≤ x2

∣∣∣∣ Bn,ε
)
P (Bn,ε)

+P

(
a⌊nt1⌋

b⌊nt1⌋
Z⌊nt1⌋ ≤ x1,

a⌊nt2⌋

b⌊nt2⌋
Z⌊nt2⌋ ≤ x2

∣∣∣∣ Dn,ε

)
P (Dn,ε) . (80)

Combining (68), (69) and (77)-(80) we deduce that

lim
n→∞

P

(
a⌊nt1⌋

b⌊nt1⌋
Z⌊nt1⌋ ≤ x1,

a⌊nt2⌋

b⌊nt2⌋
Z⌊nt2⌋ ≤ x2

)

= P (γ1 ≤ x1, γ2 ≤ x2)P (L (t1) > L (t2))

+P (γ1 ≤ x1, γ1 ≤ x2)P (L (t1) = L (t2)) ,

This gives the desired convergence of two-dimensional distributions.

Third part. The proof of convergence of multidimensional distributions (for

dimensions exceeding two) is carried out by induction using the reasonings of

Second part of the proof.
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