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1 Introduction

Suppose that there is a family of random variables {&,; : n,i = 1,2,---} with values in
N := {0,1,2,---}, which are mutually independent. Given an N-valued random variable
Z(0) independent of {&,;}, a Galton-Watson process (GW process) {Z(n) : n € N} can be
inductively defined by

Z(n)
Zn+1)=> & n=012-. (1.1)
=1

Here, we understand Z?:l = 0. In the classical GW process, &, ; is viewed as the offspring
produced by the ¢-th individual in n-th generation. It was proved that the scaling limits of
GW processes can be a continuous-state branching process (CB process); see, e.g., [9] [10].
For more theories on scaling limits of generalized GW processes, one can refer to [2], 4, [13].
While each individual is influenced by environments, the mechanism of reproduction may
vary in different generations. The mechanism here is understood as a competition or a
interaction, and it’s initiated from [15], where Sevastyanov and Zubkov generalized the model
of GW processes by considering a constant control on the growth of population size at each
generation. Later, Yanev [I7] consider the conditions that the controls are random and

i.i.d. He introduced a model of controlled branching process with random control function
(CBP), which can be formulated as follows. Let {¢(™ (i) :i=0,1,2,---},n=0,1,2,--- be
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a mutually independent random function having the same distribution for each n. A CBP
{Z(n) : n € N} was constructed inductively as follows:

¢ (Z(n))
Z(n+1) Z iy n=0,1,2---. (1.2)

From equality above, ¢ (i) is viewed as a random control function. The probabilistic theory
on this model was developed by Gonzalez et al. [7, 8] and so on.

Considering a sequence of such processes {Zx(n); n > 0}x>; with offspring and random
control functions (Sm,qﬁk (1)), we concentrate on how the rescaled processes {Yj(t) :=
Zi(|vkt])/k; t > 0}g>1 converges on the Skorohod space as k — 0o, where 7 is a sequence
of positive increasing constants tending to co. Such a question was partially answered by
Gonzélez and del Puerto [6]. They proved the weak convergence of a sequence of CBPs to a
diffusion process under some restrictions on the means and variances of ££L . and qb(" (7). In
fact, the diffusion that they obtained is a Feller branching diffusion with immlgratlon Their
results are not strange for that if we suppose gb,(f") (1) =i+ @D,gk) and {w,i")} is a sequence of
non-negative mutually independent random variables, (I.2]) can be viewed as a GW process
with immigration. From a classical result in [9], under mild conditions, {Y; ()} converges to
a continuous state branching process with immigration. Inspired by this idea, we assume in
this paper that

o (i) =i+ (), n>0i>1, (1.3)

where w,i") (1) takes non-negative integer. Different from the GW process with immigration,
its immigration depends on the current state. Hence, there is a natural conjecture that
the limit process is a continuous state branching process with dependent immigration (CBDI
process).

Let (Q,%,.%,,P) be a filtered probability space satisfying the usual hypotheses. Let
{B;} be an (.%;)-Brownian motion. Let Ny(ds,dz,du) and N;(ds,dz,du) be %#;-Poisson
random measures with intensities dsm(dz)du and ds7(dz)du on (0, 00)3, respectively, where
(z A 2*)m(dz) is a finite measure and 7(dz) is a o-finite measure. Denote the compensated
measures of {Ny(ds,dz,du)} by {No(ds,dz,du)}. Let Y; be a non-negative .%;-measurable
random variable satisfying EY, < oo. Let Yy, {B:}, {No(ds,dz,du)} and {Ny(ds,dz, du)}
be mutually independent. A CBDI process {Y;; ¢ > 0} is a non-negative solution to the
stochastic integral equation as follows:

t t 0 Ys_ B
Y, = Yb+/ \/2chst—|—/ / / 2Ny (ds, dz, du)

/(5( —bYds+// /YS’ledsdzdu) £>0.  (14)

where ¢ > 0, b are constants, and = — S(x) is a Borel function on Ry := [0,00), and
(x,z) — q(z,z) is a Borel function on [0, oo) (0,00). Moreover, §(x),q(z,z) take non-
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negative values. Here and in the sequel, we make the conventions

b 00
T A
a (a,b] a (a,00)

for any b > a > 0. Let C*(R,) be the set of bounded continuous real functions on R, with
compact support. By Itd’s formula, the generator L of (IL4]) is defined by

Li(e) = (=botB)f()+a / Tt 2) - f@) — 2f (@)midz)
n /Ooo[fwz)—f<x>]q<x,z>w<dz>, f e CA(R,). (15)

Throughout this paper, the following assumptions are adopted:

e there is a constant K > 0, such that

1)+ / (e 2)m(ds) < K14 2), @30 (1.6)

e there is a non-decreasing and concave function r : [0, 00) + [0, 00) such that [, 7(z)"'dz =
oo and

Iﬁ(x)—ﬁ(y)l+/ooo|q($,Z)—Q(y,Z)IZW(dZ) <r(z—yl), 2y=0

Under these assumptions, there exists a pathwise unique positive strong solution to (.4 by
[5, Theorem 5.1].

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we make some preparations and give
some mild conditions which will be used in main theorems. The conditions here can be
achieved through constructing probability generating functions. In section 3, based on the
martingale problem approach, some estimates are given and lead to the tightness of rescaled
processes. In section 4, the conjecture to be a CBDI process is finally verified by using
Skorohod Representative Theorem.

2 Preliminaries

Let E), := {0,k71, 2k~ ... }. Let g, be the probability generating function of ST(L]? In view
of ([L3)), define the probability generating function of wli") (1) by h,(j)(s). For 0 < X\ <k, set

Ri(A) = kyilge(1 = AJk) = (1 = A/K)], (2.1)

Fi(\x) = w1 = Ak) = (1= A/k)]. (2.2)

We consider conditions as follows:



(A) The sequence {Ry(A)} is uniformly Lipschitz on each bounded interval and converges
to a continuous function R(\) as k — oo, where

R(\) = DA+ cA* + /Oo(e_)‘z — 14+ Az)m(dz). (2.3)

(B) For each ay,ay > 0, the sequence {Fy (), z)} converges to F'(A, x) uniformly on [0, a1] x
[0, as] as k — oo, where

F(\ x)=—=3(x)\ +/ (e™ — 1Dg(x, 2)m(dz). (2.4)
0
(C) There exists some positive constant K; such that
OFy, Ye d ) (lke))
Zk == )< > > 1.
S 0.2)] = Eon o) <Kl 4e), 2z 0k21

It follows from (C) that there exists some positive constant K, such that

(1 = gp(1-))] < K. (2.5)

In fact, condition (A) is from [12, Condition 2.4], and condition (B) is a generalized form of
[12, Condition 5.3] in the setting of dependent immigration. Condition (C) is about the first
moment, which is viewed as a generalization of (2.5).

Theorem 2.1 For any function (R, F) with representations (2.3) and (24), respectively,
there are sequences {v} and {(Ry, F})} as (21)) and (22) satisfying (A-C).

Proof. The similar proof was discussed in [12, Prop 2.6], which should be improved on the
present proof. By checking the proof there, it’s sufficient to construct { F}} satisfying (B-C)
and -y, satisfying

Y& > |b] + 2ck —I—/ u(1 — e *)ym(du). (2.6)
0

Following this step, let F(\, z) = F(\, 2) + f(z)), and Fp(\, ) = F(), kx| /k) Lo k2(A, 2),
which implies that Fj,(\,z) converges to F(\, ) uniformly on the interval [0, a;] x [0, as] for
each ay,ay > 0. Next, we need only to adjust 7, to satisfy that for £ > 1,

e (s) =5 =35 'F(k(1 = 9),2), @€ [0,k]NE;

is a probability generating function. Above all, s — ﬁ,(f“"’)(s) is an analytic function. By
elementary calculations, to ensure that
d” - (g

j, (k)
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it’s sufficient to show that
5> / ke Fq(e, 2ym(dz), @ < k.
0

Consequently, (L) implies that there is a sequence {7} such that fz,&kx)(s) is a probability
generating function for x € FEj; N [0,k],k > 1. On the other hand, since (LG) implies
B(x) < KvVk for + < /k and some positive constant K independent of k, we define for
z < Vk,

__25(kaJ/k)_+_S(kaJ/k)8_+,6(Lsz/k)
3VEK 3VEK 3VEK

and for = > vk, let h{*”(s) = 1. For arbitrary k > 1, define constant v, = 3k¥2K and

hF) () =1 s%;

Fo\ @) = Al (1= k) = 1100000 (A 2)
1
= —[B(Lka) /R)N = g2 B(Lke) )N Lo g0, v

It’s easy to verify that Fk(kx)(s) tends to —f(z)A uniformly on [0, a;1] x [0, as] as k — co. In
the end, set

Yo =T+ A e (s) = 9 ke (s) + A (s)). (2.7)
Consequently, for k£ > 1,
Fe(\z) = Fy(\2) + Fu(\, 2),

k k

_|_/ (e™ — 1)q(a, z)m(dz) L 2
0

1
— —[B( A= 228 DA Lo 40,V

satisfies (B). By elementary calculations and combining with ([L6]), we can verify (C). Finally,
from (2.7)), v also satisfies (2.6]), which ensures (A). Then we get the desired result. O

For convenience, set ey(x) := e ** for A > 0 and 2 > 0. Let Dy be the linear hull of
{ex(x) : A > 0}. Denote the set of bounded measurable real functions on R, by b(R,).
Next, we introduce an analytical conclusion for the sake of clarity.

Lemma 2.2 For f € C?(R™), there exists a sequence of functions f, in Dy, such that

P P e B

uniformly on R, as n — oo.



Proof. For f € C*(R"), define a function p on [0, 1] by

p(SL’) — { g’(_ lOg([L’)), iiga

By simple calculations, p € C?[0, 1]. For a real function p on [0, 1], its Bernstein polynomial
is given by

i) = Y atofo) ()1

Let

n

o) =35 () (= Tonth/m)e (1 = ey,

k=1

which implies that f,, € Dy and

fa(z) = Bu(p,e™™). (2.8)

By taking derivatives on both sides of (2.8]), we have

fula) = —e7 B, (p,e™),

In fact, as a result of [I4, Theorem 7.16], lim,,_,, f, = f uniformly on R, . Besides, B/ (p,e™™)
converges to p'(e”*) uniformly on R, as n — oco. Hence, f/(x) — f'(z) uniformly on R as
n — 0o0. The same argument leads to the desired result. O

3 Discrete martingale and tightness

In this section, we construct the discrete martingale and prove the tightness of the rescaled
processes.

Let D([0,00),R;) be the space of cadlag functions w : [0,00) + [0,00). For A > 0, the
distance p, is defined by

/)/\(xay) = ‘e—)\m - e—)\y‘7 T,y € [07 OO)

Denote the one-step transition matrix of Zy(n)/k to be Tj. Suppose that the process
{Zr(n)/k}, is adapted to a filtration (%,),>1 for each k. Define Ay as the discrete gen-
erator of {Y;(¢)}; for more details on discrete generators, see [3, pp 230-233|. Then

Anf =T =1)f, febRy),

where I(z) = x for x > 0. Based on discrete generators, we can construct the discrete
martingale problem.



Lemma 3.1 For f € b(R,), set

n—1
ut o) = w5 s (5 = S ()
Then {M](n)}, is a (4,)-martingale.
Proof. Tt follows directly from Markov property. O
It is obvious by elementary calculations that
Agex(z) = wE[gi(eVF) o) — o7,

Recall from (L3). Then for A > 0,

Ley(z) = 2e M R(\) + e MF(\z), x>0. (3.1)

By (LH), Lex(x) — 0 as x — oo. Hence Aey(x) is bounded on R, . Based on assumptions
on probability generating functions, we have the following estimate.

Theorem 3.2 Suppose that (A-C) hold. Then for A > 0, we have

lim sup |Ley(z) — Agex(z)| = 0.

k—o0 z€Ey

Proof. Observe that

Aex(x) = wE[ge(e™VF) ) — git (e VE)] g (e M) — e M),

Let
Br(\z) = yE[gr(e™F)ote) — gre(em k)]
= fykgll:m(e—A/k>[h](gkx)(gk(e—)\/k)) . 1]’ (32)
and

Cr(A 2) = ylgp(e™V*) —e 7],
Similar to [10, Theorem 2.1], there is a more precise approximation:

lim sup e™®|CL(\, z) — ze ™ R(N)| =0, Ao < A\ (3.3)

k—o0 zE€E,

Set
up(A) == k[l — gk(e_’\/k)].
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It’s easy to check that for every a > 0, ug(A\) — A uniformly on [0, a] as k — co. As a result,
(1 — ug(\)/k)*® converges to e~** uniformly on R, as k — oo. Consequently, combining it

with (32)),
Bk()\, l’) = (1 - uk()\)/k)kka (uk()\), ZL’),

which follows from (2.B) that By(\,z) converges to e **F(\,x) uniformly on [0, M] as
k — oo, for M > 0. On the other hand, (C) yields

| (N )| < KGNl 42), ANz >0k>1. (3.4)
Therefore, there is a constant C' > 0, such that
sup [F(\, ) — Fy (up(N), )| < Cetor,
k>1

Define
ex(z) = e [Cr(N, 2) — 2 R(N)].
By B3), ex(x) converges to 0 uniformly, as k — oco. Therefore,

limsup sup  gF(e™MF)|F(\ x) — F (ur(N), 2)]

k—oo xzeE,N[M,x]

<limsup sup [y 'we M R(\) 4 75 e % (z) 4+ e M| Ceto?

k—oo weE,N[M,0]
< Cfe()\()—)\)M’

which yields
lim lim  sup |Bp(\ 2) — F(\ x)e | = 0.

M—o0 k—o00 SCEEkﬁ[M,OO]
That gives the desired result along with the result that By(\,z) converges to e M F(\, x)
uniformly on [0, M] as k — oo, for M > 0. O

Remark 3.3 Since we can’t prove that Dy is a core for L, the result for weak convergence
couldn’t be directly obtained from [3, Corollary 8.9] similar to [I10, Theorem 2.1]. On the
other hand, the result of Gonzidlez and del Puerto [6] is also from another result in [3,
Corollary 8.9]. However, it’s not adapted in our scene, for our estimate is restricted on
f = ex. In the following pages, we will prove tightness and use Skorohod Representative
Theorem to avoid the barrier.

In the rest of this section, we aim at the proof of tightness of {Y}(¢)}. For convenience,
we introduce some notations before that. For a fixed constant 7" > 0, we consider a sequence
of stopping times 7. Let d; be a sequence of positive constants that tends to 0 as k tends
to infinity. Suppose

0< <7 +0 <T.



Lemma 3.4 Suppose that (A-C) hold. Then
Jim E[p3 (Yi(7i + 0), Yi(7))] = 0.
Proof. By Lemma B for f € b(R,),
E[f (V)] = B|f (k" Zullnt)) ]

Yit]—1

L
= B[f(G0) + 3 it A (520

Lt/ vk
= BE[f(v:(0)] + E[/O Ay f (Yi(s))ds). (3.5)
For A > 0,
E[|e—>\Yk(Tk+5k) _ e_)\Yk(Tk)|2]
= E[eg)\ (Yk(Tk)) — 26)\ (Yk(Tk) —+ Yk(Tk + 5k)) + €2 (Yk(Tk + 5k>)]
<L+ 1+ I, (3.6)
where
I = }E[e_2)\yk(7'k+5k) _ e_2)\Yk(Tk)} };
[V (T +05) ] /i
I, = ’E [26_’\}/1“(7’“) / Ake_)‘y’“(“)du} ’
ek /Y

Iy = B2y e A (yi(m + 66) ) = MPO (e )]] -

Then a simple application of (3.5) yields

vk (T +0k) | /k
I, = }E[/ Akeg,\(Yk(s))dsH

(Ve /Vk

vk (T +08) ] /7%
S E[/L |Ak62)\(Yk(S)) — A62)\ (Yk(s))|ds}

YeTr )/ Tk

[k (e +08) ] /i
+E / }Aeg,\ (Yk(s)) ‘ds}

(Yo7 )/ 75

< Ciéy, (3.7)

where (' is a positive constant. The same argument implies that

(Ve (T +0%) ] /7%
]2 S ’QE / Ake,\(Yk(s))ds”
|

VeTk)/VE



< Cody, (3.8)

for a positive constant C;. On the other hand,

Q = {{w(m+ )] = e + [ede) } U { L + 6] = () + [wde) + 1}
= Ql + QQ.

Both €, and Q, are ¥|,,,, ]-measurable. Observe that Yi(7;) is also ¥, -measurable.
Then, from the results of Lemma [3.I] and Doob’s Stopping Theorem, it follows that

E{e " (M2 ([on(ni + 0))) = MOV ()]s} =0, i =12,

Thus, I3 = 0. Together with ([B.6), (3.17) and (3.8), since limy_,,, 0 = 0, we obtain the
desired result. O

In the following, we need the first moment condition for Y%(0).
(D) supys; E[Y2(0)] < co.
Based on it, a precise estimate on E[Y(74)] is obtained.

Lemma 3.5 Suppose that (A), (C) and (D) hold. Then there exists some constant K3 > 0,
such that

Proof. Step 1. We prove that there exists some constant K4 > 0, such that
E[Yi(s)| < Ky, s<T,k>1 (3.9)
In fact, by (C) and (2.5,

E[Z(n+1)/k] = g,(1=)E[¢x(Zk(n))/k]

= GBI () + Zu)

< 9e(1=)(B[Zu(n) /K)(1 + K1 /) + K1 /)

< (L4 Ka/v) (E[Zi(n)/K](1 + K1/ v) + K1 /).

By induction,

EY,(1)] < {(1+ Ka/v)(1+ K1 /%) } I E[Y;,(0)]
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{(1+ Ko /) (1 + Kl/fyk)}L’mtJ —1

T R ) (U K — 1

(3.10)

A simple calculation yields (3.9)).
Step 2. By (C) and (2.5),
1 or (k) i
|Apl(z)] = ‘%E[E Z §r(m) —x]‘

i=1

— / d T /
= [k Mgk (1) i (1) + (i (1-) = 1)

— / d x /
< R gk (1) I () o (1= gh(1-))

K.
< (14 72)K1(1 + ) + 2K,
k

< Ks(1+1), k>1, 2>0,

for some positive constant K5, which follows from (B.I0) that AxI(Yi(s)) is integrable for
s < t,k > 1. The same argument as the proof in Lemma B.I] for f = I leads M} (n) to be a
martingale. By Doob’s Stopping Theorem,

E[Yi(7,)] = E[Yi(0)] + E] /0 N Ad(Y,)ds]

< sup E[Yx(0)] + /OT K5E[1 4 Yy (s)]ds

k>1

< sup E[Y;(0)] + TK5(1 + Ky).

k>1
The same argument leads to E[Y; (7, + d;)] < K3, which completes the proof. O

Now, we give the tightness using Aldous’ criterion.

Theorem 3.6 Suppose that (A-D) hold. Then the process {Yy(t) : t > O}x>1 is tight in
D([0,00),Ry).

Proof. Firstly, it follows from (B.9) that {Y%(¢)} is tight for a fix ¢ > 0. Next, for a fixed
constant M > 0, for e >0, [a —b| > eand 0 < a,b < M,

le™ — e > e M e,
Hence, by a simple calculation,

P{‘Yk@'k —+ 5k> — Yk(Tk)| > € Yk(Tk) V Yk<Tk + 5k> < M}

11



< (M) ZePMME[|oNYk(Tet0) _ o=AYi(ro) 2]
By Lemma 3.3,
]}LIEO P{|Yi(me + 0x) — Ye(i)| > € Yi(mx) V Yi(76 + ) < M} =0.
On the other hand, by Lemma [3.5]
P(Yi(1x) > M) < K3/M and P(Yj (7 + 0) > M) < K3/M
As a result,
P{|Yi(m + 0x) — Yi(7i)| > €}
< P{|Yi(mi + 0k) — Yi(m)| > € Yi(mh) V Yi(7i + 0) < M}
+P(Yi(me) > M) +P(Yi(r + 0) > M)

< P{|Yi(ri + 6k) — Yi(m)| > & Yi(m) V Yi(7 + 0) < M} + 2K5/M.

Let £ — oo and M — oo following, then we obtain
kh_)rgo P{|Yi(m + 0r) — Yi(7i)| > €} = 0.

Finally, the tightness of {Yy () : ¢ > 0}x>1 in D([0, 00), R) follows from Aldous’ criterion in
[1, Theorem 1]. O

4 Weak convergence

In this section, we build the relations between the weak solution of (L4]) and its corresponding
martingale problem. By an application of Skorokhod Representative Theorem, the weak limit
of rescaled processes is proved to be a weak solution of (I.4]).

Theorem 4.1 A positive cadlag process {Y; : t > 0} is a weak solution of (L.4) with initial
value Yy if and only if for every f € C*(Ry) ,

f(Yy) = f(xo) + /Ot Lf(Ys)ds + local mart, y > 0. (4.1)

Proof. The proof is a modification of that in [5, Proposition 4.2] which needs a stronger
condition and that in [IT, Theorem 5.1] which consider a different domain of generator. For
rigorousness, we give a brief proof for the different part from their proofs. Suppose that
(A1) holds for every f € C?(R.). We introduce a non-decreasing sequence of functions

12



fn € C2(R,) such that f,(z) =z, for 0 <z <nand f,(z) <1 for z > 0. Let 7, = inf{t >
0,Y; > n}. It follows from (£1]) that

My(t A7) = fa(Yins,) = fu(Yo) —/ Lfn(Yapr,—)ds,  m<n (4.2)

is a martingale. Consequently, taking expectations above, we obtain
Bl (Yo, )| = BAo(06)+ [ El=borg, -+ 3(Yinr, s
[ B +2) = Vo, — Jsm(a)
[ B Vot +2) = Yo, Yo, o)

< EYy + |[bmt + K(1 4+ m)t.

Hence, by monotone convergence, Y., is integrable for m > 1. Letting n — oo in (@2l), by
monotone convergence, we obtain that

Y;ﬁ/\Tm YE)_/ [b}/;ATm +B( SATm— dS—/ / S/\Tm ) )W(dZ)dS

is a martingale. We omit the rest proof, for it’s the same as that in [5, Proposition 4.2]. O

Finally, combining all the results above, we can obtain the weak convergence.

Theorem 4.2 Suppose that (A-D) hold and Y}(0) converges in distribution to Yy as k — oc.
Then {Yi(t) : t > 0}y converges in distribution on D([0,00),R;) to {Y; : t > 0}, where
{Y; : t > 0} is a weak solution to (L4) with initial value Yj.

Proof. The definition of My (n) implies that

“/ktJ 1

FYe(t)) = f(Yi(0 M (Lt ])

mtJ/vk
— F(Y(0) + / Af(Vi(s))ds + 7 ML (Int)), € bR). (4.3)

Let P™ and P be the distributions of ¥, and Y in D, respectively. By Theorem B.6] {Y,},,
is relatively compact Then we can find a probablhty measure ¢ on D([0,00),R;) and

a subsequence P() such that Q = lim; P By Skorokhod Representative Theorem,
there exists a probability space (Q,.%, P) on which are defined cadlag processes {X; : t > 0}

and {X™ : t > 0} such that

(i) the distributions of X and X ) on D([0,00),Ry) are P and P™) respectively:

13



(i) the limit holds
lim X™) =X, P —a.s.

i—00

Firstly, taking f = e, in (4.3), we have
(ni) (ni) |_’Yn1 t] /'YnZ 1
ex(X;™) = ex(Xg™) +/ Anern(XE")ds + 7, MO ([, ]). (4.4)
0
Observe that

Lvn;t)/n,
/ |Ame,\(XS("i)) — Ley(Xy)|ds
0

L’YntJ/’Yn
< / Ay ex(X ™)) = Ley (X0)[ds
0

L'YnltJ/“/nl
+/ |Lex (X)) — Ley(X,)|ds. (4.5)
0
By Theorem [3.2] the first integral on the right side of (4.3]) converges to 0 as i — oo. Let

D(z) = {t >0:P{X(t—) = X(t)} = 1}.

Then from [3| p.118], (ii) implies that for each ¢ € D(x), as i — oo, X" converges to X;.
Observe from [3, p.131] that the set R /D(z) is at most countable. Therefore, the second
integral on the right side of (4.5 also converges to 0 as i — oo. On the other hand, since
Ley(+) is bounded, (@3] also implies that the second term of the right side hand of (4.4])
is uniformly bounded for all i > 1,w € . Consequently, taking limits in (#4) and using
bounded convergence theorem, we have

ME = 10X - %) - | LEds,  f—e (46)

is a martingale bounded on each bounded time interval. Next, for f € C?(Ry), let f,, be
given in Lemma 2.2l In view of (LA)), Lf,,(z) converges to Lf(x) uniformly on each bounded
interval. As a linear span of {e)(z)}, by (4.6,

F( X)) = fin(Xo) + /0 t Lfm(X)ds + M/™. (4.7)

Let 75 := inf{t > 0, X; > M}. Since X; is a cadlag process, 7)y — oo a.s., as M — oc.
Replacing ¢t with ¢ A 77, and taking limits on both sides of (4.7]), we use the same argument
to obtain that

ML = F(Xim) — F(X0) — / LF(Xonryy)ds

is a martingale bounded on each bounded time interval. Hence, X; solves the martingale
problem (4.I)). By Theorem (1] X is a weak solution of (IL4). By [16, Theorem 137], the
pathwise uniqueness of (L)) implies the uniqueness of distributions. Therefore, () = P, and
lim;_,o, P™) = P, which completes the desired result. O
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