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Abstract

We study the growth order of the maximal displacement of branching symmetric α-stable pro-

cesses. We assume the branching rate measure µ is in the Kato class and µ has a compact support

on R
d. We show that the maximal displacement exponentially grows and its order is determined by

the index α and the spectral bottom of the corresponding Schrödinger-type operator.

1 Introduction

1.1 Model and subject

Let 0 < α < 2. We consider branching symmetric α-stable processes with splitting on a compact set
in R

d. The branching processes describe stochastic models of particle systems with time evolution. A
particle starts at x0 ∈ R

d and moves according to the law of a symmetric α-stable process {Xt, t ≥ 0}.
At an exponential random time T , the first particle splits into n-particles with probability pn(XT−).
Here, the random time T is called the first splitting time and T is exponentially distributed on the initial
particle path such that

Px0 (T > t | Xs, s ≥ 0) = e−Aµ
t ,

where Aµ
t is the positive continuous additive functional (PCAF for short and see [11, Section 5.1] for

detail) associated with the branching rate measure µ. Then, {{pn(x)}n≥1 | x ∈ R
d} is called the offspring

distribution and pn(x) gives the probability of splitting into n-particles at x, where x is the place that

the particle splits. For example, Aµ
t =

∫ t

0 1lB(Xs) ds, when µ is given by 1lB(x) dx for the indicator

function 1lB of set B and the Lebesgue measure dx on R
d. Particularly, if µ is the Lebesgue measure,

then Aµ
t = t, i.e., T has the exponential distribution with mean one. Since measure µ controls the

frequency of branches, µ is called the ‘catalyst’ in the context of particle systems. On the other hand, the
branching process is spatially homogeneous, when the splitting mechanism is independent of the space,
that is, µ = dx and pn(x) = pn for all n ≥ 1.

Let H denote the Schrödinger-type operator:

H :=
1

2
(−∆)α/2 − (Q − 1)µ on L2(Rd). (1.1)

Here, Q(x) =
∑∞

n≥1 npn(x) and (Q − 1)µ is the meaning of (Q(x) − 1)µ(dx). We write λ((Q − 1)µ), or
simply λ, for the spectral bottom of H. In this paper, we assume that the branching rate measure µ
has a compact support and R(x)µ(dx) belongs to the Kato class (Definition 2.1 below), where R(x) =∑

n≥1 n(n − 1)pn(x). The PCAF Aµ
t increases only when the initial particle moves on the compact
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support of µ. It follows that the branches occur only on this compact region. Furthermore, we assume
that λ < 0.

Let us denote the configuration of particles at time t by

Xt = (Xu
t , u ∈ Zt) .

Here, Zt is the set of all particles at time t and Xu
t ∈ R

d is the meaning of the position of particle u ∈ Zt.
We define the maximal displacement at time t by

Lt := sup
u∈Zt

|Xu
t | .

When d = 1, this corresponds to the largest distance from the origin of either the rightmost or leftmost
particles, respectively. Our interest is the pathwise time evolution of Lt as t → ∞.

1.2 Background and motivation

We can consider several branching Markov processes through (1.1). The first term of H represents the
law of the one-particle motion and the second term controls the branching rule (cf. [13, 14, 15]). The
branching Brownian motion (BBM for short) is α = 2 in (1.1). In particular, the BBMs are the basic
models, if d = 1, Q ≡ 2 and the branching rate measure is given by the Lebesgue measure or the Dirac
measure δ0. Since we can consider that µ contains Q− 1 in (1.1), we here ignore Q− 1 and we treat only
H = 1

2 (−∆)α/2 − µ to describe our background, conveniently.
McKean [21] showed that the distribution function of the rightmost particle is a solution of the F-KPP

equation and the distribution function, which is scaled by the space factor, converges to a solution of a
traveling wave equation, for the spatially homogeneous BBM. This research is the point of departure for
the rightmost (and leftmost) particle and the maximal displacement Lt. The scaling factor was clarified
by Bramson [6]. His result also precisely indicates the pathwise time evolution of the spread rate.
Then, on inhomogeneous BBMs, the relationships between the spread rate and µ were studied by several
researchers. There are mainly two ways of investigating the growth rate of the maximal displacement (or
the rightmost particle). One is to investigate the pathwise growth order of Lt, the other is to determine
the scaling factor R(t) such that the distribution of Lt − R(t) converges to a certain distribution. If
Lt − R(t) converges to the distribution, then we can regard that R(t) approximates Lt in distribution.
Erickson [10] investigated the case of µ = V (x) dx, where V degenerates to zero at infinity. He revealed
the pathwise time evolution of the rightmost particle. He showed that the growth is a time linear and its
coefficient is determined by the eigenvalue of the corresponding Schrödinger operator. Then, Bocharov
and Harris [3] researched about µ = βδ0, β > 0. Shiozawa [26] extended their results to the maximal
displacement Lt for the BBMs on R

d (d ≥ 1), when µ belongs to the Kato class and it has a compact
support. Bocharov and Wang [5] studied one-dimensional spatially homogeneous BBMs adding a point
catalyst (µ = βdx+β0δ0 for positive constants β and β0). These [3, 26, 5] are concerned with the pathwise
evolution of Lt, and these are classified into [10]. On the other hand, Lalley and Sellke [18] researched
about the limiting distribution of rightmost particle for the similar setting to [10]. Lalley and Sellke [19]
also investigated the case of µ = (b+ β(x)) dx, where b is a positive constant and β(x) is a non-negative,
continuous, integrable function. Then, Bocharov and Harris [4] for µ = βδ0, and Nishimori and Shiozawa
[22] for the Kato class mesure, computed the appropriate R(t) and determined the limiting distribution
of Lt − R(t), respectively. As a matter of course, the coefficient of leading term of R(t) coincides with
a.s. limit of the spread rate Lt/t as t → ∞. We can confirm this consistency between [3] and [4], between
[26] and [22], respectively.

Recently, branching processes with the Kato class measures as branching rate measures, including
singular measures with respect to the Lebesgue measures such as the Dirac measure, have been intensively
studied. The trigger is [3] by Bocharov and Harris. They computed the expectation of the first moment
of the number of particles for the one-dimensional BBM with a point catalyst at the origin by using the
Many-to-One lemma (cf. [12]). According to this lemma, they altered the moment to the Fynman-Kac
functional given by the local time at the origin. Since it is well known that the marginal distribution
of the Brownian motion and the local time, by using these, Bocharov and Harris directly computed the
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above moment and its asymptotic behavior. As a result, they proved the pathwise spread rate of the
rightmost particle.

By (1.1), the branching α-stable process with the Kato class measure, which has a compact support,
is a natural extension of BBMs as in [3, 26]. Recently, Shiozawa [27] obtained the limiting distribution of
Lt −Rα(t) for this branching symmetric α-stable processes. He improved analytic tools for the moment
calculations and revealed the asymptotic behavior of Lt in distribution. Moreover, his result shows that
the asymptotic behavior of Lt is different from the branching Brownian case. Motivated by his work, we
determine the pathwise growth order of Lt as t → ∞, for the branching α-stable processes. Our argument
bases on [3, 26]. Here, the moment calculation and its asymptotic order, which were given by Shiozawa
[27], play important roles.

The symmetric α-stable processes have the ‘heavy-tail’ in the meaning of (2.1) (see also (2.3)). On
the other hand, the Brownian motions have the ‘light-tail’, that is, these tail distributions exponentially
decay. Since each particle of the branching stable process spreads more rapidly than the BBM, we easily
expect that Lt grows faster for the branching stable process than the BBM. Our standpoint is to appear
the asymptotic behavior of Lt, for the branching stable process as the heavy-tailed process. Our results
also make clear the difference between the BBMs and the branching stable processes for the growth order
of Lt as t → ∞.

Our works are focusing on the pathwise growth order of Lt, and these are classified as [10]. Similar
to the contrast between [10] and [18], as for research of Lt in the distribution sense, Lalley and Shao [20]
revealed the thickness of the tail distribution of the rightmost particle, for the spatially homogeneous
branching stable processes. Bulinskaya [8] (see also [7]) for the continuous time catalytic branching
random walks, and Shiozawa [27] for the aforementioned branching stable processes, they determined the
appropriate scaling factors and the limiting distributions of the maximal displacement, respectively. In
particular, Ren et al. [23], for the spatially homogeneous branching Lévy process, showed the limiting
distribution of all particles ordered from right to left, not only the rightmost particle. Bhattacharya et al.
[2] showed the convergence of the point process associated with a branching random walk having regular
varying steps and they revealed the limiting process.

1.3 Main results

We consider the branching α-stable process on R
d such that the branching rate measure µ belongs to

the Kato class and has a compact support. In addition, we make Assumption 2.1 on µ. Our model
corresponds to one, which is used by [27].

Our main claim (Corollary 3.1) is that the maximal displacement Lt grows exponentially and the
exponent is determined by λ and α as follows:

lim
t→∞

1

t
logLt =

−λ

α
, Px(· | M∞ > 0)-a.s., (1.2)

where M∞ is the limit of the martingale defined by (2.8) below.
In the Brownian cases, the leading term of the maximal displacement grows in linear time (e.g. [3, 26]),

that is, Lt is the same order as
√
−λ/2t, almost surely, when t → ∞. In the stable case, since each particle

jumps far according to the heavy-tailed distribution, Lt spreads faster than the Brownian cases. Our
result (1.2) supports this. The constant −λ/α in (1.2) is consistent with the limit of t−1 logRα(t), where
Rα(t) = (e−λtκ)1/α, for κ > 0, is the scaling factor, which is mentioned in the previous subsection.

To show (1.2), we follow the same argument as in [3, 26] for the Brownian cases. Let B(R) be the
sphere with radius R centered at the origin. We write NR

t for the number of particles which stay B(R)c.
We consider B(κ(t)) the zone where particles remain. Theorem 1.1 provides that if κ(t) is so large, then

there may be no particle on B(κ(t))c; if κ(t) is so less, then N
κ(t)
t exponentially goes to infinity.

Theorem 1.1. We assume that λ < 0. For δ > 0, let us set κδ(t) = eδta(t), where a(t) > 0 is monotone
increasing and t−1 log a(t) → 0, t → ∞.

(i) For any δ > −λ/α and x ∈ R
d,

lim
t→∞

N
κδ(t)
t = 0, Px-a.s.
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(ii) When Px(M∞ > 0) > 0, for any δ ∈ (0,−λ/α),

lim
t→∞

1

t
logN

κδ(t)
t = −λ− αδ, Px(· | M∞ > 0)-a.s.

By (i), we can suppose that Lt ≤ κ−λ/α(t), for large t. By (ii), we can also suppose that Lt ≥ κδ(t),
for any δ > −λ/α. By these, we will show (1.2) in Corollary 3.1.

The remainder of this paper is constructed as follows: In Section 2, we summarize the basic notions
and properties of the symmetric α-stable processes and the branching symmetric α-stable processes. In
Section 3, we show Lemmas 3.1–3.3 for Theorem 1.1. Similar to [3, 26], we use the Borel-Cantelli lemma.
However, we can not use the spatial homogeneity of the distribution of the running maximum for the
stable processes. Overcoming this, we use the estimate of the tail distribution of the running maximum.
Then, we shall show Theorem 1.1 and Corollary 3.1 by the same argument as in [3, 26].

Throughout this paper, the letters c and C (with subscript and superscript) denote finite positive
constants which may vary from place to place. For positive functions f(t) and g(t) on (0,∞), we write
f(t) . g(t), t → ∞ if positive constants T and c exist such that f(t) ≤ cg(t) for all t ≥ T . We write
f(t) ≍ g(t) if and only if both f(t) . g(t) and g(t) . f(t) hold. We also write f(t) ∼ g(t), t → ∞ if
f(t)/g(t) → 1 as t → ∞. We will omit “t → ∞” for short when the meaning is clear.

2 Preliminaries

Let 0 < α < 2. In this section, we introduce the symmetric α-stable process, the Kato class measure and
the branching symmetric α-stable process.

2.1 Symmetric α-stable processes

Let ({Xt}t≥0, {Px}x∈Rd , {Ft}t≥0) be the symmetric α-stable process R
d, that is, the Markov process

generated by − 1
2 (−∆)α/2. Here, {Ft} is the minimal augmented admissible filtration. We especially

write P when x is the origin. The following result, for the transition function pt(x, y), was proved by
Wada [29] (see also [27, Lemma 1]).

Lemma 2.1. There exists a positive continuous function g on [0,∞) such that

pt(x, y) =
1

td/α
g

( |x− y|
t1/α

)
.

Moreover, the function g satisfies the following:

lim
r→∞

rd+αg(r) =
α2α−2 sin(απ2 )Γ(d+α

2 )Γ(α2 )

πd/2+1
. (2.1)

The following is well known as the scaling property of the symmetric α-stable process. We note by
Lemma 2.1 that, for any κ ≥ 0, t > 0 and x ∈ R

d,

Px(|Xt| ≥ κ) =

∫

|y|≥κ

t−d/αg

( |x− y|
t1/α

)
dy

=

∫

|t1/αz+x|≥κ

g(|z|) dz = P
(∣∣∣t1/αX1 + x

∣∣∣ ≥ κ
)
.

(2.2)

By this and
{
y ∈ R

d : |y| ≥ κ
}
⊂
{
y ∈ R

d : |y − x| ≥ κ− |x|
}
,

Px(|Xt| ≥ κ) =

∫

|y|≥κ

t−d/αg

( |x− y|
t1/α

)
dy ≤

∫

|y−x|≥κ−|x|

t−d/αg

( |x− y|
t1/α

)
dy

=

∫

t1/α|z|≥κ−|x|

g (|z|) dz = ωd

∫ ∞

(κ−|x|)t−1/α

g (r) rd−1 dr,
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where ωd = 2πd/2Γ(d/2)−1 is the surface area of the unit ball inR
d. Similarly, by

{
z ∈ R

d : t1/α |z| − |x| ≥ κ
}
⊂{

z ∈ R
d :
∣∣t1/αz + x

∣∣ ≥ κ
}
and (2.2),

Px(|Xt| ≥ κ) =

∫

|t1/αz+x|≥κ

g(|z|) dz ≥
∫

|t1/αz|−|x|≥κ

g(|z|) dz = ωd

∫ ∞

(κ+|x|)t−1/α

g(r)rd−1 dr.

Thus,

ωd

∫ ∞

(κ+|x|)t−1/α

g(r)rd−1 dr ≤ Px(|Xt| ≥ κ) ≤ ωd

∫ ∞

(κ−|x|)t−1/α

g(r)rd−1 dr. (2.3)

Let us set
Mt = sup

0≤s≤t
|Xs| .

The tail probability of Mt is determined by the one of |Xt|. By the fundamental argument (e.g., [16,
Section 2.8.A] for the Brownian case), we have the following lemma. More general cases appeared in [17].

Lemma 2.2. Let κ > 0. For any t > 0 and x ∈ R
d with |x| < κ,

Px(|Xt| ≥ κ) ≤ Px(Mt ≥ κ) ≤ 2Px(|Xt| ≥ κ). (2.4)

Combining Lemma 2.1 with Lemma 2.2, we have the tail estimate of the running maximum for the
stable processes.

Lemma 2.3. Functions κi(s), i = 1, 2 on [0,∞) satisfy that κ1(s) < κ2(s), for all s ≥ 0, κi(s) → ∞ and
κ2(s)− κ1(s) → ∞ as s → ∞. Then, there exist positive constants c1, c2 and T such that, for any s ≥ T
and |x| ≤ κ1(s),

c1(κ2(s) + κ1(s))
−α ≤ Px(M1 ≥ κ2(s)) ≤ c2(κ2(s)− κ1(s))

−α. (2.5)

Proof. Let t = 1 on (2.4). It suffices to give upper and lower estimates for Px(|X1| ≥ κ2(s)). We see
from (2.3) that, for any s ≥ 0 and |x| ≤ κ1(s),

Px(|X1| ≥ κ2(s)) ≤ ωd

∫ ∞

κ2(s)−|x|

g(r)rd−1 dr ≤ ωd

∫ ∞

κ2(s)−κ1(s)

g(r)rd−1 dr.

By (2.1), there exist positive constants C,R such that g(r) ≤ Cr−d−α, for r ≥ R. We can take T > 0
such that κ2(s)− κ1(s) ≥ R, for ant s > T . Thus, for any s > T ,

Px(|X1| ≥ κ2(s)) ≤ c

∫ ∞

κ2(s)−κ1(s)

r−α−1 dr = c′ (κ2(s)− κ1(s))
−α

.

Similarly, we have the lower estimate of Px(|X1| ≥ κ2(s)) ≥ c′′(κ2(s) + κ1(s))
−α.

2.2 Kato class measures

We assume that the branching rate measure is in Kato class and has a compact support. For the
convenience of the reader, we repeat the relevant materials from [27] without the proofs.

For β > 0, the β-resolvent density Gβ(x, y) of the symmetric α-stable process is given by

Gβ(x, y) =

∫ ∞

0

e−βtpt(x, y)dt, x, y ∈ R
d, t > 0.

Definition 2.1. (i) A positive Radon measure ν on R
d is in the Kato class (ν ∈ K in notation) if

lim
β→∞

sup
x∈Rd

∫

Rd

Gβ(x, y) ν(dy) = 0.
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(ii) A measure ν ∈ K is 1-Green tight (ν ∈ K∞(1) in notation) if

lim
R→∞

sup
x∈Rd

∫

|y|≥R

G1(x, y) ν(dy) = 0.

Clearly, if Kato class measure ν has a compact support, then ν is 1-Green tight.
Let (E ,F) the regular Dirichlet form generated by the symmetric α-stable process:

E(u, v) :=
1

2
A(d, α)

∫∫

Rd×Rd\diag

(u(x) − u(y))(v(x) − v(y))

|x− y|d+α
dxdy,

F :=
{
u ∈ L2(Rd) | E(u, u) < ∞

}
,

where ‘diag’ = {(x, x) | x ∈ R
d} and

A(d, α) =
α2α−1Γ(α+d

2 )

πd/2Γ(2−α
2 )

(see [11, Examples 1.4.1 and 1.2.1]). By the regularity, u ∈ F admits a quasi continuous version ũ. We
always write u, instead of ũ.

For ν := ν+ − ν− ∈ K −K, we introduce a symmetric bilinear form Eν by

Eν(u, u) = E(u, u)−
∫

Rd

u2d ν, u ∈ F .

Since ν charges no set of zero capacity ([1, Therem 3.3]), Eν(u, u) is determined uniquely by u, that is,
Eν(u, u) is unaffected by the choices of the quasi continuous versions. According to [1, Theorem 4.1],
(Eν ,F) is a lower semi-bounded symmetric closed form. Then, we write Hν the self-adjoint operator on
L2(Rd) such that Eν(u, v) = (Hνu, v) and we write pνt for the L2-semigroup generated by Hν . That is,
Hν = 1

2 (−∆)α/2− ν. By [1, Theorem 7.1], pνt admits a symmetric integral kernel pνt (x, y) which is jointly
continuous on (0,∞)× R

d × R
d.

Let Aν
t be PCAF which is in the Revuz correspondence with ν ∈ K (see [11, pages 230 and 401]). We

set Aν
t = Aν+

t −Aν−

t , for ν = ν+ − ν− ∈ K −K. By the Feynman-Kac formula,

pνt f(x) = Ex

[
eA

ν
t f(Xt)

]
, f ∈ L2(Rd) ∩ Bb(R

d).

In [27], Shiozawa proved the invariance of the essential spectrum of 1
2 (−∆)α/2 under the perturbation

with respect to the finite Kato class measure (see also [27, Remark 8]). Let σess(Hν) be the essential
spectrum of Hν .

Proposition 2.1 (Proposition 4 in [27]). If ν+ and ν− are finite Kato class measures, then σess(Hν) =
σess((−∆)α/2/2) = [0,∞).

We denote by λ(ν) the bottom of the L2-spectrum of Hν :

λ(ν) = inf

{
Eν(u, u)

∣∣∣∣ u ∈ C∞
0 (Rd),

∫

Rd

u2 dx = 1

}
.

Here, C∞
0 (Rd) is the set of all infinitely differentiable functions with compact support on R

d. Proposition
2.1 implies that if λ(ν) < 0, then λ(ν) is the eigenvalue. We see from [28, Theorem 2.8 and Section
4] that the corresponding eigenfunction has a bounded and strictly positive continuous version. Let us
denote by h the L2-normalized version.

Remark 2.1. Although we introduce the invariance property for general signed measures, we use only
positive measures. In this paper, the branching rate measure µ and ν := (Q− 1)µ are always positive.
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In this paper, we always assume that the spectral bottom λ((Q− 1)µ) of (1.1) is strictly negative. In
[27, Examples 19 and 20] (see also [25, Example 4.7]), Shiozawa gave the examples such that λ((Q−1)µ) <
0. To apply his examples, we assume that p2 ≡ 1, thus Q ≡ 2.

Example 2.1 (Examples 19 and 20 in [27]). For d = 1, α ∈ (1, 2). If the branching rate measure µ = cδ0
(c > 0), then

λ((Q − 1)µ) = −
{

c21/α

α sin(πα )

}α/(α−1)

.

For d > α, 1 < α < 2. If µ is the surface measure cδr (c, r > 0) on {y ∈ R
d : ‖y‖ = r}, then

λ((Q − 1)µ) < 0 ⇐⇒ r >

{√
πΓ(d+α−2

2 )Γ(α2 )

cΓ(d−α
2 )Γ(α−1

2 )

}1/(α−1)

.

Let ν be a Kato class measure with a compact support. We assume that λ(ν) < 0. We introduce two
asymptotic behaviors of the Feynman-Kac functionals. By [28, Theorem 5.2],

Ex

[
eA

ν
t

]
≍ e−λ(ν)t, t → ∞, (2.6)

for any x ∈ R
d (for a more precise evaluation, see [27, Remark 11]). The following asymptotic behavior is

given by [Lemma 12 in [27]] (see also [22, (3.38) and (3.39)], for the Brownian cases). Let κ(t) : [0,∞) →
[0,∞). We assume that κ(t)t−1/α → ∞, as t → ∞. Then, for each x ∈ R

d,

Ex

[
eA

ν
t ; |Xt| ≥ κ(t)

]
≍ κ(t)−αe−λ(ν)t, t → ∞. (2.7)

In the proof of the main theorem, we extensively use (2.6) and (2.7).

2.3 Branching α-stable processes

In this subsection, we recall the branching symmetric α-stable process (see [13, 14, 15], [25] and references
therein for details) and we introduce some properties.

Let µ ∈ K be a branching rate measure and {{pn(x)}n≥1 | x ∈ R
d} be a branching mechanism such

that

0 ≤ pn(x) ≤ 1, n ≥ 1 and

∞∑

n=1

pn(x) = 1, x ∈ R
d.

A random time T has an exponential distribution

Px (T > t | F∞) = e−Aµ
t , t > 0.

An α-stable particle starts at x ∈ R
d. After an exponential random time T , the particle splits into

n-particles with probability pn(XT−). New ones are independent α-stable particles starting at XT−

and each one independently splits into multiple particles, the same as the first one. The n-particles are
represented by a point in the following configuration space S. Let (Rd)(0) = {∆} and (Rd)(1) = R

d. For
n ≥ 2, we define the equivalent relation ∼ on (Rd)n = R

d × · · · × R
d

︸ ︷︷ ︸
n

as follows: for xn = (x1, . . . , xn)

and yn = (y1, . . . , yn) ∈ (Rd)n, we write x ∼ y if there exists a permutation σ on {1, 2, . . . , n} such that
yi = xσ(i) for any i ∈ {1, 2 . . . , n}. If we define (Rd)(n) = (Rd)n/ ∼ for n ≥ 2 and S =

⋃∞
n=0(R

d)(n), then
n-points in R

d determine a point in (Rd)(n). The symmetric α-stable process ({Xt}t≥0, {Px}x∈S, {Gt}t≥0)
is an S-valued Markov process. Abusing notation, we regard x ∈ R

d in the same way as x ∈ (Rd)(1) and
write Px for x ∈ R

d. That is, ({Xt}t≥0,Px, {Gt}t≥0) is the branching symmetric α-stable process such
that a single particle starts from x ∈ R

d.
Let Zt be the set of all particles and Xu

t the position of u ∈ Zt at time t. For f ∈ Bb(R
d),

Zt(f) :=
∑

u∈Zt

f (Xu
t ) , t ≥ 0.

7



In particular, for κ > 0,

Zκ
t := {u ∈ Zt : |Xu

t | ≥ κ}, Nκ
t :=

∑

u∈Zt

1l[κ,∞) (|Xu
t |) , t ≥ 0.

The random variable Nκ
t is the number of particles which stay outside B(R), where B(R) is a sphere of

radius R centered at the origin.
Let us set

Q(x) =

∞∑

n=1

npn(x), R(x) =

∞∑

n=2

n(n− 1)pn(x).

We write Rµ in the meaning of R(x)µ(dx), and we write (Q− 1)µ in the same meaning.

Assumption 2.1. For the branching rate measure µ ∈ K, we assume the following:

(i) The support of µ is compact.

(ii) R(x)µ(dx) ∈ K.

(iii) λ((Q − 1)µ) < 0.

By Assumption 2.1 (iii) and Proposition 2.1, λ((Q − 1)µ) is the eigenvalue. The corresponding
eigenfunction h is bounded and L2-normalized strictly positive continuous function. For h, we define a
martingale:

Mt = eλ((Q−1)µ)tZt(h), t ≥ 0. (2.8)

By [25, Lemma 3.4], Mt is square integrable. Thus, M∞ := limt→∞ Mt exists in [0,∞), Px-a.s and
h(x) = Ex [M∞] (e.g. [9, Theorem 4.4.6]). Hence, M∞ < ∞, Px-a.s. and Px(M∞ > 0) > 0.

We introduce Many-to-One and historical Many-to-One lemmas.

Theorem 2.1 (Lemma 3.3 in [25]). If supx∈Rd Q(x) < ∞, then for any f ∈ Bb(R
d),

Ex [Zt(f)] = Ex

[
eA

(Q−1)µ
t f(Xt)

]
.

Similar to [26, Lemma 3.6] for the Brownian case, we have the historical type Many-to-One lemma

below. For u ∈ Zt and its ancestor u0 ∈ Z0, the genealogy is unique. We write {X(t,u)
s }0≤s≤t for

the historical path between Xu
t and Xu0

0 (= x). Then we are able to regard the historical path as the
symmetric α-stable path.

Lemma 2.4. Let µ ∈ K. For any x ∈ R
d, t > 0 and κ ≥ 0,

Ex

[
∑

u∈Zt

1l[κ,∞)

(
sup

0≤s≤t

∣∣∣X(t,u)
s

∣∣∣
)]

= Ex

[
eA

(Q−1)µ
t ; sup

0≤s≤t
|Xs| ≥ κ

]
.

3 Proof of Theorem 1.1

In this section, we always assume that the branching rate measure µ satisfies Assumption 2.1. We set
ν = (Q − 1)µ and λ = λ(ν) < 0. For λ and the corresponding eigenfunction h, we define Mt by (2.8).
Additionally, the limit M∞ exists in [0,∞), Px-a.s. and Px(M∞ > 0) > 0.

Shiozawa proved the same claim for the Brownian case as Lemmas 3.1–3.3 below (Lemma 3.7–3.9 in
[26]). The α-stable cases are also proved by his method. In the proofs of Lemmas 3.2 and 3.3, a change
is that we use the running maximum of the α-stable process.

In our argument, letter ‘x’ is the fixed starting point. Other letters as starting points are variable.

Lemma 3.1 (cf. Lemma 3.7 in [26]). For any x ∈ R
d,

lim
t→∞

1

t
logNt = lim

t→∞

1

t
logEx[Nt] = −λ, Px(· | M∞ > 0)-a.s.
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Proof. Theorem 2.1 leads to Ex[Nt] = Ex

[
eA

ν
t

]
. By (2.6), we have the second equation.

Since h is bounded,
Mt = eλtZt(h) ≤ eλt‖h‖∞Nt.

Because M∞ < ∞, Px-a.s., we have

lim inf
t→∞

1

t
logNt ≥ lim inf

t→∞

1

t
log
(
e−λt‖h‖−1

∞ Mt

)

= −λ+ lim inf
t→∞

1

t
logMt = −λ, (3.1)

Px(· | M∞ > 0)-a.s.
By (2.6), for any ε > 0, there exist positive constants c and T such that Ex[e

Aν
t ] ≤ ce−λt, t > T . By

Chebyshev’s inequality,

Px

(
e(λ−ε)tNt > ε

)
≤ e(λ−ε)t

ε
Ex[Nt] =

e(λ−ε)t

ε
Ex

[
eA

ν
t

]
≤ c

ε
e−εt, t > T.

Thus, for N > T ,
∞∑

n=1

Px

(
e(λ−ε)nNn > ε

)
≤ N +

c

ε

∞∑

n=N+1

e−εn < ∞.

The Borel-Cantelli lemma yields

Px

(
∞⋂

n=1

∞⋃

k=n

{
e(λ−ε)kNk > ε

})
= 0.

Namely, for almost all ω, there exists n = n(ω) ∈ N such that

e(λ−ε)kNk(ω) ≤ ε, for all k ≥ n.

Since p0 ≡ 0, i.e., Nt is nondecreasing, for any t > n,

Nt(ω) ≤ N[t]+1(ω) ≤ εe−(λ−ε)([t]+1) ≤ εe(−λ+ε)(t+1),

where [t] is the greatest integer such that [t] ≤ t. From this, it follows that

lim sup
t→∞

1

t
logNt(ω) ≤ −λ+ ε, Px-a.a. ω.

In a general manner, letting ε ↓ 0, we obtain

Px

(
lim sup
t→∞

1

t
logNt ≤ −λ

)
= 1. (3.2)

From (3.1) and (3.2), we come to the conclusion.

Lemma 3.2. For δ > 0, we set κδ(t) = eδta(t), where a(t) > 0 is monotone increasing and t−1 log a(t) →
0, t → ∞. Then, for any x ∈ R

d,

lim sup
t→∞

1

t
logN

κδ(t)
t ≤ −λ− αδ, Px-a.s.

Proof. For u ∈ Zt, Let us denote by {X(t,u)
s }0≤s≤t the historical path connecting Xu

t and X0 = x. For
given t > 0, we choose i ∈ N with i ≤ t < i+ 1. Then,

Nκ
t ≤

∑

u∈Zi+1

1l[κ,∞)

(
sup

i≤s≤i+1

∣∣∣X(i+1,u)
s

∣∣∣
)
, κ > 0. (3.3)

9



For ε > 0,

Ai = Ai(ε) :=





∑

u∈Zi+1

1l[κδ(i),∞)

(
sup

i≤s≤i+1

∣∣∣X(i+1,u)
s

∣∣∣
)

> e(−λ−αδ+ε)i




 , i ≥ 1.

It is sufficient to show that there exist c0 > 0 and I0 ∈ N such that

Px (Ai) ≤ e−c0i, i ≥ I0. (3.4)

Indeed, if (3.4) holds, then
∞∑

i=1

Px(Ai) ≤ I0 +

∞∑

i=I0+1

e−c0i < ∞,

which implies

Px

(
∞⋃

n=1

∞⋂

i=n

Ac
i

)
= 1,

by the Borel-Cantelli lemma. That is, for almost all ω, there exists I = I(ω) ∈ N such that ω ∈ Ac
i for

all i ≥ I. For t > I, we choose i ∈ N with i ≤ t < i+ 1. Since κδ(t) is monotone increasing,

N
κδ(t)
t (ω) ≤

(3.3)

∑

u∈Zi+1

1l[κδ(t),∞)

(
sup

i≤s≤i+1

∣∣∣X(i+1,u)
s (ω)

∣∣∣
)

≤
∑

u∈Zi+1

1l[κδ(i),∞)

(
sup

i≤s≤i+1

∣∣∣X(i+1,u)
s (ω)

∣∣∣
)

≤ e(−λ−αδ+ε)i.

In general, eAi ≤ (1 ∨ e−A)eAt, for any A ∈ R and i ≤ t. Hence, for Px-a.a. ω,

lim sup
t→∞

1

t
logN

κδ(t)
t (ω) ≤ lim sup

t→∞

1

t
log
{
1 ∨ e−(−λ−αδ+ε)

}
e(−λ−αδ+ε)t = −λ− αδ + ε.

Since the above holds for all ε > 0, we have

Px

(
lim sup
t→∞

1

t
logZ

κδ(t)
t ≤ −λ− αδ

)
= 1.

From now on, we show the existence of c0 > 0 and I0 ∈ N which satisfy (3.4), for each ε > 0. By
Chebyshev’s inequality and the Markov property,

Px(Ai) ≤ e(λ+αδ−ε)i
Ex



∑

u∈Zi+1

1l[κδ(i),∞)

(
sup

i≤s≤i+1

∣∣∣X(i+1,u)
s

∣∣∣
)


= e(λ+αδ−ε)i
Ex

[
EXi

[
∑

u∈Z1

1l[κδ(i),∞)

(
sup

0≤s≤1

∣∣∣X(1,u)
s

∣∣∣
)]]

= e(λ+αδ−ε)i
Ex

[
∑

v∈Zi

EXv
i

[
∑

u∈Z1

1l[κδ(i),∞)

(
sup

0≤s≤1

∣∣∣X(1,u)
s

∣∣∣
)]]

. (3.5)

By Lemma 2.4,

Ey

[
∑

u∈Z1

1l[κδ(i),∞)

(
sup

0≤s≤1

∣∣∣X(1,u)
s

∣∣∣
)]

= Ey

[
eA

ν
1 ; sup

0≤s≤1
|Xs| ≥ κδ(i)

]
=: f (y) .
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For the above f ∈ Bb(R
d), we use Theorem 2.1 to (3.5). Thus, for any i ≥ 1,

Px(Ai) ≤ e(λ+αδ−ε)i
Ex

[
∑

v∈Zi

f (Xv
i )

]
= e(λ+αδ−ε)iEx

[
eA

ν
i f(Xi)

]

= e(λ+αδ−ε)iEx

[
eA

ν
i EXi

[
eA

ν
1 ; sup

0≤s≤1
|Xs| ≥ κδ(i)

]]

= e(λ+αδ−ε)iEx

[
eA

ν
i +Aν

1◦θi ; sup
0≤s≤1

|Xi+s| ≥ κδ(i)

]

= e(λ+αδ−ε)iEx

[
eA

ν
i+1 ; sup

i≤s≤i+1
|Xs| ≥ κδ(i)

]
.

Let η ∈ (0, δ). We divide the above expectation into (I)+(II) as follows:

Ex

[
eA

ν
i+1 ; sup

i≤s≤i+1
|Xs| ≥ κδ(i)

]

= Ex

[
eA

ν
i+1 ; sup

i≤s≤i+1
|Xs| ≥ κδ(i), |Xi+1| ≥ κη(i+ 1)

]

+Ex

[
eA

ν
i+1 ; sup

i≤s≤i+1
|Xs| ≥ κδ(i), |Xi+1| < κη(i + 1)

]

=: (I) + (II).

By (2.7), for any ε > 0 and η ∈ (0, δ), there exists T1 > 0 (T1 = T1(η, ε)) such that

Ex

[
eA

ν
t ; |Xt| > κη(t)

]
< e(−λ−αη)t, t > T1. (3.6)

Here, we choose the same ε as in Ai(ε) and fix it, and then, we consider T1 = T1(η). When i > T1,

(I) ≤ Ex

[
eA

ν
i+1 ; |Xi+1| ≥ κη(i+ 1)

]
≤ e(−λ−αη)(i+1). (3.7)

We divide (II) into (III)+(IV) as follows:

(II) = Ex

[
eA

ν
i+1 ; sup

i≤s≤i+1
|Xs| ≥ κδ(i), |Xi| ≥ κη(i), |Xi+1| < κη(i+ 1)

]

+Ex

[
eA

ν
i+1 ; sup

i≤s≤i+1
|Xs| ≥ κδ(i), |Xi| < κη(i), |Xi+1| < κη(i+ 1)

]

≤ Ex

[
eA

ν
i+1 ; |Xi| ≥ κη(i)

]
+ Ex

[
eA

ν
i+1 ; sup

i≤s≤i+1
|Xs| ≥ κδ(i), |Xi| < κη(i)

]

=: (III) + (IV).

By the Markov property,

(III) = Ex

[
eA

ν
i EXi

[
eA

ν
1

]
; |Xi| ≥ κη(i)

]
≤
(
sup
y∈Rd

Ey

[
eA

ν
1

])
Ex

[
eA

ν
i ; |Xi| ≥ κη(i)

]
.

[1, Theorem 6.1] leads to supy∈Rd Ey[e
Aν

1 ] < ∞. Thus, by (3.6),

(III) ≤ ce(−λ−αη)i, i > T1. (3.8)

Then, by the Markov property,

(IV) = Ex

[
eA

ν
i EXi

[
eA

ν
1 ; sup

0≤s≤1
|Xs| ≥ κδ(i)

]
; |Xi| < κη(i)

]
. (3.9)
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By Hölder’s inequality, for any θ > 1,

Ey

[
eA

ν
1 ; sup

0≤s≤1
|Xs| ≥ κδ(i)

]
≤ Ey

[
e

θ
θ−1A

ν
1

]1−1/θ

Py

(
sup

0≤s≤1
|Xs| ≥ κδ(i)

)1/θ

, (3.10)

where |y| ≤ κη(i) (< κδ(i)). On the right side, the expectation is bounded above by some constant
C = Cθ, due to [1, Theorem 6.1]. By Lemma 2.3, there exist C′ > 0 and T2 > T1 such that, for any
i ≥ T2 and |y| ≤ κη(i),

Py

(
sup

0≤s≤1
|Xs| ≥ κδ(i)

)
≤ C′ (κδ(i)− κη(i))

−α
.

For i ≥ T2, we have by (3.10),

sup
|y|<κη(i)

Ey

[
eA

ν
1 ; sup

0≤s≤1
|Xs| ≥ κδ(i)

]
≤ C (κδ(i)− κη(i))

−α/θ
.

Hence, by (3.9),

(IV) ≤ C (κδ(i)− κη(i))
−α/θ Ex

[
eA

ν
i ; |Xi| < κη(i)

]

≤ C (κδ(i)− κη(i))
−α/θ

Ex

[
eA

ν
i

]
,

for i ≥ T2. According to (2.6), we choose T3 ≥ T2 such that Ex[e
Aν

t ] ≤ ce−λt, t ≥ T3. Therefore, for
i ≥ T3,

(IV) ≤ C (κδ(i)− κη(i))
−α/θ e−λi

= C
{
eδia(i)

(
1− e−(δ−η)i

)}−α/θ

e−λi

≤ C′e(−αδ/θ−λ)i, (3.11)

because 1− e−(δ−η)i ↑ 1 and a(i) is monotone increasing.
Combining (3.7), (3.8) and (3.11), we are able to choose I0 ≥ 1 (I0 = T3(η)) such that, for i ≥ I0,

Px(Ai) ≤ e(λ+αδ−ε)i ((I) + (III) + (IV))

≤ e(λ+αδ−ε)i
{
e(−λ−αη)(i+1) + ce(−λ−αη)i + Ce(−αδ/θ−λ)i

}

= e(λ+αδ−ε)i
{
c′e(−λ−αη)i + Ce(−αδ/θ−λ)i

}

= e{α(δ−η)−ε}i
[
c′ + Ceα(η−δ/θ)i

]
.

For fixed any α, δ and ε, we choose θ > 1 and η < δ such that

α(δ − η)− ε < 0, α

(
η − δ

θ

)
< 0.

For each ε > 0, we prove the existence of c0, I0 which satisfy (3.4).

Lemma 3.3. For δ > 0, we set κδ(t) = eδta(t), where a(t) > 0 is monotone increasing and t−1 log a(t) →
0, t → ∞. If δ < −λ/α, then for any x ∈ R

d,

lim inf
t→+∞

1

t
logN

κδ(t)
t ≥ −λ− αδ, Px(· | M∞ > 0)-a.s.

We set
Zt([0, κ]) = {u ∈ Zt : |Xu

t | ∈ [0, κ]} , κ > 0

and Nt([0, κ]) for the cardinal number of Zt([0, κ]).
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Proof. Let us denote by {X(t,u)
s }s≥t the one-particle trajectory which is rooted from u ∈ Zt. The path

of {X(t,u)
s }s≥t is obtained as follows. When particle u splits into some particles, we choose v from these

particles. Then, we attach the trajectory of v to one of u. By repeating this procedure, {X(t,u)
s }s≥t is

constructed. This process is regarded as a symmetric α-stable process.
We fix ε > 0 and p ∈ (0, 1). Then, we shall show that there exist C > 0 and N ∈ N such that

Px



∑

u∈Znp

1lEu
n
≤ e(−λ−αδ−ε)n, Nnp ≥ e−λp2n


 ≤ e−Cn, n ≥ N, (3.12)

where, for each u ∈ Znp, the event Eu
n is defined by

Eu
n :=

{∣∣∣X(np,u)
n

∣∣∣ >
∣∣∣X(np,u)

n −X(np,u)
np

∣∣∣ > 2κδ(n+ 1), sup
n≤s≤n+1

∣∣∣X(np,u)
s −X(np,u)

n

∣∣∣ < κδ(n)

}
.

From
∑

u∈Znp([0,κ])
1lEu

n
≤∑u∈Znp

1lEu
n
and Nnp = Nnp([0, κ]) + Nκ

np for any κ > 0, we see that for any

κ, γ > 0, the left-hand side of (3.12) is

Px




∑

u∈Znp([0,κ])

1lEu
n
≤ e(−λ−αδ−ε)n, Nnp([0, κ]) ≥ e−λp2n −Nκ

np, Nκ
np ≤ γ




+Px




∑

u∈Znp([0,κ])

1lEu
n
≤ e(−λ−αδ−ε)n, Nnp([0, κ]) ≥ e−λp2n −Nκ

np, Nκ
np > γ





≤ Px




∑

u∈Znp([0,κ])

1lEu
n
≤ e(−λ−αδ−ε)n, Nnp([0, κ]) ≥ e−λp2n − γ



+ Px

(
Nκ

np > γ
)
.

Instead of κ and γ, we set κn = eη1na(n) and γn = eη2na(n) for 0 < η2 < η1 < δ. Thus, it is sufficient
for (3.12) to show that there exist positive constants ci (i = 1, 2) and N ∈ N such that, for all n ≥ N ,

(I) := Px




∑

u∈Znp([0,κn])

1lEu
n
≤ e(−λ−αδ−ε)n, Nnp([0, κn]) ≥ e−λp2n − γn



 ≤ e−c1n,

(II) := Px

(
Nκn

np > γn
)
≤ e−c2n.

(3.13)

Our task is to give appropriate p ∈ (0, 1) and ηi (i = 1, 2), which ensure the existence of ci and N for
(3.13). We determine the requirements from (I) and (II). As a result, such conditions will appear in
(3.29) below.

We firstly consider a condition for (II). By Chebyshev’s inequality and (2.7), there exist c > 0 and
N1 ∈ N such that for n ≥ N1,

(II) ≤ (γn)
−1

Ex

[
Nκn

np

]
≤ c (γn)

−1
(κn)

−α
e−λnp

=
c

a(n)1+α
e(−αη1−η2−λp)n ≤ e(−αη1−η2−λp)n. (3.14)

We secondly consider a condition for (I). By Chebyshev’s inequality,

(I) = Px




∑

u∈Znp([0,κn])

1lEu
n
≤ e(−λ−αδ−ε)n, Nnp([0, κn]) ≥ e−λp2n − γn




= Px



exp



−
∑

u∈Znp([0,κn])

1lEu
n



 ≥ exp
{
−e(−λ−αδ−ε)n

}
, Nnp([0, κn]) ≥ e−λp2n − γn




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≤ exp
{
e(−λ−αδ−ε)n

}
Ex


exp


−

∑

u∈Znp([0,κn])

1lEu
n


 ; Nnp([0, κn]) ≥ e−λp2n − γn




= exp
{
e(−λ−αδ−ε)n

}
Ex




∏

u∈Znp([0,κn])

e−1lEu
n ; Nnp([0, κn]) ≥ e−λp2n − γn


 . (3.15)

We write

Fu
n =

{∣∣∣X(0,u)
n−np

∣∣∣ >
∣∣∣X(0,u)

n−np −X
(0,u)
0

∣∣∣ > 2κδ(n+ 1), sup
n−np≤s≤n+1−np

∣∣∣X(0,u)
s −X

(0,u)
n−np

∣∣∣ < κδ(n)

}
.

Since {{X(np,u)
s }s≥np, u ∈ Znp} are mutually independent under the law Px(· | Fnp), the second factor of

(3.15) is equal to

Ex



Ex




∏

u∈Znp([0,κn])

e−1lEu
n

∣∣∣∣∣∣
Fnp



 ; Nnp([0, κn]) ≥ e−λp2n − γn





= Ex



EXnp




∏

u∈Z0([0,κn])

e−1lFu
n



 ; Nnp([0, κn]) ≥ e−λp2n − γn





= Ex




∏

u∈Znp([0,κn])

EXu
np

[
e−1lFu

n

]
; Nnp([0, κn]) ≥ e−λp2n − γn


 . (3.16)

Here, for any u ∈ Znp([0, κn]),

EXu
np

[
e−1lFu

n

]
= 1− (1− e−1)PXu

np
(Fu

n ). (3.17)

We give the lower estimate of PXu
np
(Fu

n ) for u ∈ Znp([0, κn]), which implies the upper estimate of (3.16).

Since {X(0,u)
s }s≥0 is identified with the stable process, for |w| ≤ κn,

Pw(F
u
n ) = Pw

(
|Xn−np| > |Xn−np −X0| > 2κδ(n+ 1),

sup
n−np≤s≤n+1−np

|Xs −Xn−np| < κδ(n)

)

= Pw (|Xn−np| > |Xn−np − w| > 2κδ(n+ 1))

×Pw

(
sup

n−np≤s≤n+1−np
|Xs −Xn−np| < κδ(n)

)
. (3.18)

We fix η ∈ (η1, δ) and set κη(n) = eηna(n). Then,

Pw

(
sup

n−np≤s≤n+1−np
|Xs −Xn−np| < κδ(n)

)

≥ Pw

(
sup

n−np≤s≤n+1−np
|Xs −Xn−np| < κδ(n), |Xn−np| < κη(n)

)

= Ew

[
PXn−np

(
sup

0≤s≤1
|Xs −X0| < κδ(n)

)
; |Xn−np| < κη(n)

]

= Pw (|Xn−np| < κη(n))− Ew

[
PXn−np

(
sup

0≤s≤1
|Xs −X0| ≥ κδ(n)

)
; |Xn−np| < κη(n)

]
.

(3.19)
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On the second term of (3.19), from
{

sup
0≤s≤1

|Xs −X0| ≥ κδ(n)

}
⊂
{

sup
0≤s≤1

|Xs| ≥ κδ(n)− |X0|
}

and Lemma 2.2, we see that

Py

(
sup

0≤s≤1
|Xs −X0| ≥ κδ(n)

)
≤ Py

(
sup

0≤s≤1
|Xs| ≥ κδ(n)− |y|

)

≤ 2Py (|X1| ≥ κδ(n)− |y|) ≤ 2ωd

∫ ∞

κδ(n)−2κη(n)

g(r)rd−1dr,

for all |y| < κη(n). Here, we assume n so large that κδ(n) > 2κη(n). Thus,

Ew

[
PXn−np

(
sup

0≤s≤1
|Xs −X0| ≥ κδ(n)

)
; |Xn−np| < κη(n)

]

≤ 2ωd

(∫ ∞

κδ(n)−2κη(n)

g(r)rd−1dr

)
Pw (|Xn−np| < κη(n))

When |w| ≤ κn, by (2.2),

Pw(|Xn−np| ≤ κη(n)) = P
(∣∣∣(n− np)1/αX1 + w

∣∣∣ ≤ κη(n)
)

≥ P
(∣∣∣(n− np)1/αX1

∣∣∣ + |w| ≤ κη(n)
)
≥ P

(
(n− np)1/α |X1| ≤ κη(n)− κn

)
.

Therefore, by (3.19),

Pw

(
sup

n−np≤s≤n+1−np
|Xs −Xn−np| < κδ(n)

)

≥ Pw (|Xn−np| < κη(n)) − 2ωd

(∫ ∞

κδ(n)−2κη(n)

g(r)rd−1 dr

)
Pw (|Xn−np| < κη(n))

= Pw (|Xn−np| < κη(n))

(
1− 2ωd

∫ ∞

κδ(n)−2κη(n)

g(r)rd−1 dr

)

≥ P
(
|X1| ≤

(
κη(n)− κ1

n

)
(n− np)−1/α

)(
1− 2ωd

∫ ∞

κδ(n)−2κη(n)

g(r)rd−1 dr

)
=: Cn.

(3.20)

Here, κδ(n)− 2κη(n) → ∞, in addition, for η ∈ (η1, δ),

(κη(n)− κn)n
−1/α = (eηn − eη1n) a(n)n−1/α → ∞.

Hence, Cn ↑ 1 as n → ∞. Then, the first factor of (3.18) is equal to

Pw (|Xn−np| > |Xn−np − x| > 2κδ(n+ 1))

= (n− np)−d/α

∫

|y|>|y−w|>2κδ(n+1)

g

( |y − w|
(n− np)1/α

)
dy

= (n− np)−d/α

∫

|v+w|>|v|>2κδ(n+1)

g

( |v|
(n− np)1/α

)
dv. (3.21)

Since |w + v| > |v| ⇔ |v|2 + 2〈v, w〉 > 0,
{
v ∈ R

d : 〈v, w〉 > 0
}
⊂
{
v ∈ R

d : |w + v| > |v|
}
. Thus,

(3.21) ≥ (n− np)−d/α

∫

|v|>2κδ(n+1),〈v,w〉>0

g

( |v|
(n− np)1/α

)
dv

15



=
ωd

2
(n− np)−d/α

∫ ∞

2κδ(n+1)

g

(
r

(n− np)1/α

)
rd−1 dr

=
ωd

2

∫ ∞

2κδ(n+1)(n−np)−1/α

g (u)ud−1 du.

Hence, we have that for any w ∈ R
d and n ≥ 1,

Pw (|Xn−np| > |Xn−np − w| > 2κδ(n+ 1)) ≥ ωd

2

∫ ∞

2κδ(n+1)(n−np)−1/α

g (u)ud−1 du (3.22)

and we see that the right-hand side is independent of w. Since κδ(n + 1)n−1/α → ∞, integrand g(u) ≍
u−(α+d), and which implies that

∫ ∞

2κδ(n+1)(n−np)−1/α

g (u)ud−1 du ≍
∫ ∞

2κδ(n+1)(n−np)−1/α

u−(α+d)ud−1 du

=
(1− p)2−α

α
κδ(n+ 1)−αn.

(3.23)

By (3.22) and (3.23), there exist N2 ≥ 1 (N2 ≥ N1) and C > 0 such that, for all n ≥ N2 and w ∈ R
d,

Pw (|Xn−np| > |Xn−np − w| > 2κδ(n)) ≥ Cκδ(n+ 1)−αn. (3.24)

By (3.18), (3.20) and (3.24),

Pw(F
u
n ) ≥ Cnκδ(n+ 1)−αn, on |w| ≤ κn, for all n ≥ N2,

where Cn is independent of w and Cn ↑ C. We apply the above inequality to (3.17), then for all n ≥ N2

and u ∈ Znp([0, κn]),

EXu
np

[
e−1lFu

n

]
= 1− (1− e−1)PXu

np
(Fu

n ) ≤ 1− cκδ(n+ 1)−αn. (3.25)

By substituting (3.25) into (3.16),

Ex




∏

u∈Znp([0,κn])

EXu
np

[
e−1lFu

n

]
; Nnp([0, κn]) ≥ e−λp2n − γn




≤ Ex

[(
1− cκδ(n+ 1)−αn

)e−λp2n−γn
; Nnp([0, κn]) ≥ e−λp2n − γn

]

=
(
1− cκδ(n+ 1)−αn

)e−λp2n−γn
Px

(
Nnp([0, κn]) ≥ e−λp2n − γn

)

≤
(
e−cκδ(n+1)−αn

)e−λp2n−γn

. (3.26)

Here, inequality (3.26) is caused by 1 − κ ≤ e−κ, κ ∈ R and Px(·) ≤ 1. Applying (3.26) to (3.15), we
have that, for all n ≥ N2,

(I) ≤ exp
{
e(−λ−αδ−ε)n

}(
e−cκδ(n+1)−αn

)e−λp2n−γn

= exp
{
e(−λ−αδ−ε)n − cnκδ(n+ 1)−α

(
e−λp2n − γn

)}
.

The above exponential part is equal to

e(−λ−αδ−ε)n − cn
{
eδ(n+1)a(n+ 1)

}−α (
e−λp2n − eη2na(n)

)
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= −c′n
e(−αδ−λp2)n

a(n+ 1)α

{
1− e(λp

2+η2)na(n)
}[

1− a(n+ 1)αe(λp
2−λ−ε)n

c′n{1− e(λp2+η2)n}a(n)

]
. (3.27)

According to (3.14) and (3.27), we take p ∈ (0, 1) and ηi (0 < η2 < η1 < δ) which fulfill (3.13), as
follows:

−αη1 − η2 − λp < 0; −αδ − λp2 > 0; λp2 + η2 < 0; λp2 − λ− ε < 0,

that is,

(−λ− ε) ∨ αδ ∨ η2 < −λp2; −λp < αη1 + η2. (3.28)

Here, αδ < −λ, by the assumption δ < −λ
α . Since we finally take ε ↓ 0, it is possible to assume that ε is

so small that ε < αδ and αδ < −λ− ε. We firstly fix such ε. Then, we take η2 > 0 such that

−λ

√
1− ε

−λ
− αδ < η2 < −λ− αδ.

For such given ε and η2, the condition (3.28) reduces to

1− ε

−λ
< p2; p <

αη1 + η2
−λ

<
αδ + η2
−λ

< 1.

That is, √
1− ε

−λ
< p <

αδ + η2
−λ

. (3.29)

Since −λ
√
1− ε/(−λ) − αδ < η2, we can choose p ∈ (0, 1) such as (3.29). Under (3.29), we see that

(3.27) goes to −∞ as n → ∞, which implies the first part of (3.13). Additionally, (3.14) implies the
second part of (3.13). Therefore, we have (3.12).

By (3.12) and the Borel-Cantelli lemma,

Px



lim sup
n→∞




∑

u∈Znp

1lEu
n
≤ e(−λ−αδ−ε)n, Nnp ≥ e−λp2n







 = 0.

Here, we write Gn for the component, then Px(lim infn→∞ Gc
n) = 1. We decompose Gc

n as follows:

Gc
n =




∑

u∈Znp

1lEu
n
> e(−λ−αδ−ε)n



 ∪

{
Nnp < e−λp2n

}
=: G1

n ∪G2
n.

By the subadditiviy,

Px

(
lim inf
n→∞

Gc
n

∣∣∣M∞ > 0
)
≤ Px

(
lim inf
n→∞

G1
n

∣∣∣M∞ > 0
)
+ Px

(
lim sup
n→∞

G2
n

∣∣∣∣M∞ > 0

)

Since Px(lim infn→∞ Gc
n) = 1,

1 ≤ Px

(
lim inf
n→∞

G1
n

∣∣∣M∞ > 0
)
+ Px

(
lim sup
n→∞

G2
n

∣∣∣∣M∞ > 0

)
. (3.30)

On the other hand,

{
lim
t→∞

1

t
logNt = −λ

}
⊂ lim inf

n→∞

{
Nnp ≥ e−λp2n

}
=

(
lim sup
n→∞

G2
n

)c

. (3.31)

We see from Lemma 3.1 and (3.31) that

Px

((
lim inf
n→∞

G2
n

)c ∣∣∣ M∞ > 0
)
= 1,
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it follows that

Px

(
lim sup
n→∞

G2
n

∣∣∣∣ M∞ > 0

)
= Px

((
lim inf
n→∞

{
Nnp ≥ e−λp2n

})c ∣∣∣ M∞ > 0
)
= 0.

By the above and (3.30), we have Px

(
lim infn→∞ G1

n

∣∣M∞ > 0
)
= 1, namely,

Px



 lim inf
n→∞




∑

u∈Znp

1lEu
n
> e(−λ−αδ−ε)n





∣∣∣∣∣∣
M∞ > 0



 = 1. (3.32)

Since κδ(s) is monotone increasing, for any ω ∈ Eu
n and s ∈ [n, n+ 1],

∣∣∣X(np,u)
s (ω)

∣∣∣ ≥
∣∣∣X(np,u)

n (ω)
∣∣∣ −
∣∣∣X(np,u)

s (ω)−X(np,u)
n (ω)

∣∣∣
≥ 2κδ(n+ 1)− κδ(n) ≥ κδ(n+ 1) ≥ κδ(s).

Thus,

Eu
n ⊂

{∣∣∣X(np,u)
s

∣∣∣ > κδ(s) for all s ∈ [n, n+ 1]
}
. (3.33)

By using the inclusion relation (3.33),

N
κδ(t)
t =

∑

u∈Zt

1l[κδ(t),∞) (|Xu
t |)

≥
∑

u∈Z[t]p

1l{∣

∣

∣
X

([t]p,u)
s

∣

∣

∣
>κδ(s) for all s∈[[t],[t]+1]

}

≥
(3.33)

∑

u∈Z[t]p

1lEu
[t]
.

Therefore, by (3.32),

lim inf
t→∞

1

t
logN

κδ(t)
t ≥ lim inf

t→∞

1

[t]
log




∑

u∈Z[t]p

1lEu
[t]



 > −λ− αδ − ε,

Px(· | M∞ > 0)-a.s. Finally, letting ε ↓ 0, we have our claim.

We now prove Theorem 1.1.

Proof. (i) By Lemma 3.2, for any δ > −λ/α,

lim sup
t→∞

(
N

κδ(t)
t

)1/t
= lim sup

t→∞
exp

(
1

t
logN

κδ(t)
t

)

= exp

(
lim sup
t→∞

1

t
logN

κδ(t)
t

)

≤ e−λ−αδ < 1, Px-a.s.

Thus, we have limt→∞ N
κδ(t)
t = 0, Px-a.s.

(ii) Let δ ∈ (0,−λ/α). By Lemma 3.2,

lim sup
t→∞

1

t
logN

κδ(t)
t ≤ −λ− αδ, Px-a.s.

By Lemma 3.3,

lim inf
t→∞

1

t
logN

κδ(t)
t ≥ −λ− αδ, Px(· | M∞ > 0)-a.s.

These show the second claim.
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Corollary 3.1. We make the same assumptions as Theorem 1.1 and we assume Px(M∞ > 0) > 0. Then,

lim
t→∞

1

t
logLt =

−λ

α
, Px(· | M∞ > 0)-a.s.

Proof. Let δ > −λ/α. By Theorem 1.1 (i), for any ε ∈ (0, 1),

Px

(
lim
t→∞

N
κδ(t)
t ≤ ε

)
= 1.

That is, for almost all ω, there exists T0(ω) > 0 such that N
κδ(t)
t (ω) ≤ ε, for any t > T0(ω). That is,

N
κδ(t)
t (ω) = 0, for any t > T0(ω). It follows that all particles are contained in B(κδ(t)), for t > T0(ω).

Namely,
Lt(ω) ≤ κδ(t) = eδta(t), for all t > T0(ω)

and we have lim supt→∞ t−1 logLt ≤ δ, Px-a.s. By letting δ ↓ −λ/α,

lim sup
t→∞

1

t
logLt ≤

−λ

α
, Px-a.s. (3.34)

When δ ∈ (0,−λ/α), Lemma 3.2 provides that N
κδ(t)
t → ∞, Px(· | M∞ > 0)-a.s. That is, the maximal

displacement is greater than κδ(t):

Lt ≥ κδ(t) = eδta(t), t ≫ 1, Px(· | M∞ > 0)-a.s.

Therefore,

lim inf
t→∞

1

t
logLt ≥ δ, Px(· | M∞ > 0)-a.s.

Taking δ ↑ −λ/α, we obtain

lim inf
t→∞

1

t
logLt ≥

−λ

α
, Px(· | M∞ > 0)-a.s. (3.35)

According to (3.34) and (3.35), we complete the proof.
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