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Abstract

We prove a scaling limit theorem for two-type Galton-Waston branching processes with
interaction. The limit theorem gives rise to a class of mixed state branching processes
with interaction using to simulate the evolution for cell division affected by parasites.
Such process can also be obtained by the pathwise unique solution to a stochastic equa-
tion system. Moreover, we present sufficient conditions for extinction with probability
one and the exponential ergodicity in the total variation distance of such process.

Keywords and phrases: mixed state branching process; stochastic integral
equation; interaction.

1 Introduction

Let N = {0, 1, 2, ...}. We consider a continuous time model in D = [0,∞) × N for cells and
parasites, where the behavior of cell division is infected by parasites. Informally, the quantity of
parasites {Xt : t ≥ 0} in a cell evolves as a continuous state branching process. The cells divide
in continuous time at a rate h(x, y) which may depend on the quantity of parasites x and cells y.
This framework is general enough to be applied for the modelling of other structured populations,
for instance, grass-rabbit models in [8].

Many studies have been conducted on branching within branching processes to study such
population dynamics in continuous time. In [19], the evolution of parasites is modelled by a
birth-death process, while the cells split according to a Yule process. [2] allows the quantity of
parasites in a cell following a Feller diffusion. A continuous state branching process with jumps is
considered to model the quantity of parasites in a cell in [18]. In particular, [19, 2, 18] describe
cell populations in a tree structure, in this way, the population of cells at some time may be
represented by a random point measure and associated martingale problems can be established
by choosing test functions appropriately. Instead of [19, 2, 18], in this paper we ignore the tree
structure and mainly focus on a parasite-cell model from a macro point of view. More precisely,
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we use a stochastic equation system to describe the sample path of such models,

Xt = X0 − b

∫ t

0
Xs ds+

∫ t

0

√

2cXs dBs +

∫ t

0

∫ Xs−

0

∫ ∞

0
ξ M̃(ds,du,dξ),

Yt = Y0 +

∫ t

0

∫ Ys−

0

∫ h(Xs−,Ys−)

0

∫

N

(ξ − 1)N(ds,du,dr,dξ),

where b ∈ R and c ≥ 0 are constants, (Bt : t ≥ 0) is a standard Brownian motion, h(·, ·) ∈ C(R2
+)

+,
where C(R2

+)
+ is the collection of continuous positive functions defined on R

2
+. Let (ξ ∧ ξ2)m(dξ)

be a finite measure on (0,∞) and (pξ : ξ ∈ N) be an offspring distribution satisfying
∑

ξ ξpξ <
∞. Without losing generality, we assume p1 = 0. The above M(ds,du,dξ) is a Poisson random
measure on (0,∞)3 with intensity dsdum(dξ), and M̃(ds,du,dξ) = M(ds,du,dξ) − dsdum(dξ).
The above N is a Poisson random measure on (0,∞)3 × N with intensity dsdudrn(dξ), where
n(dξ) = pξ♯(dξ) with ♯(·) =

∑

j δj(·) being the counting measure on N. Those three random
elements are independent of each other. Apparently, {Xt : t ≥ 0} is indeed a continuous-state
branching process (CB-process), see [5, 6]. In particular, when h(·, ·) ≡ r > 0, the model reduces
to {(Xt, Y

r
t ) : t ≥ 0}, where {Y r

t : t ≥ 0} is a standard continuous time Markov branching process
with branching rate r > 0 and offspring (pξ, ξ ∈ N). In this case, the system can be seen as a
particular case of mixed state branching processes, which has been studied in [4].

For simplicity, we introduce another Poisson random measure and write it again by N on
[0,∞)3 × N

−1, N−1 = N ∪ {−1} with characteristic measure n(dξ) = p′ξ♯(dξ), p
′
ξ = pξ+1. Then we

can rewrite the system by

Xt = X0 − b

∫ t

0
Xs ds+

∫ t

0

√

2cXs dBs +

∫ t

0

∫ Xs−

0

∫ ∞

0
ξ M̃(ds,du,dξ), (1.1)

Yt = Y0 +

∫ t

0

∫ Ys−

0

∫ h(Xs−,Ys−)

0

∫

N−1

ξ N(ds,du,dr,dξ). (1.2)

In the rest of the paper, we use the stochastic equation system (1.1)–(1.2) to describe the parasite-
cell model. In the literature on the theory of branching processes, the rescaling (in time or state)
approach plays a valuable role in establishing the connection among those branching processes,
see [9], [11, 12], [17], [4] and [15] and the references therein. To the best of our knowledge, limited
work has been done in branching processes with interactions. This leads to the first purpose of
this paper, and the establishment of strong uniqueness of solution to (1.1)–(1.2). For a sequence
of two-type Galton–Watson processes with interactions {(xk(n), yk(n)) : n ∈ N}k≥1, we prove that
{(xk(⌊γkt⌋)/k, yk(⌊γkt⌋)) : t ≥ 0} converges in distribution to the solution to (1.1)–(1.2) as k → ∞
under suitable conditions. The pathwise uniqueness of solution to (1.1)–(1.2) is also given.

In addition, the second purpose of this paper is to study several long time behaviors of such
process and we mainly obtain the extinction behavior and exponential ergodicity in total variation
distance. The result of extinction behavior is inspired by [10]. Furthermore, ergodicity is the
foundation for a wide class of limit theorems and long-time behavior for Markov processes. Due
to the nonlinearity of function h, the semigroup transition of (X,Y ) is not explicit. We obtain the
ergodic property by a coupling approach, which has been proved to be effective in the study of
ergodicity of nonlinear case, see [3], [16] and the references therein.

We now introduce some notation. Let eλ(z) = e−〈λ,z〉 for any λ = (λ1, λ2) ∈ R
2
+ and z =

(x, y) ∈ D, where 〈λ, z〉 = λ1x + λ2y. We use Cb(D) to denote the set of all bounded functions
(x, y) 7→ f(x, y) on D with x 7→ f(x, ·) continuous. Let C2

b (D) be the subset of Cb(D) with
continuous bounded derivatives up to 2nd order on x. Let C2

0(D) be the subset of C2
b (D) vanishing

at infinity, and C2
c (D) be the subset of C2

0(D) with compact support. Define Cb(R
2
+) to be the

collection of all bounded continuous functions on R
2
+, which is a subset of Cb(D). Let C2,1

b (R2
+) be

2



the subset of Cb(R
2
+) with continuous bounded derivatives up to 2nd order on x and continuous

bounded derivatives up to first order on y. Then we have C2,1
b (R2

+) ⊂ C2
b (D). Let D([0,∞),D)

denote the space of càdlàg paths from [0,∞) to D furnished with the Skorokhod topology.

This paper is structured as follows. In Section 2, we show that the existence by a scaling limit
of a sequence of two-type Galton-Watson processes with interaction and pathwise uniqueness of
solution to (1.1)–(1.2) hold. The extinction behavior is studied in Section 3. In Section 4, an
exponential ergodic property is proved under some conditions.

2 Existence and pathwise uniqueness of solution

The generator A of {(Xt, Yt) : t ≥ 0} satisfying (1.1)–(1.2) is determined by

Af(z) = x
[

− bf ′x + cf ′′xx +

∫ ∞

0
{f(x+ ξ, y)− f(x, y)− ξf ′x}m(dξ)

]

+γ(x, y)

∫

N−1

{

f(x, y + ξ)− f(x, y)
}

n(dξ) (2.3)

for f ∈ C2
b (D) and z = (x, y) ∈ D, where γ(x, y) = h(x, y)y. Then

Aeλ(z) = eλ(z)
[

xφ1(λ1) + γ(x, y)φ2(λ2)
]

, (2.4)

where

φ1(λ1) = bλ1 + cλ21 +

∫ ∞

0
(e−λ1ξ − 1 + λ1ξ)m(dξ), (2.5)

φ2(λ2) =

∫

N−1

(e−λ2ξ − 1)n(dξ). (2.6)

We first consider the case of h ∈ Cb(R
2
+)

+. Given the initial value (x(0), y(0)) ∈ N × N, let
{(x(n), y(n)) : n ≥ 0} be a two-dimensional process defined by

x(n) =

x(n−1)
∑

j=1

αn−1,j , y(n) =

y(n−1)
∑

j=1

βn−1,j,θ(x(n−1),y(n−1)), n ≥ 1, (2.7)

where {αn,j : n ≥ 0, j ≥ 1} are integer-valued i.i.d. random variables with offspring distribution
(w(i) : i ∈ N). Given x, y ∈ N, the above {βn,j,θ(x,y) : n ≥ 0, j ≥ 1} are i.i.d. integer-valued random

variables with offspring distribution (vθ(x,y)(i) : i ∈ N) depending on function θ. Let g1 and g
θ(x,y)
2

be the generating functions of (w(i) : i ∈ N) and (vθ(x,y)(i) : i ∈ N), respectively. It is known
that {(x(n), y(n)) : n ≥ 0} is a Markov process and we call it two-type Galton-Watson process
with interaction. Suppose that there exists a sequence of two-type Galton-Watson processes with

interaction {(xk(n), yk(n)) : n ≥ 0}k≥1 with parameters (gk,1, g
θk(x,y)
k,2 ). Let {γk}k≥1 be a sequence

of positive numbers with γk → ∞ as k → ∞. For (x, y) ∈ N × N, we introduce several functions
on R+ as below:

Φ̄k,1(λ1) = kγk log
[

1− (kγk)
−1Φk,1(λ1)e

λ1/k
]

,

Φk,1(λ1) = kγk

[

e−λ1/k − gk,1(e
−λ1/k)

]

,

Φ̄
θk(x,y)
k,2 (λ2) = γk log

[

1− γ−1
k Φ

θk(x,y)
k,2 (λ2)e

λ2

]

,

Φ
θk(x,y)
k,2 (λ2) = γk

[

e−λ2 − g
θk(x,y)
k,2 (e−λ2)

]

.

3



Let Ek = {0, k−1, 2k−1, · · · } for each k ≥ 1. For any x ∈ R+, we take xk := ⌊kx⌋/k. Then xk ∈ Ek

and |xk − x| ≤ 1/k. Now we consider the following conditions:

Condition 2.1

(2.1.1) The sequence {Φk,1(λ1)}k≥1 is uniformly Lipschitz in λ1 on each bounded interval, and con-
verges to a continuous function as k → ∞;

(2.1.2) γk[1− v
θk(kxk,y)
k (1)] → h(x, y) uniformly in (x, y) ∈ R+ × N as k → ∞;

(2.1.3)
v
θk(kxk,y)

k (ξ)

1−v
θk(kxk,y)

k (1)
→ pξ for ξ ∈ N\{1} uniformly in (x, y) ∈ R+ × N as k → ∞.

(2.1.4) The sequence {Φθk(kxk,y)
k,2 (λ2)}k≥1 is uniformly Lipschitz in λ2 on each bounded interval, where

the Lipshcitz coefficient is independent from x, y.

By [14, Proposition 2.5], under Condition (2.1.1), Φk,1(λ1) converges to a function with rep-
resentation (2.5) as k → ∞, see also [11, 12]. Moreover, there exists a constant K > 0 such
that

sup
k

Φ′
k,1(0+) = sup

k
γk[g

′
k,1(1−)− 1] ≤ K. (2.8)

Example 2.1 Let {pξ : ξ = 0, 1, · · · } be an offspring distribution with p1 = 0. Let

v
θk(kxk,y)
k (ξ) = pξγ

−1/2
k

(

1− e−γ
−1/2
k h(xk,y)

)

for any ξ ∈ N\{1} and

v
θk(kxk,y)
k (1) = 1− γ

−1/2
k

(

1− e−γ
−1/2
k h(xk,y)

)

.

Then we have

Φ
θk(kxk,y)
k,2 (λ2) = γ

1/2
k

(

1− e−γ
−1/2
k h(xk,y)

)(

e−λ2 − g(e−λ2)
)

with g(e−λ2) =
∑∞

ξ=0 pξe
−λ2ξ. It is easy to check that the above satisfies Condition (2.1.2)–(2.1.4).

Proposition 2.2 Under Conditions (2.1.2)–(2.1.3), eλ2Φ
θk(kxk,y)
k,2 (λ2) converges to −h(x, y)φ2(λ2)

uniformly for (x, y, λ2) ∈ R+ × N × R+ as k → ∞, where h ∈ Cb(R
2
+)

+ and φ2(λ2) is given by
(2.6).

Proof. One can see that

eλ2Φ
θk(kxk,y)
k,2 (λ2)

= γk

[

1− eλ2g
θk(kxk,y)
k,2 (e−λ2)

]

= γk

[

1− eλ2

∞
∑

j=0

e−λ2jv
θk(kxk,y)
k (j)

]

= γk

∞
∑

j=0

(1− e−λ2(j−1))v
θk(kxk,y)
k (j)

4



= γk

[

1− v
θk(kxk,y)
k (1)

]

∫

N−1\{0}
(1− e−λ2ξ)ρ

θk(kxk,y)
k (dξ),

where

ρ
θk(kxk,y)
k (dξ) =

1

1− v
θk(kxk,y)
k (1)

∞
∑

j=0

v
θk(kxk,y)
k (j)δj−1(dξ)

=
v
θk(kxk,y)
k (ξ + 1)

1− v
θk(kxk,y)
k (1)

♯(dξ)

for ξ ∈ N−1\{0} with ♯(dξ) being the counting measure on N−1. The result follows from Conditions
(2.1.2)–(2.1.3). �

Let Dk := Ek × N. Then Dk is a subset of D. We define a continuous-time stochastic process
taking values on Dk as {(Xk(t), Yk(t)) : t ≥ 0} := {(xk(⌊γkt⌋)/k, yk(⌊γkt⌋)) : t ≥ 0}. Denote
Zk(t) = (Xk(t), Yk(t)) to simplify the notation. For λ = (λ1, λ2) ∈ R

2
+, we then have

eλ(Zk(t)) = eλ(Zk(0)) +

⌊γkt⌋
∑

i=1

[

eλ

(

Zk

(

i

γk

))

− eλ

(

Zk

(

i− 1

γk

))]

= eλ(Zk(0)) +

⌊γkt⌋
∑

i=1

γ−1
k Akeλ

(

Zk

(

i− 1

γk

))

+Mk,λ(t)

= eλ(Zk(0)) +

∫ ⌊γkt⌋/γk

0
Akeλ(Zk(s))ds+Mk,λ(t), (2.9)

where

Mk,λ(t) =

⌊γkt⌋
∑

i=1

{

[

eλ

(

Zk

(

i

γk

))

− eλ

(

Zk

(

i− 1

γk

))]

−E

[

eλ

(

Zk

(

i

γk

))

− eλ

(

Zk

(

i− 1

γk

))

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

F i−1
γk

]}

(2.10)

is a martingale and for z = (x, y) ∈ D,

Akeλ(z) = γk

[

(gk,1(e
−λ1/k))kxk · (gθk(kxk,y)

k,2 (e−λ2))y − eλ(z)

]

.

One can check that

Akeλ(z) = eλ(z)
[

xΦ̄k,1(λ1) + yΦ̄
θk(kxk,y)
k,2 (λ2)

]

+ o(1).

By the above, [14, Proposition 2.5] and Proposition 2.2, we have the following estimation.

Theorem 2.3 Suppose that Condition 2.1 holds. Then for any λ > 0, we have

lim
k→∞

sup
z∈Dk

|Akeλ(z)−Aeλ(z)| = 0,

where A is the generator defined by (2.3).

Proposition 2.4 Let T > 0 be a fixed constant and supk E[Xk(0) + Yk(0)] <∞. Then we have

sup
k

sup
0≤t≤T

E[Xk(t) + Yk(t)] <∞.

5



Proof. By (2.8) one sees that 0 ≤ g′k,1(1−) ≤ K/γk + 1. Then for t ∈ [ i
γk
, i+1

γk
), we have

E[Xk(t)] = k−1
E[xk(⌊γkt⌋)]

= g′k,1(1−)k−1
E[xk(⌊γkt⌋ − 1)]

≤ (K/γk + 1)k−1
E[xk(⌊γkt⌋ − 1)].

By induction, we have E[Xk(t)] ≤ (K/γk + 1)⌊γkt⌋E[Xk(0)]. Moreover, by Condition (2.1.4), we
have

sup
k

∣

∣

∣

∣

∂

∂λ2
Φ
θk(kxk,y)
k,2 (λ2)

∣

∣

∣

λ2=0

∣

∣

∣

∣

= sup
k
γk

∣

∣

∣

∣

∂

∂z
g
θk(kxk,y)
k,2 (z)

∣

∣

∣

z=1
− 1

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ K.

Similarly, for t ∈ [ i
γk
, i+1

γk
), one sees that

E[Yk(t)] = E[yk(⌊γkt⌋)] = E





yk(n−1)
∑

k=1

E

[

βn−1,k,θk(xk(n−1),yk(n−1))

∣

∣

∣
xk(n− 1), yk(n − 1)

]





∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

n=⌊γkt⌋

= E

[

yk(n− 1) · ∂
∂z
g
θk(kxk(n−1),yk(n−1))
k,2 (z)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

z=1

] ∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

n=⌊γkt⌋

≤ (1 +K/γk)E[yk(⌊γkt⌋ − 1)].

Then we get E[Yk(t)] ≤ (K/γk + 1)⌊γkt⌋E[Yk(0)] by induction. The result follows. �

Let {τk : k ≥ 1} be a sequence of bounded stopping times, and {δk : k ≥ 1} be a sequence of
positive constants with δk → 0 as k → ∞. For a fixed constant T > 0, we assume that

0 ≤ τk ≤ τk + δk ≤ T.

Proposition 2.5 Suppose that Condition 2.1 holds and h ∈ Cb(R
2
+)

+. Then for any λ ∈ R
2
+, we

have

lim
k→∞

E

[

|eλ(Zk(τk + δk))− eλ(Zk(τk))|2
]

= 0.

Proof. For any λ ∈ R
2
+, by (2.9) we have

E

[

|eλ(Zk(τk + δk))− eλ(Zk(τk))|2
]

≤ |E [e2λ(Zk(τk + δk))− e2λ(Zk(τk))]|
+ |E [2eλ(Zk(τk))[eλ(Zk(τk + δk))− eλ(Zk(τk))]]|

≤ I1 + I2 + I3,

where

I1 =

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

E

[

∫ ⌊γk(τk+δk)⌋/γk

⌊γkτk⌋/γk

Ake2λ(Zk(s))ds

]
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

,

I2 =

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

E

[

2eλ(Zk(τk))

∫ ⌊γk(τk+δk)⌋/γk

⌊γkτk⌋/γk

Akeλ(Zk(s))ds

]
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

,

I3 = |E [2eλ(Zk(τk)) (Mk,λ(τk + δk)−Mk,λ(τk))]| .

Then by (2.4), Theorem 2.3 and Proposition 2.4, one can see that

I1 ≤ E

[

∫ ⌊γk(τk+δk)⌋/γk

⌊γkτk⌋/γk

|Ake2λ(Zk(s))−Ae2λ(Zk(s))| ds
]

6



+E

[

∫ ⌊γk(τk+δk)⌋/γk

⌊γkτk⌋/γk

|Ae2λ(Zk(s))| ds
]

≤ Kδk.

Similarly,

I2 ≤ 2E

[

∫ ⌊γk(τk+δk)⌋/γk

⌊γkτk⌋/γk

|Akeλ(Zk(s))| ds
]

≤ 2E

[

∫ ⌊γk(τk+δk)⌋/γk

⌊γkτk⌋/γk

|Akeλ(Zk(s))−Aeλ(Zk(s))| ds
]

+2E

[

∫ ⌊γk(τk+δk)⌋/γk

⌊γkτk⌋/γk

|Aeλ(Zk(s))| ds
]

≤ Kδk.

On the other hand, by (2.10) and Doob’s stopping theorem, it follows that

E [eλ(Zk(τk)) (Mk,λ(τk + δk)−Mk,λ(τk))]
= E

[

E
[

eλ(Zk(τk)) (Mk,λ(τk + δk)−Mk,λ(τk)) |F⌊γkτk⌋

]]

= E

[

eλ(Zk(τk))
[

E

[

Mk,λ(τk + δk)
∣

∣

∣
F⌊γkτk⌋

]

−Mk,λ(τk)
]]

= 0,

which implies that I3 = 0. The result follows. �

Corollary 2.6 Suppose that Condition 2.1 holds and h ∈ Cb(R
2
+)

+. Then for any λ := (λ1, λ2) ∈
R
2
+, we have

lim
k→∞

Lλ
τk,δk

(Zk) = 0,

where Lλ
τk,δk

(Zk) := E

[

∣

∣e−λ1Xk(τk+δk) − e−λ1Xk(τk)
∣

∣

2
+

∣

∣e−λ2Yk(τk+δk) − e−λ2Yk(τk)
∣

∣

2
]

.

Proof. The result follows by taking λ = (λ1, 0) and λ = (0, λ2) in Proposition 2.5. �

Similar to the proof of [14, Theorem 3.6], we get the following result.

Proposition 2.7 Suppose that Condition 2.1 holds and h ∈ Cb(R
2
+)

+. Let Zk(0) = (Xk(0), Yk(0))
be the initial value satisfying supk E[Xk(0) + Yk(0)] < ∞. Then the process {Zk(t) : t ≥ 0}k≥1 =
{(Xk(t), Yk(t)) : t ≥ 0}k≥1 is tight on D([0,∞),D).

Proof. By Aldous’s criterion, it suffices to show that, for any ǫ > 0,

lim
k→∞

P [‖Zk(τk + δk)− Zk(τk)‖ > ǫ] = 0, (2.11)

where ‖ · ‖ is the L2 norm on D. For any a := (a1, a2), b := (b1, b2) ∈ D satisfying ‖a− b‖ > ǫ, we
have |a1 − b1| ∧ |a2 − b2| > ǫ/2. Then for a fixed constant M > 0, by taking 0 ≤ ‖a‖, ‖b‖ ≤M, one
sees that

|e−λ1a1 − e−λ1b1 |2 + |e−λ2a2 − e−λ2b2 |2 ≥
(

1

2
(λ1 ∧ λ2)ǫe−(λ1+λ2)M

)2

.

By Proposition 2.5, it is easy to see that

P {‖Zk(τk + σk)− Zk(τk)‖ > ǫ; ‖Zk(τk)‖ ∨ ‖Zk(τk + δk)‖ ≤M}
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≤
(

1

2
(λ1 ∧ λ2)ǫe−(λ1+λ2)M

)−2

Lλ
τk ,δk

(Zk) → 0

as k → ∞. Further, by Proposition 2.4, we have

P [‖Zk(τk + σk)‖ ≥M ] ≤ P

[

Xk(τk + σk) ≥
M

2

]

+ P

[

Yk(τk + σk) ≥
M

2

]

≤ 2
sup0≤t≤T E[Xk(t) + Yk(t)]

M
≤ K

M

and

P [‖Zk(τk)‖ ≥M ] ≤ K

M
.

As a result,

P [‖Zk(τk + δk)− Zk(τk)‖ > ǫ]
≤ P [‖Zk(τk + σk)− Zk(τk)‖ > ǫ; ‖Zk(τk)‖ ∨ ‖Zk(τk + δk)‖ ≤M ]

+P [‖Zk(τk + σk)‖ ≥M ] + P [‖Zk(τk)‖ ≥M ]

goes to 0 as k → ∞ and M → ∞, which implies (2.11). The result follows. �

Lemma 2.8 For any f ∈ C2
b (D), there exists a sequence of functions fm,n ∈ C2

0 (D) such that
fm,n → f , fm,n

1 → f1 and fm,n
11 → f11 uniformly on any bounded subset of D as m,n→ ∞, where

fm,n
1 := ∂fm,n(x,y)

∂x , f1 :=
∂f(x,y)

∂x , fm,n
11 := ∂2fm,n(x,y)

∂x2 and f11 :=
∂2f(x,y)

∂x2 .

Proof. For any nonnegative function f ∈ C2
b (D), we define

fm,n(x, y) =











f(x, y), (x, y) ∈ [0,m] × [0, n] ∩D,
f(x, y)

[

1− 2
∫ x
m ρ(2(z −m)− 1)dz

]

, (x, y) ∈ [m,m+ 1]× [0, n] ∩D;

0, others,

where ρ is the mollifier defined by

ρ(x) = Λ exp{−1/(1 − x2)}1{|x|<1}

with Λ being the constant such that
∫

R
ρ(x)dx = 1. It is easy to see that fm,n ∈ C2

0 (D). Notice
that, for (x, y) ∈ [m,m+ 1]× [0, n] ∩D,

fm,n
1 (x, y) = f1(x, y)−

d

dx

[

2f(x, y)

∫ x

m
ρ(2(z −m)− 1)dz

]

and

fm,n
11 (x, y) = f11(x, y)−

d2

dx2

[

2f(x, y)

∫ x

m
ρ(2(z −m)− 1)dz

]

.

Let Db be a fixed bounded subset of D. Then we have

sup
(x,y)∈Db

[|fm,n(x, y)− f(x, y)|+ |fm,n
1 (x, y)− f1(x, y)|+ |fm,n

11 (x, y)− f11(x, y)|] → 0

as m,n→ ∞. The result follows. �

Now we are ready to give the existence of the solution to (1.1)–(1.2) for the case of h ∈ Cb(D)+.
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Theorem 2.9 Suppose that Condition 2.1 holds and h ∈ Cb(R
2
+)

+. Let Zk(0) converge in distri-
bution to Z0 as k → ∞ with supk E[Xk(0) + Yk(0)] < ∞. Then {Zk(t) : t ≥ 0}k≥1 converges in
distribution on D(0,∞),D) to {Zt : t ≥ 0}, which is a solution to (1.1)–(1.2).

Proof. Let P (k) be the distributions of Zk on D([0,∞),D). By Proposition 2.7, the sequence of
processes {Zk}k≥1 is relatively compact. Then there are a probability measureQ and a subsequence
P (ki) on D([0,∞),D) such that Q = limi→∞ P (ki). By Skorokhod representative theorem, there
exists a probability space (Ω̃, F̃ , P̃) on which are defined càdlàg processes {Z̃t : t ≥ 0} and {Z̃ki(t) :
t ≥ 0} such that the distribution of Z̃ and Z̃ki on D([0,∞),D) are Q and P (ki), respectively, and
limi→∞ Z̃ki = Z̃, P̃-almost surely.

Now it suffices to show that (Z̃t)t≥0 satisfies the following martingale problem: for any f ∈
C2
b (D), we have

f(Z̃t) = f(Z̃0) +

∫ t

0
Af(Z̃s)ds+ local mart. (2.12)

Let f(z) = eλ(z) for any z ∈ D. By (2.9), we get

eλ(Z̃ki(t)) = eλ(Z̃ki(0)) +

∫ ⌊γki t⌋/γki

0
Akieλ(Z̃ki(s))ds +Mki,λ(t).

One sees that
∫ ⌊γki t⌋/γki

0

∣

∣

∣
Akieλ(Z̃ki(s))−Aeλ(Z̃s)

∣

∣

∣
ds

≤
∫ ⌊γki t⌋/γki

0

∣

∣

∣
Akieλ(Z̃ki(s))−Aeλ(Z̃ki(s))

∣

∣

∣
ds

+

∫ ⌊γki t⌋/γki

0

∣

∣

∣
Aeλ(Z̃ki(s))−Aeλ(Z̃s)

∣

∣

∣
ds =: I1ki + I2ki .

Then I1ki → 0 as i→ ∞ by Theorem 2.3. On the other hand, let CX := {t > 0 : P̃ (Z̃t− = Z̃t) = 1}.
Then the set R+\CX is at most countable. Then we have I2ki → 0 as i → ∞. Consequently, the

process (Z̃t)t≥0 satisfies the martingale problem (2.12) when f(z) = eλ(z).

Let f ∈ C2
0 (D) be fixed, and E0 be the linear hull of {eλ(z) : λ ∈ R

2
+}. By Stone-Weierstrass

Theorem and (2.3), there exists a sequence of functions fn ∈ E0 such that Afn(z) → Af(z)
uniformly on each bounded subset of D as n→ ∞. As a linear span of {eλ(z)}, we have

fn(Z̃t) = fn(Z̃0) +

∫ t

0
Afn(Z̃s)ds + local mart. (2.13)

Let τ̃N := inf{t > 0 : X̃t ≥ N or Ỹt ≥ N}. Then τ̃N → ∞ almost surely as N → ∞ by Proposition
2.4 and Fatou’s lemma. Replacing t with t ∧ τ̃N , and taking limits as n → ∞ on both sides of
(2.13), we then have

f(Z̃t∧τ̃N ) = f(Z̃0) +

∫ t

0
Af(Z̃s∧τ̃N−)ds+mart. (2.14)

Next, for the general function f ∈ C2
b (D), by Lemma 2.8, there exists a sequence functions

fm,n ∈ C2
0 (D) such that Afm,n(z) → Af(z) uniformly on each bounded subset of D as m,n→ ∞.

Similar to the above, (2.14) holds for any f ∈ C2
b (D). Letting N → ∞, one can see that (Z̃t)t≥0

satisfies the martingale problem (2.12), which implies that (Z̃t)t≥0 is a weak solution to (1.1)–(1.2).
The result follows. �
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Theorem 2.10 Assume that h ∈ Cb(R
2
+)

+. For any given initial value (X0, Y0) ∈ D, the pathwise
uniqueness holds for (1.1)–(1.2) on D.

Proof. By [5, Theorems 5.1 and 5.2] and [7, Corollary 5.2], there is a unique positive strong solution
to (1.1). Moreover, it was shown in [5, 7] that the solution {Xt : t ≥ 0} is a CB-process. The
pathwise uniqueness of solution to Y can also be constructed by path stitching method. Here we
prove it by Yamada-Watanabe method since we will get comparison theorem by the same method.

Let {(Xt, Y
1
t ) : t ≥ 0} and {(Xt, Y

2
t ) : t ≥ 0} be two solutions to (1.1)–(1.2) with the same initial

value (X0, Y0). It is easy to see that the processes have bounded first moments since h ∈ Cb(D)+.
We define τ1k = inf{t ≥ 0 : Y 1

t ≥ k}, τ2k = inf{t ≥ 0 : Y 2
t ≥ k} and τk = τ1k ∧ τ2k . Then τk → ∞

almost surely as k → ∞. Let Zt = Y 1
t − Y 2

t . One can check that

Zt∧τk =

∫ t∧τk

0

∫ Y 1
s−

0

∫ h(Xs−,Y 1
s−)

0

∫

N−1

ξ N(ds,du,dr,dξ)

−
∫ t∧τk

0

∫ Y 2
s−

0

∫ h(Xs−,Y 2
s−)

0

∫

N−1

ξ N(ds,du,dr,dξ)

=

∫ t∧τk

0

∫ Y 1
s−

Y 2
s−

∫ h(Xs−,Y 1
s−)

0

∫

N−1

ξ1{Zs−>0}N(ds,du,dr,dξ)

+

∫ t∧τk

0

∫ Y 2
s−

0

∫ h(Xs−,Y 1
s−)

h(Xs−,Y 2
s−)

∫

N−1

ξ1{Zs−>0}N(ds,du,dr,dξ)

−
∫ t∧τk

0

∫ Y 2
s−

Y 1
s−

∫ h(Xs−,Y 2
s−)

0

∫

N−1

ξ1{Zs−<0}N(ds,du,dr,dξ)

−
∫ t∧τk

0

∫ Y 1
s−

0

∫ h(Xs−,Y 2
s−)

h(Xs−,Y 1
s−)

∫

N−1

ξ1{Zs−<0}N(ds,du,dr,dξ). (2.15)

For each integer n ≥ 0 define an = exp{−n(n + 1)/2}. Then an → 0 decreasingly as n → ∞ and
∫ an−1

an
z−1dz = n, n ≥ 1. Let x → gn(x) be a positive continuous function supported by (an, an−1)

so that
∫ an−1

an
gn(x)dx = 1 and gn(x) ≤ 2(nx)−1 for every x > 0. For n ≥ 0 and x ∈ R let

φn(z) =

∫ |z|

0
dy

∫ y

0
gn(x)dx.

Then φn(z) → |z| increasingly as n → ∞. Moreover, we have |φ′n(z)| ≤ 1. For z, ζ ∈ R, it is easy
to see that |φn(z + ζ)− φn(z)| ≤ |ζ|. By Itô’s formula, we have

φn(Zt∧τk ) =

∫ t∧τk

0

∫ Y 1
s−

Y 2
s−

∫ h(Xs−,Y 1
s−)

0

∫

N−1

[φn(Zs− + ξ)− φn(Zs−)]1{Zs−>0}N(ds,du,dr,dξ)

+

∫ t∧τk

0

∫ Y 2
s−

0

∫ h(Xs−,Y 1
s−)

h(Xs−,Y 2
s−)

∫

N−1

[φn(Zs− + ξ)− φn(Zs−)]1{Zs−>0}N(ds,du,dr,dξ)

+

∫ t∧τk

0

∫ Y 2
s−

Y 1
s−

∫ h(Xs−,Y 2
s−)

0

∫

N−1

[φn(Zs− − ξ)− φn(Zs−)]1{Zs−<0}N(ds,du,dr,dξ)

+

∫ t∧τk

0

∫ Y 1
s−

0

∫ h(Xs−,Y 2
s−)

h(Xs−,Y 1
s−)

∫

N−1

[φn(Zs− − ξ)− φn(Zs−)]1{Zs−<0}N(ds,du,dr,dξ)

=

∫ t∧τk

0
Zs−h(Xs−, Y

1
s−)

∫

N−1

[φn(Zs− + ξ)− φn(Zs−)]1{Zs−>0}n(dξ)

+

∫ t∧τk

0
Y 2
s−[h(Xs−, Y

1
s−)− h(Xs−, Y

2
s−)]

∫

N−1

[φn(Zs− + ξ)− φn(Zs−)]1{Zs−>0}n(dξ)
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−
∫ t∧τk

0
Zs−h(Xs−, Y

2
s−)

∫

N−1

[φn(Zs− − ξ)− φn(Zs−)]1{Zs−<0}n(dξ)

−
∫ t∧τk

0
Y 2
s−[h(Xs−, Y

1
s−)− h(Xs−, Y

2
s−)]

∫

N−1

[φn(Zs− − ξ)− φn(Zs−)]1{Zs−<0}n(dξ)

+mart. (2.16)

Recall that h ∈ Cb(R
2
+)

+. Then h ∈ Cb(D)+. For any contant k > 0, one sees that there exists a
constant Kk > 0 depending on k such that

|h(x, y1)− h(x, y2)| ≤ Kk|y1 − y2| (2.17)

for any x ∈ R and any y1, y2 ∈ [0,K] ∩ N. Taking expectations on both sides of (2.16), we then
have

E[φn(Zt∧τk)] ≤ K1
kE

[
∫ t∧τk

0
|Zs−|ds

∫

N−1

|ξ|n(dξ)
]

≤ K2
kE

[
∫ t∧τk

0
|Zs−|ds

]

.

where K1
k ,K

2
k are positive constants depending on k. Taking n → ∞, we have E[|Zt∧τk |] = 0 by

Gronwall’s inequality, and so P(Y 1
t = Y 2

t ) = 1 for all t ≥ 0 by letting k → ∞. Then P(Y 1
t =

Y 2
t for all t ≥ 0) = 1 by the right continuity of the processes. �

Theorem 2.11 Suppose that h ∈ C(R2
+)

+. Then there exists a unique strong solution to (1.1)–
(1.2).

Proof. Let hm(x, y) := h(x ∧ m, y ∧ m). Then hm is bounded for any m ≥ 1 and hm → h as
m → ∞. By Theorems 2.9 and 2.10, there exists a unique strong solution {(Xm

t , Y
m
t ) : t ≥ 0} to

the following stochastic integral equation system:
{

Xt = X0 − b
∫ t
0 Xs ds+

∫ t
0

√
2cXs dBs +

∫ t
0

∫Xs−

0

∫∞
0 ξ M̃(ds,du,dξ),

Yt = Y0 +
∫ t
0

∫ Ys−

0

∫ hm(Xs−,Ys−)
0

∫

N−1 ξ N(ds,du,dr,dξ).
(2.18)

In fact, {Xm
t : t ≥ 0} is the unique strong solution to (1.1) independent with m, which is written

as {Xt : t ≥ 0} in the following. Let τXm := inf{t > 0 : Xt ≥ m}, τYm := inf{t > 0 : Y m
t ≥ m}

and τm = τXm ∧ τYm . Then 0 ≤ Xt < m and 0 ≤ Y m
t < m for 0 ≤ t < τm, and (Xt, Y

m
t ) satisfies

(1.1)-(1.2) for 0 ≤ t < τm. Let

Y m
τm = Y m

τm− +

∫

{τm}

∫ Y m
τm−

0

∫ hn(Xτm−
,Y m

τm−

)

0

∫

N−1

ξN(ds,du,dr,dξ).

For n ≥ m ≥ 1 there exists a unique strong solution (Xt, Ỹt)t≥τm to (1.1) and

Yt = Y m
τm +

∫ t

τm

∫ Ys−

0

∫ hn(Xs−,Ys−)

τm

∫

N−1

ξ N(ds,du,dr,dξ).

Let Y ′
t = Y m

t for 0 ≤ t < τm and Y ′
t = Ỹt for t ≥ τm. Then it is a solution to (2.18) by changingm to

n. By the strong uniqueness we get (Xt, Y
′
t )t≥0 = (Xt, Y

n
t )t≥0 almost surely. In particular, we infer

Y n
t = Y m

t < m for 0 ≤ t < τm. Consequently, the sequence {τm} is non-decreasing. On the other
hand, by (2.18) it is easy to check that E[Xt∧τXm

] ≤ E[X0]e
Kt, where K is a constant independent

with m. Then we have τXm → ∞ almost surely as m → ∞. Let τ = limm→∞ τm = limm→∞ τYm .
Let Yt = Y m

t for all 0 ≤ t < τm and m ≥ 1. It is easily seen that (Xt, Yt)t∈[0,τ) is a unique strong
solution to (1.1)–(1.2) up to τ . For t ≥ τ, let (Xt, Yt) = (Xt,∞). The result follows. �
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Theorem 2.12 Assume h ∈ C(R2
+)

+. The comparison property of (1.1)–(1.2) holds.

Proof. Suppose that (X1
t , Y

1
t )t≥0 and (X2

t , Y
2
t )t≥0 are two positive solutions to (1.1)-(1.2) with

P(X1
0 ≤ X2

0 , Y
1
0 ≤ Y 2

0 ) = 1. By [14, Theorem 8.4] We have P(X1
t ≤ X2

t for all t ≥ 0) = 1. For
n ≥ 0 let φn be the function defined as in the proof of Theorem 2.10. Let ψn(z) = φn(z ∨ 0) for
z ∈ R. Then ψn(z) → z+ := z∨0 increasingly as n→ ∞.We define κ1k = inf{t ≥ 0 : X1

t +Y
1
t ≥ k},

κ2k = inf{t ≥ 0 : X2
t + Y 2

t ≥ k} and κk = κ1k ∧ κ2k. Let κ := limk→∞ κk. Then Y
1
t = Y 2

t = ∞ almost
surely for any t ≥ κ. Let Zt = Y 1

t − Y 2
t for t ∈ [0, κ). Similar to the proof of Theorem 2.10, we

get E[(Zt∧κk
)+] = 0 for every t ≥ 0 by Gronwall’s inequality. Then by taking k → ∞ and using

Fatou’s lemma we see that E[(Zt)+] = 0 for every t ∈ [0, κ), then P(Y 1
t ≤ Y 2

t for all t ≥ 0) = 1 by
the right continuity of the processes. �

3 Foster-Lyapunov criteria for extinction

In this section, we mainly discuss the extinction behavior of (X,Y ) under b ≥ 0. Define τ0 =
inf{t > 0 : Xt = 0 and Yt = 0}. Moreover, we separately define the extinction time of X,Y as
τX0 := inf{t > 0 : Xt = 0} and τY0 := {t > 0 : Yt = 0}. Then we have τ0 = τX0 ∨ τY0 . For the
extinction behavior of the process X, we introduce the so called Grey’s condition:

Condition 3.1 There is some constant θ > 0 so that φ1(z) > 0 for z ≥ θ and
∫∞
θ φ−1

1 (z)dz <∞,
where φ1 is given by (2.5).

Since b ≥ 0, under Condition 3.1, one can see that Px(τ
X
0 < ∞) = 1 for all x > 0; see, e.g.,

[14, Corollary 3.8]. In the following, we present a Foster-Lyapunov criteria-type result for the
process (X,Y ). For z1 = (x1, y2), z2 = (x2, y2) ∈ D, we say z1 � z2 if x1 ≥ x2 and y1 ≥ y2. Let
z̃ := (x̃, ỹ) � z0 and (Xt, Yt)t≥0 be the mixed state branching process satisfying (1.1)–(1.2) with
initial value z0. We define stopping time σz̃ = inf{t > 0 : Xt ≥ x̃ or Yt ≥ ỹ}. It is easy to see that
Xt∧σz̃− ≤ x̃ and Yt∧σz̃− ≤ ỹ.

Theorem 3.2 Let {(Xt, Yt) : t ≥ 0} be the mixed state branching process satisfying (1.1)–(1.2)
with initial value z0 = (x0, y0) ∈ D. Suppose that φ1(λ1) > 0 and φ2(λ2) > 0 for any λ := (λ1, λ2) ∈
(0,∞)2. Then we have Pz0{τ0 <∞} = 1.

Proof. It suffices to prove the case of z0 ∈ D\(0, 0). The proof is inspired by [10, Lemma 4.1]. By
Itô’s formula, we have

eλ(Zt∧τ0∧σz̃
) = eλ(z0) +

∫ t∧τ0∧σz̃

0
Aeλ(Zs−)ds+mart. (3.19)

Taking expectations on both sides, we have

Ez0 [eλ(Zt∧τ0∧σz̃
)] = eλ(z0) +

∫ t

0
Ez0

[

Aeλ(Zs−)1{s<τ0∧σz̃}

]

ds,

which implies that

d(Ez0 [eλ(Zt∧τ0∧σz̃
)]) = Ez0

[

Aeλ(Zt−)1{t<τ0∧σz̃}

]

dt.

Recall that φ1(λ1) > 0 and φ2(λ2) > 0 for all λ ∈ (0,∞)2. Then for all z̃ = (x̃, ỹ) ∈ D with z̃ � z0
and λ ∈ (0,∞)2, there exists a constant dz0,z̃,λ > 0 such that for all z = (x, y) ∈ D with z0 � z � z̃,

xφ1(λ1) + h(x, y)yφ2(λ2) ≥ dz0,z̃,λ. (3.20)
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Then by integration by parts,

∫ ∞

0
e−dz0,z̃,λtEz0

[

Aeλ(Zt)1{t<τ0∧σz̃}

]

dt

=

∫ ∞

0
e−dz0,z̃,λtd(Ez0 [eλ(Zt∧τ0∧σz̃

)])

= dz0,z̃,λ

∫ ∞

0
e−dz0,z̃,λtEz0 [eλ(Zt∧τ0∧σz̃

)] dt− eλ(z0).

Moreover, by (2.4) and (3.20) we have

∫ ∞

0
e−dz0,z̃,λtEz0

[

Aeλ(Zt)1{t<τ0∧σz̃}

]

dt

≥ dz0,z̃,λ

∫ ∞

0
e−dz0,z̃,λtEz0

[

eλ(Zt)1{t<τ0∧σz̃}

]

dt.

It follows that

eλ(z0) ≤ dz0,z̃,λ

∫ ∞

0
e−dz0,z̃,λtEz0

[

eλ(Zτ0∧σz̃
)1{t≥τ0∧σz̃}

]

dt

≤ Pz0{τ0 ≤ σz̃}+ sup
z�z̃

[e−λ1x + e−λ2y]

≤ Pz0{τ0 <∞}+ sup
z�z̃

[e−λ1x + e−λ2y].

Taking x̃, ỹ → ∞, we get Pz0{τ0 < ∞} ≥ eλ(z0), which holds for any λ ∈ (0,∞)2. The result
follows by letting λ→ (0, 0). �

Remark 3.3 The processes {Xt : t ≥ 0} and {Yt : t ≥ 0} are independent as h > 0 being a
constant. In this case, one can check that P(τX0 < ∞) = 1 when φ1(λ1) > 0 for any λ1 > 0, and
P(τY0 <∞) = 1 if φ2(λ2) > 0 for any λ2 > 0.

Corollary 3.4 Assume that b ≥ 0, R1 :=
∫

N−1 ξn(dξ) < 0 and Condition 3.1 holds. Then we have
Pz0{τ0 <∞} = 1.

Proof. By Condition 3.1 and b ≥ 0, one sees that φ1(λ1) > 0 for any λ1 > 0. Moreover, by the
inequality 1− e−λ2ξ ≤ λ2ξ, we have φ2(λ2) ≥ −R1λ2 > 0. The result follows by Theorem 3.2. �

4 Exponential ergodicity in the Wasserstein distance

Recalling that the generator of {(Xt, Yt) : t ≥ 0} is given by (2.3) for any f ∈ C2,1
b (R2

+). Let D(A)

denote the linear space consisting of functions f ∈ C2,1
b (R2

+) such that the two integrals on the
right-hand side of (2.3) are convergent and define continuous functions on D.

To study the coupling and ergodicity of the process {(Xt, Yt) : t ≥ 0}, we begin with the
construction of a new coupling operator for its generator A. Denote by Ã the infinitesimal generator
of the Markov coupling process {(Xt, Yt, X̃t, Ỹt) : t ≥ 0}. Then the operator Ã satisfies the following
marginal property, i.e., for any f, g ∈ D(A),

ÃF (x, y, x̃, ỹ) = Af(x, y) +Ag(x̃, ỹ),
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where F (x, y, x̃, ỹ) = f(x, y) + g(x̃, ỹ) for (x, y), (x̃, ỹ) ∈ D. We call Ã a coupling operator of A.
In order to construct the associated coupling generator, we use the synchronous coupling to the
jump system corresponding to Y ; see, e.g., [3]. Namely,

(y, ỹ) →











(y + ξ, ỹ + ξ), [γ(x, y) ∧ γ(x̃, ỹ)]n(dξ),
(y + ξ, ỹ), [γ(x, y) − γ(x̃, ỹ)]+n(dξ),

(y, ỹ + ξ), [γ(x, y) − γ(x̃, ỹ)]−n(dξ).

For the first component process X, we use the coupling by reflection of the local part but apply
the synchronous coupling of the non-local part. More precisely, for any (x, y), (x̃, ỹ) ∈ D with
x ≥ x̃ ≥ 0, let us consider the operator Ã,

ÃF (x, y, x̃, ỹ) = −bxF ′
x − bx̃F ′

x̃ + cxF ′′
xx + cx̃F ′′

x̃x̃ − 2c
√
xx̃F ′′

xx̃

+x̃

∫ ∞

0
[F (x+ ξ, y, x̃+ ξ, ỹ)− F (x, y, x̃, ỹ)− ξ(F ′

x + F ′
x̃)]m(dξ)

+(x− x̃)

∫ ∞

0
[F (x+ ξ, y, x̃, ỹ)− F (x, y, x̃, ỹ)− ξF ′

x]m(dξ)

+[γ(x, y) ∧ γ(x̃, ỹ)]
∫

N−1

[F (x, y + ξ, x̃, ỹ + ξ)− F (x, y, x̃, ỹ)]n(dξ)

+[γ(x, y)− γ(x̃, ỹ)]+
∫

N−1

[F (x, y + ξ, x̃, ỹ)− F (x, y, x̃, ỹ)]n(dξ)

+[γ(x, y)− γ(x̃, ỹ)]−
∫

N−1

[F (x, y, x̃, ỹ + ξ)− F (x, y, x̃, ỹ)]n(dξ) (4.21)

for F ∈ D(Ã), where D(Ã) denote the linear space consisting of the functions F such that the
integrals in (4.21) are convergent and define continuous functions on D. Similarly, we can define
the case that 0 ≤ x < x̃. In the sequel, it suffices to consider x ≥ x̃ ≥ 0 due to the comparison
theorem w.r.t. general CB processes; see, e.g., [14, Theorem 8.4]. It is not hard to see that Ã is
indeed a coupling generator of A defined by (2.3).

Theorem 4.1 There exists a coupling process {((Xt, Yt), (X̃t, Ỹt)) : t ≥ 0} whose generator Ã is
defined by (4.21).

Proof. Consider the following SDE:


























































Xt = X0 − b

∫ t

0
Xs ds+

∫ t

0

√

2cXs dBs +

∫ t

0

∫ Xs−

0

∫ ∞

0
ξ M̃(ds,du,dξ),

Yt = Y0 +

∫ t

0

∫ Ys−

0

∫ h(Xs−,Ys−)

0

∫

N−1

ξ N(ds,du,dr,dξ),

X̃t = X̃0 − b

∫ t

0
X̃s ds+

∫ t

0

√

2cX̃s dB
∗
s +

∫ t

0

∫ X̃s−

0

∫ ∞

0
ξ M̃(ds,du,dξ),

Ỹt = Ỹ0 +

∫ t

0

∫ Ỹs−

0

∫ h(Ỹs−,Ỹs−)

0

∫

N−1

ξ N(ds,du,dr,dξ),

(4.22)

where

B∗
t =

{

−Bt, t ≤ T,

− 2BT +Bt, t > T,

T = inf{t > 0 : Xt = X̃t}. Clearly, (B∗
t )t≥0 is still a standard Brownian motion. By the results

in Section 2, we can determine the unique strong solution {((Xt, Yt), (X̃t, Ỹt)) : t ≥ 0} to (4.22).
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On the other hand, we can apply the Itô formula to the SDE (4.22) to see that the infinitesimal
generator of the process {((Xt, Yt), (X̃t, Ỹt)) : t ≥ 0} is indeed the coupling generator defined by
(4.21). �

By P(D) we denote the space of all Borel probability measures over D. Given µ, ν ∈ P(D),
a coupling H of (µ, ν) is a Borel probability measure on D × D which has marginals µ and ν,
respectively. We write H(µ, ν) for the collection of all such couplings. Let d be a metric on D such
that (D, d) is a complete separable metric space and define

Pd(D) =
{

ρ ∈ P(D) :

∫

D
d((x, y), (0, 0)) ρ(dx,dy) <∞

}

.

The Wasserstein distance on Pd(D) is defined by

Wd(µ, ν) = inf
{

∫

D×D
d((x, y), (x̃, ỹ))H(dx,dy,dx̃,dỹ) : H ∈ H(µ, ν)

}

.

Moreover, it can be shown that this infimum is attained; see, e.g., [20, Theorem 6.16]. More
precisely, there exists H ∈ H(µ, ν) such that

Wd(µ, ν) =

∫

D×D
d((x, y), (x̃, ỹ))H(dx,dy,dx̃,dỹ).

In the remainder of the article, we will use the following particular example.

Take d((x, y), (x̃, ỹ)) = 1{(x,y)6=(x̃,ỹ)}, then Pd(D) = P(D) and

Wd(µ, ν) = ‖µ− ν‖TV := sup{|µ(A)− ν(A)| : A : Borel set}.

We write d = dTV and WdTV
is the total variation distance.

Definition 4.2 We say the mixed state branching process with interaction (X,Y ) or its transition
semigroup (Pt)t≥0 is exponential ergodic in the total variation distance with rate λ0 > 0 if its
possesses a unique stationary distribution µ and there is a nonnegative function ν 7→ C(ν) on
P(D) such that

WdTV
(νPt, µ) ≤ C(ν)e−λ0t, t ≥ 0, ν ∈ P(D). (4.23)

By standard arguments, (4.23) follows if there exists a constant C0 > 0 such that

WdTV
(Pt((x, y), ·), Pt((x̃, ỹ), ·)) ≤ C0e

−λ0tdTV ((x, y), (x̃, ỹ)), t ≥ 0. (4.24)

Fixed some positive constant l0 > 0. Let define a proper function f on D ×D such that

f(x, y, x̃, ỹ) =
[

1 + ϕl0(|x− x̃|) + ψl0(|y − ỹ|)
]

1{(x,y)6=(x̃,ỹ)}, (4.25)

where
ϕl0(r) := c0(r ∧ l0) + (r ∧ l0)θ1 , ψl0(r) := r ∧ l0, r ≥ 0

with c0 > 0, θ1 ∈ (0, 1), the exact values of above constants will be determined later. It is easy to
see that

1 ≤ f(x, y, x̃, ỹ) ≤ 1 + φ(l0) + ψ(l0), (x, y) 6= (x̃, ỹ). (4.26)

Clearly, the function f controls the distance dTV in the sense that there are constants λ2 ≥ λ1 > 0
such that for (x, y), (x̃, ỹ) ∈ D,

λ1f(x, y, x̃, ỹ) ≤ dTV ((x, y), (x̃, ỹ)) ≤ λ2f(x, y, x̃, ỹ). (4.27)
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Condition 4.3 One of the following two assumptions holds:

(4.3.1) c > 0.

(4.3.2) There exist α ∈ (1, 2) and C∗ > 0 such that
∫ r
0 z

2m(dz) ≥ C∗r
2−α for r ∈ (0, 1].

Condition 4.4 There exists k2 > 0 such that for all |y − ỹ| ∈ [0, l0],

[γ(x, y)− γ(x̃, ỹ)]+1{y−ỹ<0} + [γ(x, y) − γ(x̃, ỹ)]−1{y−ỹ≥0} ≤ k2|x− x̃|. (4.28)

Condition 4.5 b > 0 and R1 =
∫

N−1 ξ n(dξ) ∈ (−∞, 0).

Remark 4.6 (4.3.2) in Condition 4.3 means that the driving Lévy-jump process has a α-stable
process as a component, where α ∈ (1, 2). Note that either (4.3.1) or (4.3.2) in Condition 4.3
implies the so called Grey’s Condition in Condition 3.1. And it somehow keeps consistent with the
results in [13]; see also [14].

Condition 4.4 holds when h(x, y) ≡ r for some fixed positive constant r. In this case, ({Y r
t :

t ≥ 0} is a standard continuous time branching process with branching rate r > 0 and offspring
(pξ, ξ ∈ N).

R1 < 0 of Condition 4.5 actually means that the associated first moment of offerspring of each
individual strictly less than 1, i.e.

∑

j jpj < 1, which is so called the subcritical case; see, e.g. [1,
pp.112]. Under Conditions 4.3 and 4.5, the process {Zt : t ≥ 0} extincts in finite time by Corollary
3.4.

Theorem 4.7 Suppose that Conditions 4.3–4.5 are satisfied. Then there are constants λ0 > 0
and C0 > 0 such that (4.24) holds.

Proof. Step 1. Assume that (4.3.2) in Condition 4.3 is satisfied. We shall first give some estimates
of Ãϕl0(x− x̃) and Ãψl0(|y − ỹ|).

Ãϕl0(x− x̃)≤−bc0(x− x̃)+(x− x̃)

∫ ∞

0

[

ϕl0(x− x̃+ ξ)− ϕl0(x− x̃)− ξϕ′
l0(x− x̃)

]

m(dξ). (4.29)

By Taylor’s formula and b > 0, Ãϕl0(x−x̃) ≤ 0 for all x ≥ x̃ ≥ 0. In particular, when x−x̃ ∈ [0, l0],
set δ0 = min{ 1

l0
, 2
2−θ1

} and θ1 = α−1
2 ∈ (0, 1). By using Taylor’s formula again and some elementary

calculations,

Ãϕl0(x− x̃) ≤ −bc0(x− x̃) + (x− x̃)

∫ ∞

0

[

ϕ(x− x̃+ ξ)− ϕ(x− x̃)− ξϕ′(x− x̃)
]

m(dξ)

≤ −bc0(x− x̃) + (x− x̃)

∫ δ0(x−x̃)

0

[ξ2

2
ϕ′′(x− x̃) +

ξ3

6
ϕ′′′(x− x̃)

]

m(dξ)

= −bc0(x− x̃) +
x− x̃

2
ϕ′′(x− x̃)

[

1 +
δ0(x− x̃)

3

ϕ′′′(x− x̃)

ϕ′′(x− x̃)

]

∫ δ0(x−x̃)

0
ξ2m(dξ)

≤ −bc0(x− x̃) +
(x− x̃)θ1−1θ1(θ1 − 1)

6

∫ δ0(x−x̃)

0
ξ2m(dξ)

≤ −bc0(x− x̃)− C∗θ1(1− θ1)δ
2−α
0

6
(x− x̃)−θ1 , (4.30)

where the third inequality due to the fact that

1 +
δ0(x− x̃)

3

ϕ′′′(x− x̃)

ϕ′′(x− x̃)
≥ 1

3
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and the last inequality follows from Condition 4.3. On the other hand,

Ãψl0(|y − ỹ|) = [γ(x, y) − γ(x̃, ỹ)]+
∫

N−1

[

ψl0(|y − ỹ + ξ|)− ψl0(|y − ỹ|)
]

n(dξ)

+[γ(x, y)− γ(x̃, ỹ)]−
∫

N−1

[

ψl0(|y − ỹ − ξ|)− ψl0(|y − ỹ|)
]

n(dξ)

≤ 1{|y−ỹ|≤l0}ψ
′(|y − ỹ|)R1

{

[γ(x, y) − γ(x̃, ỹ)]+1{y−ỹ>0}

+[γ(x, y)− γ(x̃, ỹ)]−1{y−ỹ<0}

}

+1{|y−ỹ|≤l0}R2

{

[γ(x, y) − γ(x̃, ỹ)]+1{y−ỹ<0} + [γ(x, y)− γ(x̃, ỹ)]−1{y−ỹ>0}

}

,

where R2 = 2ψ(l0). Clearly, when |y − ỹ| > l0, Ãψl0(|y − ỹ|) ≤ 0. And when |y − ỹ| ∈ [0, l0], we
use Condition 4.4 and Condition 4.5 to see that

Ãψl0(|y − ỹ|) ≤ R2k2(x− x̃). (4.31)

Case 1: x− x̃, |y − ỹ| ∈ [0, l0]. In view of (4.30) and (4.31), if we take c0 ≥ R2k2
b ,

Ã
(

ϕl0(x− x̃) + ψl0(|y − ỹ|)
)

≤ −C∗θ1(1− θ1)δ
2−α
0

6
(x− x̃)−θ1

≤ −C∗θ1(1− θ1)δ
2−α
0

6
l−θ1
0 .

Case 2: x− x̃ > l0, |y − ỹ| ∈ [0, l0]. In view of (4.29) and (4.31) and c0 =
2R2k2

b ,

Ã
(

ϕl0(x− x̃) + ψl0(|y − ỹ|)
)

≤ −R2k2(x− x̃) < −R2k2l0.

Case 3: x− x̃ ∈ [0, l0], |y − ỹ| > l0. By (4.30) it is not hard to show that

Ã
(

ϕl0(x− x̃) + ψl0(|y − ỹ|)
)

≤ −C∗θ1(1− θ1)δ
2−α
0

6
l−θ1
0 .

Case 4: x− x̃ > l0, |y − ỹ| > l0. Similarly,

Ã
(

ϕl0(x− x̃) + ψl0(|y − ỹ|)
)

≤ −bc0(x− x̃) ≤ −bc0l0.

Step 2. Assume that (4.3.1) in Condition 4.3 is satisfied. By using Taylor’s formula again for
jump-part integral, one can deduce that

Ãφl0(x− x̃) ≤ −bc0(x− x̃)− cθ1(1− θ1)(x− x̃)θ1−2(
√
x+

√
x̃)2

≤ −bc0(x− x̃)− cθ1(1− θ1)(x− x̃)θ1−1 (4.32)

by the fact that (
√
x +

√
x̃)2 ≥ (x − x̃). One can see (4.32) is similar to (4.30) since θ1 < 1. We

omit the details.

In conclusion, by choosing c0 = 2R2k2
b and θ1 = α−1

2 if (4.3.2) holds and θ1 ∈ (0, 1) is arbitrary
if (4.3.1) holds, for any (x, y), (x̃, ỹ) ∈ D with (x, y) 6= (x̃, ỹ), there exists C > 0 such that

Ãf(x, y, x̃, ỹ) ≤ −Cf(x, y, x̃, ỹ)

by noticing (4.26). Following similar arguments in step 2 of the proof for [16, Theorem 3.1] and
(4.27), we obtain the desired result. �
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