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Total progeny in almost critical multi-type
Galton-Watson processes

Lysetskyi T.B., Yeleiko Ya.I.

We consider a multi-type Galton-Watson branching processes, where the largest in magni-
tude positive eigenvalue ρ of the first moments matrix is close to unity. Specifically, we examine
the random vector representing the number of individuals preceding the generation n, often
referred to as the total progeny. By conditioning on non-extinction or extinction at current
time, and properly normalizing it, we derive the asymptotic distribution for this vector. Simi-
lar theorem is derived for the processes with immigration. The behavior of this distribution is
primarily influenced by the limit of n(ρ− 1) as n tends to infinity and ρ tends to 1.
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1 Introduction

To begin with, we recall the necessary definitions of some general notions.
Let X be the set of all d-tuples i = (i1, ..., id) with non-negative integer elements.

Definition 1. The multi-type Galton-Watson process is a homogeneous vector Markov pro-
cess Z0, Z1, Z2, ..., whose states are vectors in X. We shall always assume that Z0 = 1. We
will use the notation Zn = (Zn,1, . . . , Zn,d)

′ , n ∈ Z+. We interpret Zn,i, the i-th component
in Zn as the number of type i particles in the n-th generation. Further, we will refer to the
Galton-Watson process as the G.W. process.

Definition 2. The random vector Yn = (Yn,1, . . . , Yn,d)
′ , n ∈ Z+, were Yn,k =

∑n
l=0 Zl,k, k ∈

{1, . . . , d} will be called the total progeny of a G.W. process. This vector process denotes
number of all particles that lived up to the n-th generation.

Denote
C: the d -dimensional unit cube, i.e., C = {s = (s1, . . . , sd)

′ ∈ R
d : 0 ≤ sk ≤ 1, k ∈

{1, 2, ..., d}.
sα =

∏d
i=1 s

αi
i , α ∈ X, s ∈ C.

1: d-dimensional vector of ones, 1 = (1, . . . , 1)′.
ek: d-dimensional vector, whose k-th entry is one, while others equal zero.
Let f1,m(s) be a probability generating function (p.g.f.) of Z1, if the process started from

one m-th type particle (Z0 = em) i.e.

f1,m(s) =
∑

i∈X
pm(i)s

i, s ∈ C,

pm(i) = P (Zn = i|Z0 = em) , i ∈ X.
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By fn,m(s), we denote the p.g.f. of Zn when Z0 = em. We will often use vector notations for
those p.g.f.’s:

f(s) ≡ f1(s) ≡ (f1,1(s), . . . , f1,d(s))
′,

fn(s) = (fn,1(s), ..., fn,d(s))
′, s ∈ C.

It is well known (see [6], p.36), that fn,m(s) = f1,m(fn−1(s)) or, in the vector form, fn(s) =
f(fn−1(s)). Also, we define the matrix of the first moments of Z1:

M =M(f) =
∥

∥Mkl

∥

∥

k,l∈{1,...,d} :Mkl =
∂f1,k(1)

∂sl
.

By ρ = ρ(f), we denote the largest positive eigenvalue of M (if it exists). We remind the
reader that the G.W. process is called subcritical if ρ < 1, critical if ρ = 1, and supercritical
if ρ > 1.

We define N = min(n : Zn = 0), representing the moment of extinction of the process.
Note that {N > n} = {Zn > 0}.

Definition 3. The G.W. process with immigration is defined by a sequense of random vectors
Z0

n =
(

Z0
n,1, . . . , Z

0
n,d

)′
, n ∈ Z+ with values in X, which are determined by the relation

Z0
n+1 =W n

1 +W n
2 + ...+W n

Z0
n
+Hn+1, n ∈ N, Z0

0 = H0,

where W n
1 ,W

n
2 , ... are independent and identically distributed with p.g.f. f(s), the H0, H1, ...

are also i.i.d. with p.g.f. B = B(s) =
∑

i∈X p0(i)s
i, s ∈ C, and the W ′s and H ′s are

independent.

Definition 4. The random vector Y 0
n =

(

Y 0
n,1, . . . , Y

0
n,d

)′
, n ∈ Z+, were Y 0

n,k =
∑n

j=0Z
0
j,k, k ∈

{1, 2, . . . , d} will be called the total progeny of a G.W. process with immigration.

The long-term behavior of the multi-type G.W. processes has been extensively studied
for all cases of criticality by numerous authors over the years. For foundational results in
G.W. theory, we direct readers to classical treatises [1] and [6]. In this paper, our focus
lies on the long-term evolution of the total progeny in the near critical multi-type G.W.
processes, meaning that ρ is close to 1. A detailed study of the total progeny in the one-
dimensional processes without immigration was provided by Pakes in [12]. For an overview
of basic results on that topic, also refer to Pakes [12]. The total progeny in critical processes
with immigration in the one-dimensional case was also addressed by Pakes in [13]. In those
works, for the critical processes, Pakes found explicit limits limn→∞ P (Yn/mn|Zn > 0) and
limn→∞ P (Y 0

n /m
0
n), where mn and m0

n are normalizing sequences.
The near critical G.W. processes, often termed as the transient phenomena in G.W.

processes, were investigated, for example, by Fahady [4] in the one-dimensional case and
by Quine [14] in the multi-dimensional case. It is worth noting, that in those cases, limits
limn→∞ P (Zn/an |Zn > 0) and limn→∞ P (Z0

n/a
0
n) are the same as in the case ρ = 1 (an

and a0n are normalizing sequences). Transient phenomena for the total progeny in the one-
dimensional case without immigration were studied by Nagaev and Karpenko in [7], and by
Karpenko in [8]. More precisely, in [7], the limit limn→∞ P (Yn/mn|N = n) was found, while
in [8], the limit limn→∞ P (Yn/mn|Zn > 0) was obtained. Unlike the case with the limits of
Zn and Z0

n, the limits of Yn and Y 0
n depend on the behavior of limn→∞,ρ→1 n|1− ρ|, and on

the direction from which ρ approaches unity.
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The asymptotics of G.W. processes and the total progeny in the one-dimensional near-
critical processes with immigration were also studied in the Skorokhod D space by Khu-
sanbaev in [9] and [10] (see also the references there). Additionally, large and moderate
deviations for the total progeny in the near critical one-dimensional G.W. processes were
investigated in [5], [11], and [16].

In in this paper, we extend the results of [7] and [8] to the multi-dimensional case (see
Theorems 3 and 4). We employ the methods used by Nagaev and Karpenko, establishing
multi-dimensional analogies of the lemmas given in [7] and [8], as well as utilizing the methods
employed by Quine. Additionally, we derive similar results for the total progeny Y 0

n in
the processes with immigration in Theorem 5. Finally, in Theorem 6, we find the limit
limn→∞ limm→∞ P (Yn/mn|Zn+m > 0, N <∞), which corresponds to a random variable that
serves as the limit of some branching process with immigration, as previously explored by
Pakes [12, p. 186] for a constant ρ in the one-dimensional case.

2 Further notations and definitions

We will use the following notations
0: d-dimensional vector of zeros (0, . . . , 0)′.
sw = (s1w1, . . . , sdwd)

′, s/w = (s1/w1, . . . , sd/wd)
′, s, w ∈ R

d.
Throughout the paper, for any two given d-dimensional vectors v = (v1, . . . , vd)

′ and
w = (w1, . . . , wd)

′ notion v ≤ (<)w means that vk ≤ (<)wk, k ∈ {1, 2, ..., d}.
For the dot product of the vectors v and w we will use the notation v′w. The notation

vw′ denotes the tensor product of the vectors v and w.

Remark 1. Notation v′wu means that we multiply the vector u by the dot product v′w.
If M is a d × d matrix, then the notation v′M denotes the regular matrix multiplication of
the row vector v′ with the matrix M and the notation vM indicates that we multiply each
element of the first of the matrix M by v1, every element of the second row of M by v2 and
so on.

Define:

M(s) =M(s, f) =
∥

∥Mkl(s)
∥

∥

k,l∈{1,...,d} :Mkl(s) =
∂f1,k(s)

∂sl
,

bklm = bklm(f) =
∂f 2

1,k(1)

∂sl∂sm
, cklmj = cklmj(f) =

∂f 3
1,k(1)

∂sl∂sm∂sj
,

bklm(s) = bklm(f, s) =
∂f 2

1,k(s)

∂sl∂sm
.

where k, l,m, j ∈ {1, 2, ..., d}, s ∈ C.
For a given natural number U and positive constants a, b, c, we define the class K =

K(a, b, c, U) of p.g.f.’s f(s) ∈ K, for which the following conditions are satisfied:

A)[MU (f)]kl ≥ a, k, l ∈ {1, 2, ..., d};
B)
∑d

k,l,m=1 b
k
lm(f) ≥ b;

C)
∑d

k,l,m,j=1 c
k
lmj(f) ≤ c.

(1)

Conditions A) and B) guarantee that the process is positively regular and not singular
(see [6, pp. 38-39]), which also implies that the process is irreducible, and the matrix M has
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a positive eigenvalue ρ = ρ(f) that is greater than any other eigenvalue of M in terms of
absolute value (by Perron-Frobenius theorem). Such an eigenvalue is also called the Perron
root. By Kρ we denote subset of functions f from K for which the Perron root of M(f)
equals to ρ.

Let v = v(f) and u = u(f) be the left and the right eigenvectors of M = M(f),
respectively, for which

u′v =
d
∑

k=1

ukvk = u′1 =
d
∑

k=1

uk = 1. (2)

For matrices M(s), let ρs = ρs(f) be the Perron root (if it exists); us = us(f), vs = vs(f)
be the right and the left eigenvectors corresponding to ρs, for which the normalization
conditions (2) are also satisfied. By ρ̂s, we denote the second largest in magnitude eigenvector
of M(s). If s is sufficiently close to 1, the Perron root exists, as guaranteed by the Perron-
Frobenius theorem.

We denote the vector of extinction probabilities µ = µ(f) = (µ1, . . . , µd)
′, where µj =

P (∪n≥1Zn = 0|Z0 = ej). The vector µ is also the smallest of the roots of the equation
f(s) = s, which exists for f ∈ K according to [6, Theorem 7.1.] and it also is a limit of an
increasing sequence fn(0). It equals 1 if ρ ≤ 1 and is less than 1 if ρ > 1.

Specifically for µ, M(µ) = Mµ, ρµ = ρµ(f) is the Perron root of this matrix, vµ and
uµ are the respective left and right eigenvectors. If ρ ≤ 1, it is evident that Mµ = M and
ρµ = ρ.

By λ = λ(B) = (λ1, . . . , λd)
′, we denote the vector of immigration means

λk =
∂B(1)

∂sk
, k ∈ {1, 2, ..., d}.

We will consider the class of immigration p.g.f.’s J = J(d1, d2) which satisfy the following
conditions

A0)B(1) = 1;

B0)
∑d

k=1 λk ≥ d1;

C0)
∑d

k,l=1
∂B2(1)
∂sk∂sl

≤ d2.

(3)

Also, for each f ∈ K and s ∈ C, with k ∈ {1, 2, ..., d}, we define the quadratic form and
the weighted sums as follows

qk[s0, s] =
1

2

d
∑

l,m=1

bklm(f, s0)slsm, qk[1, s] = qk[s]

Q[s0, s] =
d
∑

k=1

vkqk[s0, s], Q[1, s] = Q[s], Q(s0) = Q[s0, u(f)], Q = Q(1).

Let

π0 = 0, πn =
n
∑

j=1

ρj−2, n ∈ Z+; (4)

ψn(s) =
ρnv′s

1 + πnQv′s
. (5)
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Introduce the following generating functions

tn(s) = (tn,1(s), . . . , tn,d(s))
′, tn,k(s) = E

(

sYn
∣

∣Z0 = ek
)

, k ∈ {1, 2, ..., d},

hn(s) = (hn,1(s), . . . , hn,d(s))
′, hn,k(s) = E

(

sYn
∣

∣Z0 = ek, Zn = 0
)

, k ∈ {1, 2, ..., d}.

It is known (see for example [15, p. 7]) that both tn(s) and hn(s) satisfy functional
equations

t0(s) = s, tn(s) = sf(tn−1(s)), h0(s) = 0, hn(s) = sf(hn−1(s)). (6)

Additionally, according to Pakes [12], there exists a unique solution h∗ = h∗(s) to the
equation in the one-dimensional case

h(s) = sf(h(s)), (7)

for a fixed s ∈ C. This solution is the limit of a strictly increasing sequence hn(s) and a
strictly decreasing sequence tn(s). The same result can be easily extended to the multi-
dimensional case (Wang proves similar equality in [15]).

Define

gn(s) = (g1n(s), . . . , g
d
n(s))

′,where

gkn(s) = E
(

sYn
∣

∣Z0 = ek, N = n
)

, k ∈ {1, 2, ..., d}.

Functions gn(s) satisfy the equations

g0(s) = 0, gn(s) = hn+1(s)− hn(s). (8)

As for the process with immigration, the p.g.f. of the total progeny, denoted as φn(s) satisfies

φn(s) =
n−1
∏

k=0

B(tk(s)). (9)

Let σ = ( 1
n
, 1 − ρ, 1 − s), σ1 = ( 1

n
, 1 − ρ), σ2 = (1 − ρ, 1 − s). By on(s), on, o(s) and o

we denote scalar or vector quantities that depend on f ∈ K, such that supf∈K on(s) → 0 as
σ → 0; supf∈K on → 0 as σ1 → 0; supf∈K o(s) → 0 as σ2 → 0; and supf∈K o→ 0 as ρ→ 1.

When studying the near critical processes, we will distinguish two cases: 1) limσ1→0

supn|1− ρ| ≤ ĉ; 2) limσ1→0 n|1− ρ| = +∞. For convenience, instead of mentioning the first
(second) case, we will use i = 1(2). Define θn = nlnρµ.

Remark 2. For simplicity, we will assume that:

1) all coordinats of 1− s converge to 0 at the same rate as σ2 (or σ) goes to 0, meaning
that there exist positive constants c1 and c2 such that c1 ≤ 1−sk

1−sm
≤ c2, σ2(σ) → 0, k,m ∈

{1, 2, ..., d};
2) components 1− sk of the vector 1 − s are at least of the order O(min{1−ρ

n
, 1
n2}).

Our choice of normalizing sequences in Theorems (3) − (6) will guarantee that those
assumptions are satisfied.
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3 Preliminary results

We provide Lemma 7 from Quine [14] in a slightly changed version, which will be crucial
for proving Theorems 3-6. Let P (k, s) be a sequence of non-negative primitive d × d ma-
trices with unit spectral radii and assosiated right and left eigenvectors v(k, s) and u(k, s),
respectively, normalized so that v′(k, s)u(k, s) = u(k, s)1 = 1. Set R(k, s) = u(k, s)v′(k, s).

Let A(n,m, s) be a triple sequence of d× d matrices satisfying the condition

A(n,m, s) ≤ P (n, s), n,m ∈ N, s ∈ C.

Define

B(n, s) =

n
∏

k=1

(P (n, s)− A(n,m, s)).

Lemma 1 (Quine [14]). Let the following conditions be satisfied:
i) there exists a null-sequence δm such that

(1− δm)R(n, s) ≤ Pm(n, s) ≤ (1 + δm)R(n, s);

ii) there exists a triple sequence pn,m(s) that is non-increasing for a fixed pair (n, s) with
respect to m. Additionally, for a fixed m, the sequence pn,n−m(s) is null as n → ∞ and
s→ 1, satisfying

A(n,m, s) ≤ pn,m(s)R(n, s), n,m ∈ N,

then for any ǫ > 0 and any vector x ≥ 0 for which B(n)x 6= 0, there exists natural Nǫ and
sǫ ∈ C such that for n ≥ Nǫ and any sǫ ≤ s ≤ 1,

−ǫ <
[

B(n, s)x

v′(n, s)B(n, s)x
− u(n, s)

]

k

< ǫ, k ∈ {1, 2, ..., d}.

Remark 3. Quine employs only single and double sequences P (n) and A(n,m) for his
purposes. Although the proof remains nearly identical, we will not repeat it here.

Let A be an d×dmatrix. We define xA = max|ρi|<1|ρi|, where ρ1, ..., ρd are the eigenvalues
of A.

Theorem 1 (Buchanan [2]). Let F be an infinite family of d × d matrices. The sequences
An, A ∈ F converge uniformly if

i) the eigenvalues of A are less than 1 in magnitude, except possibly for some eigenvalues
equal to 1, each of which corresponds to a linear elementary divisor;

ii) there exists x = x(F ) such that xA ≤ x < 1, i ∈ {1, 2, ..., d};
iii) there exists N = N(F ) such that xNAA are uniformly bounded.

Define
Xr = {i ∈ X | ik < r, for k ∈ {1, 2, ..., d}, r > 0}.
X̂r = X \Xr.

Lemma 2. For a fixed, s0, 0 < s0 ≤ 1, there exist constants 0 < η = η(s0, a, U), d̂ =
d̂(s0, c, U, d2) < +∞, such that for all f ∈ K, B ∈ J, k, l,m, j ∈ {1, 2, ..., d} and s ∈ Cs0 :
{s : 0 < s0 ≤ s ≤ 1} the following inequalities hold:

i) ρs(f) ≥ η; ii) ρ̂s(f)
ρs(f)

≤ 1 − η; iii) Mlm(s) ≤ d̂; iv) bklm(s, f) ≤ d̂; v) vs,k ≤ 1/η; vi)

us,k ≥ η; vii) vs,k ≥ η; viii) λ′u ≤ λ′1 ≤ d̂;
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Proof. This lemma was proven by Quine in [14, Lemma 3] for s0 = 1. In our case, we only
prove (i), as the remaining estimates follow similarly to part (i), using Quine’s technique.

Let d(f1, f2) = maxk∈{1,2,...,d}(supi∈X |pk(i, f1) − pk(i, f2)|). Quine proves that with this
metric K is a compact, therefore every sequence fn has a convergent subsequence fnk

. Let
fn → f∗ in metrics d(·, ·).

Note that condition (1(B)) guarantees the existence of a null sequence γr which bounds
∑

i∈X̂r ilpm(i, f) for all f ∈ K, where m, l ∈ {1, 2, ..., d}. Therefore

|Mml(s, fn)−Mml(s, f∗)| ≤
∑

i∈X
il|pm(i, fn)− pm(i, f∗)|si−el ≤

∑

i∈X
il|pm(i, fn)− pm(i, f∗)|

≤
∑

i∈Xr

il|pm(i, fn)− pm(i, f∗)|+
∑

i∈X̂r

il(pm(i, fn) + pm(i, f∗)).

Fix ǫ > 0. Choose r0 large enough that 4γr0 < ǫ and n0 such that d(fn, f∗) <
ǫ

2rd+1
0

for all

n > n0. Thus, we will have

|Mml(s, fn)−Mml(s, f∗)| <
ǫ

2
+
ǫ

2
= ǫ. (10)

For a fixed s, there must exist a constant a(s), such that [MU (s, f)]ml ≥ a(s), k, l ∈
{1, 2, ..., d}, f ∈ K. If this were not the case, there must exists a sequence fn, such that

[MU (s, fn)]ml → 0, (11)

for some m, l ∈ {1, ..., d}. However, since K is compact, there exists convergent subsequence
fnk

converging to some f∗. Equation (10) implies that [MU (s, fnk
)]ml also converges to

[MU (s, f∗)]ml. By (11), it must be zero, which contradicts condition (1(A)). Given that
Mml(s, f) are increasing in s, a(s) must be non-decreasing. Therefore, for all s ≥ s0

a(s) ≥ a(s0) > 0. (12)

The product of two compact spaces is compact; therefore, Cs0 × K is compact. Since
eigenvalues are continuous functions of their matrices, then by (10), ρs(f) attains its lower
bound η = ρs∗(f

∗) for some point s∗ ∈ Cs0 and f ∗ ∈ K. By (12) and the Perron-Frobenius
theorem, we ensure its positivity, thus proving (i).

Conditions (i) and (ii) of Lemma 2, along with condition B from (1), ensure that the

conditions of Theorem 1 are satisfied for the matrices M(s)
ρs

. As a result, the next lemma is
true.

Lemma 3. Let s0 > 0 be a point in C. Then there exists a null sequence δn such that for
all f ∈ K and all s ∈ Cs0

(1− δn)usv
′
s ≤

Mn(s)

ρns
≤ (1 + δn)usv

′
s.

Lemma 4 (Karpenko, Nagaev [7]). Let πk(ρ, s) be a sequence of non-negative functions (or
vector functions) such that

lim
σ2→0

sup( sup
f∈Kρ

πk(ρ, s)) <∞,



8 Lysetskyi T.B., Yeleiko Ya.I.

for all k ∈ N and

lim
σ→0

inf
f∈Kρ

n
∑

k=1

πk(ρ, s) = ∞,

then
∑n

k=1 πk(ρ, s)ok(s) =
∑n

k=1 πk(ρ, s)on(s).

In Theorem 2, we present necessary results presented in Quine’s Theorems 1 and 2.

Theorem 2 (Quine [14]).
1 − fn(s) = on(s), s ∈ C, (13)

1 − fn(s) = ψn(1 − s)(u+ on(s)), s ∈ C, (14)

1 − fn(s) = v′(1 − fn(s))(u+ on(s)), s ∈ C, (15)

πnP (Zn > 0|Z0 = em) = ρnumQ
−1 (1 + on) . (16)

Now we provide the Taylor expansions for f(s).
The Taylor expansion (or a Taylor-type expansion at the point 1, see Joffe and Spitzer

[3] and Quine [14] ) of vectors f(s) at a point s0, where s, s0 ∈ C, yields

f(s0)− f(s) =M(s0)(s0 − s)− E(s)(s0 − s), (17)

where
0 ≤ E(s) ≤M(s0), E(s) → 0, s→ s0; s ≤ t =⇒ E(t) ≤ E(s); (18)

f(s0)−f(s) =M(s0)(s0−s)−q[s0, s0−s]+es[s0, s0−s] =M(s0)(s0−s)− q̂[s0, s0−s], (19)

with
0 ≤ es[·] ≤ q[·], es[s0, ·] → 0 as s→ s0. (20)

Taylor expansion (or modification of the Joffe and Sitzer method for point 1) for gradients

Mk(s) = (Mk1(s), . . . ,Mkd(s))
′, k ∈ {1, ..., d}

gives
Mk(s)−Mk(s0) = qk(s0)(s− s0)−Ek(s)(s− s0),

where qk(s0) =
∥

∥qklm(s0)
∥

∥

l,m∈{1,...,d} : qklm =
∂f2

1,k(s0)

∂sl∂sm
and 0 ≤ Ek(s) ≤ qk(s0), Ek(s) → 0, s→

s0, or in matrix form

M(s)−M(s0) = q(s, s0)− Ê(s, s0) = q̂(s, s0), (21)

where q(s, s0) =
∥

∥qkm(s, s0)
∥

∥

k,m∈{1,...,d} : qkm(s, s0) = [qk(s0)(s− s0)]m,

Ê(s, s0) =
∥

∥Êkm(s, s0)
∥

∥

k,m∈{1,...,d} : Êkm(s, s0) = [Ek(s)(s− s0)]m.

Finally, we provide the representation for the immigration p.g.f., as given by Quine [14,
p. 441]

1−B(s) = λ′(1 − s)−D′[s](1 − s), (22)

where

0 ≤ Dk[s] ≤
d2
2

d
∑

l=1

(1− sl), k ∈ {1, 2, ..., d}. (23)
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Lemma 5. Let s1 → s2, s1, s2 ∈ Cs0, then there exists constant cm, such that for all f ∈ K

|v′s1M(s2)us1 − ρs2| ≤ cm|s1 − s2|2. (24)

Proof. In view of (2), we can rewrite v′s1M(s2)us1 − ρs1 as

v′s1M(s2)us1 −ρs2 = v′s1M(s2)(us1 −us2)+(vs1 −vs2)′M(s2)us2 = (vs1 −vs2)′M(s2)(us1 −us2)

+ρs2(v
′
s2(us1 −us2) + (vs1 − vs2)

′us2) = (vs1 − vs2)
′M(s2)(us1 −us2) + ρs2(v

′
s2us1 + v′s1us2 − 2).

(25)
Inequalities (i) and (ii) of Lemma 2 guarantee (a consequence of the Implicit function theo-
rem) that the vectors vs = v(s, f) are differentiable functions of s on the compact Cs0 ×K.
Therefore, we can express their Taylor expansions as:

vs1 = vs2 + (V (s2)− Ev(s1))(s1 − s2), (26)

where V (s2) =
∥

∥Vkl(s2)
∥

∥

k,l∈{1,...,d} : Vkl(s2) =
∂vk(s2)

∂sl
and 0 ≤ Ev(s1) ≤ V (s2), [Ev(s1)]k,l →

0, s1 → s2. Note that Vkl(s) must be bounded on the compact Cs0 × K. Multiplying the
transposed equation (26) by us2, we obtain

v′s1us2 − 1 = ((V (s2)− Ev(s1))(s1 − s2))
′ us2.

Similarly, we can show that

v′s2us1 − 1 = − ((V (s2)− Ev(s1))(s1 − s2))
′ us1.

From these two equations, we get

v′s2us1 + v′s1us2 − 2 = ((V (s2)−Ev(s1))(s1 − s2))
′ (us2 − us1). (27)

The vectors us are also differentiable on the compact Cs0 × K and their derivatives are
bounded, so (27) implies

|v′s2us1 + v′s1us2 − 2| ≤ c1m|s1 − s2|2. (28)

Lemma 2 (iii) also shows that

|(vs1 − vs2)
′M(s2)(us1 − us2)| ≤ c2m|s1 − s2|2. (29)

Relations (25), (28) and (29) yield (24).

Lemma 6.

θn = −n|1− ρ|(1 + on), (30)

ρh∗ ≤ 1. (31)

If ρ > 1, then

1 − µ =
(ρ− 1)

Q
u(1 + o), (32)

(1− ρµ) = (ρ− 1)(1 + o). (33)
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Proof. Since µ = f(µ) = ... = fn(µ), by (14) we get

1 − µ = 1 − fn(µ) = ρn
v′(1 − µ)

1 + πnQv′(1 − µ)
(u+ on). (34)

Multiplying the left-hand side of (34) by vk, summing from k = 1 to k = d, and taking into
consideration (2), we get that

v′(1 − µ) = ρn
v′(1 − µ)

1 + πnQv′(1 − µ)
(1 + on).

Solving this equation for v′(1 − µ) gives

v′(1 − µ) = −1− ρn(1 + on)

Qπn
.

If ρn ≤ ĉ as σ2 → 0, then 1 − ρn(1 + on) = (1 − ρn)(1 + on); if ρn → ∞ as σ2 → 0, then
ρn/πn = (ρ− 1)(1 + on). So, in both cases, we have

v′(1 − µ) = (ρ− 1)Q−1(1 + on),

which yields (32) by (15) (on = o, since 1 − µ doesn’t directly depend on n).
Since 1−µ = o by the first equation in (34) and (13), and ρs are differentiable functions

of s and f on the compact, it must be the case that

ρ = ρµ + o.

Therefore, in order to prove (33), it is sufficient to show that ρµ < 1.
Suppose the opposite - ρµ > 1. Let uµ be the right eigenvector of ρµ, which we know is

positive. Take a small α > 0, k ∈ {1, 2, ..., d}, then

f1,k(µ− αuµ) = f1,k(µ)− α
d
∑

l=1

Mk
l (µ)uµ,l + o(α)

= µk − αρµuµ,k + o(α) = µk − αuµ,l − (ρµ − 1)αuµ,l(1 + o(1)) < µk − αuµ,l. (35)

Relation (35) implies that the map f = f(s) maps the set 0 ≤ s ≤ µ − αuµ to itself.
Therefore, by Brauer’s theorem, there exists a fixed point s = f(s) on 0 ≤ s ≤ µ − αuµ.
But µ itself is the smallest fixed point on 0 ≤ s ≤ 1, which contradicts our assumption that
ρµ > 1 and proves (33).

Relation (30) follows immediately from (33) and the Taylor expansion for the logarithm.
Consider inequalities

hn(s) < h∗(s) ≤ h∗(1−) = µ, n ≥ 1. (36)

From these inequalities, it is evident that the elements of the matrix M(µ) are greater than
the elements of M(h∗). Therefore, for any natural n:

Mn(µ) ≥Mn(h∗). (37)

Suppose the opposite, ρh∗ > 1. Then, by Lemma 3, Mn(h∗)/ρnh∗ converges to uh∗v′h∗ , which
implies that Mn(h∗) ∼ ρnh∗uh∗v′h∗ . By the same argument Mn(µ) ∼ ρnµuµv

′
µ. Since eigenvec-

tors us and vs are uniformly bounded and ρµ < 1, it follows that

Mn(µ) < Mn(h∗),

which contradicts to (37).
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Lemma 7. For all s, such that 0 < s0 ≤ s < 1

v′µµ(1 − s) = v′µ(µ− h∗)o(s), (38)

v′µ(µ− h∗) = o(s), (39)

v′h∗(tn(s)− h∗) = on(s). (40)

Proof. Expansion (19) gives

h∗ = sf(h∗) = s (µ−Mµ(µ− h∗) + q̂[µ, µ− h∗]) . (41)

Let sm = mink∈{1,2,...,d}(sk). Then, after subtracting sh∗ from the previous equation and
premultiplying it by v′µ, we get

v′µ (s(µ−Mµ(µ− h∗))− sh∗) = v′µs((I −Mµ)(µ− h∗))

≥ smv
′
µ((I −Mµ)(µ− h∗)) = sm(1− ρµ)v

′
µ(µ− h∗) ≥ 0. (42)

Relations (36) and (42) imply

v′µsq̂[µ, µ− h∗] ≤ v′µh
∗(1 − s) ≤ v′µµ(1 − s).

Using (41), previous inequality, and (33), we derive

v′µ(µ− h∗) = v′µµ(1 − s) + v′µs (Mµ(µ− h∗)− q̂[µ, µ− h∗])

= v′µµ(1− s) + v′µ(µ− h∗)(1 + on(s)).

From those equations follows (38).
Using (19), we have

µ− h∗ = µ− sf(h∗) = µ(1 − s) + s (Mµ − Eh∗) (µ− h∗),

from which follows

v′µ(µ− h∗) ≤ v′µ(1 − s) + v′µMµ(µ− h∗) = v′µ(1 − s) + ρµv
′
µ(µ− h∗).

Thus,

v′µ(µ− h∗) ≤
v′µ(1 − s)

1− ρµ
.

Last inequality, part (2) of Remark 2, and Lemma 2 (vii) prove (39).
Since

h∗ ≤ tn(s), µ ≤ 1, (43)

µ− h∗ = o(s) by (39), and 1 − µ = o by (32), we obtain (40).

For the rest of the paper, we will make an assumption the authors believe to be true:

v′h∗(h∗ − hn(s)) = on(s). (44)

We note that for the compact subset Kb1,p ⊂ K, p, b1 > 0, where pm(0) > p, bklm > b1, k, l,m ∈
{1, ..., d}, it is easy to show that (44) holds.
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Lemma 8. Let σ → 0, then

h∗ − hn(s) = v′h∗(h∗ − hn(s))uh∗(1 + on(s)); (45)

tn(s)− h∗ = v′h∗(tn(s)− h∗)uh∗(1 + on(s)); (46)

µ− h∗ = v′µ(µ− h∗)uµ(1 + o(s)); (47)

Proof. Choose sequence fn ∈ K, for which ρ(fn) → 1. Denote ρh∗ = ρh∗(fn) = ρh∗(n, s).
Let A(n,m, s) = ρ−1

h∗(n,s)E(hm(s)), P (n, s) = ρ−1
h∗(n,s)M(h∗).

Repeatedly using expansion (17), we obtain

h∗ − hn(s) = s(f(h∗)− f(hn−1(s))) = s (M(h∗)−E(hn−1(s))) (h
∗ − hn−1(s))

= . . . =

n−1
∏

m=1

s (M(h∗)− E(hm(s))) (h
∗ − h0(s)) = ρnh∗(n,s)

n−1
∏

m=1

s (P (n, s)− A(n,m, s)))h∗.

Let smin = mink∈{1,...,d} sk, smax = maxk∈{1,...,d} sk,. Clearly,

snminρ
n
h∗(n,s)

n−1
∏

m=1

(P (n, s)− A(n,m, s)))h∗ ≤ ρnh∗(n,s)

n−1
∏

m=1

s (P (n, s)− A(n,m, s)))h∗

≤ snmaxρ
n
h∗(n,s)

n−1
∏

m=1

(P (n, s)− A(n,m, s)))h∗.

From Remark 2, it is clear that snmin = snmax = 1+on(s). Thus, the previous inequalities give

h∗ − hn(s) = ρnh∗(n,s)

n−1
∏

m=1

(P (n, s)− A(n,m, s)))h∗(1 + on(s)). (48)

By Lemma 3, P (n, s) satisfy condition (i) of Lemma 1.
Then the monotonicity of hm(s) gives

m1 < m2 =⇒ A(n,m2, s) ≤ A(n,m1, s). (49)

Define pn,m(s) = η−2maxl,j Alj(n,m, s). For fixed m, A(n, n − m, s) tends to zero by (44)
and (18), hence pn,m(s) also tends to zero. Also, from (49), pn,m(s) is non-increasing in m
for fixed n and s. Lemma 2 (vi) and (vii) imply that

A(n,m, s) ≤ pn,m(s)R(n, s),

which means that condition (ii) of Lemma 1 is satisfied, and the following convergence is
true

n−1
∏

m=1

(P (n, s)− A(n,m, s)))h∗/v′h∗

n−1
∏

m=1

(P (n, s)−A(n,m, s))) h∗ = uh∗(1 + on(s)).

Since sequence fn is arbitrary, the last result and (48) prove (45).
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Now, let’s proceed to prove (47). Choose sequence fn ∈ K, for which ρ(fn) → 1. Denote
µ(fn) = µn, h

∗(fn) = h∗n. Since µ = f(µ) and h∗ = sf(h∗), using (17) repeatedly, we derive

µn − h∗n = µn(1 − s) + s(Mµn −E(h∗n))(µn − h∗n) (50)

= . . . =

n−1
∑

k=0

(s(Mµn − E(h∗n)))
k µn(1 − s) + (s(Mµn − E(h∗n)))

n (µn − h∗n).

Similarly to (48), it is clear that

n−1
∑

k=0

skmin (Mµn −E(h∗n))
k (µn − h∗n) + snmin (Mµn −E(h∗n))

n (µn − h∗n) ≤ µn − h∗n

≤
n−1
∑

k=0

skmax (Mµn − E(h∗n))
k µn(1 − s) + snmax (Mµn − E(h∗n))

n (µn − h∗n).

From Remark 2, we see that skmin = skmax = 1 + on(s), k ∈ {0, 1, .., n}, so the previous
inequality give

µn − h∗n = Σ(1 + on(s)) (51)

=

(

n−1
∑

k=0

(Mµn − E(h∗n)))
k µn(1 − s) + ((Mµn − E(h∗n)))

n (µn − h∗n)

)

(1 + on(s)).

Let P (n) = ρ−1
µn
Mµn , A(n,m, s) = A(n, s) = ρ−1

µn
E(h∗n), B(n, s) = P (n)−A(n, s).

Define pn(s) = η−2maxl,j Alj(n, s). It is null by (18) and (39). Lemma 2 (vi) and (vii)
show that

A(n, s) ≤ pn(s)R(n). (52)

We can rewrite the expression for Σ as follows

Σ =

N
∑

k=0

Bk(n, s)ρkµµn(1 − s)

+

n−1
∑

k=N+1

Bk(n, s)ρkµn
µn(1 − s) +Bn(n, s)ρnµn

(µn − h∗n) = Σ1 + Σ2, (53)

where Σ2 =
∑n−1

k=N+1B
k(n, s)ρkµn

µn(1 − s) +Bn(n, s)ρnµn
(µn − h∗n).

Lemma 3 guarantees the existence of a null sequence δm, such that

(1− δm)R(n) ≤ Pm(n) ≤ (1 + δm)R(n),

R(n) = uµnv
′
µn

. Therefore, for k > N

k
∏

j=k−N+1

B(n, s) ≤ PN(n) ≤ R(n)(1 + δN). (54)

Inequality (52) and the fact that PR = RP = R shows that

k
∏

j=k−N+1

B(n, s) ≥
k
∏

j=k−N+1

(P (n)− pn(s)R(n))

≥ PN(n)−Npn(s)R(n) ≥ (1− δN −Npn(s))R(n). (55)
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Inequalities (54) and (55) show

(1− δN −Npn(s))R(n)

(

n−1
∑

k=N+1

Bk−N(n, s)ρkµn
µn(1 − s) +Bn−N(n, s)ρnµn

(µn − h∗n)

)

≤ Σ2 ≤ (1 + δN)R(n)

(

n−1
∑

k=N+1

Bk−N(n, s)ρkµn
µn(1 − s) +Bn−N(n, s)ρnµn

(µn − h∗n)

)

. (56)

The same inequalities hold for v′µn
Σ2. Relations (38) and (51) show that

v′µn
µn(1 − s)

v′µn
Σ

= on(s). (57)

It is easy to see that for fixed N , we can find positive constants c1N and c2N , such that

c1N min
k∈{1,2,...,d}

(1− sk) ≤ Σ1 ≤ c2N max
k∈{1,2,...,d}

(1− sk). (58)

Then, (58), (57), (53), and part (1) of Remark 2 show that both

Σ1

v′µn
Σ2

= on(s),
v′µn

Σ1

v′µn
Σ2

= on(s). (59)

Dividing equation (53) by itself multiplied by v′µn
, we get

Σ

v′µn
Σ

=
Σ1/v

′
µn
Σ2 + Σ2/v

′
µn
Σ2

1 + v′µn
Σ1/v′µn

Σ2

.

Note that Rµnx
v′µnRµnx

= uµn regardless of the vector x, due to the normalization v′µn
uµn = 1.

Therefore, using (56) and the previous equation, we have

(1− δN −Npn(s))uµn

(1 + δN )(1 + v′µn
Σ1/v′µn

Σ2)
≤ Σ

v′µΣ
≤ (1 + δN)uµn

(1− δN −Npn(s))
+

Σ1

v′µn
Σ2

.

Inequalities (vi) and (vii) from Lemma 2 give the following

Σ1

v′µn
Σ2

≤
v′µn

Σ1

η2v′µn
Σ2
uµn .

Thus,
∣

∣

∣

[

Σ

v′µΣ
− uµn

]

k

∣

∣

∣
≤

2δN +Npn(s) + (1 + δN)v
′
µn
Σ1/η

2v′µn
Σ2

1− δN −Npn(s)
.

Fix ǫ > 0. Choose N large enough, so that δN < ǫ
6
. Then, we can select n1

ǫ and s1ǫ , so
that Npn(s) <

ǫ
6

for all n > nǫ and all s > s1ǫ . Furthermore, based on (59), we can find
n2
ǫ > n1

ǫ and s2ǫ > s1ǫ , so that (1+ δN )v
′
µn
Σ1/η

2v′µn
Σ2 is less than ǫ

6
for all n > n2

ǫ and s > s2ǫ .
Consequently,

∣

∣

∣

Σ

v′µΣ
− uµn

∣

∣

∣
<

2ǫ

3− ǫ
< ǫ, ǫ < 1.

Since sequence fn is arbitrary, the last relation, combined with (51) gives (47).
The proof of (46) follows a similar approach to that of (45), and thus, we will not repeat

it.
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Define
a = a(s) = ρh∗v′h∗suh∗ , Qh∗ = v′h∗sq[h∗, uh∗].

Additionally, let

R1 = R1(s, n) = Qh∗(1− an), R2 = R2(s, n) =
1− a

s− h∗
, R =

R1

R2
.

Lemma 9. Let σ → 0, then

h∗ − hn(s) =
(1− a)an

R1
uh∗(1 + on(s)); (60)

tn(s)− hn(s) =
(1− a)an (1 + (1 +R)on(s))

R1(1− R(1 + on(s)))
uh∗(1 + on(s)). (61)

gn(s) =
Qh∗(1− a)2an

R2
1

uh∗(1 + on(s)); (62)

Proof. Relations (19), (20), and (44) give

h∗ − hn+1(s) = sMh∗(h∗ − hn(s))− (v′h∗(h∗ − hn(s)))
2sq[h∗, uh∗](1 + on(s)). (63)

After multiplying (63) from the left-hand side by v′h∗ , we obtain

v′h∗(h∗−hn+1(s)) = ρh∗v′h∗(h∗−hn(s))
v′h∗sMh∗(h∗ − hn(s))

ρh∗v′h∗(h∗ − hn(s))
−(v′h∗(h∗−hn(s)))2Qh∗(1+on(s)).

(64)
Bearing in mind the normalization v′h∗uh∗ = 1 and using (45) in the numerator and the
denominator, we get

ρh∗

v′h∗sMh∗(h∗ − hn(s))

ρh∗v′h∗(h∗ − hn(s))
= a

(

1−
(

1− (vh∗s)′uh∗(1 + on(s))

(vh∗s)′uh∗v′h∗uh∗(1 + on(s))

))

= a

(

1− ((vh∗s)′uh∗v′h∗ − v′h∗ + v′h∗ − (vh∗s)′)uh∗on(s)

(vh∗s)′uh∗v′h∗uh∗(1 + on(s))

)

= a

(

1− ((vh∗(1 − s))′ − (vh∗(1 − s))′uh∗v′h∗)uh∗on(s)

(vh∗s)′uh∗v′h∗uh∗(1 + on(s))

)

. (65)

Let xn = v′h∗(h∗ − hn(s)), bn(s) = 1 − ((vh∗ (1−s))′−(vh∗ (1−s))′uh∗v
′
h∗

)uh∗on(s)

(vh∗s)
′uh∗v

′
h∗

uh∗(1+on(s))
. Then, using the

previous equation and (64), we obtain the equation

xn+1 = abn(s)xn −Qh∗x2n(1 + on(s)). (66)

The same reasoning applied to tn(s)−h∗ (using (19), (20), (40), and (46)), gives the equation

xn+1 = abn(s)xn +Qh∗x2n(1 + on(s)), (67)

where xn = v′h∗(tn(s)− h∗). Note that

a = 1 + o(s), Qh∗ = Q(h∗) + o(s). (68)
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Now proceed as in [7, p. 442]. Let yn = 1/xn. Then (66) and (67) give

yn = abn(s)yn+1 ∓Qh∗

xn
xn+1

(1 + on(s)). (69)

The second part of Remark 2 and Lemma 3 (v) show that

k
∏

l=1

bl(s) = 1 + o, k ∈ {1, ..., n}. (70)

Inequality (44) shows that x2
n

xn+1
= on. Thus, equations (66)-(68) and (70) demonstrate that

xn
xn+1

=
1 + on(s)

abn(s)
= 1 + on(s),

so we can rewrite (69) as

yn+1 = a−1b−1
n (s)yn ±Qh∗(1 + on(s)).

Iteration of this equation yields

yn+1 = ±Qh∗a−n

n
∑

k=0

ak
k
∏

l=0

b−1
n−l(1 + ok(s)) + a−n−1

n
∏

l=0

b−1
n−l(s)y0.

Hence, by (70) and Lemma 4, we obtain

yn+1 = ±Qh∗a−n

n
∑

k=0

ak(1 + on(s)) + a−n−1y0(1 + o),

and consequently

xn =

(

a−nx−1
0 ±Qh∗

(a−n − 1)

(a− 1)

)−1

(1 + on(s)). (71)

For equation (66) x0 = h∗, and for equation (67) x0 = s − h∗. Using this and rearranging
(71) we get that

v′h∗(h∗ − hn(s)) =
(1− a)an

R1

(1 + on(s)), v
′
h∗(tn(s)− h∗) =

(1− a)an

R2(1− R(1 + on(s)))
. (72)

These relations, along with (45) and (46), prove (60) and (61).
Using (8), similarly to (45), one can show that

gn(s) = v′h∗(hn+1(s)− hn(s))uh∗(1 + on(s)). (73)

Also, using (8), (64), and (65) we obtain

v′u∗(hn+1(s)−hn(s)) = (1−a+a(1−bn(s)))v′h∗(h∗−hn(s))+Qh∗(v′h∗(h∗−hn(s)))2(1+on(s)).
(74)

Relation (60) yields

(1−a)v′h∗(h∗−hn(s))+Qh∗(v′h∗(h∗−hn(s)))2(1+on(s)) =
Qh∗(1− a)2an

R2
1

(1+on(s)+a
non(s)).
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Note that 1−a = 1−ρh∗+ρh∗(1−v′h∗suh∗) = 1−ρh∗+ρh∗(v′h∗(1−s)uh∗), so that v′h∗(1−s)uh∗

has a rate of at least the same order as 1− a. This, along with (60), implies

a(1− bn(s))v
′
h∗(h∗ − hn(s)) =

(1− a)2an+1

R1

on(s).

Since a < 1 by (31), the last two equations and (74) give

v′h∗(hn+1(s)− hn(s)) =
Qh∗(1− a)2an

R2
1

(1 + on(s)),

which, combined with (73), yields (62).

Define

W =W (s, ρµ) =
4Q(µ)v′µ(1 − s)

(1− ρµ)2
, V = V (s, ρµ) =

√
1 +W.

Lemma 10. Let σ2 → 0, then

µ− h∗ =
(1− ρµ)(V − 1)

2Q(µ)
uµ(1 + o(s)). (75)

Proof. Representation (19)-(20) for h∗ and (39) give

h∗ = s(µ−M(µ)(µ− h∗) + q[µ, µ− h∗](1 + o(s))).

Let x = v′µ(µ − h∗). After subtracting this equation from µ and multiplying it by v′µ and
using (47), we obtain the equation

x = v′µµ(1 − s) + ρµ
v′µsM(µ)(µ − h∗)

ρµv′µ(µ− h∗)
x− x2(vµs)

′q[µ, uµ](1 + o(s)). (76)

Then, (47) yields
v′µsM(µ)(µ−h∗)

ρµv′µ(µ−h∗)
= (vµs)

′uµ

(

1− −(vµ(1−s))′uµv′µ+(vµ(1−s))′)uµo(s)

(vµs)′uµv′µuµ(1+o(s))

)

by the same

arguments as in (65). This, along with (57), implies

v′µsM(µ)(µ− h∗)

ρµv′µ(µ− h∗)
x = (vµs)

′uµx+ x2o(s). (77)

It is also evident that due to the definition of Q(s), we have

(vµs)
′q[µ, uµ] = Q(µ)(1 + o(s)). (78)

We can express 1 − ρµ(vµs)
′uµ as 1 − ρµ + ρµ(1 − (vµs)

′uµ). Then, using (77) and (78), we
can rewrite equation (76) as

Q(µ)x2(1 + o(s)) + (1− ρµ)x

−v′µ(1 − s)

(

1−
v′µ(1 − µ)(1 − s) + ρµ(1− (vµs)

′uµ)x

v′µ(1 − s)

)

= 0.

It follows straightforwardly that the fraction in the last term is o(s). Therefore we get the
equation

Q(µ)x2(1 + o(s)) + (1− ρµ)x− v′µ(1 − s)(1 + o(s)) = 0.
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This equation has one positive solution

x =
(1− ρµ)((1 +W (1 + o(s))

1
2 − 1)

2Q(µ)
(1 + o(s)), (79)

In view of the representations 1+W (1+o(s)) = (1+W )(1+Wo(s)/(1+W )) and (1+x)
1
2 =

1 + x
2
(1 + o(1)), we have

(1 +W (1 + o(s)))
1
2 − 1 = V − 1 +

W

2(1 +W )
o(s).

Now, noticing that W
2(1+W )(V −1)

≤ 1 + o(s) and combining the previous equation with (79)

and (47), we obtain (75).

Lemma 11. If −θn(V − 1) ≤ ĉ and −θnV ≥ ĉ, then

1− a = (1− ρµ)V (1 + o(s)); (80)

an = eθnV (1 + on(s)); (81)

1− an = (1− eθnV )(1 + on(s)). (82)

Proof. Using (39), we can rewrite representation (21) as

M(h∗) =M(µ) + q(h∗, µ)(1 + o(s)).

Multiplying this equation by v′µ from the left-hand side and by uµ from the right-hand side,
and using (75), we obtain

v′µM(h∗)uµ = ρµ − (1− ρµ)(V − 1)(1 + o(s)). (83)

Next, we multiply equation (83) by (vh∗s)′uh∗ and rearrange to get

(vh∗s)′uh∗v′µM(h∗)uµ = ρµ − (1− ρµ)(V − 1)

(

1 + ρµ
(1− (vh∗s)′uh∗)

(1− ρµ)(V − 1)
+ o(s)

)

.

Straightforward but tedious calculations, analogous to those in the one-dimensional case ([7,

Lemma 19]), show that ρµ
(1−(vh∗ s)

′uh∗)
(1−ρµ)(V −1)

= o(s) Therefore, we have

(vh∗s)′uh∗v′µM(h∗)uµ = ρµ − (1− ρµ)(V − 1)(1 + o(s)). (84)

Relations (24) and (75) show that

v′µM(h∗)uµ − ρh∗ = O
(

(1− ρµ)
2(V − 1)2

)

(85)

and thus,

1− a = 1− (vh∗s)′uh∗v′µM(h∗)uµ + (vh∗s)′uh∗v′µM(h∗)uµ − a = (1− ρµ)V (1 + o(s)), (86)

proving (80). Relations (85) and (86) imply that we can replace the left-hand side of (84)
by a. We can express ρµ − 1 as ln ρµ(1 + o) and get

a = ρµ(1 + (V − 1) ln ρµ(1 + o(s))).
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Given the first condition of the lemma, −(V − 1) ln ρµ = on(s), so we can use the approxi-
mation,

ln(1 + (V − 1) ln ρµ(1 + o(s))) = (V − 1) ln ρµ(1 + on(s)).

Thus,

an = ρnµe
θn(V−1)(1 + on(s)) = eθnV (1 + on(s)),

which proves (81). Relation (82) follows from the previous equation and the second condition
of the lemma.

Lemma 12. If ρ ≷ 1 and σ → 0, then, then

s− h∗ =
(1− ρµ)(V ± 1)

2Q
u(1 + o(s)). (87)

Proof. Equation (7) yields

s− h∗ = s(1− f(h∗)) = s(1− µ+ µ− h∗ + h∗ − f(h∗)) = s(1− µ+ µ− h∗ + f(h∗)(1− s)).

Relation (39) allow us to rewrite this equation as

s− h∗ = s(1 − µ+ (µ− h∗)(1 + o(s))). (88)

Relation 1 − µ = o and the continuity of Q(s) and us yield

Q(µ) = Q · (1 + o), uµ = u(1+ o). (89)

If ρ < 1, then µ = 1, and (87) follows immediately from (75) and (89). If ρ > 1, then using
(32), (75), as well as (33) and (89), we can rewrite (88) as

s− h∗ =

(

1− ρµ
Q

(1 + o) +
(1− ρµ)(V − 1)

2Q
(1 + o(s))

)

u

=

(

(1− ρµ)((V + 1)1 + o) + (1− ρµ)(V − 1)o(s)

2Q

)

u =
(1− ρµ)(V + 1)

2Q
u(1+ o(s)),

finishing the proof.

Lemma 13. In the conditions of Lemma 11

gn(s) =
V 2eV θn(1− ρµ)

2

Q(1− eV θn)2
u(1 + on(s)). (90)

h∗ − un(s) =
V eV θn(1− ρµ)

Q(1 − eV θn)
u(1+ on(s)); (91)

If also W ≥ ĉ in the case when ρ > 1, then for ρ ≷ 1

tn(s)− hn(s) =
2V 2eV θn(1− ρµ)

Q(1− eV θn)(V ∓ 1 + (V ± 1)eV θn)
u(1 + on(s)). (92)
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Proof. Similarly to (89), with the help of (39) and (32), we can show that

Q(h∗) = Q · (1 + o(s)), uh∗ = u(1 + o(s)). (93)

Now, representations (91) and (90) follow immediately from (60) and (62), using (80)-(82)
as well as (93).

Relations (80)-(82) and (93) yield

(1− a)an

R1
=
V (1− ρµ)e

V θn

Q(1− eV θn)
(1 + on(s)), (94)

and

R =
(1− eV θn)(V ± 1)

2V
(1 + on(s)).

Hence,

R ≤ ĉ (95)

and

1−R(1 + on(s)) =
2V − (1− eV θn)(V ± 1)(1 + on(s))

2V

=
V ∓ 1 + (V ± 1)eV θn + (1− eV θn)(V ± 1)on(s)

2V
.

Consider the quantity

D =
(1− eV θn)(V ± 1)

V ∓ 1 + (V ± 1)eV θn
.

Clearly, V ≥ 1 and eV θn ≤ 1. If ρ < 1, then it is easy to see that D < (V − 1)/(V + 1) < ĉ.
In case ρ > 1, we have D < (V + 1)/(V − 1). Condition W ≥ ĉ in this case guarantees that
D < ĉ.

This shows that

1− R(1 + on(s)) =
V ∓ 1 + (V ± 1)eV θn

2V
(1 + on(s)). (96)

Combining (61), (94)-(96) yields (92).

Lemma 14. If i = 2, the conditions of Lemma 11 are satisfied, and W → 0 as σ → 0, then

gn(s) =
ρnµe

Wθn/2(1− ρµ)
2

Q
u(1+ on(s)). (97)

If ρ > 1, then

h∗ − hn(s) =
1− ρµ
Q

uon(s). (98)

If ρ < 1, then

tn(s)− hn(s) =
ρneWθn/2(1− ρ)

Q
u(1 + on(s)). (99)
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Proof. Using the definition of W , we observe that

W = on(s). (100)

Furthermore, by the expansion (1 + x)
1
2 = 1 + x

2
(1 + o(1)), we have

V − 1 =
W

2
(1 + on(s)). (101)

From here and the first condition of Lemma 11, we deduce

eV θn = ρnµe
Wθn/2(1 + on(s)). (102)

Now, considering that ρnµ = on(s) in our case, equations (97), (98), and (99) follow from
(90), (91), and (92) respectively, using relations (100) - (102).

Lemma 15. If ρ 6= 1, then

E (Yn|Z0 = em) =
1− ρn+1

1− ρ
umv(1 + on).

Proof. It is easy to see that Mn is the matrix of the first moments of fn(s). Then, by Lemma
3, we have

E (Zn|Z0 = em) = umvρ
n(1 + on).

Lemma 4 yields

E (Yn|Z0 = em) =

n
∑

j=0

E (Zj|Z0 = em)umvρ
j(1 + oj)

=
n
∑

j=0

E (Zj|Z0 = em)umvρ
j(1 + on) = umv

1− ρn+1

1− ρ
(1 + on),

finishing the proof.

Lemma 16. Let i = 2, ρ > 1, nv′(1− s)/(ρ− 1) → 0 as σ → 0. Then

v′(κ− tn(s)) =

(

Q

ρ− 1
+

ρ− 1

ρnv′(1 − s)

)−1

(1 + on(s)), (103)

where

κ = κ(s) = 1 + u
ρ(vs)′u− 1

2(vs)′uQ

(
√

1 +
4(vs)′uQv′(1 − s)

(ρ(vs)′u− 1)2
− 1

)

.

Proof. Expansion (19) allow us to write

tn+1(s) = s(f(1)−M(1 − tn(s)) + q[1 − tn(s)](1 + on(s))). (104)

Lemma 15 shows that lims→1(1 − tn,j(s))/(1 − sk) = (1 − ρn)/(1 − ρ)ujvk(1 + on), j, k ∈
{1, ..., d}. Given that (1− ρn)/(1− ρ) → ∞, σ1 → 0, we have

v′(1 − s) = v′(1 − tn(s))on(s). (105)
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Using (45)-(47) as well as (39)-(44), one can show that

1 − tn(s) = v′(1 − tn(s))u(1 + on(s)).

Therefore, after subtracting (104) from 1 and multiplying the left-hand side by the left
eigenvector, we obtain

v′(1 − tn+1(s)) = ρv′(1 − tn(s))
v′sM(1 − tn(s))

ρv′(1 − tn(s))

−b1(v′(1 − tn(s)))
2(1 + on(s)) + v′(1 − s), (106)

where b1 = v′sq[u]. Using the same arguments as in (65), we obtain

v′sM(1 − tn(s))

ρv′(1 − tn(s))
= (vs)′u

(

1− −(v(1− s)′uv′ + (v(1− s))′)uon(s)

(vs)′uv′u(1+ on(s))

)

.

This equation and (105) show that

v′(1 − tn(s))
v′sM(1 − tn(s))

v′(1 − tn(s))
= (vs)′uv′(1 − tn(s)) + (v′(1 − tn(s)))

2on(s),

so (106) can be rewritten as

v′(1 − tn+1(s)) = v′(1 − tn(s))ρ(vs)
′u− b1(v

′(1 − tn(s)))
2(1 + on(s)) + v′(1 − s). (107)

Also, note that

v′(κ− 1) =
ρ(vs)′u− 1

2(vs)′uQ

(
√

1 +
4(vs)′uQv′(1 − s)

(ρ(vs)′u− 1)2
− 1

)

(108)

is a solution of the equation

b1x
2 + (ρ(vs)′u− 1)x− v′(1 − s) = 0. (109)

Since v′(1 − tn(s)) = v′(1 − κ) + v′(κ− tn(s)), combining (107) and (109) gives

v′(κ− tn+1(s)) = ρ(vs)′uv′(κ− tn(s))

+b1
(

(v′(1 − κ))2 − (v′(1 − tn(s)))
2
)

(1 + on(s))

= ((ρ(vs)′u+ 2b1v
′(κ− 1))v′(κ− tn(s))− b1(v

′(κ− tn(s)))
2(1 + on(s)).

Let xn = v′(κ− tn(s)), a1 = ρ(vs)′u+ 2b1v
′(κ− 1). Then we get the equation

xn+1 = a1xn + b1x
2
n(1 + on(s)). (110)

The third condition of the lemma yield

ρ(vs)′u− 1 = (ρ− 1)(1 + on(s)),
v′(1 − s)

(1− ρ)2
= on(s). (111)
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From those relations and (108), we see that

v′(κ− 1) =
v′(1 − s)

ρ− 1
(1 + on(s)) (112)

and
v′(κ− 1) = (ρ− 1)on(s). (113)

Using the definition of a1, the first relation in (111) and (113), we obtain the equation

a1 − 1 = (ρ− 1)(1 + on(s)). (114)

Since κ− tn(s) = κ− 1 + 1 − s+ s− h∗ + h∗ − tn(s), relations (113), (87), and (40) yield

v′(κ− tn(s)) = on(s). (115)

Given (114) and (115), solving recursively as in Lemma 9, we find the solution to (110).

xn =

(

b1a
−n
1

n
∑

k=0

ak1(1 + on(s)) +
a−n−1
1

x0

)−1

. (116)

From (112) and (113), we see that v′(1 − s) = (1− ρ)on(s), and hence

x0 = v′(κ− s) =
v′(1 − s)

ρ− 1
(1 + on(s)). (117)

Using the same logic as during the derivation of (81) in Lemma 12, we conclude that

an1 = (ρ(vs)′u)n exp

{

Qnv′(1 − s)

ρ− 1
(1 + on(s))

}

.

Using the third condition of the lemma, we further deduce from the last equation that

an1 = ρn(1 + on(s))

and consequently
n
∑

k=0

ak1 =
ρn

ρ− 1
(1 + on(s),

which, combined with (117) and (116), yields the result.

4 Main results

4.1 Processes without immigration

Define

I+(x) = ex, I−(x) = 1, h±(x) =
(1− ex)(e∓x − 3)− 2xI±(x)

(1− ex)3
;

d±(y, x) =

√

1 +
4y

(1− x)2h±(ln x)
.
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Proposition 1.

P (Zn > 0|Z0 = em) =











1) (1−ρµ)I∓(θn)
Q(1−ρnµ)

um(1 + on), i = 1, ρ ≷ 1;

2) (1−ρ)ρn

Q
um(1 + on), i = 2, ρ < 1;

3)1−ρ
Q
um(1 + on), i = 2, ρ > 1.

(118)

Proof. Definition (4) allow us to write

πn =
1− ρn

1− ρ
(1 + o).

From (16), we get

P (Zn > 0|Z0 = em) =
ρn−1

Q
∑n−1

j=0 ρ
j
um(1 + on). (119)

Consider the case i = 1. If ρ < 1, then the first equation of (118) follows immediately from
(119). If ρ > 1, it is clear from (33) that ρk = ρ−k

µ (1 + ok). Therefore, using Lemma 4, we
get

P (Zn > 0|Z0 = em) =
ρ−n
µ

Q
∑n−1

j=0 ρ
−j
µ

um(1 + on),

which again yields the first equation of (118) after expanding the sum on the right-hand
side.

If i = 2, then in the case ρ < 1, we have ρn = on and in the case ρ > 1, ρn → ∞.
Hence, the second and the third equations in (118) follow from (119).

Define

lim
σ→0

|n(1− ρ)| = − ln r <∞;T =

d
∑

k=1

tk;

m1
n =























1)
Q(1−ρnµ)

2h±(θn)

(1−ρµ)2
v, i = 1, ρ ≷ 1, r < 1;

2)2Qn2

3
v, i = 1, r = 1;

3)2Qn
1−ρ

v, i = 2, ρր 1;

4) Qρn

(1−ρ)2
v, i = 2, ρց 1.

(120)

Theorem 3. Let sn =

(

e
−t1
m1

n,1 , . . . , e
−td
m1

n,d

)

, tk ≥ 0, k ∈ {1, ..., d}. Then for any j ∈ {1, ..., d}

lim
σ1→0

E
(

sYn
n

∣

∣Zn > 0, Z0 = ej
)

=























1) 2(1−r)rd±(T,r)(d±(T,r))2

r(1∓1)/2(1−rd±(T,r))(d±(T,r)∓1+(d±(T,r)±1)rd±(T,r))
, i = 1, r < 1;

2)
√
6T

sh
√
6T
, i = 1, r = 1;

3)e−T , i = 2, ρր 1;

4) 1
1+T

, i = 2, ρց 1,

(121)

where the function d+(T, r) corresponds to the case ρց 1, and d−(T, r) corresponds to the
case ρր 1.
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Proof. It follows from (120) that t/m2
n = on, hence,

1− sn,j =
tj
m1

n,j

(1 + tjon). (122)

Let
Φ1

n,j(t) = E
(

sYn
n

∣

∣Zn > 0, Z0 = ej
)

,

then

Φ1
n,j(t) =

tn,j (sn)− hn,j (sn)

P (Zn > 0, Z0 = ej)
. (123)

Consider the case where i = 1 and r < 1. From the first equation of (120), (122), and (89),

it follows that W = 4T (1+Ton)
(1−ρnµ)

2h±(θn)
, and thus

V =

√

1 + 4T
1 + Ton

(1− ρnµ)
2h±(θn)

= d±(T (1 + Ton), e
θn).

Now consider the case i = 1, r = 1. The second equation in (120), combined with (30),

(122), and (89), shows that W = 6T (1+Ton)
n2(1−ρµ)2

→ ∞ and V = −
√
6T
θn

(1 + Ton).

Verifying the conditions of Lemma 11 is straightforward. In both cases, (123), (92), and
the first equation of (118) show that

Φ1
n,j(t) =

2eθnV (1− eθn)V 2

I∓(θn)(1− eθnV )(V ∓ 1 + (V ± 1)eθnV )
(1 + on).

Since eθn → r as σ1 → ∞ by (30), the previous equation yields the first two cases in (121).
Consider now the case where i = 2 and ρ ր 1. Relations (122), (30), and the third

relation in (120) show that W = −2T (1+Ton)
θn

→ 0 as σ1 → 0. These relations also imply that
the conditions of Lemma 14 are satisfied. Thus, (123), (99), and the third equation in (118)
yield Φm

n (t) = eθnW/2(1 + on(sn)) = e−T (1 + on(sn)), which completes the proof of the third
case in (121).

Now, let’s consider the case where i = 2, ρց 1. We can represent tn(sn)− gn(sn) as

tn(sn)− hn(sn) = (κ− 1) + (1 − sn) + (sn − h∗) + (h∗ − hn(sn))− (κ− tn(sn)).

Relations (98), (113), as well as (122) with the fourth equation in (120), yield

v′ ((κ− 1) + (1 − sn) + (h∗ − hn(sn))) = (ρ− 1)on(sn).

Also, (87) and (33) show that v′(sn − h∗) = ρ−1
Q

(1 + o(s)). Our choice of m1
n and (122)

show that the conditions of Lemma 16 are satisfied. Relation (103) and the fourth equation

in (120) show that v′(κ − tn(sn)) = (ρ−1)T
Q(1+T )

(1 + on(sn)). As a result, v′(tn(sn) − hn(sn)) =
ρ−1

Q(1+T )
(1 + Ton(sn)). This, (118), (45), (46) and (123) yields the fourth case in (121).

Remark 4. Let G1
±(x, r) = 2(1−r)rd±(x,r)(d±(x,r))2

r(1∓1)/2(1−rd±(x,r))(d±(x,r)∓1+(d±(x,r)±1)rd±(x,r))
. Then, it is easy to

check that limr→1G
1
±(x, r) =

√
6x

sh
√
6x

, limr→0G
1
+(x, r) =

1
1+x

, limr→0G
1
−(x, r) = e−x.
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Proposition 2.

P (N = n|Z0 = em) =







1)
ρnµ(1−ρµ)2

Q(1−ρnµ)
2 um(1 + on), i = 1, ρ ≷ 1;

2)
ρnµ(1−ρµ)2

Q
um(1 + on), i = 2.

(124)

Proof. From (8), we conclude that

P (N = n|Z0 = em) = gn,m(1).

Then (1) follows from here and (90). For (2), it remains to note that ρnµ = on.

Define

h(x) =
x(1 + ex)− 2(1− ex)

(ex − 1)3
; d(y, x) =

√

1 +
2y

(1− x)2h(ln x)
;

m2
n =















1)
2Q(1−ρnµ)

2h(θn)

(1−ρµ)2
v, i = 1, ρ ≷ 1, r < 1;

2)Qn2

3
v, i = 1, r = 1;

3) 2Qn
1−ρµ

v, i = 2.

(125)

Theorem 4. Let sn =

(

e
−t1
m2

n,1 , . . . , e
−td
m2

n,d

)

, tk ≥ 0, k ∈ {1, ..., d}. Then for any j ∈ {1, ..., d}

lim
σ1→0

E
(

sYn
n

∣

∣N = n, Z0 = ej
)

=











1) (1−r)2rd(T,r)(d(T,r))2

r(1−rd(T,r))2
, i = 1, r 6= 1;

2) 3T
sh

2
√
3T
, i = 1, r = 1;

3)e−T , i = 2.

(126)

Proof. It follows from (120) that t/m2
n = on, and thus

1− sn,j =
tj
m2

n,j

(1 + tjon). (127)

Let
Φ2

n,j(t) = E
(

sYn
n

∣

∣N = n, Z0 = ej
)

,

then

Φ2
n,j(t) =

gn,j (sn)

P (N = n, Z0 = ej)
. (128)

Consider the case i = 1 and r < 1. From the first equation of (125), (127), and (89), it

follows that W = 2T (1+Ton)
(1−ρnµ)

2h(θn)
, and thus

V =

√

1 + 2T
1 + Ton

(1− ρnµ)
2h(θn)

= d(T (1 + Ton), e
θn).

Consider the case i = 1, r = 1. The second equation in (125), (127), (89), and (30) show

that W = 12T (1+Ton)
θ2n

→ ∞ and V = −2
√
3T
θn

(1 + Ton).
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It is easy to verify that the conditions of Lemma 11 are satisfied. Then, in both cases,
(128), (90), and the first equation of (124) show that

Φ2
n,j(t) =

eθnV (1− eθn)2V 2

(1− eθnV )2eθn
(1 + on).

Since eθn → r as σ1 → ∞ by (30), the previous equation yields the first two cases in (126).
Now, consider the case i = 2. Relations (127), (30), and the second relation in (125)

show that W = −2T (1+Ton)
θn

→ 0 as σ1 → 0. These relations also imply that the conditions of
Lemma 14 are satisfied. Hence, (128), (97), and the second relation in (124) yield Φm

n (t) =
eθnW/2(1 + on(s)) = e−T (1 + on(s)), which completes the proof of (126).

Remark 5. LetG2(x, r) = (1−r)2rd(x,r)(d(x,r))2

r(1−rd(x,r))2
. Then, it is easy to check that limr→1G

2(x, r) =
3x

sh
2
√
3x

, limr→0G
2(x, r) = e−x.

4.2 Processes with immigration

Define

m3
n =























1)
ρ∓n
µ −1∓n(1−ρµ)

(1−ρµ)2
v, i = 1, ρ ≷ 1, r < 1;

2)n
2

2
v, i = 1, ρ ≷ 1, r = 1;

3) n
1−ρ

v, i = 2, ρր 1;

4) ρn

(1−ρ)2
v, i = 2, ρց 1;

(129)

z±(x, y) =

√

1 +
4Qy

x∓1 − 1± ln x
; w±(x, y) =

z±(x, y)∓ 1

z±(x, y)± 1
;

Ψ1(r, T ) =































1)
(

r
∓1
2

rz±(r,T )/2+w±(r,T )r−z±(r,T )/2

1+w±(r,T )

)−λ′u
Q
, i = 1, r < 1;

2)
(

ch
√
2QT

)−λ′u
Q , i = 1, r = 1;

3)e−λ′uT , i = 2, ρր 1;

4) 1

(1+QT )
λ′u
Q

, i = 2, ρց 1,

.

Theorem 5. Let sn =

(

e
−t1
m3

n,1 , . . . , e
−td
m3

n,d

)

, tk ≥ 0, k ∈ {1, ..., d}. Then

lim
σ1→0

|E
(

sY
0
n

n

)

−Ψ1(r, T )| = 0. (130)

where the functions z+(T, r), w+(T, r) correspond to the case i = 1, ρց 1, and z−(T, r), w−(T, r)
correspond to the case i = 1, ρր 1.

Proof. First consider the case i = 1, r 6= 1.
From (9), we have

E
(

e−
∑d

k=1 tkY
0
n,k/m

3
n,k

)

= φn(sn).

Note that since t
m3

n
= on, we have

1− sn =
tj
m3

n,j

(1 + tjon). (131)
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Then, similarly to the one-dimensional case (Pakes [13, p. 287]),

lnφn(sn) = −
n−1
∑

k=0

(1− B(tk(sn)))−
n−1
∑

k=0

Rn,k(sn),

where

0 ≤ Rn,k(sn) ≤
(1− B(tk(sn)))

2

B(tk(sn))
≤ (1− B(tk(sn))) (1− B(t(sn)))

B(t(sn))
.

Using expansion (22), we obtain

lnφn(sn) = −
n−1
∑

k=0

λ′(1 − tk(sn)) +
n−1
∑

k=0

D′[tk(sn)](1 − tk(sn))−
n−1
∑

k=0

Rn,k(sn), (132)

where the second and the third sums tend to zero if first sum is bounded.
Note that by (87), (46) and (93), we have

sn − tk(sn) = v′(sn − tk(sn))u(1 + on(sn)). (133)

From (131), (129), and Lemma 2 (viii), we also get that

nλ′(1 − sn) → 0 as σ → 0. (134)

Relations (132)-(134) imply

lnφn(sn) = −λ′u
n−1
∑

k=0

v′(sn − tk(sn))(1 + ok(sn)) +

n−1
∑

k=0

D′[tk(sn)](1 − tk(sn))−
n−1
∑

k=0

Rn,k(sn).

(135)

From the first equation of (129), (131), and (89), it follows that W = 4QT (1+Ton)

ρ∓n
µ −1∓n(1−ρµ)

, and

thus

V =

√

1 + 4QT
1 + Ton

ρ∓n
µ − 1∓ n(1− ρµ)

= z±(T (1 + Ton), e
θn). (136)

Expressing v′(sn − tk(sn)) as v′(sn − h∗) + v′(h∗ − tk(sn)), from (87) we obtain v′(sn − h∗) =
(1−ρµ)(V ±1)

2Q
(1 + o(sn)), and therefore

n−1
∑

k=0

v′(sn − h∗) = n
(1− ρµ)(V ± 1)

2Q
(1 + o(sn)) → −(z±(T, r)± 1) ln r

2Q
, σ → 0, (137)

since eθn → r as σ1 → ∞ by (30).
We are again under the conditions of Lemma 11. Combining the second equation in (72),

(80), (81), and (87), we obtain

v′(tk(sn)− h∗(sn)) =
V (V ± 1)eV θk(1− ρµ)

Q(V ∓ 1 + (V ± 1)eV θk)
(1 + ok(sn)) (138)
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Also note that n(1 − ρµ) = − ln r(1 + on). Using this, the previous relation, (136), and
Lemma 4 give

n−1
∑

k=0

v′(tk(sn)− h∗)

= −1

n

n−1
∑

k=0

ln rz±(T (1 + Ton), e
θ)(z±(T (1 + Ton), e

θ)± 1)rm/nz±(T (1+Ton),eθ)(1 + ok(sn))

Q (z∓(T (1 + Ton), eθ)± 1) + rm/nz±(T (1+Ton),eθ)(z±(T (1 + Ton), eθ)± 1)

= −1

n

n−1
∑

k=0

ln rz±(T, r)(z±(T, r)± 1)rm/nz±(T,r)

Q (z±(T, r)∓ 1 + rm/nz±(T,r)(z±(T, r)± 1))
(1 + on) (139)

−→
n→∞

−
∫ 1

0

ln rz±(T, r)(z±(T, r)± 1)rxz±(T,r)

Q (z±(T, r)∓ 1 + rxz±(T,r)(z±(T, r)± 1))
dx = − 1

Q
ln
w±(T, r) + rz±(T,r)

1 + w±(T, r)
.

Combining (137), (139), (135) and Lemma 2 (viii) yields the first case in (130).
Consider the case i = 1, r = 1. The second equation in (129), along with relations (131),

(89), and (30) show that W = 8QT (1+Ton)
θ2n

→ ∞ and V =
√

8QT (1 + Ton)/θn. Then, by

(87)
n−1
∑

k=0

v′(sn − h∗) =

√

2T

Q
(1 + Ton) −→

n→∞

√

2T

Q
. (140)

Relations (138) and (87) yield

n−1
∑

k=0

v′(tk(sn)− h∗) =
1

n

n−1
∑

k=0

√

8QT (1 + Ton)e
−m/n

√
8QT (1+Ton)(1 + ok(sn))

Q
(

1 + e−m/n
√

8QT (1+Ton)
)

=
1

n

n−1
∑

k=0

√
8QTe−m/n

√
8QT

Q
(

1 + e−m/n
√
8QT
)(1 + on(sn)) −→

n→∞

1

Q

∫ 1

0

2
√
2QTe−2x

√
2QT

1 + e−2x
√
2QT

dx (141)

= − 1

Q
ln

1 + e−2
√
2QT

2
.

Combining (140), (141), and (135) yields the second case in (130).
Consider case i = 2, ρ ր 1. The third equation in (129), relations (131), (89), and (30)

show that W = 4QT (1+Ton)
θn

→ 0 and by (101),

V − 1 =
2QT (1 + Ton)

θn
. (142)

Then, using (142) and (87), we get

n−1
∑

k=0

v′(sn − h∗) = T (1 + Ton) −→
n→∞

T. (143)

Using (30), we can write

eV θk = eθke(V−1)θk = ρkµe
2kQT

n
(1+ok) ≤ c1(T )ρ

k
µ.
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Using the last inequality, (138), (142), and the relation V = 1 + on, we have

n−1
∑

k=0

v′(tk(sn)− h∗) =
n−1
∑

k=0

TeV θk(1 + Tok(sn))

n
≤ c2(T )

n

n−1
∑

k=0

ρkµ(1 + Tok(sn))

=
c2(T )(1− ρnµ)

n(1− ρµ)
(1 + Ton(sn)) −→

n→∞
0.

Combining the last relation, (143), (135) and Lemma 2 (viii) yields the third case in (130).
Consider the case i = 2, ρ ց 1. Relation (131) and the fourth equation in (129) show

that conditions of Lemma 16 are satisfied. We can express v′(sn − tk(sn)) as v′(sn − 1+ 1−
κ+ κ− tk(sn)). Then, from (131), the fourth equation of (129), (112), we have

n−1
∑

k=0

v′(1 − sn + κ− 1) =
Tn(ρ− 1)

ρn−1
(1 + on) −→

n→∞
0. (144)

Using (103), the fourth equation in (129), and Lemma 4, we obtain

n−1
∑

k=0

v′(κ− tk(sn)) =

n−1
∑

k=0

T (ρ− 1)ρk−n

1 +QTρk−n
(1 + ok(sn)) =

n−1
∑

k=0

T (ρ− 1)ρk−n

1 +QTρk−n
(1 + on)

−→
n→∞

∫ 1

0

Tdx

1 +QTx
=

1

Q
ln (1 +QT ). (145)

Combining (144), (145), (135) and Lemma 2 (viii) yields the fourth case in (130).

Remark 6. Let G3
±(x, r) =

(

r
∓1
2

r1/2z±(r,x)+w±(r,x)r−1/2z±(r,x)

1+w±(r,x)

)−λ′u
Q

. Then, it is easy to check

that limr→1G
3
±(x, r) =

(

ch
√
2Qx

)−λ′u
Q , limr→0G

3
+(x, r) =

1

(1+Qx)
λ′u
Q

, limr→0G
3
−(x, r) =

1
eλ′ux

.

Define

m4
n =











1)
ρnµ−1+n(1−ρµ)

(1−ρµ)2
v, i = 1, ρ ≷ 1, r < 1;

2)n
2

2
v, i = 1, ρ ≷ 1, r = 1;

3) n
1−ρ

v, i = 2, ρր 1,

Ψ2(r, T ) =















1)
(

ch
√
2QT

)−2
, i = 1, r = 1;

2)
(

r
1
2
r1/2z−(r,T )+w(r,T )r−1/2z−(x,y)

1+w(r,T )

)−2

, i = 1, r < 1;

3)e−2QT , i = 2.

Also, define

Pn,j(x, s) = E
(

xZnsYn|Z0 = ej
)

, Pn(s, x) = (Pn,1(x, s), . . . , Pn,d(x, s)) .

Similarly to the one-dimensional case (Pakes [12, p. 189]), one can show that

Ln,j(s,m) = E
(

sYn|Zn+m > 0, N <∞, Z0 = ej
)

=
Pn,j(µ, s)− Pn,j(fm(0), s)

µj − fm+n,j(0)
, (146)

Ln(s,m) = (Ln,1(s,m), . . . , Ln,d(s,m))′ , m ∈ N

and
Pn,j(x, s) = sjfj(Pn−1(x, s)). (147)
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Theorem 6. Let sn =

(

e
−t1
m4

n,1 , . . . , e
−td
m4

n,d

)

, tk ≥ 0, k ∈ {1, ..., d}. Then for any j ∈ {1, ..., d}

lim
σ1→∞

| lim
m→∞

Ln,j(sn, m)−Ψ2(r, T )| = 0. (148)

Proof. First, consider the case ρ < 1. In this case N < ∞ is an almost sure event, µ = 1,
and formula (146) can be rewritten as

Ln,j(s,m) =
Pn,j(1, s)− Pn,j(fm(0), s)

1− fm+n,j(0)
=
tn,j(s)− Pn,j(fm(0), s)

1− fm+n,j(0)
.

Using representation (17), (147), and the previous relation, we can write

tn(s)− Pn(fm(0), s) = Pn(1, s)− Pn(fm(0), s) = s(f(Pn−1(1, s))− f(Pn−1(fm(0), s)))

= s (M(Pn−1(1, s))− E(fm(0))) (Pn−1(1, s)− Pn−1(fm(0), s))

= . . . =
n−1
∏

k=0

s (M(Pk(1, s))− E(Pk (fm(0), s))) (1 − fm(0)) .

Note that v′ (1 − fm(0)) /v
′ (1 − fm+n(0)) = ρ−nπm(1 + om)/πm+n −→

m→∞
ρ−n by (16). Also,

because of the part (2) of the Remark 2, we can ignore s in the last part of the above chain
of equations by the same arguments as in Lemma 10. Taking the limit of Ln(m) as m→ ∞
and using (15) yields

Ln(s) = lim
m→∞

Ln(s,m) =

∏n−1
k=0 M(tk(s))u

ρnu
(1 + on(s)). (149)

Then,

1− sn,j =
tj
m4

n

(1 + tjon). (150)

Representation (21) for matrices M(tk(sn)) give

M(tk(sn)) =M + q (tk(sn), 1) (1 + o(sn)). (151)

Since m4
n is a subset of m3

n, from the proof of Theorem 5, we deduce that v′(1− sn)/v
′(sn −

tk(sn)) = o(sn), k ∈ N. Hence 1− tk(sn) = 1−sn+ sn− tk(sn) = v′(sn− tk(sn))u(1+ on(sn))
by (133). Multiplying equation (151) by v′ on the left-hand side and by u on the right-hand
side, and using Lemma 5, we obtain

ρtk(sn) = ρ− 2Qv′(sn − tk(sn))(1 + ok(sn)). (152)

According to Lemma 3, Mn(tk(sn))/ρ
n
tk(sn)

= utk(sn)v
′
tk(sn)

(1 + on) as σ → 0. Since tk(sn) =
1 + o(sn), k ∈ N by (39), (32), and (43), utk(sn)v

′
tk(sn)

= uv′(1 + o(sn)). Then, it must be the
case, that

n−1
∏

k=0

M(tk(sn))

ρtk(sn)
= uv′(1 + on(sn)). (153)

Combining (149), (152), (153), and considering that (uv′)u = u, we derive

Ln(sn) =
n−1
∏

k=0

(1− 2Qv′(sn − tk(sn))(1 + ok(sn)))(1 + on(sn)). (154)
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Applying the Taylor expansion for the logarithm gives

ln
n−1
∏

k=0

(1− 2Qv′(sn − tk(sn))(1 + ok(sn))) =
n−1
∑

k=0

ln (1− 2Qv′(sn − tk(sn))(1 + ok(sn)))

= −2Q
n−1
∑

k=0

v′(sn − tk(sn))(1 + ok(sn)) +
n−1
∑

k=0

Rn,k, (155)

where the second sum tends to zero if the first is bounded.
The first sum in (155) is analogous to the first sum in (135) but with a different multiplier

(2Q instead of λ′u, which is also bounded by Lemma 2 (iv) and (v)). The result follows from
(154), (155), and the respective results in Theorem 5.

In the case where ρ > 1, consider the probability generating function f ∗(s) = f(µs)/µ
(see [13]), which by definition is the offspring probability generating function of a subcritical
branching process with the Perron root ρµ. Let P ∗(x, s) be the joint probability generating
function of the population size and the total progeny of the n-th generation of this subcritical
branching process. After dividing the numerator and the denominator of (146) by µj, we
obtain the formula

L∗
n,j(s,m) =

P ∗
n,j(1, s)− P ∗

n,j(f
∗
m(0), s)

1− f ∗
m+n,j(0)

=
t∗n,j(s)− P ∗

n,j(f
∗
m(0), s)

1− f ∗
m+n,j(0)

. (156)

In view of (33), we have limσ→0|n(1−ρ)| = limσ→0 n(1−ρµ) = − ln r. Therefore, from (156),
it is evident that the processes L∗

n,j(m) will have the same asymptotics as the processes
Ln,j(m) in the subcritical case, with the same limits limσ→0 n(1− ρ) = − ln r.

The theorem is proved.

References

1. K. B. Athreya, P. E. Ney, Branching processes,Springer-Verlag, 1972.

2. M. L. Buchanan, B. N. Parlett, The uniform convergence of matrix powers, Numerische Mathematik, 9

(1966), №1, 51–54. https://doi.org/10.1007/BF02165229

3. A. Joffe, F. Spitzer, On multitype branching processes with pρ ≤ 1, J. Math. Anal. Appl., 19 (1967),
409–430. https://core.ac.uk/download/pdf/82420161.pdf

4. K. S. Fahady, M. P. Quine, and D. Vere-Jones, Heavy Traffic Approximations for the Galton-Watson
Process, Advances in Applied Probability, 3 (1971), №2, 282–300. https://doi.org/10.2307/1426172.

5. H. Chen, Y. Zhang, Moderate deviations for the total population arising from a nearly unstable sub-critical
Galton-Watson process with immigration, Communications in Statistics - Theory and Methods, 50 (2019),
№2, 432-445. https://doi.org/10.1080/03610926.2019.1635703

6. Harris T. E., The Theory of Branching Processes, Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1963.

7. A.V. Karpenko, S.V. Nagaev, Limit theorems for the total number of descendants for the Galton–
Watson branching process, Theory of Probability and its Applications, 38 (1993), №3, 433–455.
https://doi.org/10.1137/1138041 (translation of Teoriya Veroyatnostei i ee Primeneniya 1993, 38 (3),503-
528. (in Russian))

8. A.V. Karpenko, Transient phenomena for total progeny in Galton-Watson processes, Siberian Math. J.,
31 (1991), №1, 38–46. https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00970158 ( in Russian).

9. Y.M. Khusanbaev, The asymptotic behavior of the total number of particles in a critical branching
process with immigration, Theory of Probability and Mathematical Statistics, 96 (2017), 169–176.
https://doi.org/10.1090/tpms/1042.

10. Y. M. Khusanbaev, Convergence of a sequence of nearly critical branching processes with immigration,
Theory Probab. Math. Stat., 90 (2015), 201–205.



Total progeny in almost critical multi-type Galton-Watson processes 33

11. S. Li, H. Jiang, S. Wang, Large and moderate deviations for the total population in the nearly unsta-
ble INAR(1) model, Communications in Statistics - Theory and Methods, 47 (2017), № 7, 1718-1730.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/03610926.2017.1324988

12. A. G. Pakes, Some Limit Theorems for the Total Progeny of a Branching Process, Advances in Applied
Probability, 3 (1971), №1, 176–92. https://doi.org/10.2307/1426333.

13. A.G. Pakes, Further results on the critical Galton-Watson process with immigration, Journal of the Aus-
tralian Mathematical Society, 13 (1972), №3, 277–290. doi: https://doi.org/10.1017/S1446788700013690.

14. M. P. Quine, The Multitype Galton-Watson Process with ρ near 1, Advances in Applied Probability, 4

(1972), № 3, 429–452. https://doi.org/10.2307/1425989.

15. H. Wang, On total progeny of multitype Galton-Watson process and the first passage time of random
walk with bounded jumps, arXiv:1209.6429 (2012). https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.1209.6429.

16. S.Yu, D. Wang, X. Chen, Large and Moderate Deviations for the Total Population Arising
from a Sub-critical Galton-Watson Process with Immigration, J Theor Probab, 31 (2018), 41–67.
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10959-016-0706-4


