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Abstract

The paper studies a class of critical Markov branching processes
with infinite variance of the offspring distribution. The processes
admit also an immigration component at the jump-points of a non-
homogeneous Poisson process, assuming that the mean number of im-
migrants is infinite and the intensity of the Poisson process converges
to a constant. The asymptotic behavior of the probability for non-
visiting zero is obtained. Proper limit distributions are proved, under
suitable normalization of the sample paths, depending on the offspring
distribution and the distribution of the immigrants.
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1 Introduction

The paper deals with Markov branching processes with immigration in the
time-moments generated by Poisson measure with a local intensity r(¢). We
consider the critical case when the offspring mean is equal to one, but the
offspring variance is infinite. The distribution of immigrants belongs to the
class of stable laws with infinite mean and r(t) converges to some positive
constant.
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Recall that the terminology branching process was proposed by Kol-
mogorov and appeared officially in [13] where the multitype Markov branch-
ing processes were introduced. Further developments are presented in [9],
[23] and [I]. The first branching process with immigration was formu-
lated by Sevastyanov [22]. He investigated a single-type Markov process in
which immigration occurs according to a time-homogeneous Poisson pro-
cess, and proved limiting distributions. Branching processes with time-
nonhomogeneous immigration were first proposed by Durham [5] and Foster
and Williamson [7]. Further results can be found in Badalbaev and Rahimov
[2] and Rahimov [19]. See also a review paper of Rahimov [20]. A model
with nonhomogeneous migration was investigated by Yanev and Mitov [27].
Multitype Markov branching processes with nonhomogeneous Poisson im-
migration were considered by Mitov et al. [14] and Slavtchova-Bojkova et
al. [24], [25]. Notice that the limiting distributions in these models were
obtained in the case of finite first and second offspring characteristics as well
as those of the immigration components.

Pakes [15], [16] investigated respectively Bienaymé-Galton-Watson pro-
cess and Markov branching process with infinite offspring variance and finite
mean of the immigrants. Imomov and Tukhtaev [12] considered critical Bi-
enaymé-Galton-Watson process with infinite offspring variance and infinite
mean of immigrants and extended also some of the results of Pakes [15].
Sagitov [21] studied multi-type Markov branching processes in the case of
homogeneous Poisson immigration with infinite second moments of the off-
spring distributions and infinite first moment of the number of immigrants.

Branching processes with time-nonhomogeneous immigration find ap-
plications for investigating the dynamics of biological systems, particularly
cellular populations (see, for example, [26, 10, 11]). In these applications,
the stem cells often are considered as an immigration component.

Another interesting approach to branching processes where the immi-
gration component is generation-dependent is given in Gonzalez et al. [g].
Barczy et al. [4] investigated critical two-type decomposable Bienaymé-
Galton-Watson process with immigration.

We have to mention that some of the results obtained here are similar to
some of the results obtained in the discrete time case by Rahimov [17, [18] for
Bienaymé-Galton-Watson branching processes and this is not surprising. Let
us note also that the methods of studying in the present work are based on
the functional equations for the probability generating functions, stationary
measures and some other methods which essentially differ from the methods
used in [I7] 18].

A detailed description of the considered models is presented in Section



2. Some preliminary results and basic assumptions are given in Section 3.
The asymptotic behavior of the probabilities of non-visiting zero is investi-
gated in Section 4. Under the same basic conditions four types of limiting
distributions are obtained in Section 5. Surprisingly, the first one (after a
suitable normalization) is just a stable distribution with parameter « from
the distribution of immigrants. The second limiting distribution belongs to
a normal domain of attraction of a stable law with parameter o = =, where
v is an offspring parameter. In the third case a discrete conditional limiting
distribution with infinite mean is obtained. Under the suitable normaliza-
tion (with a slowly varying function) it is shown that the fourth limiting
distribution is just uniform in the unit interval..

2 Description of the models

A single type Markov branching process can be described as follows. The
particles of a given type evolve independently of each-other, lives random
time 7 with exponential distribution function G(t) = P{r <t} =1 — e H,
t >0, > 0, and at the end of its life the particle produces random number
& > 0 of new particles of the same type. The number of particles Z(t),t > 0,
form the stochastic process, known as Markov branching process (see[1], [9],
and [23]). We assume as usually that this evolution started at time ¢ = 0
with one new particle. Denote by h(s) = E [sg] the offspring probability
generating function (p.g.f.) and

F(t;s) = E [s%®|2(0) = 1} . t>0, selo1],

the p.g.f. of the process Z(t), t > 0.
It is well known that (see e.g. [1], [9])

OF (t; s)

—5 = plh (F'(t;s)) — F(t;8)], (1)

with initial condition F'(0;s) = s. Under mild regularity conditions, it is the
only solution of this equation in the class of p.g.f.
Let us now suppose that along the Markov branching process Z(t) there
is a sequence of random vectors (Sk, I), k = 0,1,2, ..., independent of Z(t),
where
0=S5Sy<S1<Sy<S3<---

are the jump points of an non-homogeneous Poisson process v(t) indepen-
dent of Z(t) and the random variables {I;} are i.i.d. with non-negative



integer values. Denote by r(t) the intensity of v(t) with a mean measure
t

R(t) = / r(u)du. Let g(s) = E [slk] be the p.g.f. of the immigrants.
0
Assume that at every jump-point S, a random number I of new par-
ticles immigrate into the process Z(t) and they participate in the evolution
as the other particles. Let us denote the new process by Y'(t). It can be
strictly defined as follows

v(t) Iy
Y(£)=> > 20 (-8, t>0,

k=1 j=1
where {Z (k.j )(t)} are independent and identical copies of Z(t).

Definition 2.1. The process Y (t), t > 0, is called Markov branching process
with non-homogeneous Poisson immigration (MBPNPI).

The p.g.f. ®(t;s):=E [sy(t)] of the process Y (t) has the following form

D (t;8) = exp {—/0 r(t —u)(1 — g(F(u; s)))du} , @(t;0)=1. (2)

The proof is given in [26] and in the more general multitype case in [14].
For the intensity of the Poisson process, we assume additionally the
following condition

r(t) = p>0, t— 0. (3)

3 Basic assumptions and preliminary results

For the branching mechanism we assume that the offspring p.g.f. f(s) has
the following representation

1

f(s)=s+(1—s)"L <—

1_s>, s€[0,1), (4)

where v € (0,1] and L(.) is a function slowly varying at infinity (s.v.f.).
Thus, the process Z(t),t > 0, is critical. If v < 1 the the offspring variance
in infinite.

Comment 3.1. Let us note that if v = 1 and L(t) — b then the offspring
variance is finite. The results for this case follows directly from the corre-
sponding results for the multitype Markov processes with non-homogeneous



Poisson immigration studied in [14]. If v = 1 the offspring variance can
also be infinite, depending on the properties of the slowly varying function

L().

The process has an invariant measure whose p.g.f. U(s) is given by

S du
U(s):/o T 0<ssl

The Kolmogorov backward equation () can be written as follows

/F(t;s) du
=yt
. fw—u

This leads to U(F'(t;s)) = U(s) 4+ ut. Denote by

1 =z gy,
V(x):U<1—5>:/O e

and let W (y) be the inverse function of V(z). Using the above relations we
get

e v () e o

Substituting s = 0 in the above equation we get

1

TFE0) W (ut). (6)

For V(x) one has

V(a) / O s
T) = ——du,x > 1.
1 L(u)

So V(z) is regularly varying with exponent . Then its inverse W (y) is
regularly varying with exponent 1/7, and from ([6l) we obtain that

1— F(t;0) ~t™ Y7Ly (1), t— oo, (7)

where L;(t) is a slowly varying at infinity function. Let us note that V(z)
is increasing and W (y) is also increasing (see e.g. [15], [16]).
For the p.g.f. of the immigrants we will assume that

9(3)21—(1—3)%(11 ) s€(0,1) (8)

— S

where a € (0, 1] and I(z) is a function slowly varying at infinity.



Comment 3.2. If a € (0,1) the mean number of immigrants is infinite.
In the case when o = 1 the mean number of immigrants can be infinite or
finite depending on the s.v.f. 1(.). If a« = 1, and l(x) — m € (0,00), then
E[I] = m is finite.

Let us denote

B 1 T
C1-g(l-1) i)

<_
The function ¥(.) is non decreasing in [1,00). Let us denote by W (x), = > 1,
its inverse function. It is also non-decreasing in [1, c0).
Then g(s) can be written in the following form

1
g(s) =1 ——
v (%)

1-s

, s€0,1].

Further for convenience we will denote (see also ([l))

i(t9) = 1= g(F(t:9) = (1= o)t (1=

[W<“t+v<1is>>rl<W<“t+v<1is>>>

TGeEges)

4 Probability for non-visiting the state zero

In this section we derive asymptotic formulas for the probability for non-
visiting zero. Let us denote

PY(£) > 0} = 1— &(£:0) = 1 — exp(—I(t)), (10)
where t
1) :/0 r(t — u)(1 — g(F(u;0)))du.
From (@) with s — 0 and (7) it follows that

1

qt) = q(t;0)=1-g(F(t0)) = TW (D)

— (= PO (=) ~ L),

6



t
where Lg(t) is a s.v.f. at infinity. Let Q(t) = / q(u)du.
0

Theorem 4.1. Assume the conditions(3), ({f), and (8) hold.
(i) If Q(t) — oo, t — oo, then

P{Y(t) >0} = 1, t —» oc. (11)
(ii) If Q = /OOO q(u)du < oo then

P{Y(t) >0} > 1—e " t— occ.

Proof. (i) Let § > 0. There exists 7' = T'(6) > 0 such that for every ¢t > T,
p(1 —0) <r(t) < p(l+46). Then

t T t
I(t):/o r(u)q(t—u)du:/o +/T — 1L (8) + I (1),

For I5(t) we have for t > T

t =T
L(t) = /T r(uw)q(t —u)du § p(l+ 5)/0 q(u)du ~ p(1£6)Q(t),t — oc.

On the other hand
T T
0<Ii(t) = / r(u)g(t —u)du < q(t — T)/ r(u)du = o(Q(t)),t — .
0 0
Using the fact that § > 0 was arbitrary we obtain that
I(t) = Ii(t) + I2(t) ~ p.Q(t) — o0, t — 0.

Now from (I0) we obtain (ITI).
(ii) The proof of this case is similar to the proof of case (i), we only have

to note that in this case I(t) = p.Q, t — co. O
5 Limit distributions
We will use the following representation (see (2)),
t
O(t;s) =exp (—1(t;s)), where I(t;s) = / r(t —w)q(u; s)du. (12)
9

Note that we will apply some well-known properties of the regularly varying
and slowly varying functions which can be found in [3] [6].



Theorem 5.1. Assume the conditions (3), {{]), and (8) hold.
(i) If tq(t) — oo, t — oo, then
Y ()

lim Efe ¥(t] =™ *°

9y
t—o0

which is the Laplace transform of a one sided stable distribution D (x) and
1—Dy(z) ~27%/T(1 —a), x— oc.

(i) If tq(t) — C € (0,00),t — oo, then
_AY (1) C
lim Ele” W& | = (1 4+ \7)7¢7,

t—o00

which is the Laplace transform of a distribution function G(x) belonging to
a normal domain of attraction of a stable law with parameter

1—-Gy(z) ~277Cp/T(1 —7), x— oo.
(i11) If Q = /Oo q(t)dt < oo then
0

1 — exp [-pA(s)]
1 —exp[—pQ] ~

' Y (t) - —1—
tligloE [s Y (t) > 0] =H(s)=1

where

Als) = /O ot 5)dt, s € [0, 1].
(iv) If tq(t) — 0 but /OO q(t)dt = oo then
0

M X =X or x
P<A<w<t>>§> , for o € (0. 1),

V(x) du
where A(x) = exp </0 W) )

Proof. (i) Note that the condition tq(t) = t'~%/7 L (t) — oo is equivalent
to the condition {(a <)V (a =7, Lg(t) = c0)}. Since in this case o <

pll
then by Theorem 3.1 P(Y(t) > 0) — 1,t — oo. Denote s(t) = e Y (pt)
For § € (0,1) we consider

t to t
I(t; 5(t)) :/0 7"(t‘—u)cz(u;S(t))duZ/O +/t5 = Li(t;s(t) + La(t;5(1)).

8



Since ¢(t; s) is non increasing in ¢t > 0 we have
alt; s()R(EA — 8)) < Io(t (1)) < a(td; s() R(E(L - 8)),
t
where R(t) = / r(u)du ~ pt,t — oo. Further we have that 1 — s(t) ~
0

A 1 —/ 1
, t — 0o and from q(t Nionehasut~v<\ll<—>>.
o0 O~ S ) o)
Then as t — oo,

ut E{_(ﬁ)) -~ M ~ A—v#
v (1%(”) <\1; ot) ) 1% (\Il(pt)) la(t)pt]/=

From this relation, using the uniform convergence of regularly varying func-
tions we get that as t — oo,

—0

R(H(1 - 8))
q(t;s(t)) R(t(1 = 0)) =
o (v (o) (1))
pt(1 —9) pt(1 —9) pt(1—0)

~ 1 ~ —
o ( () o ()
t(1 — 1
AQM ~ A1 — §). = = (1 — §)A%.
v (lP(pt)) pt
In the same way one has that
q(td; s(t))pt(1 —0) = A¥(1 —6), t — co.

Notice that for every € > 0 and large enough ¢
td td
(0-2) [ atusst)du < hts(®) < (o+2) [ aluss(e)d
0 0
Having in mind that W (.) is increasing and V' (z) > 0 for any = > 1, we get

du

0o o
/0 q(u; s(t))du = /0 \I/(W(/W“‘V(l—i(t))»

/t(S du

<

o (WY (=m)))
toN ol e

~ 7@ (%(pt)) ~ oA tpt IAY/p.

9



Therefore
(I=9)A\* < litrginfl(t; s(t)) <limsupI(t;s(t)) < (1 =AY + XY (p+¢€)/p.
©© t—o0

Since § was arbitrary then as 6 — 0, lim;_, I(¢; s(t)) = A%, which together
with (I2)) completes the proof of this case.

(ii) Note that in this case & = 1. Denote by s(t) = e MWt) and choose
e € (0,1) fixed. Then

A A
l-s(t)e|((1-e)——(1+¢ 7>
® < (0~ 1+ I
for every t large enough and there exists T' > 0 such that
p(l—¢e)<r(t)<p(l+e), foreveryt>T.

Since ¢(t; s) is non increasing for s € [0, 1] we have for every ¢ large enough
and u € [0, ] that

q <U; 1- Aé;&?) < q(u;s(t) < g <U; 1- Aé;&;?) :

Let
t t—T t
Itis) = [ re—watwsO)du= [+ [ = nits) + B so).

Then for I (t; s(t)) we get

=T ' A1 +e¢) ,
/0 r(t—u)q <u7 1— W) ) du < I1(t;5(t))

< /Ot_T r(t —u)q <u; 1— Aé;(;t?) du

Using (@) and that V(.) and W(.) are inverse to each other, V(.) varies
regularly with exponent v, ¥(.) varies regularly with exponent «, and o = 7,

one gets
Wty ) v (w (pu+ v (3045)))
) 1

~ ~

1 u 1 -t
T (W) (%+m) =i <?+ <A<1is>>v> '

10



Here we use the uniform convergence of slowly varying functions. Now for
every t large enough it follows that

1 (T (u 1 !
=ns [ (F o)

t—T w -1
< Dlesso) < pl1+epat)] [ (;+ﬁ) du. (13)

Substituting v = ¥ and letting t — co one gets

G mf o
T/t -1
- /01 ’ (*ﬁ) dH/( 1ia>>> -

Having in mind that tq(t) — C € (0,00) it follows that

C/ (i1 1—s>i >

< hmmf[l(t,s( ) < hmsup[l( ps(t))

= HEC/( 1+s)) >_1’

Since € > 0 was arbitrary then we get
1 1 -1 c
; . — il — )P
tlggo Ii(t; s(t)) = pC/O (v + )\‘Y> dv =log(1+ \7)
For I5(t; s(t)) one gets

t T
Ir(t; s(t)) = /t_Tr(t —u)q(u; s(t))du < q(t)/o r(u)du — 0,t — oo.

Therefore
lim I(t;s(t)) = log(1 + \7)*°

t—o0

which together with (I2]) completes the convergence to the Laplace transform
©(\) = (1+A7)~¢. Since

/ e (1 — G () de = AN (1 — o(A)) ~ pCA A 0,
0

11



then by the Tauberian theorem (see [6], Ch. XIII, Theorem 5.4) one ob-
tains the statement of this case.

(iii) Since ¢(t;s) < q(t) then A(s) = / q(u; s)du < oo for s € [0,1].
0
Let 6 € (0,1) be fixed and

¢ t5 ¢
I(t;s):/o T(t—u)q(u;s)du:/o —i—/w =I1i(t;s) + I2(t; s).

Let € € (0,1) be fixed. Then for ¢ large enough one has

to to
p(1—e) / a(u; 8)du < Ty (t:5) < p(1 + ) / a(u; )du.
0 0
Therefore

p(l1—e)A(s) < hmlanl(t s) < limsup I1(t;s) < p(1 +¢)A(s).

t—o0

On the other hand for I»(¢; s) we obtain

t

0< Iht;s) = /t r(t —u)q(u; s)du

)

(1-9)
< q(t)/ r(u)du ~ q(t)t(1 —6) sup r(z) =0, t — oc.
0 0<z<t(1-9)

Since € was arbitrary then we conclude that lim;_, I(t;s) = pA(s), which
is equivalent to lim; o ®(t,s) = exp(—rA(s)) (see (I2))). Then from

1—®(t,s)
Y () 1 _ - F\»2)
E[s \Y(t)>0} -0

with Theorem 1] (ii) one obtains the result.
(iv) Introduce

pe) = e ( [ gy ) =o ([ ).

Since tq(t) — 0,t — oo, then B(x) is slowly varying at infinity and B(x)

is nondecreasing. Denote by %( ) the inverse function of B(z). Clearly
A(x) = B(V(z)). Let us consider the integral (see (2)) and (9))

I(t: 5(t)) = /0 F(t — w)g(us s(t))du,

12



where s(t) = exp(—)\/W(g(aB(t)))) for 0 <o <1, A > 0,t > 0. Let
e € (0,1) be fixed. There exists T > 0 such that for every ¢ > T, one has
p(l1 —¢e) <r(t) <p(l+e¢). Then

t—T t
I(t;s(t)) = /0 —I—/t_T = I (t;s(t)) + Ia(t; s(t)).
For every ¢ > T one has
p(1 —e)J(t;s(t)) < It s(t) < p(1+4¢e)J(t;s(t)),

where (see also (@)

T t—T
JT(t:5(1)) ;:/0 Q(”5S(t))d”:/o v W (gt V ()]

— logB (uu+V <1—;8(t)>>

For 1 — s(t) one has that

A A
~ , T — 00,
W@(aB(t)))) wBeB0)

1—s(t)=1—exp (—

because W(%(aB(t))) — oo for every fixed ¢ € (0,1). Recall that V(.)
and W (.) are inverse to each other and V(.) varies regularly with exponent
v € (0,1], we get

V( 1 > L (W(%B(tm) _ B(eB()

1—s00) )\ WP

Therefore

5(v (=) ~ 2 (2522 o o

because B(z) is a slowly varying function at infinity. Further we have

B(M(t—THv(l%s(w)) wa(::-:m%).

13



By the mean value theorem one has

(174 PO gy ey [E22) _q],
where & € (t,t + w - T) . Having in mind that B'(x) = \II(?/I(/J(Z;))
we get

B(oB(t) B(s) [B(oBw)
_ B+ %) B(B(t) Bt+:%) BB®)
T W) pAT (W) pN
= B(t(1+ %))tqgf),
because V(W (z)) = @, B(.), and resp. E() are nondecreasing. There-
fore,

B(t) < B <t ~T+ w> < B(t(1 + %)) <1 + tq/%’”) ,

and for large enough ¢ we have

B(t(1 + ) (1 + 14y
oB(t)

B(t)
oB(t)

< J(t;s(t)) <log

log
o o
B(t(1+ 7)) (1 + = 557)

B(t) '
Having in mind that B(t) is a s.v.f. and tq(t) — 0,t — oo, we obtain that

1 1
log — < J(t;s(t)) < log — + log
o o

Jim J(t;5(t)) = —logo,
and then

p(1—2)(~logo) < liminf Iy (1 5(+)) < limsup Iy (t: (1)) < p(1+2)(~ logo).

t—o00

14




For I5(t; s(t)) we get

¢ T
Ly(t;s(t)) = / r(t —u)g(u;s(t))du < q(t — T)/ r(u)du — 0,t — oo.
t—T 0
Since € was arbitrary it follows that

lim I(t;s(t)) = —logo, o€ (0,1).

t—o0

Therefore (see (I2))

lim ®(¢;s(t)) =0, o€ (0,1),

t—o0

which implies that for every x > 0

lim P ( Yt) < 3:) =0
=0 \w(B(oB(1) ~

that is
Y(t)

Iim P <1l|=o.
e <W(%(03(t))) >

By the following chain of equalities

L = B
i <1)=P(Y(t) <W(B(oB(t
<W( (0B(t))) > ( (t) (B( ())))

_p (B(V(y(t))) < B(V(W(B(oB(t))))
= PBWV(Y(t))<oB(t)=P <W))) < 0>

= (G <) =% (Govey <)

we complete the proof.
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