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CENTRAL LIMIT THEOREM FOR BIFURCATING MARKOV CHAINS
UNDER POINT-WISE ERGODIC CONDITIONS

S. VALERE BITSEKI PENDA AND JEAN-FRANCOIS DELMAS

ABSTRACT. Bifurcating Markov chains (BMC) are Markov chains indexed by a full binary tree
representing the evolution of a trait along a population where each individual has two children.
We provide a central limit theorem for general additive functionals of BMC, and prove the
existence of three regimes. This corresponds to a competition between the reproducing rate
(each individual has two children) and the ergodicity rate for the evolution of the trait. This is
in contrast with the work of Guyon (2007), where the considered additive functionals are sums
of martingale increments, and only one regime appears. Our result can be seen as a discrete time
version, but with general trait evolution, of results in the time continuous setting of branching
particle system from Adamczak and Milo§ (2015), where the evolution of the trait is given by
an Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Bifurcating Markov chains are a class of stochastic processes indexed by regular binary tree
and which satisfy the branching Markov property (see below for a precise definition). This model
represents the evolution of a trait along a population where each individual has two children. To
the best of our knowledge, the term bifurcating Markov chain (BMC) appears for the first time
in the work of Basawa and Zhou [4]. But, it was Guyon who, in [17], highlighted and developed
a theory of asymmetric bifurcating Markov chains. Since the works of Guyon, BMC theory has
been enriched from probabilistic and statistical point of view and several extensions and models
using BMC have been studied; we can cite the works (see also the references therein) of Bercu,
de Saporta & Gégout-Petit [5], Delmas & Marsalle [14], Bitseki, Djellout & Guillin [8], Bitseki,
Hoffmann & Olivier [9], Doumic, Hoffmann, Krell & Robert [16], Bitseki & Olivier [10, 11] and
Hoffmann & Marguet [19].

The recent study of BMC models was motivated by the understanding of the cell division
mechanism (where the trait of an individual is given by its growth rate). The first model of
BMC, named “symmetric” bifurcating auto-regressive process (BAR) were introduced by Cowan
& Staudte [13] in order to analyze cell lineage data. Since the works of Cowan and Staudte, many
extensions of their model were studied in Markovian and non-Markovian setting (see for e.g. [10]
and references therein). In particular, in [17], Guyon has studied “asymmetric” BAR in order
to prove statistical evidence of aging in Escherichia Coli, giving a new approach to the problem
studied in [23]. Let us also note that BMC have been used recently in several statistical works to
study the estimator of the cell division rate [16, 9, 19]. Moreover, another studies, such as [15],
can be generalized using the BMC theory (we refer to the conclusion therein).
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In this paper, our objective is to establish a central limit theorem for additive functionals of
BMC. With respect to this objective, notice that asymptotic results for BMC have been studied
n [17] (law of large numbers and central limit theorem) and in [8] (moderate deviations principle
and strong law of large numbers). See [14] for the law of large numbers and central limit theorem
for BMC on Galton-Watson tree. Notice also that recently, limit theorems, in particular law of
large numbers, has been studied for branching Markov process, see [20] and [12], and that large
values of parameters in stable BAR process allows to exhibit two regimes, see [3]. However, the
central limit theorems which appear in [17, 5, 14] have been done for additive functionals using
increments of martingale, which implies in particular that the functions considered depend on the
traits of the mother and its two daughters. The study of the case where the functions depend only
on the trait of a single individual has not yet been treated for BMC (in this case it is not useful
to solve the Poisson equation and to write additive functional as sums of martingale increments as
the error term on the last generation is not negligible in general). For such functions, the central
limit theorems have been studied recently for branching Markov processes and for superprocesses
[1, 21, 22, 24]. Our results can be seen as a discrete version of those given in the previous works,
but with general ergodic hypothesis on the evolution of the trait. Unlike the results given in
[17, 5, 14], we observe three regimes (sub-critical, critical and super-critical), which correspond to
a competition between the reproducing rate (here a mother has two daughters) and the ergodicity
rate for the evolution of the trait along a lineage taken uniformly at random. This phenomenon
already appears in the works of Athreya [2]. For BMC models, we stress that the three regimes
already appears for moderate deviations and deviation inequalities in [8, 7, 6].

We follow the approach of [17, 14] and consider ergodic theorem with respect to the point-
wise convergence. However, unlike the latter papers, we provide a different normalization for the
fluctuations according to the regime being critical, sub-critical and super-critical, see respectively
Corollaries 3.3, 3.6 and 3.13. We shall explicit in a forthcoming paper, that those results allow
to recover the one regime result from [17] for additive functionals given by a sum of martingale
increments.

The paper is organized as follows. We introduce the BMC model in Section 2.1 and consider the
sets of assumptions in the spirit of [17] in Section 2.2. The main results are presented in Section 3:
see Section 3.1 for results in the sub-critical case, with technical proofs in Section 4; see Section 3.2
for results in the critical case, with technical proofs in Section 5; and see Section 3.3 for results in
the super-critical case, with technical proofs in Section 6. The proof relies essentially on explicit
second moments computations and precise upper bounds of fourth moments for BMC, which are
recalled in Section 7.

2. MODELS AND ASSUMPTIONS

2.1. Bifurcating Markov chain: the model. We denote by N the set of non-negative integers
and N* = N\ {0}. If (E, &) is a measurable space, then B(FE) (resp. By(E), resp. B4 (F)) denotes
the set of (resp. bounded, resp. non-negative) R-valued measurable functions defined on E. For
feB(E), weset || ||, =sup{|f(z)], x € E}. For a finite measure A on (E,€) and f € B(E) we
shall write (X, f) for [ f(z)dA(z) whenever this integral is well defined. For n € N*, the product
space E™ is endowed with the product o-field €. If (FE,d) is a metric space, then € will denote
its Borel o-field and the set Cp(E) (resp. C4+(F)) denotes the set of bounded (resp. non-negative)
R-valued continuous functions defined on E.

Let (S,.7) be a measurable space. Let @) be a probability kernel on S x ., that is: Q(-, A) is
measurable for all A € ., and Q(z,-) is a probability measure on (S5,.) for all z € S. For any



CLT FOR BIFURCATING MARKOV CHAINS UNDER POINT-WISE ERGODIC CONDITIONS 3
f € By(S), we set for z € S:

(1) Q) () = /S f(v) Q. dy).

We define (Qf), or simply Qf, for f € B(S) as soon as the integral (1) is well defined, and we have
Qf € B(S). For n € N, we denote by Q" the n-th iterate of @ defined by Q° = I, the identity
map on B(S), and Q"1 f = Q™(Qf) for f € By(9).

Let P be a probability kernel on S x .#®2, that is: P(-, A) is measurable for all A € .7%2 and
P(z,-) is a probability measure on (S2%,.7%2) for all z € S. For any g € B,(S®) and h € By (S5?),
we set for x € S

(2) (Pg)(x) = /52 g(x,y,2) P(z,dy,dz) and (Ph)(z)= /52 h(y, z) P(z,dy,dz).

We define (Pg) (resp. (Ph)), or simply Pg for g € B(S3) (resp. Ph for h € B(S?)), as soon as the
corresponding integral (2) is well defined, and we have that Pg and Ph belong to B(S).

We now introduce some notations related to the regular binary tree. We set Tg = Gy = {0},
Gr = {0,1}* and Ty, = Uy<, <), Gr for k € N*, and T = {J, .y G,. The set G}, corresponds to the
k-th generation, Ty to the tree up to the k-th generation, and T the complete binary tree. For
1 € T, we denote by |i| the generation of i (|i| = k if and only if i € Gi) and iA = {ij;j € A}
for A C T, where ij is the concatenation of the two sequences i,j € T, with the convention that
0i =il = 1.

We recall the definition of bifurcating Markov chain from [17].

Definition 2.1. We say a stochastic process indezed by T, X = (X;,i € T), is a bifurcating Markov
chain (BMC) on a measurable space (S,.7) with initial probability distribution v on (S,.) and
probability kernel P on S x .72 if:
- (Initial distribution.) The random variable Xy is distributed as v.
- (Branching Markov property.) For a sequence (g;,i € T) of functions belonging to By(S?),
we have for all k > 0,

E{ I 9:(Xi, Xi0, Xin)lo(X;55 € Tk)} = [ Po:(x).
i€Gy, i€Gy
Let X = (X;,i € T) be a BMC on a measurable space (5,.) with initial probability distribution
v and probability kernel P. We define three probability kernels Py, P; and Q on S x .¥ by:
1
Py(z,A) =P(z,AxS), Pi(z,A)=P(x,5xA) for (z,A) € Sx ., and Q= §(P0 + Pp).

Notice that Py (resp. Pi) is the restriction of the first (resp. second) marginal of P to S. Following
[17], we introduce an auxiliary Markov chain ¥ = (Y,,,n € N) on (5,.¥) with Y, distributed as
Xp and transition kernel Q. The distribution of Y;, corresponds to the distribution of X, where
I is chosen independently from X and uniformly at random in generation G,,. We shall write E,
when Xy = x (i.e. the initial distribution v is the Dirac mass at z € 5).

We end this section with a useful notation. By convention, for f,g € B(S), we define the
function f ® g € B(S?) by (f @ g)(x,y) = f(x)g(y) for z,y € S and introduce the notations:

1
F@ymg=5(f®g+gaf) and fo*=f®f.
Notice that P(g Qgym 1) = Q(g) for g € B4 (S).
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2.2. Assumptions. For a set ' C B(S) of R-valued functions, we write F? = {f% f € F},
F®F = {fo® fi; fo, f1 € F}, and P(E) = {Pf;f € E} whenever a kernel P act on a set of
functions E. Following [17], we state a structural assumption on the set of functions we shall
consider.

Assumption 2.2. Let F C B(S) be a set of R-valued functions such that:
(i) F is a vector subspace which contains the constants;
(ii) F? C F;
(éii) F C L' (v);
(iv) F F C LY(P(x,-)) forallz € S, and P(F® F) C F.

The condition (¢v) implies that Py(F) C F, Pi(F) C F as well as Q(F) C F. Notice that
if f € F, then even if |f| does not belong to F, using conditions (i) and (ii), we get, with
g = (1+ f%)/2, that |f| < g and g € F. Typically, when (S, d) is a metric space, the set F' can
be the set Cy(S) of bounded real-valued functions, or the set of smooth real-valued functions such
that all derivatives have at most polynomials growth.

Following [17], we also consider the following ergodic properties for Q.

Assumption 2.3. There exists a probability measure yu on (S,.7) such that F C L*(u) and for
all f € F, we have the point-wise convergence lim, oo Q" f = (u, f) and there exists g € F with:

(3) Q" (f)| < g for alln € N.
We consider also the following geometrical ergodicity.

Assumption 2.4. There erists a probability measure p on (S,.) such that F C L'(u), and
a € (0,1) such that for all f € F there exists g € F such that:

(4) Q" f — (u, f)| < a"g for alln € N.

A sequence f = (f¢, ¢ € N) of elements of F satisfies uniformly (3) and (4) if there is g € F' such
that:

() Q"(f)l < g and [Q"f¢— (u, f)] <a”g foralln,leN.

This implies in particular that |f,| < g and |{u, fe)| < (u,g). Notice that (5) trivially holds if f
takes finitely distinct values (i.e. the subset {f;¢ € N} of F is finite) each satisfying (3) and (4).

Ezample 2.5. Let (S, d) be a metric space, . its Borel o-field, and Y a Markov chain uniformly
geometrically ergodic i.e. there exists @ € (0,1) and a finite constant C' such that for all z € S:

(6) 19" (2, ) — pllrv < Ca™,
where, for a signed finite measure m on (5,.7), its total variation norm is defined by ||7|ryv =
SUP e (s), <1 (™, f)]. Then, taking for I the set of R-valued continuous bounded function

C(S), we get that properties (i-iii) from Assumption 2.2 and Assumption 2.4 hold. In particular,
Equation (6) implies that (4) holds with g = C'|| f| .-

We consider the stronger ergodic property based on a second spectral gap.

Assumption 2.6. There erists a probability measure p on (S,.) such that F C L'(u), and
a € (0,1), a finite non-empty set J of indices, distinct complex eigenvalues {aj, j € J} of the
operator Q with |o,| = a, non-zero complex projectors {R;, j € J} defined on CF, the C-vector
space spanned by F', such that Rj o Ry = Ry o Ry = 0 for all j # j* (so that 3 ;. ;R; is also
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a projector defined on CF) and a positive sequence (B,,n € N) converging to 0, such that for all
f € F there exists g € F and, with 0; = a;/a:

(7) QM (f) — (u, f) —am > 0r er(f)] < Bna®g for allm € N.
jedJ
Without loss of generality, we shall assume that the sequence (3,,n € N) in Assumption 2.6 is
non-increasing and bounded from above by 1.

Remark 2.7. In [17], only the structural Assumption 2.2 and the ergodic Assumption 2.3 were
assumed. If F' contains a set A of bounded functions which is separating (that is two probability
measures which coincides on A are equal), then Assumption 2.2 and 2.3 imply in particular that
1 is the only invariant measure of Q. Notice that the geometric ergodicity Assumption 2.4 implies
Assumption 2.3, and that Assumption 2.6 implies Assumption 2.4 (with the same « but possibly
different function g).

Ezxample 2.8. We consider the real-valued Gaussian symmetric bifurcating autoregressive process
(BAR) X = (X,,u € T) where for all u € T\{0}:

Xu=aX,+ Ev,

where v is the parent of u, that is u = v0 or u = v1, a € (—1,1), and (&,, v € T) are independent
Gaussian random variables N(0, 0?) with o > 0. We obtain:

P(x,dy,dz) = Qz,dy)Q(x,dz) with Qf(x) = E[f(ax + cG)],

where G is a standard N(0,1) Gaussian random variable. More generally we have Q" f(x) =
E[f (a"z + V1 — a®0,G)], where o, = o(1 — a®)~1/2. The kernel Q admits a unique invariant
probability measure p, which is Gaussian N(0,02). The operator Q (on L?(p)) is a symmetric
integral Hilbert-Schmidt operator whose eigenvalues are given by 0,(Q) = (a™,n € N), their
algebraic multiplicity is one and the corresponding eigen-functions (g, (z),n € N) are defined for
n € N by gn(z) = gn (U; ! x), where g, is the Hermite polynomial of degree n. In particular, we
have go = 1 and g1 (x) = o, *z. Let R be the orthogonal projection on the vector space generated
by g1, that is Rf = (u, fg1) g1 or equivalently, for z € R:

(8) Rf(z) = 05" 2 E[Gf(0aG)].

Consider F the set of functions f € C%(R) such that f, f’ and f” have at most polynomial
growth. And assume that the probability distribution v has all its moments, which is equivalent to
say that ' C L'(v). Then the set F satisfies Assumption 2.2. We also have that ' C L'(u1). Then,
it is not difficult to check directly that Assumption 2.6 also holds with J = {jo}, a;j, = a = a,
Brn = a™ and R;; = R (and also Assumptions 2.3 and 2.4 hold).

2.3. Notations for average of different functions over different generations. Let X =
(Xy,u € T) bea BMC on (S,.7) with initial probability distribution v, and probability kernel P.
Recall Q is the induced Markov kernel. We assume that p is an invariant probability measure of

Q.
For a finite set A C T and a function f € B(S), we set:

Ma(f) = f(X0).
i€A
We shall be interested in the cases A = G,, (the n-th generation) and A = T,, (the tree up to the
n-th generation). We recall from [17, Theorem 11 and Corollary 15] that under Assumptions 2.2
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and 2.3 (resp. and also Assumption 2.4), we have for f € F the following convergence in L?(p)
(resp. a.s.):

(9) lim (G~ Ms, (f) = (. f) and T [T~ My, (f) = (1. f).

We shall now consider the corresponding fluctuations. We will use frequently the following
notation:

f=1F—(ut) for feL'n.

In order to study the asymptotics of Mg, ,( f), we shall consider the contribution of the de-
scendants of the individual i € T,,_, for n > ¢ > 0:

(10) Nf;,i(f) = |Gn|_1/2Mianm—e(JE)a
where iG,,_j;)—¢ = {ij, j € G,_|ij—¢} C Gp—y. For all k € N such that n > k + ¢, we have:
Mg, _,(£) = VIGal Y Nyi(£) = VIGal Ny y(f)-
1€Gy

Let f = (fe, £ € N) be a sequence of elements of L!(1). We set for n € N and i € T,,:

n—|i| n—|i|
(11) Z |G | I/QZMZG —lil— z(f)
=0

In N, ;, we consider the contr1but10n of the descendants of ¢ up to generation n. We deduce that
Sice, Nui(f) = |Gul /2 3202 Mg, _,(fe) which gives for k = 0:

(12) Noo() = Gl ™2 > Mg, (fo).

£=0

In N,, 9, we consider the contribution of all the individual from generation 0 up to generation n.
We shall prove the convergence in law of N, ¢(f) in the following sections.

Remark 2.9. We shall consider in particular the following two simple cases. Let f € L'(u) and
consider the sequence f = (fy, £ € N). If fo = f and f; = 0 for £ € N*, then we get:

Nuo(f) = |Gnl ™2 Mg, (f).
If f, = f for £ € N, then we shall write f = (f, f,...), and we get, as |T,| = 2"*! -1 and |G,,| = 2™
N p(f) = |Gn|71/2MTn (f) =v2-2n |Tn|71/2M'J1’n (f)

Thus, we will easily deduce the fluctuations of Mr, (f) and Mg, (f) from the asymptotics of N, ¢(F).

To study the asymptotics of N, ¢(f), it is convenient to write for n > k > 1:

k—1
(13) Noo(D) =[G 723" Me, (Far) + Y NuilP)
r=0

1€Gy
If f = (f, f,...) is the infinite sequence of the same function f, this becomes:

(14) Noo(f) = |Gu| ™2 My, (f) = G| ™ * My, (F) + ) Nui(f)
1€Gy
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In the proofs, we will denote by C' any unimportant finite constant which may vary from line
to line (in particular C' does not depend on n € N nor on the considered sequence of functions

f= (fe,£ € N)).
3. MAIN RESULTS

3.1. The sub-critical case: 2a? < 1. We shall consider, when well defined, for a sequence
f = (fe, ¢ € N) of measurable real-valued functions defined on S, the quantities:

(15) =P (f) = SR() + 285 (),

where:

(16  EEH=Y 2w+ Y 2 P (95 )e?)),
>0 >0, k>0

(17) S = Y 27w Q)+ Y 2T_6<M7?(Qrfk Osym Qk_é+rfe)>-
0<e<k 0$£§k

We have the following result whose proof is given in Section 4.

Theorem 3.1. Let X be a BMC with kernel P and initial distribution v such that Assumptions
2.2 and 2.4 are in force with o € (0, 1/\/5) We have the following convergence in distribution for
all sequence f = (fo, £ € N) of elements of F satisfying Assumptions 2.4 uniformly, that is (5) for
some g € F':
(d)
Nn,@(f) m G7

where G is a centered Gaussian random variable with variance YU (f) given by (15), which is well
defined and finite.

The convergence in distribution of N, ¢(f) allows to recover the convergence in distribution of

the average over different successive generations |G, |~'/2(Mg, (fo),..., Mg, . (fx)). Notice the
limit is a Gaussian random vector (G1,...,Gy). A priori the random variables Gy, ..., Gy are not
independent because of the interaction coming from (17). In contrast, it was proved in [14], that
the average over different successive generations of martingale increments converges to Gaussian
independent random variables.

Remark 3.2. For f € B(S), when it is well defined, we set:
(18)  TEV(P) = () + 302 (nP (2 6?)) and TE(p) = SEO() + 2588(F).
E>0
where
SRR = D0 FOE) + 3027, P (27 @ym 97 ).
k>1 k21
r>0

If we take § = (£,0,0,...), we have ¥5UP(f) = S3b(f). If we take f = (f, f,...), the infinite
sequence of the same function f, we have Y5UP(f) = 23540 ( f).

As a direct consequence of Remarks 3.2 and 2.9, and the more general Theorem 3.1, we get the
following result.



8 S. VALERE BITSEKI PENDA AND JEAN-FRANCOIS DELMAS

Corollary 3.3. Let X be a BMC with kernel P and initial distribution v such that Assumptions
2.2 and 2.4 are in force with o € (0,1/v/2). Let f € F. Then, we have the following convergence
i distribution:

_ e d _ -~
Gol 2 Me, (F) =55 Gr and [T 7V2Mn, () - G,

where Gy and G are centered Gaussian random variables with respective variances SE°(f) and
YU (f) given in (18), which are well defined and finite.

Proof of Corollary 3.3. Take the infinite sequence f = (f,0,0, - - - ), where only the first component
is non-zero, to deduce from Theorem 3.1 the convergence in distribution of |G,|~'/2Mg, (f) =
N,,.0(f). Next, take the infinite sequence f = f = (f, f,...) of the same function f in Theorem 3.1
and use (14) and as well as lim, o |G, |/|Tn| = 1/2, to get the convergence in distribution for
Tl =2 M, (f) = (IGul/ITul)/> Ny (£). 0

3.2. The critical case 202 = 1. In the critical case o = 1/+/2, we shall denote by R; the projector
on the eigen-space associated to the eigenvalue «o; with a; = 6;a, |6;| = 1 and for j in the finite
set of indices J. Since Q is a real operator, we get that if o; is a non real eigenvalue, so is @;.
We shall denote by ﬁj the projector associated to @;. Recall that the sequence (8,,n € N) in
Assumption 2.6 can (and will) be chosen non-increasing and bounded from above by 1. For all
measurable real-valued function f defined on S, we set, when this is well defined:

(19) f=7- }jm with  f = f— (u, f).

We shall consider, when well defined, for a sequence §f = (f,¢ € N) of measurable real-valued
functions defined on S, the quantities:

(20) £ = SEF) + 2857(),

where:

(21) Eirit(f) = Z 2_k<uv j)fk k Z 2_k Z /1’7 fk ®bym ](fk))>u
k>0 E>0 jeJ

(22) et = D 27O P ),
0<t<k

with, for k,¢ € N:

(23) Fio = 057  Ri(fr) @eym R (fo)-
Jj€J
Notice that fy , = f;, and that f; , is real-valued as GZ R (fr) @ Ri(fe) = Ry (fu) @Ry (fe)

for j' such that oy = @; and thus R; = R;.

We shall consider sequences § = (f, ¢ € N) of elements of F' which satisfies Assumption 2.6
uniformly, that is such that there exists g € F' with:

(24) Q" (f)l < g, 19"(fo)l <@g and |Q"(fe)| < Bua”g foralln,feN.

We deduce that there exists a finite constant ¢; depending only on {«;, j € J} such that for all
teN, neN, jo€e J:

(25)  Ifel<g (< Hmfdl < ngh | D03 ()| <29 and [Riy(fo)l < esg,
JjeJ
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where for the last inequality, we used that the Vandermonde matrix (07; j € J;n € {0,...,[|J|-1})
is invertible. Notice that (24) holds in particular if (7) holds for all f € F and f = (f,, n € N)
takes finitely distinct values in F' (i.e. the set {f;;¢ € N} C Fis finite). The proof of the following
result is given in Section 5.

Theorem 3.4. Let X be a BMC with kernel P and initial distribution v. Assume that Assumptions
2.2 and 2.6 hold with o = 1/v/2. We have the following convergence in distribution for all sequence
f= (fe, € N) of elements of F satisfying Assumptions 2.6 uniformly, that is (24) for some g € F':

(d)

n—roo

n~ V2N, o(F) G,

where G is a Gaussian real-valued random variable with variance X(§) given by (20), which is

well defined and finite.
Remark 3.5. For f € B(S), when it is well defined, we set:

(26) SES) =D (PR (f) @aym R;(£)))  and - SF(f) = SEU(f) + 2585 (f),
jeJ

where

; 1
SEN(f) = —— (1, P(Ri(f) @sym R; .
T,z(f) j;]\/gej_l<u ( J(f) Y J(f))>

If we take f = (f,0,0,...), we have (f) = S&(f). If we take f = (f, f,...), the infinite
sequence of the same function f, we have Si(f) = 25¢1t( f).

As a direct consequence of Remarks 3.5 and 2.9, and the more general Theorem 3.4, we get the
following result. The proof which mimic the proof of Corollary 3.3 is left to the reader.

Corollary 3.6. Let X be a BMC with kernel P and initial distribution v such that Assumptions
2.2 and 2.6 are in force with o = 1/\/2. Let f € F. Then, we have the following convergence in
distribution:

. d -~ d
(G )2 Me, () = G1, and  (n|Tal) "2 Ms, (F) 5 Go,

where G1 and Go are centered Gaussian real-valued random wvariables with respective variance
SE(F) and SE(f) given in (26), which are well defined and finite.

Remark 3.7. We stress that the variances S5 (f) and S&(f) can take the value 0. This is the case
in particular if the projection of f on the eigenspace corresponding to the eigenvalues «; equal 0 for
all j € J. In the symmetric BAR model developed in Example 2.8 where J is reduced to a singleton
and the projector is given by (8), we deduce that if a = o = 1/v/2 then SF(f) = S (f) = 0 if
E[G f(0,G)] = 0, where G is a standard N(0,1) Gaussian random variable. This is in particular
the case if f is even.

3.3. The super-critical case 2a? > 1. We consider the super-critical case a € (1/v/2,1). We
shall assume that Assumption 2.6 holds. Recall (7) with the eigenvalues {o; = 6,5 € J} of
Q, with modulus equal to « (i.e. |6;] = 1) and the projector R, on the eigen-space associated to
eigenvalue a;. Recall that the sequence (8,,n € N) in Assumption 2.6 can (and will ) be chosen
non-increasing and bounded from above by 1.

We shall consider the filtration H = (H,,,n €) defined by H,, = 0(X;,i € Ty,). The next lemma,
whose the proof is given in Section 6.1, exhibits martingales related to the projector R;.



10 S. VALERE BITSEKI PENDA AND JEAN-FRANCOIS DELMAS

Lemma 3.8. Let X be a BMC with kernel P and initial distribution v. Assume that Assumption
2.2 and 2.6 hold with o € (1/v/2,1) in (7). Then, for all j € J and f € F, the sequence
M](f) = (Mmj(f),n S N), with

M, ;(f) = (2a;)7" Mg, (R;(f)),
is a H-martingale which converges a.s. and in L? to a random variable, say Moo ;(f).

Now, we state the main result of this section, whose proof is given in Section 6.2. Recall that
0; = a;/a and |0;] = 1 and M ; is defined in Lemma 3.8.

Theorem 3.9. Let X be a BMC with kernel P and initial distribution v. Assume that Assumptions
2.2 and 2.6 hold with a € (1/+/2,1) in (7). We have the following convergence in probability for
all sequence f = (fo,£ € N) of elements of F satisfying Assumptions 2.6 uniformly, that is (24)
holds for some g € F':

2\—n/2 —0 n—~
(20) 72N, 0(f) - %ZNM ;9 Mo j(fo) —— 0.
J

Remark 3.10. We stress that if for all £ € N, the orthogonal projection of f, on the eigen-spaces
corresponding to the eigenvalues 1 and «;, j € J, equal 0, then M ;(f¢) = 0 for all j € J and in
this case, we have

(20%) 72N, 4(f) —— 0.

n—oo
As a direct consequence of Theorem 3.9 and Remark 2.9, we deduce the following results. Recall
that f = f — (u, f).
Corollary 3.11. Under the assumptions of Theorem 3.9, we have for all f € F:

1 P
(20) "M, (f) = Y _07(1 = (200,) ")~ Mo j(f) =0
jeJ
—n n P
(20[ M(G, Z@ 0o J m) 0.
jeJ

Proof. We first take f = (f, f,...) and next f = (f,0,...) in Theorem 3.9, and then use (12). O
We directly deduce the following two Corollaries.

Corollary 3.12. Under the hypothesis of Theorem 3.9, if a is the only eigen-value of Q with
modulus equal to « (and thus J is reduced to a singleton), then we have:

(20°) 72N, 0 () —— > (2a) " Muc(fo),
£eN
where, for f € F, Moo (f) = limy 00 (20) 7" Mg, (R(f)), and R is the projection on the eigen-space
associated to the eigen-value a.

The next Corollary is a direct consequence of Corollary 3.12.

Corollary 3.13. Let X be a BMC with kernel P and initial distribution v. Assume that As-
sumption 2.2 and 2.6 hold with o € (1/v/2,1) in (7). Assume « is the only eigen-value of Q with
modulus equal to o (and thus J is reduced to a singleton), then we have for f € F':

P 2c
M (f),
n—oo 200 — 1 (f)

(20) 7" Me, (F) —— Ma(f) and (20)~" My, (f)

where Moo (f) is a random variable defined in Corollary 3.12.
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4. PROOF OF THEOREM 3.1
Let (pn,n € N) be a non-decreasing sequence of elements of N* such that, for all A > 0:
(27) Pn < M, nlgngopn/n =1 and nl;ngon — pn — Alog(n) = 4o0.
When there is no ambiguity, we write p for p,.

Let 4,7 € T. We write i < j if j € iT. We denote by i A j the most recent common ancestor of
7 and 7, which is defined as the only v € T such that if v € T and v < ¢, v < j then v < u. We
also define the lexicographic order ¢ < j if either ¢ < 7 or v0 < ¢ and vl < j for v =4 A j. Let
X = (X;,i € T) be a BMC with kernel P and initial measure v. For i € T, we define the o-field:

F; = {Xu;u € T such that u <i}.
By construction, the o-fields (F;; ¢ € T) are nested as F; C F; for ¢ < j.
We define for n € N, i € G,,_p,, and f € FY the martingale increments:
(28) A () = NoilH) —E[Nai(D|Fi] and An(= > Anilh).
1€Gn_p,
Thanks to (11), we have:

Pn n
Yo NaiD=1Gal VY Me, (fo) = [Gal T Y Me(fai)-
=0

iEGn—pn k=n—pn

Using the branching Markov property, and (11), we get for i € G,,—p,

E (N (1] 93] = B [Na i) Xl =[Gl Y i, [Ms,,,_, (7).

£=0
We deduce from (13) with & = n — p,, that:
(29) Ny p(f) = An(f) + Ro(n) + Ra(n),
with
n—pn—1 5
(30) Ro(n) =|Gu|™"? Y Mg, (fa-k) and Ri(n)= > E[N.:()|Fi].
k=0 ieGn*Pn

We have the following elementary lemma.
Lemma 4.1. Under the assumptions of Theorem 3.1, we have the following convergence:
. 2 .
nh_)n;o E[Ro(n)°] = 0.

Proof. For all k> 1, we have:
k—1

By (Mg, (fa—r)’] <28 gi(2) + Y 25 Q71 (P(g2 @ go)) (@)
=0

k—1
<2¥gi () + 2" (20°) gs()
£=0

< 2k 94(I)a

with g1, g2, 93,94 € F and where we used (70), (5) twice and (3) twice (with f and g replaced by
2(g% + (i, 9)?) and g1, and with f and g replaced by g and g2) for the first inequality, (3) (with f
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and g replaced by P(g2 ® g2) and g3) for the second, and that 2a? < 1 and g4 = g1 + (1 —2a2) " 1g3
for the last. As g4 € F C L'(v), this implies that E[Mg, (f,_)?] < ¢22* for some finite constant
¢ which does not depend on n or k. We can take ¢ large enough, so that this upper bound holds
also for k = 0 and all n € N, thanks to (5). We deduce that:
n—p—1 n—p—1
(31) E[Ro(n)*]'/? < |G| 72 > E[Mg, (far)’]/2 <272 > 282 <3c27P/2,
k=0 k=0
Use that lim,,_,. p = 00 to conclude. O

We have the following lemma.

Lemma 4.2. Under the assumptions of Theorem 3.1, we have the following convergence:

lim E [R;(n)?*] = 0.

n—oo

Proof. We set for p > ¢ > 0:

(32) = > E[N.(fo)lFi],

i€Gpn_p
so that, thanks to (11), Ry(n) = Y_;_o R1(¢,n). We have for i € G,

Gal/2E [ N5 i(f0)| Fi] = B [Mig, , (f)IXi] = Ex, [Me,_,(0)] = 1Gp-el 9~ fu(Xo),

where we used definition (10) of Nf;i for the first equality, the Markov property of X for the second
and (69) for the third. We deduce that:

Ry(t,n) = |G| |Gpoie| Mg, (97" f).
Using (70), we get:
N2
E. [R1(4, n)ﬂ = |G|t Gp_e* E, [(MGHP(QPZJ"@)) }
= |G| M [Gpe? 2P QP (271 f0)?) ()
1

n—p—
+ |Gn|71 |Gp7€|2 Z 2nfp+k anpfkfl (fP (Qk+pfff~e®2)) (:E)
k=0
We deduce that:
n—p—1
Ew [Rl (E, n)2} < a2(p7€)2p72l anp(g2)($) + 2p72f Oé2(k+p7€) 2k anpfkfl (g; (g ® g))
k=0
n—p—1
(33) < a2(10—€)2p—2f <g1 (I) + Z (2a2)k92(x)>
k=0

< (20%)7 (20) % gy (a),
with gl, 92,93 € F and where we used (5) for the first inequality, (3) twice (with f and g replaced
by ¢? and g1 and by P(g®g) and go) for the second, and that 2a? < 1 for the last. Since
g3 € F C L'(v), this gives that E [R;((,n)?] < (2¢2)P(2a)2(v, g3). We deduce that:

p
E [Ri(n)?]"* < S E[Ri(6,n)?]""* < avn (v, 9) '/,
=0
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with the sequence (a1, n € N) defined by:

p

a1n = (20%)P/? 2(204)_@.

£=0

Notice the sequence (a1,,,n € N) converges to 0 since lim;,,_, ., p = 00, 202 < 1 and

» 2a/ (200 — 1) if 2a0 > 1,
> o) f<ip+1 if 20 = 1,
£=0 (20)7P/(1 = 2c0) if 2a < 1.

We conclude that lim,,_,oc E [Rl (n)ﬂ =0.

We now study the bracket of A,,:

(34) Vin)= Y E[An()*F].

Using (11) and (28), we write:

P 2
(35)  V(n)=[Gn"" > Ex, (Z MGpn,Z(fe)> — Ry(n) = Vi(n) + 2Va(n) — Ry(n),
£=0

1€Gn—py,

with:

Pn

Vi) = Ga ™ > D Ex [Ms,, ()]
i€Gn_p, £=0

‘/Q(n) = |Gﬂ|_1 Z Z EXz' [MGPH—E(ﬁ)MGpnfk(fk) )

i€Gr—p,, 0<L<k<py

Ro(n)= Y E[Nui(PIXi]®.

i€Gn—pn,
Lemma 4.3. Under the assumptions of Theorem 3.1, we have the following convergence:

lim E[Rz(n)] = 0.

n—oo

Proof. We define the sequence (az,,,n € N) for n € N by:

» 2
ag, =27P (Z(2a)g> .

£=0
Notice that the sequence (agn,n € N) converges to 0 since lim,,_,o p = 00, 202 < 1 and
» (2a)PT1 /(200 — 1) if 2a > 1,

> o) <Sp+1 if 2a = 1,
(=0 1/(1 - 2a) if 200 < 1.

13
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We now compute E, [Rz(n)].

E, [Ro(n)] = [Gu| ™ ) E, |E, lz Mic, ,(fo)|X;

Z‘Eanp

=1Gal™ 3 Ea (ZEX [Me,.. (o)

i€Gp—_p

0
= [Gal Gyl 977 ((Z Gy Q“fzf) (2)

£=0

» 2
(36) <27F (Z(Qa)pl> Q"7 (g%)(x)

=0

S az.n g1 (:E)u
with g1 € F' and where we used the definition of N, ;(f) for the first equality, the Markov property
of X for the second, (69) for the third, (5) for the first inequality, and (3) (with f and g replaced
by g2 and g;) for the last. We conclude that lim,, . E[Rz2(n)] = 0, using that (v, g;) if finite as
g1 € FCLY(v). O

We have the following technical lemma.

Lemma 4.4. Under the assumptions of Theorem 3.1, we have that 5™ (f) defined in (17) is well
defined and finite, and that a.s. lim, . Va(n) = 5% (f) < +oc.

Proof. Using (71), we get:
(37) Va(n) = Vs(n) + Vs(n),
with

Vi) = [Gal ™ Y0 > 2tarh (RaVUR) (X,
1€Gp_p 0<E<k<p
p—k—1

‘/6(71) _ |Gn|fl Z Z Z gp—t4r Q;Dflf(rnLk) (fP (Qrfk Qsym Qk*E‘FT‘fZ)) (Xz)

i€Gy_p 0<b<k<p 7=0

We consider the term Vs(n). We have:

(38) ‘/ﬁ(n) = |GW—P|_1MG71—p (Hﬁ)n),
with:
Hﬁ,n = Z hgft),r 1{r+k<1)} and hl(:é),r = 2T?e Qpili(?urk) (:P (Qrfk ®sym QkilJrTfE)) .
0<t<k
r>0

Using (4) and since P(Q"(F) ® Q¥ (F)) C F and lim,,_,o, p = +00, we have that:

m A
Jim hy . = e
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where the constant hy ¢, is equal to 2" ¢(u, P (QTka ®sym Qk’erng)}. Using (4), we also have
that:
|h](:e)m| < or—L o k—l+2r qp—1—(r+k) (P(g®9))

S 27‘—€ ak—€+2r s,

with g, € F' (which does not depend on n,r, k and ¢) and where we used (5) for the first inequality
and (3) (with f and g replaced by P (¢ ® ¢g) and g.). Taking the limit, we also deduce that:

|hk,é,r| < 27“72 ak7£+2r Gs.
Define the constant
Hﬁ(f) = Z hklﬂ“ = Z 2T*E<‘u7 P (Qrfk ®sym Qkie+r.f~l)>

0<¢<k 0<t<k
r>0 >0

which is finite as

2«
(39) gr—t G h—t+2r _ e
0§5<Zk,r20 (1—-a)(1—2a2)

Using (4) (with f and ¢ replaced by P (Q’”fk ®sym Qk*e”f}) and gi.¢.r), we deduce that:

B, — hier] <27 aP 1m0 RIg

Set 7o € N* and gr, = D g<pch: r>0: kvr<r, Ik L.r- Notice that g, belongs to F' and is non-negative.
Furthermore, we have:

Hon — Ho(f)l < 3 27?0 g 0 5™ (1) 1 rsnapy + kel

0<t<k 0<e<k
r>0 r>0
kVr<ro rVk>rg

< (ro +1)22r0t qP= 17270 gty (10) g,

7 (TO) — Z 2r—€ ak—é+2r'
0<¢<k
>0
rVk>rg
Using (9) with n replaced by n — p and f replaced by g. and g,,, and that lim,,_,., o = 0 as well
as lim, oo m — p = o0, we deduce that:
lim Sup |GW—P|_1 Manp(lHﬁxn - HG(f)') S 7(T0)</’L7 g*>'

n—oo

with

Thanks to (39), we get by dominated convergence that lim,, . y1(r9) = 0. This implies that:
i (G|~ Me, , (|Ho n — Ho(f)]) = 0.

Since |G,,—p| 7! Mg, () is a probability measure, we deduce from (38) that a.s.:

n—p

lim Vo(n) = lim [Gnp| ™ Mg, _, (Hon) = Ho(f) = Y 27" (u,® (Qrfk Bsym Q’“‘“Tﬁ)»
0§£<k
r>0

Similarly, we get that a.s. lim,,_,oc V5(n) = Hs(f), with the finite constant Hs(f) defined by:
Hs(F) = > 27p, fuQ* " fo).

0<t<k
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Notice that Y5 (f) = Hs(f) + Hg(f) is finite thanks to (5) and (39). This finishes the proof. O

Using similar arguments as in the proof of Lemma 4.4, we get the following result.

Lemma 4.5. Under the assumptions of Theorem 3.1, we have that X5 (§) in (16) is well defined
and finite, and that a.s. lim,, . Vi (n) = 5P (§).

Proof. Using (70), we get:
(40) Vi(n) = Vs(n) + Va(n),
with
P
Vi) = (Gt YD St 0r (7)),

1€Gy_p £=0
p—1 p—£¢—1

Va(n) = |Gp| " Z Z Z op—t+k Qp—1—(t+k) (? (Qkfe®2)) (X).

i€Gp_p (=0 k=0

We consider the term V4(n). We have:

(4‘1) ‘/Zl(n) = |GW—P|71MG71—p (H4;n)7

with:

(42)  Hin= > W leecy and by =280 00 (p(04fe?))
>0, k>0

Using (4), we have that:

lim h{"%) = hey,

n—oo

where the constant hy j is equal to 28=¢(u, P (Qkfg®2)>. We also have that:
|h§?]g)| < gk—t a2k Qp—l—(f-l-k) (.:P (g ® g))
< okt o2k g

with g, € F' (which does not depend on n, ¢ and k) and where we used (5) for the first inequality
and (3) (with f and g replaced by P (¢ ® ¢g) and g.). Taking the limit, we also deduce that:

lhes] <2870 g..

Define the constant

Hi(f)= > hex,
£>0,k>0
which is finite as:
(43) > 2 =2/(1 - 207) < +o0.

Using (4) (with f and g replaced by P (Qkfg®2> and g¢ ), we deduce that:

|h§nk) — hep| < 28 tapm 1= R g,



CLT FOR BIFURCATING MARKOV CHAINS UNDER POINT-WISE ERGODIC CONDITIONS 17

Set ro € N and gr, = >\ <, 9e,k- Notice that g,, belongs to F'. Furthermore, we have:

Hin = Haf) < 3 25 ar =00, 0 S~ (1 L eensp 1y + hel)

NV E<rg N k>rg
< (TO + 1)22ro oépflfwo Gro + 72(7«0)9*,

with 72(r0) = 2> pursr, 2F=t 2k Using (9) with n replaced by n — p and f replaced by g. and
Jro, and that lim, . o =0 as well as lim;,,_,oc 7 — p = 00, we deduce that:

lim sup |Gn—p|71 Manp(lHﬁl,n - H4(f)|) < '72(T0)<N7 g*>-

n—r oo

Thanks to (43), we get by dominated convergence that lim,, o 72(r9) = 0. We deduce that:
nh_)ngo |Gn—p|_1 Manp(|H4,n — Hy(f)]) = 0.

Since |Gp—p| ™! Mg, _, (+) is a probability measure, we deduce from (41) that a.s.:

Tim Va(n) = lim |Gyl ' Mg, (Han) = Ha() = 22 2, P (9 Fe?)).

Similarly, we get that a.s. lim,,_,o V3(n) = Hs(f) with the finite constant Hs(f) defined by

Hs(f) =Y 27, 7).

£>0
Notice that X5%P(f) = Hs(f) + Hy(f) is finite thanks to (5) and (43). This finishes the proof. O
The next Lemma is a direct consequence of (35) and Lemmas 4.3, 4.4 and 4.5.

Lemma 4.6. Under the assumptions of Theorem 3.1, we have the following convergence in prob-

ability lim,, o, V(n) = S5UP(f), where, with $5°P () and S5 () defined by (16) and (17):
SRR (F) = BT (5) = B1(F) + 255 ().
We now check the Lindeberg condition using a fourth moment condition. We set:

(44) Rs(n)= Y E[An(0".

1€Gn—p,
Lemma 4.7. Under the assumptions of Theorem 3.1, we have that lim,,_,~ R3(n) = 0.

Proof. We have:
R3(n) <16 Y E[Nn.()*]

iEanp
p ~
<16(p+1°> Y E[NL(,
£=0i€Gn_p

where we used that (3°;_, ax)* < (r+1)* Y, _, at for the two inequalities (resp. with r = 1 and
r = p) and also Jensen inequality and (28) for the first and (11) for the last. Using (10), we get:

E [NL(F0)'] = 16al P hue(X0],  with b e(2) = Ex | Mo, ()"

Thanks to the fourth moment bound given in Lemma 7.2, the uniform bounds from (5) and the
structural assumption 2.2, it is easy to get there exists g; € F such that for alln >p > ¢ > 0:

(45) || <2200,
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We deduce that:
P
R3(n) < 16n3z Z |G, |2 22r=OF [91(X)]
£=0i€Gn_p

<16n°27 2" P E [Mg, _,(g1)]

< 16032~ (7P) (1, Q" Py,
where we used (69) for the third inequality. Since g; belongs to F', we deduce from (3) that
Qn~Pg; < go for some go € F and all n > p > 0. This gives that:

Rs(n) < 16032772 (1, g,).
This ends the proof as lim,,_,~, p = co and lim, . n — p — Alog(n) = +oo for all A > 0. |
We can now use Theorem 3.2 and Corollary 3.1, p. 58, and the remark p. 59 from [18] to deduce

from Lemmas 4.6 and 4.7 that A, (f) converges in distribution towards a Gaussian real-valued

random variable with deterministic variance ¥%""(f) given by (15). Using (29) and Lemmas 4.1
and 4.2, we then deduce Theorem 3.1.

5. PROOF OF THEOREM 3.4

We keep notation from Section 4. Let (p,,n € N) be an increasing sequence of elements of
N such that (27) holds. When there is no ambiguity, we write p for p,,. Recall the definitions of
Ay (f) and N, ¢(f) from (28) and (29), as well as Ro(n) and R;(n) from (30). We have the following

elementary lemma.

Lemma 5.1. Under the assumptions of Theorem 3./, we have the following convergence:
lim n 'E[Ry(n)?] = 0.
n—oo

Proof. Following the proof of Lemma 4.1, and using that 2a2 = 1 so that 25;01(2042)€ =k, we get
there exists some finite constant ¢ depending on f such that E[Mg, (fn—1)?] < ¢ (k + 1)2* for all

k > 0. This implies that:

n—p—1 n—p—1
E[Ro(n)]/2 < Gul 2 S ElMg, (fai)2V2 <c27/2 S VEF1242 < Covn2 72
k=0 k=0
Then use that lim,,_,, p/n = 1 to conclude. O

We have the following lemma.

Lemma 5.2. Under the assumptions of Theorem 3./, we have the following convergence:
: -1 21 _
nlgn;on E [Ri1(n)?] = 0.
Proof. Following the proof of Lemma 4.2 with the same notations, and using that 2a? = 1 so
that >7-2""(2a?)% = n — p in (33), we get that there exists g3 € F such that E [Ri(¢,n)?] <

(n—p+1)(20)~2(v, g3), where Ry (£, n) is defined in (32). As2a = v2and Ri(n) = Y7_, Ri(4,n),
we deduce that:

E [R1(n)2}1/2 < iIE [Rl(ﬁ, n)z}l/z < 4\/71_7]?_“@7 gg>1/2_

£=0
Use that lim, . p/n = 1 to conclude. O
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Recall A, (f) defined in (28), and its bracket defined by V' (n) = EieG%p E [An,i(§)?|F;] defined
in (34). Recall, see (35), that V(n) = Vi(n) 4+ 2Va(n) — Ra(n). We study the convergence of each
term of the latter right hand side.

Lemma 5.3. Under the assumptions of Theorem 3./, we have the following convergence:

lim n /2K [Ry(n)] = 0.

n—00

Proof. Following the proof of Lemma 4.3 with the same notations and using that 2a? = 1 so
that >-7_,(2a)¢ < C2P/2 in (36), we get that E[Ra(n)] < C (v, g1), with g1 € F. This gives the
result. g

Recall f; , defined in (23). For k,¢,r € N, we will consider the C-valued functions on 52
(46)  fror = (DG R) Bom (DO Ry(f0) amd fRp, = s — Fie
jeJ jeJ

Lemma 5.4. Under the assumptions of Theorem 3.4, we have that a.s. lim,_ nilVg(n) =
YSHY(§) with BSHY(F) defined by (22) which is well defined and finite.

Proof. We keep the decomposition (37) of Va(n) = Vi(n) + Vs(n) given in the proof of Lemma 4.4.
We first consider the term Vg(n) given in (38) by:

(47) Vo(n) = |Gnp| ™" Mg, _, (He.n),
with:
Hon= Y. W) lginey and B =27-tQr-1-th) (? (Qrfk ®sym Q’“*“Tfe)) :
0<l<k<p
r>0
We set
Hﬁ,n = Z h;;,lt?,r 1{T+k<1’}

0<l<k<p;r>0
where for 0 </ < k<pand 0 <r <p—k:

Bl(;fl?,r — or—t o k—t+2r gp—1—(r+k) (Pfrer) = o—(k+6)/2 gp—1—(r+k) (Pfror),
where we used that 202 = 1. We have:
B, = B < 27 0r 1) (9 (07 fo @ 95T o = ah 2 g, )
< C2 Bk QP =R (9 (g @ )
<CB 2702 g,

where we wrote (with " and f replaced by r and fr and by k — £+ r and f;) that
Qf =" f+am Y 0T R;(f)
jed

and used (24), (25) and that (8, n € N) is non-decreasing for the second inequality and used (3)
(with f and g replaced by P (g9 ® g) and g7) for the last. We deduce that:

(Hom — Honl < > IAY0, =R | Lsnepy < C <Z 5r> 9i-

0<t<k<p,r>0 r=0
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As lim;, o0 B, = 0, we get that lim, oo n ™' >0 8, = 0. We deduce from (9) that a.s.:
(48) lim n~!Gp_p| ' Mg, _, (|Hen — He,n|) = 0.

n—oo

We set HG[n] = ZO§E<k§p;T20 hier Liryrapy withfor 0 <l <k <pand 0 <r <p—k:

hk,f,r = 2_(k+é)/2</1’7 ?fk?,é,’l‘> = </1’7 BI(:E),T>

Notice that:
|B](€n)r . hk,f,r| < 2—(k+€)/2 Z
J.g'eJ

—(k+2£ —1— k
< 2 BHOR2p=1=HR) N g
jies

QPR (P(R; i Rsym Ryr fo)) — (1t PR fie @sym Ryr f2))

9 (0/2qp—1=(rtk) g

where we used (4) (with f and g replaced by P(R;fr Qsym Rj fe) and g ;) for the second
inequality and gi ¢ = Zj)j,eJ gk.e,5,5 for the equality. We have that g, belongs to F. Since
IPfrerl < Plfierl <4P(g® g), thanks to the fourth inequality in (25), we deduce from (3) (with
f and g replaced by 4P(g ® g) and g¢3) that forall 0 < ¢ < kand 0 <r <p—k:

B <2 H02 g5 and ] < 27072 (0, g5).

Set 7o € N and ¢,, = EO<E<k<ro gk,¢. Notice that g, belongs to I’ and is non-negative. Further-
more, we have for n large enough so that p > 2rq:

|E[6,n - H([;n]| < Z |iL,(:)1T — hor] 1o ikepy

0<b<k<p
r>0
p—k—1 p—k—1
DD LD DD DI (v R R L) | T
0<t<k<rgr=0 0<t<k<p r=0

k>rg

<Cgro+ >, (p—k) 27" (g5 + (u,g5))
0<t<k<p,k>ro

< Cgry +Cn2772 (g5 + (1, g3)).-
We deduce that:
limsupn |G, _p| ™ Me, ,(|Ho — HI'|) < C 2770/, g3).

n—roo

Since ry can be arbitrary large, we get that:
(49) lim 0G|~ Me, ,(|Hen — H|) = 0.

n—oo

We set for k,¢ € N:
hie= 2= (k020 P(fre))-
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Using the last inequality in (25) and the definition (23) of f;,, we deduce there exists a finite
constant ¢ independent of n such that, for all k,¢ € N, |hz,e| < 2= +0/2 " This implies that
HE =3 0<icp(k+1)|hy | is finite and (see (22)) the sum:

Hy() = Y hie=25"()
0<¢<k
is well defined and finite. We write:
hier=h o+ hyors
with
Z,Z,r = 27(k+£)/2 <,Uﬂ :Pf]g,f,r>7
where we recall that f¢, . = fi.er — ff 4, and
(50) Hﬁ[n] _ HénL* +H([3n],o
with

B = Z (p—k)hy, and HIe = Z B3 0r Lirthap)-
0<t<k<p 0<t<k<p;r>0

Recall lim,,—yo0 p/n = 1. We have:
I H — HE (D) < Intp — UIHG(D] + 0 Hy + > kg,

0<(t<k
k>p

so that lim, |n_1H([5"]’* — HX(f)] = 0 and thus:
(51) lim n'HY = HE ().

n—oo
We now prove that n_lH([;"]’o converges towards 0. We have:

(52) Foer=" D (0;0)7 05" R fr @eym Ry fo-

3.4 €J,0,60,7#1

This gives:
HE =S O RG R, ) 1y
0<t<k<p, >0
p—k—1
< N o2nka R ‘(%T(ijk Rsym Rj/me > (0:05)
0<l<k<p i €T, 0,0, #1 =0
<g

with ¢ = 3 (1, P(9® 9)) Yocpcney 2~ T2, ey 0,0, 111 — 6;,0;]~1, and where we used (52)
for the first inequality, the last inequality of (25) for the second. Since J is finite, we deduce that ¢

is finite. This gives that lim, n_lH([;"]’o = 0. Recall that HG[n] and H{(f) are complex numbers
(i.e. constant functions). Use (50) and (51) to get that:

: —1ggln] _ prx
nll{r;o” Hg" = Hg(f)
so that, as |G,—p|~* Mg,,_,(-) is a probability measure, a.s.:
(53) lim 0" |Gp| ™ M, _, (H™) = H; ().

n—r oo
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In conclusion, use (48), (49), (53) and the definition (47) of V5(n) to deduce that a.s.:
lim n~'Vo(n) = Hy () = > 2700200 BfL) = DET(),

e 0<t<k
where f}, is defined in (23) and £§"(f) in (22). Recall that:
Vs(n) = G| ™! Z Z 2p—tork (kak*lfNe) (Xi) = |Gpp| "' Mg, _, (®),

1€Gy_p 0<U<k<p

where
o= Y 27t (0.
0<l<k<p
We have:
. < Y 27t R < Y 27 (HIRg < Oy,
0<t<k<p 0<t<k<p

where we used (4) for the first inequality and (3) (with f and g replaced by g* and g;) in the
second. Then, use (9) to conclude that a.s.:

lim n~'Vs(n) = 0.
n—oo
This ends the proof of the Lemma. O
Using similar arguments as in the proof of Lemma 5.4, we get the following result.

Lemma 5.5. Under the assumptions of Theorem 3.4, we have that a.s. lim, .o n "'V} (n) =
YSH(§) with B§TY(F) defined by (21) which is well defined and finite.

Proof. We recall Vi(n) = Va(n) + Vi(n), see (40) and thereafter for the definition of V3(n) and
Vi(n). We first consider the term Vz(n). Recall that Viz(n) = |Gh—p|Men—p(®n) with &, =

D027 QP7E(f2). We have f? < g2 and QP~*(g?) < g; for some g; € F and thus [®,| < 2g;.
We therefore deduce that a.s. lim,, .o n~1V3(n) = 0.

We consider the term Vi(n) = |Gp—p| ' Mg, _, (Han) (see (41)) with Hy,, given by (42):

Hon= Y0 WLy and ) = 2500000 (5 (b))
£>0,k>0

Recall fo 5 defined in (46). We set Hy,, = Zzzo,kzo Bgflk) 1{o4hep) With
%nk) _ k=t o2k Qp—1—(L+k) (Pfror) = 9~ Qp—1—(t+k) (Pfoor),
where we used that 2a? = 1. We have:
|h/(;k) _ BZlk)l < gh—tgp—1-(t+k) (33 QQ% ®Qkf, — Oé%fu,kD)
< C2FL gy, o2k Qr—1-(E+R) (P(g®9))
< Bp27gi,

with g € F, where we used (24), with the representation Q% f, = Q¥ f, + o¥ djed Hé?ij(fg), (25)
for the second inequality and (3) for the last. We deduce that:

|Hyp — Hapl < Z |h§nk) - B§n;€)| Toorpapy <2 (Z 5k> 91

>0, k>0 k=0
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As lim,, o0 B, = 0, we get that lim, oo n ™' >}, B = 0. We deduce from (9) that a.s.:
(54) lim n!Gp_p| " Mg, _, (|Han — Han|) = 0.

n—oo

We set H)" = > 050 k50 Pek Lerrapy with:

heg =27, Ploor).
Notice that:
R = hepl <270 37 | D (PR, fo e Ry f1)) = {1t PR e Doy Ryt )
j.g'€d
<ol 1S g
7.3’ €d

= 2*50410*17(4%)927
where we used (4) (with f and g replaced by P(R; fo ® R f;) and gy 5 ;) for the second inequality
and gy = ZM,GJ ge,j.; for the equality. We have that g, belongs to F. Since |Pfe x| < P|fr.ek] <
4P(g ® g), thanks to the fourth inequality in (25), we deduce from (3) (with f and g replaced by
4P(g ® g) and g¢3) that:

R <2795 and [hesl <27 (u,g5).

Set 7o € N and g, = > <4<, g¢- Notice that g, belongs to F' and is non-negative. Furthermore,
we have for n large enough so that p > 2ry:

|y — HYY| < Z |B§le) = hee| Lot r<p)
£>0,k>0

< Y e g+ >0 (IR hekl) Terrap)

0<4<rg, k>0 0>ro, k>0
4 * *
<Cgrt > (P—027" (g5 + (11,951 1<)
0>rg

< Cgry +n277 (g5 + (1, 93))-
We deduce that:
limsupn ™ Gy—p| ™! Mo, _, (|Ham — HJ) <2770, g3).

n—oo

Since ry can be arbitrary large, we get that a.s.:

(55) lim 7G|~ Mg, (|Han — H|) = 0.

n—oo

Now, we study the limit of Hz[l"]. We set for k, ¢ € N:

hy = 27£<M7Tfe*,e>-
Using the last inequality in (25) and the definition (23) of f;,, we deduce there exists a finite

constant ¢ independent of n (but depending on f) such that, for all £ € N, |h}| < ¢27¢ This
implies that Hy = >_,5 (¢ + 1)|h7] is finite and the sum

HiH) =) h

>0
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is well defined and finite. We write:
hew = hg + h{ .,
with hg =27 (u, Pfg, 1), where 7, = foor — f7, is defined in (46), and

HIY = gl glele
with Hj" =2 _¢>0(p — O)hj and mye =2 z0.k>0 ik 1{€+k<p} We have:
LY — HE ()] < In"lp - 1HE() + 0 Hy + Y I,

£>p
so that limy e [n = H™™ — H}(f)] = 0 and thus:
(56) lim n 1H[ nlx = HJ(f).

n—oo
We now prove that n~'H\""° converges towards 0. We have:

(57) for="">_  (0:70))" Ry fr @sym R fo.

3.5 €T,0,60,#1

This gives:
HP =30 27 P Tesnen)
£>0,k>0
p—L£—1
<>t Y |wP@efeeRif)|| Y 0000
>0 G,3'€J,0;0,1#1 k=0
<c

with ¢ = ¢ (1, P(9®9)) Y= 2~¢ D, 0,60, 41 |1 —0,,6,]"", and where we used (57) for the first
inequality, the last inequality of (25) for the second. Since J is finite, we deduce that c¢ is finite.

This gives that lim, e n L H""® = 0. Recall that H" and H;}(f) are complex numbers (i.e.
constant functions). Use (56) to get that:

lim n IH["] Hi(f)

n—r oo

so that, as |G,—p| ™! Mg, _,(-) is a probability measure, a.s.:

(58) lim 7G|t Mg, , (H) = H; ().

n—oo

In conclusion, use (54), (55), (58) and the definition (41) of V4(n) to deduce that a.s.:

lim n~'Vi(n) = 274w, Pre) = ST,
>0
where f;, is defined in (23) and £{*(f) in (21). ]

The proof of the next Lemma is a direct consequence of (35) and Lemmas 5.3, 5.5 and 5.4.

Lemma 5.6. Under the assumptions of Theorem 3./, we have the following convergence in prob-
ability: ' .
lim 7™tV (n) = S57(7) + 255(f),

n—oo

where S$(§) and XS(F), defined by (21) and (22), are well defined and finite.
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We now check the Lindeberg condition. Recall R3(n) defined in (44).
Lemma 5.7. Under the assumptions of Theorem 3./, we have that lim,_, o 7’L—2R3(’n) =0.

Proof. Keeping the notation of Lemma 4.7, using Lemma 7.2 (with the main contribution coming
from 95, and g ,, therein), we get (compare with (45)) that for n > p > £ > 0:

e < (p = 0)°2°0 gy,
with hy, ¢(z) = E, {Mgp%(fg)‘l] and g; € F. Following the proof of Lemma 4.7, we get that:

n"2R3(n) < 160> 27"7P) (1, g,).
This ends the proof as lim, ;e p = 00 and lim,_, n — p — Alog(p) = +oo for all A > 0. ]
The proof of Theorem 3.4 mimics then the proof of Theorem 3.1.

6. PROOF OF LEMMA 3.8 AND OF THEOREM 3.9

6.1. Proof of Lemma 3.8. Let f € F and j € J. Use that R;(F) C CF to deduce that
E [|[ M, ;(f)|?] is finite. We have for n € N*:

E[My,;(f)[Hn-1] = 2a5)™" > E[R;f(Xio) + Ry f(Xir)|Hp1]
i€Gpn_1

= (20;)7" Y 20R;f(X)

1€Gpn_1
= (20;)" Y Y R f(X0)
i€Gr_1
- n—l,j(f)7

where the second equality follows from branching Markov property and the third follows from the
fact that R; is the projection on the eigen-space associated to the eigen-value o; of Q. This gives
that M;(f) is a H-martingale. We also have, writing f; for R;(f):

E [|Mn;(f)I?] = (20)7*"E [ Mg, (f;) Mg, ()]

n—1
= (20%)7" (1, Q" (If5[7) + (20) 72" Y 271, QTP (M f @y )
k=0
(59) = (22)7" (n, Q" (If5*)) + (20*)7" i(%ﬁ)k@/, Q" FIP (£ @y f5))
k=0
n—1
< (20%) (v, g1) + (207) 7" ) (20%) (v, g2)
k=0

< <V7 g3>7

where we used the definition of M, ; for the first equality, (71) with m = n for the second equality,
the fact that f; (resp. 73) is an eigen-function associated to the eigenvalue «; (resp. @;) for the
third equality, (3) twice (with f and g replaced by |f;|*> and g1 and by P (fj ®sym TJ) and go) for
the first inequality and 2a? > 1 as well as g3 = g1 + g2/(2a2 — 1) for the last inequality. Since g3
belongs to F' and does not depend on n, this implies that sup, ¢y E [|M,,;(f)[*] < +oo. Thus the
martingale M;(f) converges a.s. and in L? towards a limit.
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6.2. Proof of Theorem 3.9. Recall the sequence (5,,,n € N) defined in Assumption 2.6 and the
o-field H,, = o{Xy,u € T, }. Let (pn,n € N) be a sequence of integers such that p,, is even and
(for n > 3):

5 )
(60) P e pn<n, lim(n—py) =00 and lim a” ("B, s = 0.

6 n— o0 n— o0

Notice such sequences exist. When there is no ambiguity, we shall write p for p,,. We deduce from
(13) that:

(61) Npo(f) = Ro(n) + Ra(n) + T (),

with notations from (29) and (30):

n—pn—1
Ro(n) =|Gu|™"?* Y Me,(fas),
k=0
To(f) = Ri(n) = Z E[Nn,i()Hn-p,],
i€Gn_p,,
Ry(n) = A, = Z (Nn,i(F) = E[Nn i ()| Hn—p,1) -
i€Gn_p,,

Furthermore, using the branching Markov property, we get for all i € G,,_;,:
(62) B[Nni () Hn—p,] = E[Nn i (F)| Xi].
We have the following elementary lemma.

Lemma 6.1. Under the assumptions of Theorem 3.9, we have the following convergence:

lim (20°)""E [Ro(n)?] = 0.

n—00

Proof. We follow the proof of Lemma 4.1. As 202 > 1, we get that E[Mg, (fn_#)?] < 2¥(202)*(v, g)
for some g € F and all n > k > 0. This implies, see (31), that for some constant C' which does not
depend on n or p:

1/2

E [Ro(n)z} < C2*ﬁ/2(2a2)(n—;ﬁ)/2'

It follows from the previous inequality that (2a)™"E [Ro(n)?] < C(2a)~?P. Then use 2« > 1 and
lim,, ;oo p = 00 to conclude. O

Next, we have the following lemma.

Lemma 6.2. Under the assumptions of Theorem 3.9, we have the following convergence:

lim (2¢°)7"E [R4(n)?] = 0.

n—r oo
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Proof. First, we have:

2

ERs(n)’] =E || Y (Nui(p) — E[Nni(F)X0)
1€Gn_p

=E| > E[(Nni(f) — B[N ()| Xi])[H 5]
i€Gn_p

(63) <E| Y EN.i()2Xi|

_iEanﬁ

where we used (62) for the first equality and the branching Markov chain property for the second
and the last inequality. Note that for all ¢ € G,,_; we have

. 2
E [E[Nni()*|Xi]] = |Ga|'E (ZMiGﬁk(ﬁz)> | Xi
£=0

< |Gn|_1 <Z Ex, [MGﬁe(fl)2]l/2> )

£=0

where we used the definition of N, ;(f) for the equality and the Minkowski’s inequality for the last
inequality. We have:

-1
Ex,[Me, ,(fo)?] = 2275QP 4 (f2)(Xi) + Y 2P7HHRQr=t=h=1(p(Qh fy @ OF fi)) (Xi)
ke
p—b—1 ’
<27 (Xi) + Y 2 RPRQPT RN (P gy @ g1))(X)
k=0
p—b—1

< 277go(Xs) + Z 2774(20%) g3 (X;)
k=0
< (20)°P79g4(X5),

where we used (70) for the first equality, (ii) of Assumption 2.2 and (5) for the first inequality, (3)
and (iv) of Assumption 2.2 for the second, and 2o > 1 for the last. The latter inequality implies
that, with g5 equal to g4 up to a finite multiplicative constant:

5 2

(64) E[Nn,i(f)*1X:]] < |Gn| ™ (Z(M)(’”)) 94(Xi) = 27" (20)*7 g5(X,).

£=0

Using (63), (64) and (69) as well as Assumption 2.3 with g¢ € F, we get:
(20%)"E[Ra(n)?] < (20%)7"2"7P27"(20)* (v,Q"gs) < (20%)7 P (v, g5).

We then conclude using that 2a2 > 1 and lim,, 00 (n — p) = 0. O
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Now, we study the third term of the right hand side of (61). First, note that:

T.(f) = > E[N.i(f)Xi]

iGGn,@
D
= > [GuTV?Y Ex.[Mg, ,(fo)]
i€Gp_p =0
D
=Ga 72 Y0 D 2 (fu) (X,
'L’GGH,@KZO

where we used (62) for the first equality, the definition (11) of N, (f) for the second equality and
(69) for the last equality. Next, projecting in the eigen-space associated to the eigenvalue «;, we
get

T() = TV () + T2 (5),
where, with f = f — (i, f) — 32, R;(f) defined in (19):

TO(F) = 16,72 Y D2 (97 (f) (X0,

iGGn,@ =0
D
T = [Gal 2 D7 Y 277 a0 R (fe) (X
i€G,,—p £=0 jeJ

We have the following lemma.
Lemma 6.3. Under the assumptions of Theorem 3.9, we have the following convergence:
lim (20%) B[ (7] = 0.

Proof. We have:

(20 PEITV R < 20) B | D Y 2P (fi) (X))
i€Gp_p £=0

<) E| ST T2 b8, (X))

’L‘GGn,ﬁ =0

p
= 2-tam P8, (1, Q" Py),

£=0

where we used the definition of T\ )(f) for the first inequality, (24) for the second and (69) for
the equality. Using (3) and the property (iii), we get that there is a finite positive constant C
independent of n and p such that (v, Q" Pg) < C. We have:

p/2 $/2

22—5 —(n p+€ B ) S a—(n—ﬁ)ﬁﬁ/22(2a)—é
£=0

Using the third condition in (60) and that 2« > 1, we deduce the right hand-side converges to 0
as n goes to infinity. Without loss of generality, we can assume that the sequence (8,,n € N*) is
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bounded by 1. Since a > 1/\/5, we also have:

P
Z 27£Oéi(n7ﬁ+e)ﬂﬁ7[ S (1 _ 20&)71 27ﬁ/2a7’n+ﬁ/2 S (1 _ 20071 2n/273;ﬁ/4.

t=p/2
Using that n/2 —3p/4 < —n/8, thanks to the first condition in (60), we deduce the right hand-side
converges to 0 as n goes to infinity. Thus, we get that lim, (2a2)_"/2E[|T7§1)(f)|] =0. O

Now, we deal with the term 7% (f) in the following result. Recall M ; defined in Lemma 3.8.

Lemma 6.4. Under the assumptions of Theorem 3.9, we have the following convergence:

(20%) T () - 30 (20) ™ 3 67 Mo fe) 5 .

¢eN j€J
Proof. By definition of T2(f), we have T2(f) = 2/23°F_ (2a)"~¢ e 07 ‘M, ;(fe) and thus:
(65) (2a%)""PTA(F) = ) (20)7° Y 07 Mo j(f)
LeN JjeJ
P o'}
=2 2a)™ Y0 (Mo (fe) = Moo (f0)) = D (20)7" 3077 Moo (o).
=0 j€J e=p+1 j€J
Using that |6;| = 1, we get:
P ‘a P
|Z (2c) ézenﬂ) n,j(fe) = Moo j(f2) Z 20) KZE |M,j(fe) — Moo,j(fe)]-
£=0 JjeJ =0 JjeJ

Now, using (5), a close inspection of the proof of Lemma 3.8, see (59), reveals us that there exists
a finite constant C' (depending on f) such that for all j € J, we have:

supsup E[|M,, ;(f.)|?] < C.
LeN neN

The L?(v) convergence in Lemma 3.8 yields that:

(66) sup E[| Moo ; (fo)]?] < C. and supsupZE |M,, ;(fe) — Moo j(fo)]] < 2|JVC.
€eN ¢EN neN =7

Since Lemma 3.8 implies that lim, oo E[|M,, ;(fr) — Mo, ;(fe)|] = 0, we deduce, as 2« > 1 by the
dominated convergence theorem that:

(67) lim EIZ (20)7 07 (Mo i (fo) = Moo j(fo))]] = 0.
£=0

n—-+o0o
jeJ

On the other hand, we have

Bl Y Qo)) 07 Muy(fOll < Y (20)C ) E[[Meoy(f)l S IVC Y (20)7

t=p+1 jEJ t=p+1 jEJ t=p+1
where we used |0;| = 1 for the first inequality and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and (66) for the
second inequality. Finally, from (65), (67) and (68) (with lim,,— ZZﬁH(Qa)_Z =0) , we get the
result of the lemma. O
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7. MOMENTS FORMULA FOR BMC

Let X = (X;,i € T) be a BMC on (S,.¥) with probability kernel P. Recall that |G,,| = 2™ and
Mg, (f) = > icq, f(Xi). We also recall that 2Q(x, A) = P(x, A x §) + P(z,5 x A) for A € 7.
We use the convention that ) 5 = 0. We recall the following well known and easy to establish
many-to-one formulas for BMC.

Lemma 7.1. Let f,g € B(S), v € S and n > m > 0. Assuming that all the quantities below are
well defined, we have:

(69) Es (Mg, ()] = 1Gn| Q" f(x) = 2" Q" f(2),
(70) E, [Mg, (f)?] =2"Q"(f*)(z) + ni 2ntEQrE (P (QFf ® Q8 F)) (),
(71)  Eo [Mg, (f)Mg,, (9)] = 2"Q™ (gQ"’mf)k?xO)
+ mz_:l 2nth Qm=k=1 (P (QF g @y Q"R F)) ().
5=0

We also give an upper bound of E, [MGn (f )4], which is a direct consequence of the arguments
given in the proof of Theorem 2.1 in [8]. Recall that g®? = g ® g.

Lemma 7.2. There ezists a finite constant C' such that for all f € B(S), n € N and v a probability
measure on S, assuming that all the quantities below are well defined, there exist functions ¥;,
for 1 <35 <9 such that:



CLT FOR BIFURCATING MARKOV CHAINS UNDER POINT-WISE ERGODIC CONDITIONS 31

and, with hy, = Q¥=1(f) and (notice that either |1;| or |(v,4;)| is bounded), writing vg = (v, g):
|¢1,n| < C 2nQn(f4)7

n—1

in| < C22" Y 27K WQFP (Q" (%) @y hnk) |,

k=0

n—1

thsn| < C2%" Z 27k Qb (Qn k1 (f2)w?)

k=0

|¢4,n| < C24n P (|?(hn—1®2) ®2 |) )

n—1k—1

W50 < C24 YN 27 QrP (QF T P(hy 1 ®7)|®7)
=0

k=2r
n—1k—1

|¢6,n| < C 23n Z Z 27k7rQr|fP (Qkfrflfp (hnfk®2) ®sym anrfl(fQ)) |7
k=1 r=0
n—1k—1

] < C 2% DN 27 F QTP (QF TP (B, g ®sym Q" TH(S?)) @y hnr) |,

k=1 r=0
n—1lk—1r—1

sl <C2 Y NN "2 R QIP (17T P (hy @) | @y (98P (B k@) ])
k=2 r=1j=0
n—1k—1r—1

[Y9,n| < C 2% 27T IQIP(Q TP (hner ®sym 257 TP (hn—k®)) sy hny) |-
k=2 r=1 j=0
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