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Abstract

Consider a Bellman—Harris-type branching process, in which individu-
als evolve independently of one another, giving birth after a random time
T to a random number L of children. In this article, we study the asymp-
totic behaviour of the length of the longest branches of this branching
process at time ¢, both pendant branches (corresponding to individuals
still alive at time t) and interior branches (corresponding to individuals
dead before time t).

1 Introduction

We consider a Bellman—Harris process initiated by a single particle, defined in
the following way. Let (T, L) be a random element of Ry x Z . Each individual
in that process evolves independently of one another. An individual u stays
alive for T}, units of time, before giving birth to L, children, where (T, L,,) is
an independent copy of (T, L). Those children reproduce independently with
the same law of their parent. We work under the conditions

P(T=0)=P(T'=00)=0 and E(L) € (1,00). (1.1)

The first condition avoids considering a degenerate situation in which an in-
dividual immediately dies out or live forever, while the second one guarantees
that the population is supercritical. As a result, the process survives forever
with positive probability. Observe that if T and L are independent, and T
is exponentially distributed, then the Bellman—Harris process corresponds to a
continuous-time Galton—Watson tree.

Let us underline that we consider a slight generalisation of the classical
Bellman—Harris process as we allow for dependence between the time an indi-
vidual stays alive and the number of children it obtains. We remark that the
condition T" > 0 a.s. could be slightly weakened. In particular, if we identify
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as children of an individual all its descendants born at its death time, we re-
cover a Bellman—Harris process satisfying (1.1), provided that E(L; T =0) <1
(so that the clusters of individuals born at the same time as their parent
form a sub-critical branching processes, hence have finite total progeny). If
E(L;T = 0) > 1, then the process would explode in finite time a.s. on its
survival event, which justifies its restriction.

As is usual, we can identify individuals in our Bellman—Harris-type process
with a label that also encodes their genealogy (see Section 2 for more details).
We then denote by T be the set of all individuals that ever live. The individual
u € T is born at time by, and dies at time d,,. We also let T; = {u € T : b, < t}
be the set of individuals born before time ¢, and M; = {u € T : b, <t < dy}
the set of individuals alive at time t.

The objective of this article is to study the asymptotic behaviour of the ages
of the oldest living and extinct individuals at time ¢ in this population model.
This result extends the recent work of Bocharov and Harris [8], that proved a
similar result for continuous-time Galton—Watson trees. In particular, we aim
to describe the asymptotic behaviour of

MP = gé%(t —b,) and M, = uenﬂ%?i(Nt(du —by), (1.2)
which are, respectively, the age of the oldest individual still alive at time ¢, and
the age of the oldest individual that died before time ¢. That is, M} corresponds
to the longest pendant edge of the genealogical tree up to time ¢, and M} is the
longest interior edge up to time ¢{. We will define below a deterministic function
(¢;) such that (M} — £;, M} — ;) jointly converge in distribution as ¢ — oc.

Bellman—Harris processes form a subclass of general Crump-Mode—-Jagers
(CMJ) branching processes. In contrast to the general CMJ branching situation
where parents scatter their children as a point process in time relative to their
birth position, individuals in a Bellman—Harris process always give birth to their
children at the end of their lifetime. Whenever it exists, the so-called Malthusian
parameter plays an important role in the study of CMJ branching processes. For
a Bellman—Harris process, it is defined as the unique parameter o > 0 satisfying

E(Le ") =1. (1.3)

Note that (1.1) guarantees the existence of this parameter as o — E(Le™°T) is
continuous and strictly decreasing on [0, 00), starting from E(L) > 1 down to 0.

The Malthusian parameter allows us to study the rate of exponential growth
of the population over time. Provided that

Ya >0, P(T €aN) <1, (1.4)

i.e. that the law of T is non-lattice, Nerman [14] proved that the size of the
population grows exponentially at rate a. Specifically, in our situation, we have

lim e-otgn, = L BE) o robabilit (1.5)
m e = — 4 111 probability, .
00 ' T QE(LTe—oT) P v
as soon as

E(Le *"log, L) < cc. (1.6)

Since sup;eg, te~*" < 0o, we remark that E(LTe™*") < oo by (1.1).



The random variable Z., is the a.s. limit of the so-called Malthusian mar-
tingale defined as

7, = Z Lue_ad” _ Z e~ by l{bu>t2bm}’ (1.7)
uEN veT

where v represents the parent of v. Here, (Z;,t > 0) is a non-negative martin-
gale with respect to the filtration FT where F} := o (T, Ly),u € T : by, < t).
This is often called the filtration of the coming generation, as information on
the death time and number of children of individuals alive at time ¢ are already
available at that time, thereby looking a generation into the future.

The exponential growth of branching population models have a long history.
Kesten and Stigum [12] proved that when E(LlogL) < oo, a discrete time
Galton-Watson process’ (#A\,,) grows at the same rate as E(#N,,). This result
was then extended to continuous-time Galton-Watson processes? by Athreya
and Karlin [4]. Athreya [2] then showed that for a Bellman—Harris process, the
convergence in (1.5) holds in distribution, identifying the law of Z,, as a fixed
point of the smoothing transform. This result was extended by Doney [9] to
general CMJ branching processes. Next, Athreya and Kaplan [3] proved the
stronger result (1.5) for Bellman—Harris processes, and Nerman [14] extended it
to CMJ processes, under the optimal integrability conditions.

Refinements of these results have been made available under more generality.
Indeed, observe that the process (b,,u € T) can be thought of as a branching
random walk with non-decreasing paths. Additive martingales of branching

random walks have been studied since at least [15], with optimal integrabil-
ity conditions given by Biggins [5] (see also Lyons [13] for a simple proof) and
Alsmeyer and Tksanov [1]. The martingale (Z;) can then be seen as an ad-

ditive martingale estimated along a stopping line, uniform integrability of the
martingale along genealogical lines therefore extends along stopping lines [6].

To study the asymptotic behaviour of the length of the longest edges in the
Bellman—Harris process, we impose a regularity assumption on the tail of law of
the lifetime T of individuals. We assume that 2 — P(T > logz) is a regularly
varying function at oo. This assumption can be restated in a clearer fashion as
follows: there exists 8 > 0 such that for all a € R, we have

P(T >t
tlim P(T>t+a|lT >t)= thm M — o Ba
Soo

—oo P(T >1t) (1.8)

Let us underscore that this condition includes lifetimes with heavy tail distri-
butions. In particular, if P(T > t) &~ ¢t~¢, then (1.8) holds with § = 0.
The characteristic length ¢; of the longest edges at time ¢ is defined by the
formula
by =1inf{l > 0: e “P(T > () < e '}, (1.9)
We prove in forthcoming Lemma 2.2 that ¢; grows linearly with ¢, specifically
gt [0

- (L10)

Our first main result is that the a.s. growth rate of the longest edges in T}
is identical to the growth rate of ¢; as t — oo.

T.e. such that T =1 a.s.
2I.e. such that T is exponentially distributed.



Theorem 1.1. Under assumptions (1.1), (1.6) and (1.8), we have

. Mt1 . M? « .
lim = lim — = a.s. on the survival event.
t—oo t t—oo o+ ﬂ

To explore in more details the length of the longest edges in T; we now
define the following point processes

Etp — Z 5(t—bu)—et and 5; - Z 5(du—bu)—ét (111)
ueN w€T\N¢

The point process £} allows us to study the length of all pendant edges relative

to length £;, while £! gives a convenient way to encode the length of interior

edges compared to length ¢;. In particular, we observe that the right-most atom

in &} is located at M} — £, and the right-most atom in &} corresponds to M} —{;.
The main result of the article can be expressed as follows.

Theorem 1.2. Under assumptions (1.1), (1.6) and (1.8), (EF, &) jointly con-
verge in distribution to (E2,,EL) whose law can be described as follows: con-

(o ohige o]

ditionally on Zs, EX and E!, are independent Poisson point processes with

intensity cyZooe TPy and coa Zoge (@B Ay respectively, where
ey = B(LTe *T)~1, (1.12)

In particular, we have the convergence in distribution of the longest pendant and
interior edges relative to £y given by:

tlim (MP — £y, M} — ;) = (max EL , max EL))
— 00

We prove our main results in the next section.

2 Proof of the main theorems

This section is divided into three parts. We first provide in Section 2.1 an ex-
plicit construction of the Bellman—Harris process using the Ulam-Harris—Neveu
notation. We then give in Section 2.2 some properties on the characteristic
length ¢; of the longest branches in T;. Finally, Section 2.3 is dedicated to
prove, first Theorem 1.2, then Theorem 1.1.

2.1 Construction of the Bellman—Harris process

We introduce here some of the notation and setup for our model. The Bellman—
Harris process can classically be constructed using the Ulam—Harris—Neveu no-
tation as follows. Let U = U,>oN" the set of finite words over the alphabet N.
We let {(Ty, Ly),u € U} be a family of i.i.d. copies of (T, L). We then define

T={ueUd: V1<j<|u|, u(j) <Ly ,},

where given u = (u(1),...,u(n)) € N*, we write |u| = n the length of u,
ug = (u(l),...,u(k)) the prefix consisting of the first k& < n letters of u, and
uo = ) with |ug| = 0. For u € T, we write

bu= Y T, and dy=b,+Tyu= » Ty

0<j<]ul 0<j<]ul



In words, @ € N° corresponds to the initial ancestor of the population, whose
genealogical tree is given by T. The individual v € T is born at time b,,
and dies at time d,,. An individual u € N” is from the nth generation and is
identified as the u(n)th child of the u(n — 1)th child of ... of the w(1)th child of
the initial ancestor of the population.

For all ¢ > 0, we write

T;={ueT:b, <t} and N;={ueT:b, <t<dy}

which are, respectively, the set of individuals born before time ¢ and the set of
individuals alive at time ¢. The length of the branch associated to individual
u € Ty is then defined as min(¢,d,) — by, which is consistent with the point
processes defined in (1.11).

2.2 Properties of the characteristic length of the longest
edges

The definition of the characteristic length ¢; in (1.9) can be explained informally
as follows. The population in the Bellman—Harris process growing at exponential
rate 1.5, the large majority of branches of length ¢ come from individuals that
were born around time t — ¢. Since there are approximately e®*~%) individuals
born around this time, and that each of them have probability P(T > ¢) to give
birth to a branch of length at least ¢, we conclude that there will be branches of
length ¢ in T if e**=%) > 1, while no branches will exist if e*(*"OP(T > ¢) < 1.

We show in the next lemma that the function ¢; defined above corresponds
to the critical situation.

Lemma 2.1. If (1.8) holds, then the function £ defined in (1.9) verifies

lim e*C~P(T > ¢,) =1.

t—o0

Proof. We observe that f : £+ e~ *P(T > () is a cadlag increasing function
on [0,00). Writing f~! its right-continuous generalised inverse, we have

1
b= f e ) for all t > —log P(T > 0).
@
In particular, we observe that
e UP(T > 4y) < e ™ < e P(T > ().

Using (1.8), we have
P(T >t)

lim —— ="
B P(T>1)
which allows us to complete the proof. [l

We now remark that under assumption (1.8), ¢; grows at a linear rate.

e =

Lemma 2.2. Under assumption (1.8), we have lim;_, o 7 R



Proof. We write p(t) = exp (an logt)a we observe that

o(t) =inf{x > 0:27“P(T > logz) < 1/t},

therefore ¢ is the right-continuous inverse of « P(%Togz), which is a regularly
varying function at oo with index a + 8 (see e.g. [7, Theorem 1.5.12]). As a
result, we deduce that ¢(t) is regularly varying at co with index a—iﬁ > 0. In
particular, this yields
1 1 t lo-
= lim 0 ¢(t) = lim =—°8° llogt,
a+p tooo logt t—oo  logt

which completes the proof. [l

Remark 2.3. As a slight refinement of Lemma 2.2, let us mention that if 7" has
an exponential tail, i.e. there exist ¢, 5 > 0 such that P(T > t) ~ ce™5%, then
b = %l%gc +0(1) as t = oo. In particular, if T and L are independent with T'
exponentially distributed with parameter 3 , then (N, ¢t > 0) is a continuous-
time Galton-Watson tree. In this case, the Malthusian exponent is given by

B(E(L) — 1), and we obtain that the length of the longest edges in that tree are

of order
b=(1- =2 )¢
t — E(L) )

in accordance with the results of Bocharov and Harris [3].

2.3 Proof of the main theorems

We prove in this section Theorems 1.1 and 1.2. We begin by the proof of this
second theorem, that will be used to the first one as a consequence.

The proof of Theorem 1.2 relies on the study of the joint asymptotic be-
haviour of £ and &I, the latter of which we approximate by

& = Z O(du—bu)—t, Lib,>t—30,/2) = Z Lid, <t,by>t—36,/2}0(dy—bu)—t,-
u€T\Ny ueT

This modified extremal process counts the long interal edges born after time
t —30;/2. As a result, we can guarantee that each edge counted in &£ (Ry) or
gé(]RJr) exists at time ¢ — ¢;, which will allow us to use the spine decomposition
at that time.

The main result of the section is the following convergence of the joint
Laplace transform of P and &', proving their convergence to randomly shifted

Poisson point processes.

Proposition 2.4. Let A > 0 and ¢,v two continuous non-negative bounded
functions with support in [—A, o00), we have

Jim E (exp (—(F,¢) — (€,0)) )
) (exp (—C*MOO / (1—e?@)4a~1(1— e¢<f>))e<a+ﬁ>zdx)) .



Before turning to the proof of this proposition, we first show that fj‘; is a
good approximation of £}, more specifically that £ — £} — 0 in probability for
the topology of vague convergence.

Lemma 2.5. For all A > 0, we have
Jim £1([~A,00)) ~ £([~A,00)) = 0

in probability.

Proof. We first remark that ([~ A, 00)) — EI([—A4,00)) > 0 a.s. Therefore, to
complete the proof, we only have to show that

Jim E(&)([~A,00)) — E{([-A4,0))) =0,

using the Markov inequality.
Using that T,, = d,, — b, is independent of b,,, we observe that

E(£j([-A4,00)) — £i([-A,0))) =E <Z ]l{du—bu—etz—A,bugt—setm})

ueT

=E (Z ﬂ{Tuzét—A,bugt—3ét/2}> =E (#T_30,2) P(T > £, — A).
ueT

By [14, Proposition 2.2] with ¢ = 1, we observe that

lim e~ E(#T,) = % (2.1)

t—o00

with ¢, the constant defined in (1.12). Therefore, there exists C' > 0 such that
for all ¢ > 0, we have

E(£}([~A,00)) = £l([- A, 0))) < Ce?P(T > 4, — A),
which converges to 0 as t — oo since P(T' > £, — A) ~ efAe=a(t=t0), O

In order to estimate the asymptotic behaviour of the joint Laplace trans-
form of £ and EF, we rely on the convergence of general branching processes
counted with their characteristics [10, Section 6.9]. In particular, we will use
the following result, which is an adaptation to our settings of [14, Theorem 3.1].

Fact 2.6. Let ¢ be an cadlag function Ry — Ry, we write

A Z ot — by,).

uENt

Under assumptions (1.1), (1.6) and (1.4), we have

tlim e~ 7 = Z.m? in probability,
—00

where m? = ¢, [ e~ @(t)P(T > t)dt and ¢, is the constant defined in (1.12).

We now have introduced all the necessary tools to prove Proposition 2.4.



Proof of Proposition 2.4. For all t > 0, we write ¢; =t — £;. Observe that any
individual contributing to (£}, ¢) has to satisfy t—b, —¥¢; > —A, thus begin born
before time ¢; + A and still alive at time ¢. Similarly, individuals contributing
to (£14) must have a lifetime longer than ¢, — A while being born after time
t — 30;/2. Therefore, for t large enough, all these individuals must be alive at
time ¢; + A.

Let F; = o(by,u € T}) the natural filtration associated to the Bellman—
Harris process. Under this filtration, information on the birth time and ge-
nealogical relationships of individuals alive at time ¢ are available, as well as the
fact that their death time occurs after time ¢. Using the branching property, at
time ¢; + A, we observe that

E (exp (—<5tpa ®) — <§;, ¢>) ‘}—C”'A)

= JI E (e_W(ct_b“)]l{Tu»—bu} +e VT gy fCt"l‘A)
UEN + A

= H (1—g(ct +A—by)),
UEth+A

where, for x > 0, we write
gx) =1 —e PP (T >t — (¢, + A —z)|T > 2)
+E ((1 — e_w(T”_ét))l{Tugt,(CtJrA,z)}’T > x) .
We first use (1.8) to obtain that

(1—e ?@ NP (T >t — (¢ + A—2)|T > z)
P(T > ¢)
P(T>z)

~t—o00

(1 — e=#(@=A))=Bla—A4)

Then, using that (1.8) holds uniformly on compact sets, we also obtain

E ((1 — eiw(Tuilt))]].{Tugt_(Ct_i_A_I)}‘T > :C)

z—A
_ _ P(T > ¢)
~t 00 1— e YW e Byqy—— "t/
t— /_A ( € )6 Y P(T > .’L')

Consequently, as P(T > £;) ~t—00 €~ %, we conclude that

log B (exp (— (€] 0) — (&) )| Fer-a)
o —eOAgm (et A) Z h(ci + A —by),

uENc +a

with h(z) = prisy ((1 PPl A) 4 [T A efw(y)>efﬁydy),
We now use Fact 2.6, observing that

/ h(t)e ™ P(T > t)dt < oo,
0



to deduce that
tlim logE (exp (7<5tp, p) — <6~';, 1/))) ‘]:CFA) = —emlZ,, in probability.
— 00
As a result, we conclude that
. ol _ OoechTnh
tlggoE(eXp (—<5f,so>—<5t,w>)) =E(e M )
where

C: 1 eaAmh

o0 0o z—A
= / (1-— e*#ﬂ(mfA))e*((lJrﬁ)(I*A)dx + / / (1— e*w(y))efﬁydye—a(wfx)dz
0 0o J-a

= /(1 — e_¢(w))e_(a+5z)dx —|—/ / (1— e_w(y))e_ﬂydye_azdx
R R

= / (1= e7#@) 4 a7 (1 = e7ve)) e~ (etDrqg,
R

The proof is now complete. [l
We now turn to the proof of Theorem 1.2, using Proposition 2.4 and Lemma 2.5.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. By Proposition 2.4, we obtain immediately that
. P &iy P i
tlig.lo(gt ﬂgt) - (Eooﬂgoo)v

in law for the topology of vague convergence, by identification of the Laplace
transform of the limit, see [11, Chapter 15]. In addition, as the test functions
we considered are unbounded on the right, we also obtain the convergence in
distribution _

tlirgo(max EP max &;) = (max L, max EL).

Finally the proof of Theorem 1.2 follows from Lemma 2.5 and Slutsky’s lemma.
O

We end this article with the proof of Theorem 1.1, that can be decomposed
into two parts. We first show an upper bound on the growth rate of the longest
edges, before obtaining an analogue lower bound.

Lemma 2.7. Under assumptions (1.1) and (1.8), we have

M, MP
lim sup max(My, My). < a a.s.
t—00 t o+ B

Proof. We write M; = max(M;}, M});) the length of the longest overall branch
alive at time ¢t. Using that M; < ¢, this result is immediate in the case 5 = 0,
we therefore restrict ourselves in this proof to the case 8 > 0.

Let € > 0. Using that a branch of length ¢ as to be born before time ¢ — ¢,
we have by union bound:

P(M; > () <E Z Lir,sry | = EHT—o)P(T > 0),
ueTy_y



in a similar way as in the proof of Lemma 2.5. Using (1.8), we observe that for
all 8’ € (0, 3), we have
lim P(T > ) = 0.

{—00

As a result, applying (2.1), we obtain that for all ¢ € (0, aiw), there exists
C > 0 such that for all ¢ large enough,

P(M; > (a;:ﬂ +e)t) < Cexp(at(aLj_B _ 5))6—16/3(@%5—5/2)
< Cefsn/2.

Therefore, from a direct application of Borel-Cantelli lemma, we have

(07

M,
lim sup — < a.s.

nsoo N a+ ﬂ
To extend this result at all positive times, we remark that ¢ — M; is a.s. non-
decreasing, therefore M|;; < M; < My, which completes the proof. [l

The lower bound is obtained again with an application of the Borel-Cantelli
lemma, using a classical two-steps decomposition of the branching process ex-
pressing that each inherited event occurring with positive probability will occur
almost surely on the survival event of the branching process.

Lemma 2.8. Under the assumptions of Theorem (1.1), we have

i P
liminf —% = lim inf —% >
t—00 t t—00 t o+ ﬂ

o .
a.s. on the survival event.

Proof. We only present the proof for M}, the proof for M} following from the
same computation. Using Theorem 1.2 and that ¢; ~ taL-er’ for all § > 0 we
have

lim P(M} <t-2(1—-6)) =P(Z, =0) < 1,

t—o0 a+p

since the Bellman—Harris process survives with positive probability. Conse-
quently, for all § > 0, there exists p < 1 such that for all ¢ large enough, we
have _
P(M, < ta;:_ﬂ(l —9)) < p. (2.2)
We now write Ny = ZueT Tip,et—1,qy the number of individuals born be-
tween time ¢t and t + 1. For n € N, we take interest in the event

An = {M} < 25 (1 - 8)%) 0 {Nan > ).

Using the branching property, i.e. the conditional independence of the Nj,
subtrees born between times nd — 1 and nd, we have

P(4,) <E (pﬁ‘m) <p".

Therefore, by Borel-Cantelli lemma, almost surely for n large enough, we have

M} > na;_’i‘_ﬂ(l —6)? or Ng, < n.

10



By Fact 2.6, we have

lim e *'N; = ¢Zo  a.s.

t—o0
with ¢ a strictly positive constant. Consequently, almost surely for n large
enough, we have Ny, > n or Z,, = 0. In view of the previous result, and
using that {Z. = 0} corresponds to the extinction time of the Bellman-Harris

. . M}
process, we conclude that a.s. on the survival event, liminf,, ,, == > a;:ﬁ

This result is extended to (M}, t € R ) using the monotonicity of t — M}. O

Proof of Theorem 1.1. The theorem is obtain as an immediate consequence of
Lemmas 2.7 and 2.8. O
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