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Small positive values and limit theorems for supercritical branching
processes with immigration in random environment
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Abstract Let (Z,) be a supercritical branching process with immigration in a random environ-
ment. The small positive values and some lower deviation inequalities for Z are investigated. Based
on these results, the central limit theorem of log Z,, and the Edgeworth expansion are obtained.
The study is taken under the assumption that each individual produces 0 offspring with a positive
probability.
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1 Introduction

Branching processes in a random environment (BPRE) are popular models introduced by Smith
and Wilkinson [22] and have been extensively studied in recent years, see [2], 3], [6]-[13], [15] [19],
etc. As a nature extension of BPRE and due to its interest in applications, the branching processes
with immigration in a random environment (BPIRE) attracted attention of many researchers. For
example, Kesten et al [17], Key [18], Hong and Wang [14] used BPIRE to get asymptotics of a ran-
dom walk in a random environment; Bansaye [5] investigated BPIRE to study cell contamination;
Vatutin [25] considered BPIRE to study polling systems with random regimes of service. Recently,
for classical BPRE (Z?), Buraczewski and Damek [J] proved the central limit theorem of log Z° con-
ditionally on the survival set, which improved the result in [15] where the hypothesis P(Z) = 0) = 0
is needed. A number of results including local probability estimates, central limit theorems, Berry-
Esseen estimates, Cramér’s large deviation expansion, Edgeworth expansion and renewal theorems
have been recently proved in [7]-[13]. For BPIRE (Z,), the rate of P(Z,, = j|Zy = k) under the
assumption P(Z; = 0) = 0 was obtained in [16]. Wang and Liu [27, 28] proved the central limit
theorem of log Z,, and got the Berry-Esseen bound under the assumption that P(Z; = 0) = 0.

In the paper, we focus on the supercritical BPIRE (Z,,) in the case that P(Z; = 0) > 0. We start
with the decay rate of n-step transition probability P(Z,, = j|Zy = k) and show its exponential rate
as n — oo by Theorem in Section 3. Based on this, together with the discussion on the path
of Z,, we give the lower-deviation-type inequality by Theorem Differently from [16], we use
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the argument related with Markov chain to simplify the estimation of P(Z,, = j|Zy = k) (Lemma
, then consider about the decomposition of Z, by tracing the ancestry of the individual in
generation n (Lemma , and finally use the property of associated random walk to get the
proof. In Section 4, under the assumption P(Z; = 0) > 0, we obtain the central limit theorem of
log Z,,, the Edgeworth expansion and the renewal theorem (Theorems . We first estimate
the harmonic moments of Z,, and the moments of log Z,, by the lower deviation of Z,, then study
the deviation between Z,.1 and m,412Z,, and consequently get the asymptotic behavior of the
Fourier transforms of log Z,, which yields the desired results.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we present the description of
the model and basic assumptions. In Section 3, we prove the small positive values and lower
deviation of Z,,. The limit theorems of log Z,, are studied in Section 4. In the following context,
C,C,Cy, -+, 8, B0, b1, B2, -+ denote positive constants whose value may change from place to
place. With f(n) = o(g(n)) as n — oo, we refer that lim,, o f(n)/g(n) = 0. With f(n) = O(g(n))
as n — oo, we refer that there exists M > 0 such that limsup,,_,., f(n)/g(n) <M

2 Description of the model

We now give a description of the model. Let A = (A1, Ag) be the space of all pairs of probability
measures on N = {0,1,2,...}. Equipped with the component-wise metric of total variation A
becomes a Polish space. Let Q = {f, h} be a random vector with independent components taking
values in A, and let Q, = {fn,hn},n = 1,2,..., be a sequence of independent copies of Q.
The infinite sequence £ = {Q1,Qg, ...} is called a random environment. We denote by P(:|£)
the quenched probability, i.e., the conditional probability when the environment £ is given and
define the annealed probability by P(-) = E[P(-|{)]. A sequence of N-valued random variables
Z = {Z,, n € N} specified on the probability space (€2, F,P) is called a branching process with
immigration in a random environment, if Zy = k € N\{0} and, given & the process Z is a Markov
chain with

L (Zn|Zn,1 =zp_1,& = (ql, q2, )) = E(Nn,l + ...+ Nn’znil + Yn) (21)

for every n € N\ {0}, z,—1 € N and q; = (F1, H1),q2 = (F», Ha),--- € A, where Ny 1, Ny o, ...
are i.i.d. random variables with distribution F;, and independent of the random variable Y;, with
distribution H,,. In the language of branching processes, Z,_; is the (n — 1)th generation size of
the population, F}, is the offspring distribution of each individual at generation n —1 and H,, is the
law of the number of immigrants at generation n. Note that we do not assume the independence
between the random distributions f,, and h,, for fixed n.

Along with the process Z, we consider the classic branching process Z° = { n €N } in the
random environment £. Given ¢, Z9 is a Markov chain with Z) = Z and, for n € No,

L (Zg

Consider the so-called associated random walk S = (Sp, S1,...). This random walk has initial
state Sp = 0 and increments X,, = S, — Sp—1, n > 1, defined as X,, := logm(f,), which are
i.i.d. copies of X :=log m(f) with m(f) :=>72,jf ({j}) With each pair of measures (f,h) we
associate the respective probability generating functions (p.g.f.)

=Y f({i})s =Y h({j})s
7=0 7=0

Zg—l = Zn—1a§ = (qh q2, )> = E(Nn,l +. Nnyznfl)' (22)



For convenience, denote my := m(f,) and A, := 3720 jh, ({j}). Then m, = E[N,;|¢] and
An = E[Y,[¢]. For 0 <m < n, let f,,, be the convolutions of the probability generating functions
flv e 7fn SpeCiﬁed by
fm,n = fm+1 O~ Ofn
with fy, n(s) := s by convention.
In the following context, we always assume that
0<mp <oo a.s.
We consider the process under the condition

Elogm; € (0,00),

which means the process Z°, Z is supercritical.

Throughout the paper, we study the model under the assumption that P(h(0) < 1) > 0. When
P(h(0) < 1) = 0, our model degenerates to BPRE, then the main results below (Theorems
4.3) coincide with [7, Theorem 2.1] and [9, Lemma 3.1, Theorems 2.2-2.4].

We use E; and Py to denote the expectation and probability, respectively, emphasizing the
process with & initial individuals, i.e., Pg(-) := P(:|Zp = k).

3 Small positive values and lower deviation

3.1 Basic assumptions and main results
We need the following assumptions:

Assumption (A) P(h(0) >0, f(0) >0, f({1}) > 0) > 0.

Assumption (B) There exists § € (0, 1) such that f({0}) < d, a.s.

Remark 3.1. We observe that under Assumption (A), for all k,j > 1, there exists | > 0 such
that ]P)k(Zl = ]) > 0.

In this section, we state our limit theorems for small positive values and lower deviation of Z,,.
We start with the exponential rate of Pi(Z,, = j) under our assumption:

Theorem 3.1. Assume that Assumptions (A) (B) hold. Then there exists o € (—00,0) such
that for all k,j > 1,

1
lim —logPy(Z, = j) = o.

n—o0 M,

Moreover, for every sequence {ky} such that k, > 1 for n large enough and k,/n — 0 as n — oo,

1
lim —logPi(1 < Z, <k, =o.

n—o0o n

For classical BPRE Z°, Bansaye and Boinghoff [7] proved that under assumption Elogm; > 0
and P(f(0) > 0) > 0, for all k,j € CI(Z),

1
lim —logPx(Zy, = j) = p € (—00,0],

n—oo n



where Z := {j > 1 : P(f({j}) > 0,f(0) > 0) > 0} and Cl(Z) == {k > 1:3n >0 and j €
7 with P;(Z2 = k) > 0}; If further assume f(0) < 8, a.s. with some § € (0,1) and Elogm; < oo,
then p < 0. Moreover, if f is fractional linear, the constant p was computed in [7] and [8]. In the
case f(0) =0, a.s., Grama et al [I3, Theorem 2.4] proved that under assumption P(0 < f({1}) <
1) > 0, for all state j € Cli({k}),

Pi(Zy = j) ~ ar; (B ({11)*])"
as n — oo with some constants g ; € (0, 00).

For BPIRE Z, in the case f(0) = 0,a.s., it has been proved in [I6, Theorem 1.2] that if
E[R(0)f({1})¥] > 0, then for all state j € CI({k}),

Pi(Zn = J) ~ @ (B[R(0) f({1})])"
for some constants g ; > 0.

Our next result is the lower-deviation-type inequality of Z,,:

Theorem 3.2. Assume that Assumptions (A) (B) hold. Then there are 6 € (0,Elogm;y),5 >0
and C > 0 such that for all k > 1,

Pr(1 < Z, <€) < Ce P, (3.1)

3.2 Proofs
Recall the definition (2.1). For k£ > 1, let

gn(k, s) = Ex[s”"[g], s €[0,1]

be the probability generating function of Z,, under the quenched law. It is obvious that
n(k,s) = (fon(s))* T hi(fin(s))- (3.2)
i=1

Firstly, we give the crucial argument for exponential upper bound of Py(Z, = 0). For this
purpose, we need a technical lemma borrowing from the proof of [7, Proposition 2.2(i)]:

Lemma 3.3. Assume that Assumption (B) hold. Let a € N be fized and introduce
WY =AW, 0<i<a, A{a}) = fi(la,0)).

The corresponding truncated random wvariables are denoted similarly, e.g. by X and S. Define
S, =8, —en with 0 < & < E(X). Define the prospective minima of S which are defined by
v(0) :=0 and
v(j) ;== inf{n > v(j — 1) : S > Sp,Vk > n}.

Then there exists d € (0,1) such that for all j > 1, f,(;,(0) <1—d, a.s. Moreover, there erists
0<e<E[p(1)]! such that forn > 1,

P#{j >0:v(j) <n} <en) <e "

with some o > 0, where §{-} denotes the cardinality of the set.

Lemma 3.4. Assume that Assumptions (B) hold. Then there are constants 3,C > 0 such that
forallk > 1,

P(Z, = 0) < Ce™P".



Proof. From (3.2)) we have

P2, = 0) = Elou(k.0) = B[ Gon0)F [ (i) <B[T[mstsn)]. 339
i=1 i=1
By Lemma |3.3
| T[] < B0 0:00) < nb < en) + | T mtAin0)is 2 0:0) < 1} =
i=1 =1
< e 4 (B[R - )
< Cebn (3.4)
with some constant C, 5 > 0. Combining with yields the desired result. [l

Lemma 3.5. Assume that Assumptions (A) hold. Then for all k,j > 1, it holds that

1 1
lim —logPr(Z, =j) = lim —logP(Z, =1) € (—o0,0].

n—oo n n—oo n

Moreover, for every sequence {k,} such that k, > 1 for n large enough and k,/n — 0 as n — oo,

1 1
lim —logPi(Z, =1) = lim —logP1(1 < Z, < k).

n—oo n n—oon

Proof. We use similar methods as in [7} Lemma 4.1]. Note that Px(Z; = 1) > P(f(0)*~1f({1})) > 0
for all £ > 1 under Assumption (A). By Markov property, for all m,n > 1,

Py (Znim = 1) > Py(Zy, = 1)Py(Zy = 1).

Adding that P;(Z; = 1) > 0, we obtain that the sequence — log P;(Z,, = 1) is finite and subadditive.
Then lim, o logP1(Z, = 1) exists and belongs to (—occ,0]. By Remark for all k,7 > 1,
there exist [, m > 0 such that P1(Z; = j) > 0 and Py(Z,,, = k) > 0. Thus,

Pr(Znyiv1 = J) 2 Pr(Z1 = 1)P1(Zn = 1)P1(Z; = j)
and
P1(Zmin+1 = 1) 2 P1(Zn = k)Pr(Zn = j)P;(Z1 = 1).

Using the logarithm of the expression and letting n — co yields the first result.

For the second result of the Lemma, first note that P1(Z, = 1) < Py(1 < Z,, < k,) for n large
enough. Thus, it is enough to prove that

1 1
lim —logPy(Z, =1) > limsup - logP1(1 < Z, < ky). (3.5)

n—oon n—o00

In fact, for € > 0, define
Ac:i={qe A: H{0}) > ¢, F{0}) > ¢, F({1}) > €}.
According to Assumption (A), P(Q € A¢) > 0 if € is chosen small enough. Thus, we obtain

Pi(Zn=1) > Pi(1< 21 <ho) min Pi(Z1=1)

> Pi(1< Zur < kJP(Q € A min B[O ({1)A0)]Q € A]



> Pi(1< Znoq < kn)P(Q € A)efn T,
Thus,
ky 4 1

1 1
lim —logPy(Z, =1) > limsup ( logP (1< Z, <k, +
n

n—oo N n—oo

loge + %log P(Q e A€)>.

Adding that k, = o(n) by assumption in Lemma yields (3.5)), which gives the second result of the
Lemma. ]

Now, we shall show that the limit in Lemma [3.5] is negative.
Lemma 3.6. Assume that Assumptions (A) (B) hold. Then for all k,j > 1,

1
lim —logPr(Z, =j):=p € (—0,0).

n—oo n

Proof. From Lemma it is sufficient to prove the Lemma with k£ = j = 1. Our proof is based
on the decomposition of Py(Z,, = 1|£). We need the following decomposition of Z,,:

_ZO+Z P

where Z0 is defined in and for ¢ > 1, if the environment is &, Zgn denotes the classic
branching process under environment 7°%¢ start with Zgi =Y, and T is the shift translation on the
environment: 7'(Q1,Q2,---) = (Q2,Qs,---). More precisely, we have P(Zgn €-1&) =Py, (Z°_, €
|T€). Note that given the environment &, {Z? el << n} are independent. Then consider the

ancestor of the particle in generation n we have

n
Py(Z, =1|¢) = Py(Z)=1;20, =0,Vi|¢) + ZP(ZQ = 0,2, = 1,2, =0,¥j #i|€)

I3

]
< Pu(Zy =116 +

M

P(Z0, = 1/¢) + ZP = 0,Vj # il

i i=[5]+1

N
— =

M T

n

hi({RDBA(Z0_, = UT') + " (28, =0, < []le)

i=[5)+1

< Pu(Z)=18)+ )
=1
]

T

< PUZY =18 + D0 Y m{RNBK(ZS = UT'€) + S(Z], = 0,Y) < [Z]19).

2
1

e
Il

1

-
Il

Taking expectation on both sides we have

0|3

o0

(3]
Pi(Z =) S B2 = 1)+ Y S BIIRZL = 1) + 5| [[1hnO)]. (36)
=1

i=1 k=1

By [7, Lemma 4.2, Theorem 2.1 and Propsition 2.2], there exist constants C, 5 > 0 such that for
alk>1,n>1,

Pr(Z0 =1) < Ce P, (3.7)
On the other hand, by Lemma [3.3| we have that there exists 0 < ¢ < E[v(1)]~! such that

P(#{j >0:v(j) < [g]} < E[g]) < el

|3



Thus, use the same method of (3.4]) we have

(3]
E [ II m(fl-,n(o»]
i=1
5]
< P8t 20:00) < (1) < 5D + B[ TT M0 2 0:00) < [5]) 2 e[3)
< e 3l 1 (E[n(1 — d)])lzl-! -
< Qe Pn (3.8)
with some constant C, 5 > 0. Combining , and we have
(3] 00
Pi(Zy=1) < Ce ™+ 03 e PN Elhi({k})]
< Cotn i=1 k=1
with some constant C, 5 > 0, which yields the desired result. O
Proof of Theorem[3.1] Tt is a direct result of Lemmas [3.5] and [3.6] O

Based on Lemma we get the lower deviation of Z,,, where we use the methods in [9, Lemma
3.1].

Lemma 3.7. Assume that Assumptions (B) hold. Then there are €y, By > 0 and ng € N such
that

EJ[Z7;67 Zy > ng, - - >Zn > n()] < noe—ﬁo(n—l)’ (39)

forany 0 < e <e€y, n>1and j < ng.

Proof. Step 1. We are going to prove that there are €g, 89 > 0 and ng € N such that

EnKZl) 7y > 1} < e o (3.10)
n

for all n > ng and 0 < € < ¢p. Fix 0 < 0 < min{l — §,1/2}. Denote
B,, = {at most |on| among Ny 1,---, N1, are not equal to 0}.

From the proof of [0, Lemma 3.1] we have P(B,|¢) < Ce™#" for some 8 > 0 and C > 0. Thus, we
have for every € > 0, n > 1,

Z —€
E, [(;) 17,5118,

5] < Cire P P —a.s. (3.11)

Note that

n
{ZNM + Y < O"rl} C B,.

=1

Thus, by (3.11]) we have

Z —€
E, Kl> 1< 7 < Jn} < Cre=Aim (3.12)



for all n > 1. By Fatou lemma,

71\ ¢ 1< Vi) ¢ &
limsup E, [(;) AR U?’L:| <E [E(limsnp (n ZNM + nl> ;ZNM +Y >on
i=1 i=1

o))

n—o0 n—oo
Note that by the strong law of large numbers, given &,
, 1 « AN .
lim <n Z Nl,i + n) 1{2;1:1 Nyi+Yi>on} = My P(’f) —a.s.,
i=1

n—o0

By Assumption (B), we have 1 —§ < m;,P-a.s. and Em;“ < co. Thus

Z —€
limsup E,, [(1> 121 > O'TL:| <Emi‘ < oo (3.13)
n

n—oo

for all € > 0. Moreover, by the assumption Elogm; > 0,

d(Em})
= Elogmy > 0.
e |,
Then there exists ¢y such that for 0 < € < ¢,
Emi‘ < 1.

Collecting (3.12) and (3.13)), we conclude that there exists ng such that (3.10]) holds for n > ny.

Step 2. Let Bo, €9, np be as in Step 1. We now prove ([3.9)) by induction. For n =1 and j < nyg
we have

E]’ [Zl_e; 1> no] = [E Nl,i + }/1> 1{25‘:1 N1’¢+Y12n0}:|

—€ J
i > . <Z vy ,>13 + 1{Y121})]

=1

IN

&=
A~
Mot

=

_|_

i

J
< Y B[N Ny 2 1+ E[Y;5 Y > 1] < no.

For arbitrary n, using (3.10) and the induction hypothesis, we obtain

E;[Z, % Z1 > no, -+, Zy > ng)
Zn—1 —€
. N,; +Y,
=E; |:Zn€1EZn1 KZZI 7 mi ¥ n) 3 n > no] 141 > ng, 0, L1 = Mo
n—1
<E;[Z,Se77 2y > no, -+, Zuo1 > o)

< nge” 1),

completing the proof of (3.9)). O

Proof of Theorem [3.2k
Let

Tpi=inf{i <n:Zi1 >ng, -, Zy > no},



We have
n—1
Z}Pk(l <Z,< eenﬂ_n =1) +Py(1 < Z, < no)

i=1
n—1

< D P12y <™ my = d) + Cre A (3.14)
=1

Pr(1 < Z, < ™)

IN

with some C1, 81 > 0, where we use Theorem in the last inequality. Now we focus on the first
part of (3.14)). If ¢ > n/2, then using Theorem again and Lemma we have

Pe(1 < Z, < e 1y = i) <PR(Zi = 0) + Pr(1 < Zi < ng) < Cre P11 < Cge™P2n (3.15)

with some Cs, 85 > 0.

For i <n/2, let By, €9, no be as in Lemma|3.7} For 0 < e < ¢, choosing § < min{5y/e, Elogm;}.
Using (3.9) and Markov inequality we have for any j < ny,

Pi[Zn < €, 21 > ng, -+, Zy > o) P;[Z,¢ > e 2y > ng, -+, Zy > o)
eeanEj[ZEE;% > ng, -, Zn > Ng)
ee@nnoe—ﬁo(n—l) _ noeeee(GQ—ﬁO)(n—l)

Cinge " (3.16)

VAVAVAN|

for some Cj3, 83 > 0. By Markov property we obtain

Pr(1 < Zn < e’ 1y =1i) < PR(0<Z; <ng)sup Pj(1< Zyy <™ 21 >mo, -+, Zni >y
» J
J<no
< Csnge Pm/2, (3.17)

where we use (3.16]) in the last inequality. Collecting (3.14]), (3.15)) and (3.17]), we obtain the result.
U

4 Limit theorems for log Z,

4.1 Main results

Now we focus on the limit theorems of log Z,,. We need the following assumption in this section:

Assumption (C) There are ¢ > 1, p € (1,2] such that
Nii\” p
E|(1+[logm|T)({—=) +1)| <oo and E[Y]"] <oo.
miq

Let A(+) be the characteristic function of logm, i.e.,
A(s) := E[el*18™] = E[m/*]. (4.1)

Denote p := Elogm; and o := Var(logmy) = —\"(0) + X (0)2.
Observing that from Lemma[3.4] P (Z, > 0) — 1 as n — oo. We give the central limit theorem
of log Z,, as follows:

Theorem 4.1. Assume that E(logm1)? < oo, 0 > 0 and Assumptions (A)—(C) hold. Then
forallk > 1,

Pk(loan —nu <z

Vno

Zy > 0> — ®(z), VzeR, (4.2)



10

where

1 T
O(x) = \/ﬂ/ e V' 2dy, zeR.
—00

For classical BPRE Z°, Buraczewski and Damek [J] proved the central limit theorem of log Z°
conditionally on the survival set, with the hypothesis P(ZY = 0) = 0.

Next result gives the Edgeworth expansion of the BPIRE Z:

Theorem 4.2. Suppose that log my is nonlattice, Assumptions (A) (B) hold and Assumption
(C) is satisfied with ¢ > 4. Let r be a positive integer. If r =3, or4 <r <q—1 and

limsup [Emff| < 1, (4.3)
|s]—o0
then
P 10g Zn = np <x|Zn>0) =Gp(a) +o(n /2, n — 0o.
V/no -
where

G, () = B(x) — pl(x) 3 n M2 Py (),
k=3

o(x) == \/%—We*ﬁﬂ, D is defined as in Theorem Py is a polynomial of order k — 1 independent

of n and r and o(n_’”/Q‘H) denotes a function of order smaller than n~"/2T1 uniformly with respect
to x.

The following is a renewal theorem for log Z,,:

Theorem 4.3. Assume that logm; is nonlattice and Assumptions (A)—(C) hold. Then for all
k>1and 0< B < (C < o0,

lim E, <jj{n :log Z, € y+ [B,C']}> = lim E; <jj{n Py <z, < ecy}> = l(C’ — B).
y—»00 y—>00 o

4.2 Auxiliary results

Using Theorem we estimate the harmonic moment of Z and the moment of log Z:

Lemma 4.4. (Harmonic moment of Z) Suppose that Assumptions (A) (B) hold. Then for any
a > 0 there are constants C(«), > 0 such that for all k > 1,

Ex[Z;% Zy > 0] < Cla)e P, (4.4)
Proof. By Theorem for all k > 1,

Ei[Z,% Zy > 0] < Pr(1 < Z, <e™)+EL[Z,% Z, >
< Cefﬁn + efoﬁn

with 6,8 as in (3.1). Then we get the desired result. O



11
Lemma 4.5. (Moment of logZ) Assume that Assumptions (A) (B) hold. Then for any j > 1
there are constants C(j) > 0 and 8 > 0 such that for all k > 1,
Ex[(log Zn); Zni1 = 0, Zy > 0] < C(5)e™
Proof. By branching property and Assumption (B) we have

Er[(10g Zn)’; Zni1 = 0,2y, > 0] = Eg[(log Z, )'1{2 >0} E[1{z, =0} Zn, ]|
= El(log Z0)’ £,/41(0)hn+1(0); Zy > 0]
< Exl(log Z,) 6% Z, > 0].

Since 6 € (0,1), we have 5“ > 1. Thus, for any j > 1 there is a constant C(j) such that

Using this inequality we have

Ei[(log Zn); Zpy1 = 0,Z, > 0] < C(j)IEkKM)Zn;Zn > o]

< C(j)Ey [<5‘z1> Zn; Zn > 69”] + C(Pe(1 < Zp < ™)
< C(j) (5;1)8% +C(j)Ce P

with 6,8 as in (3.1)), where we use Theorem in the last inequality. Combining this with the
fact (0 +1)/2 € (0,1) yields the desired result. O

Next we use the skill in [9] to measure deviation of the process Z,1 from m,,4+1Z, on the set
{Z, > 0}. Let us define

Zn+1
A, = =t 4.5
" Mnpt14n ( )

Then A, makes sense only when Z,, > 0. We hope that A,, should be close to 1.

Lemma 4.6. Suppose that Assumptions (A)—(C) hold. Then there are constants C, 3 > 0 such
that for any r € [0,q], k > 1,

Eg[| 1og(mns1 Z)|"|Ap — 1|P; Z, > 0] < Ce P,

Proof. From (4.5)) and (2.1)), on the set {Z,, > 0}, we have the decomposition

Zn
A :ZnH:1<ZNn+1,i+Yn+1>
" mn+1Zn Zn i—1 Mnp41 Mn41

Then we use a direct consequence of the Marcinkiewicz-Zygmund inequality (see [11, Lemma 2.1])
to estimate the conditional expectation of |A,, — 1| on the set {Z,, > 0} in quenched law:
241

Ex[|logmn+1|"|Ay —leZn,f]
< CE, [|logmn+1| ‘Z( Nntli 4 )’ ’ng] oz ”IE[

n+1

Mp41
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Yn+1
Mp41

<CZ)\PE {] log mp+1|"

']

Mnp+

Npa1i b
e —1’ ]6] +CanIE[\ log my 41|
1

Therefore, taking expectation we obtain

Er[|log(mn+12Z0)|"|An — 1|P; Zy, > 0]
< CE {(\ log mp+1|" + (log Zn)r> A, — 1P Z, >0

1— r r Nia P Y1 P
< CEglZ, P(1+ (log Z,)"); Zy, > 0] - E| (1 + |logmq|") | |—= — 1| +|— .
mi my
Combining this with Lemma and Assumption (C) gives the claim in the lemma. t

Next Lemma is the direct consequence of Lemma [4.6

Lemma 4.7. Suppose that Assumptions (A)—(C) hold. Then there are constants C, 3 > 0 such
that for all k > 1,

E[(log Zn_H)j] log(mn_HZn)]l\ log A5 Zpt1 > 0,2, > 0] < Ce P
foranyn,j;leNand j+14+1<gq.
Proof. Note that Z, 1 = Apymy41Z,. On the set {Z,41 > 0, Z,, > 0} we have

log Zn+1 < |log An|1ia,>1/2) + [log(mn+1Zn)].
Thus, it is sufficient to prove
Eg[| log(mns1 Z) || log ApP T Ay > 1/2, Zyiq > 0, Z, > 0] < Ce™ P (4.6)

for j+1+1<gqand

Er[|log(mn1Z:) | 1og Anl; Ay < 1/2, Zny1 > 0, Z, > 0] < Ce™Pn (4.7)

for i +1<gq.
Firstly we focus on (4.6). For s > 1 and ¢ < s, noting that

is continuous on [—1/2,00) and limg_,+ J(2) = 0, then there is a constant 0 < C' < oo such that
J(xz) < C for any x > —1/2. Thus, if j > 0, taking s = j + 1 and ¢t = p in J(x) we obtain

Ex[|log(man1Za)|' | log Anl*Y Ay > 1/2, Zni1 > 0, Zy > 0]
< CEi[|log(mni1Zn) | An — 1P; Z,, > 0]
< Ce P,

where we use Lemma [4.6] in the last inequality. If j = 0, then choose 1 < r < p such that rl < q.
Using the Jensen inequality we obtain

B[ log(mns1Z) | | log Anl; Ay > 1/2, Zpyy > 0, Z,, > 0]
< (Eg[|log(mn1Zn)|" [log Ap|"s Ay > 1/2, Zyy1 > 0, Zy > 0))M/7.

Then taking s = r and ¢t = r in J(z), using the same methods as in the previous case, we finish

the proof of ({4.6]).
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To estimate (4.7) note that on the set {Z,,+1 > 0,7, > 0} N {A,, < 1/2} we have

Zn—i—l > 1

> Ay = 2
mn+IZn 7nn—&—1Zn7

N |

which implies that
|log(mn412n)| > |log A,|,  2P|A, — 1P > 1.

Thus, from Lemma [4.6

Ek“ log(anrlZn)m Iog An|§ An < 1/27 Zn+1 > 07 Zn > O]

< PEi[|log(mns1Zn) YA, — 1P Z, > 0]
< Ce P,
Consequently, the proof is finished. O

In order to prove Theorems and we shall use the upper bound of the characteristic
function of log Z,, on {Z,, > 0} below. The proof is similar with the proof of Lemma 4.1 in [9].
We omit the details here.

Lemma 4.8. Suppose that Assumptions (A)—(C) hold, E(logm1)? < oo, 0 > 0 and logm is
nonlattice. Then, given 0 < M < oo, there are positive constants Cy,Cy such that for all k > 1,

1/12

sup  |Ex[ZE;Z, > 0]] < Cre” @ (4.8)

|s|€[n=1/3,M]

Moreover if holds, then for any k1,ke > 0 there are constants Cs, 8 > 0 such that for all
k>1,

sup ‘Ek[Z}f; Zn > 0] < Cze™Pm, (4.9)

Is|€[r1,n"2]

4.3 Proofs
Recall A(+) defined in (4.1)). Denote

Eplelo8Zn: 7, > 0] Eix[Z1¥; Z, > 0]
n(8) = = n , k>1, R.
Pl o A" =hee

Now we present a significant lemma which is key to the proof of Theorems and

Lemma 4.9. Assume that Assumptions (A)—(C) hold. Let K = |q—1|. Then there are n > 0,
a function ¢ € CK(1,)) defined on I, := (—n,n) and constants C, 3 > 0 such that for all k > 1,

[6(s) = 0(s)] < Ce™, s € L j =0, K. (4.10)

Proof. The frame work of our proof is inspired by [9, Proposition 2.1].
Step 1. We show that

|Pknt1(8) — Prn(s)] < Ce Pm  s¢e Iy, (4.11)

for some C, By > 0 and 79 > 0. This entails the existence of ¢. Using the independence of Z,, and
Mnp41 We have

A Srn41(5) = Onn(s)]
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|Ek[Z’iLS+1; Zni1 > 0] = A(8)Bx[ 2,75 Zn > 0]

IA I

Exl|Zy5 1 — (Mng1Z0) ) Zngr > 0,2, > 0]
HEL[|Zp4 15 Zntr > 0, Zy = 0] + Eg[[(mp1120) s Zpt1 = 0, Zy, > 0]
< EillZy g = (mns1Zn)” s Znsr > 0,25 > 0]

+Pr(Z,, = 0) + Px(Zny1 = 0). (4.12)
From Lemma [3.4] we have
Pe(Zn = 0) + Pp(Zpy1 = 0) < CePn (4.13)
with some C, 5 > 0. Note that
el —elf| <|s—t|, s,tcR. (4.14)
From Lemmas and we obtain

Erl| ZE, 1 — (Mmns1Z0)"]; Zns1 > 0, Zy > 0] |s|E[| log Anl; Zni1 > 0, Z, > 0]

<
< Clsle™

with some C, 8 > 0. Combining this with (4.12)) and (4.13) yields that

INS) " Bpmr1(5) — drn(s)] < Ce™Pm

with some C, 5 > 0 for s € I,,. Since the function A(-) is continuous and A(0) = 1, there exists a
small neighborhood of 0 such that (4.11]) is satisfied with some 5y > 0.

Step 2. We are going to prove that there are constants C' > 0,11 > 0, 81 > 0 such that
A D1 () = Dhn(s)] < Ce™™™ neNs eI, (4.15)

In fact, from the definition of ¢y ,, we have

A(S)" ™ (Dhnt1(8) — Grn(8)) = Ex[Z2,1; Znia > 0] — A($)ER[Z55 Z,, > 0). (4.16)
Denote

Lin(s) = M) (drn41(5) = Gnn(s))
and
Jen(8) = Eg[ZI 13 Zns1 > 0] — MN(s)Ex[Z2; Z,, > 0]

Differentiating the function Ly ,(s) we obtain
() = (14 DN (M) Brns1 () — Dn(5)) + M) (Bhnss(s) — Bon(5)):
Thus, it is sufficient to prove that there are constants C,n, 8 > 0 such that
(14 DN ($)A()" (Phn+1(8) = drn(9)| < Ce™™, s € I, (4.17)
and
| Tk (5)] < Ce P sel, (4.18)
Since |X(s)| < E|logm1| < oo, in view of (4.11)),

|+ DN ($)AB) (Prn41(8) = Pren(9))] < Cln+1)e ™ A(s)|"E[logm|, for s € Iy,
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< Ce P, for se I,

where 7 is taken small enough to ensure e |\(s)| < e # < 1 for s € I.

For (4.18)), noticing that by the independence of Z,, and m41,

Jin(s) = Exl[ilog Zus1 - 213 Znsr > 0] = N (8)Ex[Z,; Zn > 0] = A(s)Eililog Zy - 2,75 Zyy > 0]
= Ek [i log Zn+1 : Z;zS-I—l; Zn+41 > 0] - Ek [i log Mn+1 - (mn+1Zn)ls§ Ln > O]

—Ex[ilog Z, - (mn-l—lZn)ls; Zn > 0] )
= Eylilog Zni1- 2015 Zny1r > 0] — Eglilog(mpy12n) - (mny12,)"; Z, > 0]

Thus, using (4.14) and the independence of (Y41, mp+1) and Z,, we obtain

[ Thn5)] | |
|Ek[i lOg Zn+l : Z;Ls—‘—l; ZnJrl > 07 Zn > O] - Ek[i log(anrlZn) : Z1118+1; Zn+1 > 07 Zn > O”
+|Exlilog(mny1Zn) - Zpi1: Znt1> 0,2, > 0]

_Ek[i log(mn-‘rlZn)' : (mn-i-lZn)ls; Zn+1 > 07 Zyn > 0” .

+|Ek[l log Zn+1 . Z;f-l—l; Zn+1 > O, Ly = 0” + ‘Ek[l log(mn_HZn) . (mn+1Zn)ls; Zn+1 = 0, Dy > 0”
Ex[llog Anl; Znt1 > 0, Zy, > 0] + |s|Eg[| log(mp+12Zn)||log Apl; Znt1 > 0, Zy, > 0]

+E[log Y1; Y1 > 0|Px(Zy, = 0) + (E|log m1|9)Y 9 (Py(Zpyr = 0))Y/"

+Ex[log Zy; Zpi1 = 0, Z, > 0],

IN

IN

where we use Holder’s inequality in the last inequality with ¢ > 1 taken as in Assumption (C) and
r > 1 such that 1/r 4+ 1/¢ = 1. Note that Elogm; < oo and by Assumption (C) E[logYi;Y1 >

0] < oo. Applying Lemmas and |4.7| we have
| Jen(s)] < Ce P sel,

for some 3,C > 0. Therefore, we conclude (4.17) and (4.18)), which yield (4.15)).

Step 3. We shall prove the Lemma by induction. We are going to prove that for any j < K
there are C,n;, 3; > 0 such that for all k£ > 1,

IA)MH o)1 (5) — o) () < Cnde @™, neN,s e I, (4.19)

We finish the proof of the case when j = 1 in step 2, which implies that the sequence of derivatives
¢, , converges uniformly to some function ¢ on I,,. Therefore ¢’ = 1 and ¢ is continuously
differentiable (see e.g. [24, Theorem 14.7.1]). The same inductive argument guarantees that

¢ € CX(I,, ) and since A is continuous with A(0) = 1, inequality (4.10) follows from (4.19) with
minj<x B; > B> 0 and n < minj<k ;.

Suppose that (4.19) holds for j < [—1 and recall (4.16)). Using the binomial formula for L,(gl)n(s),

to prove (4.19) it is sufficient to prove

-1

L) = M) G (s) =B (6Dl = | 2 (A (@14(5) = 6 5)

=0
< Cnle=Pn (4.20)

and
110 (s)] < ¢Pn (4.21)

for some C, 5 > 0. In fact, by the induction hypothesis and (3.21) in [9] we have for j <1 —1,

() 1))

|<A<s>”“><lj><¢2{2+l<s>—¢2{2<s>>\=\ S [P0 () — 8 ()]
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< Cl_jnl_anje_’B"

which yields (4.20)).
For (4.21)), note that

J;) (s) = Ex[(ilog Zn11)' - Z%,1; Zni1 > 0] — B ((log(mn11Zn)) - (Mns1Zn)'™; Zy > 0).

Thus, using (4 , Holder’s inequality with 1/r +1/q = 1 and the independence of (Y41, m41)
and Z,, we obtaln

IO ()] < [Bkl(ilog Zns1) - Z4 1 Zowr > 0, Zy > 0] — Eg[(ilog(mns1Z0)) - 22555
Zn+1 > 0,2, > 0”
+|Ex[(ilog(mn1Z4))" - i 1 Zng1 > 0,7y, > 0] — Ei[(i 10g(Mns1Zn)) - (Ms1 Zn)'
Zni1 > 0,2, > 0]
+|Eg[(ilog Zns1)" - Zn+1’ Zni1 > 0,2, = 0]
(1108 (11 Z0) - (i1 Z0)"s Zni1 = 0, Zn > O]

< Exll(log Zp1)' = (10g(mns120))']; Zns1 > 0, Zn > 0]
+|s| B[] 1og(mn+1zn)yl\ log Apl; Zns1 > 0, Zy > 0]
+Ex[(log V1)'; ¥ > 0JP(Zy = 0) + C(E[| log m|))"/9(Py(Zn 1 = 0)"/7
+0Ek[(10gZ ) Int1=0,2Z, > 0]

< Efl(log Zns1)! — (log(mns1Zn))|; Zng1 > 0, Zy > 0] 4+ CePm, (4.22)

where we use Assumption Lemmas H 5 4.5 and [4.7| in the last inequality. Since a* — b* =
(a —b)(aF '+ a*2b+ - bk 1), by Lemma |4.7| we have

Ek“(log Zn+1)l - (log(mn+1Zn))l|; Zn+1 > Oa Zn > 0}
-1

< ZEk[(log Zns1)? Nog(mns1Z,)| 1 log Apl; Znia > 0, Z, > 0] < Ce™P"
=0

with some C, 5 > 0. Combining this with (4.22)) yields (4.21). Hence the induction argument is
complete and we finish the proof of Lemma. O

Proof of Theorem [4.1k
Ey[Z18; 2, >0]

Lemma implies that the sequence of functions ¢y ,(s) = X converges uniformly on
some interval I, to a continuous function ¢ and we also have ¢(0) = 1 by Lemma Therefore
for every s € R,

s log Zn—np

Ek[l Vna Zn>0] qbkn<fa)>\"(\/%g>eis‘/ﬁ”/g—>652/2 as n — oo,

where we use the classical central limit theorem for the random walk 5, i.e.

. Sp—n
A" (\/»(7) —lsfu/a _ |:€15 ﬁd“:| . 6_82/2 as T — 00
for every s € R, since E(logm;)? < oo. Thus we finish the proof. O

Proof of Theorems and By Lemma there exist > 0 and a neighborhood I,,
in which we can expand ¢y, ,(s) as

r—1 0 r—1 0 1
Prn(s) = Z W +0(s") =1+ Z 97O +0(s") +o(se” M), se I,.
1=0 ) 1=0
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Using similar methods with [9] and replacing the Es by E[; Z,, > 0] as in the proof of Theorem
[4.1] we get the desired results. O
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