arXiv:2307.01084v2 [math.PR] 4 Dec 2023

Wasserstein-1 distance and nonuniform Berry-Esseen bound for a supercritical branching process in a random environment

Hao Wu^a, Xiequan Fan^b, Zhiqiang Gao^c, Yinna Ye^{d,∗}

aCenter for Applied Mathematics, Tianjin University, Tianjin 300072, P. R. China bSchool of Mathematics and Statistics, Northeastern University at Qinhuangdao, Qinhuangdao 066004, P. R. China cLaboratory of Mathematics and Complex Systems, School of Mathematical Sciences, Beijing Normal University, Beijing 100875, P. R. China dDepartment of Applied Mathematics, School of Mathematics and Physics, Xi’an Jiaotong-Liverpool University, Suzhou 215123, P. R. China

Abstract

Let (Z_n)_{n≥0} be a supercritical branching process in an independent and identically distributed random environment. We establish an optimal convergence rate in the Wasserstein-1 distance for the process (Z_n)_{n≥0}, which completes a result of Grama et al. [Stochastic Process. Appl., 127(4), 1255-1281, 2017]. Moreover, an exponential nonuniform Berry-Esseen bound is also given. At last, some applications of the main results to the confidence interval estimation for the criticality parameter and the population size Z_n are discussed.

Keywords: Branching processes; Random environment; Wasserstein-1 distance; Nonuniform Berry-Esseen bounds

2000 MSC: 60J80; 60K37; 60F05; 62E20

1. Introduction

Branching process in a random environment (BPRE) initially introduced by Smith and Wilkinson [13] is a generalization of the Galton-Watson process. Denote by ξ = (ξ_0, ξ_1, . . .) a sequence of independent and identically distributed (i.i.d.) random variables, where ξ_n stands for the random environment in the n-th generation. Then the branching process (Z_n)_{n≥0} in the random environment ξ is defined as follows:

Z_0 = 1, Z_{n+1} = Z_n∑

i=1 X_{n,i}, n ≥ 0, where X_{n,i} represents the number of offspring produced by the i-th particle in the n-th generation. The distribution of X_{n,i} depending on the environment ξ_n is denoted by p (ξ_n) = {p_k (ξ_n) = P(X_{n,i} = k |ξ_n) : k ∈ N}. Suppose that given ξ_n, (X_{n,i})_{i≥1} is a sequence of i.i.d. random variables; moreover, (X_{n,i})_{i≥1} is independent of (Z_1, . . . , Z_n). Let (Γ, P_ξ ) be the probability space under which the process is defined

∗Corresponding author Email address: yinna.ye@xjtlu.edu.cn (Yinna Ye)

when the environment ξ is given, where P_ξ is usually called the quenched law. The state space of the random environment ξ is denoted by Θ and the total probability space can be regarded as the product space ( Θ^N × Γ, P ) , where P(dx, dξ) = P_ξ(dx)τ(dξ). That is, for any measurable positive function g defined on Θ^N × Γ, we have ∫ g(x, ξ)P(dx, dξ) = ∫∫ g(x, ξ)P_ξ (dx)τ(dξ), where τ represents the distribution law of the random environment ξ. We usually call P the annealed law. And P_ξ can be regarded as the conditional probability of P given the environment ξ. The expectations with respect to P_ξ and P are denoted by E_ξ and E , respectively. For any environment ξ, integer n ≥ 0 and real number p > 0, define

m^{(p)}_n = m^{(p)}_n (ξ) = ∞∑ i=0 i^pp_i(ξ_n), m_n = m_n(ξ) = m^{(1)}_n (ξ).

Then m^{(p)}_0 = E_ξ Z^p_1 and m_n = E_ξ X_{n,i}, i ≥ 1.

Consider the following random variables

Π_0 = 1, Π_n = Π_n(ξ) = n−1∏ i=0 m_i, n ≥ 1. It is easy to see that

E_ξ Z_{n+1} = E_ξ [^Zn∑ i=1 X_{n,i} ] = E_ξ [ E_ξ (^Zn∑ i=1 X_{n,i} | |Zn )] = E_ξ [^Zn∑ i=1 m_n ] = m_nE_ξ Z_n.

Then by recursion, we get Π_n = E_ξ Z_n. Denote by

X = log m_0, μ = EX and σ^2 = E (X − μ)^2.

The branching process (Z_n)_{n≥0} is called supercritical, critical or subcritical according to μ > 0, μ = 0 or μ < 0, respectively. Hence μ is known as the criticality parameter. Over all the paper, assume that

p_0 (ξ_0) = 0 a.s. (1.1)

The condition (1.1) means that each particle has at least one offspring, which implies X ≥ 0 a.s. and hence Z_n ≥ 1 a.s. for any n ≥ 1.

Limit theorems for BPRE have attracted a lot of interests since the seminal work of Smith and Wilkinson [13]. For critical and subcritical BPRE, the study mainly focuses on the survival probability and conditional limit theorems for the branching processes, see, for instance, Vatutin [15] and Afanasyev et al. [1, 2]. For the supercritical BPRE, a number of researches focused on the central limit theorem, moderate and large deviations; see Böinghoff and Kersting [5], Huang and Liu [11], Böinghoff [4], Li et al. [12], Grama et al. [10], Wang and Liu [16], Fan et al. [8] and Gao [9].

The aim of this paper is to establish optimal convergence rates in the Wasserstein-1 distance for the branching process in a random environment. We first recall the definition of the Wasserstein-1 distance. Let L(μ, ν) be a set of probability laws on R^2 with marginals μ and ν. The Wasserstein-1 distance between μ and ν is defined as follows:

W_1(μ, ν) = inf { ∫ |x − y|P(dx, dy) : P ∈ L(μ, ν) } . In particular, if μ_X is the distribution of X and ν is the standard normal distribution, then we have

W_1(μ_X , ν) = d_w (X) := ∫_{+∞} −∞ |P (X ≤ x) − Φ(x)| dx. The following convergence rate in the Wasserstein-1 distance between^{log Zn−nμ}_σ^√_n and the standard normal random variable is due to Grama et al. [10]. Assume that there exists a constant ε > 0 such that E|X|^{3+ε} < ∞. (1.2) Grama et al. [10] have established the following convergence rate in the Wasserstein-1 distance: d_w ( log Z_n − nμ σ √ n ) ≤ C √ n , (1.3)

where C is a positive constant. In this paper, we are going to extend this result to the case X having a moment of order 2 + δ, δ ∈ (0, 1]. We get the following convergence rate in the Wasserstein-1 distance for^{log Zn−nμ} σ √ n . Assume that there exist two constants p > 1 and δ ∈ (0, 1] such that

EX^{2+δ} < ∞ and E ( Z_1 m_0 )_p < ∞, (1.4)

then it holds d_w ( log Z_n − nμ σ √ n ) ≤ C n^{δ/2} . (1.5)

Moreover, the same result holds when^{log Zn−nμ}_σ^√_n is replaced by^{nμ−log Zn}_σ^√_n . Notice that the last convergence rate on the right-hand side of (1.5) coincides with the best possible convergence rate in the Wasserstein-1 distance for random walks with finite 2 + δ moments, and therefore inequality (1.5) is also the best possible. In addition, when X has an exponential moment and satisfies E

Z^p_1 m_0

< ∞, we also establish a nonuniform Berry-Esseen bound with exponential decaying rate (see Theorem 2.2).

The paper is organized as follows. The main results are stated in Section 2. The applications and the proofs of the main results are given in Sections 3 and 4, respectively.

2. Main results

Throughout the paper, denote by X_i = log m_i, i ≥ 0. Evidently, (X_i)_{i≥0} is a sequence of i.i.d. random variables depending only on the environment ξ. Let (S_n)_{n≥0} be the random walk associated with the branching process, which is defined as follows:

S_0 = 0, S_n = log Π_n = n−1∑ i=0 X_i, n ≥ 1. Then we have the following decomposition of log Z_n, that is log Z_n = S_n + log W_n, (2.6) where W_n =^{Zn}_{Πn} . The normalized population size (W_n)_{n≥0} is a non-negative martingale under both P and P_ξ, with respect to the natural filtration (F_n)_{n≥0}, defined by F_0 = σ{ξ}, F_n = σ {ξ, X_{k,i}, 0 ≤ k ≤ n − 1, i ≥ 1} , n ≥ 1. By Doob’s martingale convergence theorem and Fatou’s lemma, we can obtain that W_n converges a.s. to a finite limit W and EW ≤ 1. We assume the following conditions throughout this paper: σ ∈ (0, ∞) and E

Z_1 m_0 log Z_1 < ∞. (2.7) The first condition above together with (1.1) imply in particular that Z_1 ≥ 1 a.s. and P(Z_1 = 1) = E p_1 (ξ_0) < 1.

The second condition in (2.7) implies that W_n converges to W in L^1 and P(W > 0) = P ( Z_n^{n→∞}−→ ∞ ) = lim_{n→∞} P(Z_n > 0) > 0.

(See for instance Tanny [14] and Grama et al. [10]). Therefore, it follows with the assumption (1.1) that W > 0 and Z_n^{n→∞}−→ ∞ a.s.

Consider the following assumptions:

(A1) There exists a constant δ ∈ (0, 1], such that EX^{2+δ} = E (log m_0)^{2+δ} < ∞.

(A2) There exists a constant p > 1 such that E m^{(p)}_0 m^p_0 < ∞. Under the conditions above, we obtain the following bound for the Wasserstein-1 distance between log Z_n−nμ σ √ n and the standard normal random variable.

Theorem 2.1. Suppose that the conditions (A1) and (A2) are satisfied. Then d_w ( log Z_n − nμ σ √ n ) ≤ C n^{δ/2} . Moreover, the same inequality holds when^{log Zn−nμ}_σ^√_n is replaced by −^{log Zn−nμ}_σ^√_n .

Next, we consider the following stronger conditions than (A1) and (A2):

(A3) There exists a constant λ_0 > 0 such that E e^{λ0 X} = Em^{λ0}_0 < ∞. (A4) There exists a constant p > 1 such that E Z^p_1 m_0 = E m^{(p)}_0 m_0 < ∞. We have the following nonuniform Berry-Esseen bound with exponential decay rate under the conditions (A3) and (A4), which is of independent interest. Such type of result can be found in Fan et al. [7], where an exponential nonuniform Berry-Esseen bound for martingales has been established.

Theorem 2.2. Suppose that the conditions (A3) and (A4) are satisfied. Then for any x ∈ R, | | |P ( log Z_n − nμ σ √ n ≤ x ) − Φ(x) | | | ≤ C 1 √ n (1 + x^2) exp { − x̂^2 2 } , (2.8) where x̂ =^{|x|}√_{1+c|x|/}√_n . In Grama et al. [10], Cramér moderate deviations (cf. Theorem 1.3) have been obtained under the conditions (A3) and (A4). Compared to their results, the interesting feature of (2.8) is that it holds for any x ∈ R rather than only for 0 < |x| = o( √ n). 3. Application to Interval Estimation

In this section, we will discuss some applications of the main results to the confidence interval estimation for the criticality parameter μ and the population size Z_n.

3.1. Confidence Intervals for μ

When σ is known, Theorem 2.1 can be applied to construct the confidence interval for μ.

Proposition 3.1. Suppose that the conditions (A1) and (A2) are satisfied. Let κ_n ∈ (0, 1), such that

|log κ_n| = o (log n) , n → ∞. (3.9)

Then for n large enough, [A_n, B_n], with

A_n = log Z_n n − σΦ^{−1} ( 1 −^{κn}_2 ) √ n and B_n = log Z_n n + σΦ^{−1} ( 1 −^{κn}_2 ) √ n , is a 1 − κ_n confidence interval for μ.

Proof. Inequality (4.42) implies that P (_{log Zn−nμ} σ √ n ≥ x ) 1 − Φ(x)

= 1 + o(1) and P (_{log Zn−nμ} σ √ n ≤ −x ) Φ(−x) = 1 + o(1) (3.10)

uniformly for 0 ≤ x = o (√ log n ) . For p ↘ 0, the quantile function of the standard normal distribution has the following asymptotic expansion

Φ^{−1}(p) = − √ log 1 p^2

− log log 1 p^2

− log(2π) + o(1).

In particular, when κ_n satisfies the condition (3.9), the upper (1 − κ_n/2)-th quantile of standard normal distribution satisfies Φ^{−1} ( 1 −^{κn}_2 ) = −Φ^{−1} (_{κn} 2 ) = O (√ |log κ_n| ) , is of order o (√ log n ) . Then, applying the last equality to (3.10), we have as n → ∞, P ( log Z_n − nμ σ √ n ≥ Φ^{−1} ( 1 − κ_n 2 )) ∼ κ_n 2 (3.11) and P ( log Z_n − nμ σ √ n ≤ −Φ^{−1} ( 1 − κ_n 2 )) ∼ κ_n 2 . (3.12)

Therefore, as n → ∞, P ( −Φ^{−1} ( 1 − κ_n 2 ) ≤ log Z_n − nμ σ √ n ≤ Φ^{−1} ( 1 − κ_n 2 )) ∼ 1 − κ_n; (3.13)

which implies μ ∈ [A_n, B_n] with probability 1 − κ_n for n large enough. □

3.2. Confidence Intervals for Z_n

When parameters μ and σ are known, we can also apply Theorem 2.1 and Theorem 2.2 to construct confidence intervals for Z_n. Such type of results can be used to predict the future population size Z_n.

Proposition 3.2. Let κ_n ∈ (0, 1). Consider the following two groups of conditions:

(B1) Suppose that the conditions (A1) and (A2) are satisfied, and that

|log κ_n| = o (log n) , n → ∞. (3.14)

(B2) Suppose that the conditions (A3) and (A4) are satisfied, and that

|log κ_n| = o ( n^{1/3} ) , n → ∞. (3.15) If (B1) or (B2) holds, then for n large enough, [A_n, B_n] is the confidence interval of Z_n with confidence level 1 − κ_n, where

A_n = exp { nμ − σ √ nΦ^{−1} ( 1 − κ_n 2 )} and B_n = exp { nμ + σ √ nΦ^{−1} ( 1 − κ_n 2 )} .

Proof. Assume (B1). By inequality (4.42) and (3.13), we have P ( −Φ^{−1} ( 1 − κ_n 2 ) ≤ log Z_n − nμ σ √ n ≤ Φ^{−1} ( 1 − κ_n 2 ))

= P ( exp { nμ − σ √ nΦ^{−1} ( 1 − κ_n 2 )} ≤ Z_n ≤ exp { nμ + σ √ nΦ^{−1} ( 1 − κ_n 2 )} ) ∼ 1 − κ_n, as n → ∞. From the equality above, when n is large enough, [A_n, B_n] is the confidence interval for Z_n with confidence level 1 − κ_n.

Now, assume (B2). By Theorem 2.2, we have P (_{log Zn−nμ} σ √ n ≥ x ) 1 − Φ(x)

= 1 + o(1) and P (_{log Zn−nμ} σ √ n ≤ −x ) Φ(−x) = 1 + o(1) (3.16)

uniformly for 0 ≤ x = o(n^{1/6}), as n → ∞. When κ_n satisfies the condition (3.15), the upper (1 − κ_n/2)-th quantile of the standard normal distribution satisfies Φ^{−1} (1 − κ_n/2) = −Φ^{−1} (κ_n/2) = O (√ |log κ_n| ) , which is of order o ( n^{1/6} ) . Then by (3.16), we get P ( −Φ^{−1} ( 1 − κ_n 2 ) ≤ log Z_n − nμ σ √ n ≤ Φ^{−1} ( 1 − κ_n 2 )) ∼ 1 − κ_n, as n → ∞. From the equality above, the result still holds. □

4. Proof of Main Results

In this section, we give the proofs of Theorems 2.1 and 2.2 respectively.

4.1. Preliminary Lemmas for Theorem 2.1

For the sum of independent random variables, Bikelis [3] gives the following nonuniform Berry- Esseen bound.

Lemma 4.1. Let Y_1, . . . , Y_n be independent random variables satisfying EY_i = 0 and E |Y_i|^{2+δ} < ∞, i = 1, . . . , n, for some positive constant δ ∈ (0, 1]. Assume that^n ∑ i=1 EY^2_i = 1. Then for any x ∈ R, | | | P (_n∑ i=1 Y_i ≤ x ) − Φ(x) | | | ≤ C 1 + |x|^{2+δ} n∑ i=1 E |Y_i|^{2+δ} . For the convergence rate of W_n, we also have the following result. See Lemmas 2.3 and 2.4 in Grama et al. [10]. See also [8].

Lemma 4.2. Assume (A1) and (A2). Then for any q ∈ (1, 1 + δ),

E | log W |^q < ∞ (4.17) and sup_{n∈N} E| log W_n|^q < ∞. (4.18)

Lemma 4.3. Assume (A1) and (A2). Then there exists constant γ ∈ (0, 1), such that for any n ≥ 0, E| log W_n − log W | ≤ C γ^n. Using the lemmas above, we obtain the following lemma, which is a refinement of Lemma 2.5 in Grama et al. [10].

Lemma 4.4. Assume (A1) and (A2). Then for any x ∈ R and δ^′ ∈ (0, δ), P ( log Z_n − nμ σ √ n ≤ x, S_n − nμ σ √ n ≥ x ) ≤ C 1 n^{δ/2} 1 1 + |x|^{1+δ′} (4.19) and P ( log Z_n − nμ σ √ n ≥ x, S_n − nμ σ √ n ≤ x ) ≤ C 1 n^{δ/2} 1 1 + |x|^{1+δ′} . (4.20)

Proof. We only prove the inequality (4.19), as (4.20) can be proved in the same way. When x > √ nμ σ , we have P ( log Z_n − nμ σ √ n ≤ x, S_n − nμ σ √ n ≥ x ) ≤ P ( S_n − nμ σ √ n ≥ x ) , which implies (4.19) by Lemma 4.1. When x < − √ nμ σ , it follows from the fact that Z_n ≥ 1 a.s., log Z_n − nμ σ √ n ≥ − √ nμ σ . Then for any x < − √ nμ σ , P ( log Z_n − nμ σ √ n ≤ x, S_n − nμ σ √ n ≥ x ) = 0.

Thus for any |x| > √ nμ σ , (4.19) holds.

Next, we prove that for any |x| ≤ √ nμ σ , (4.19) holds. Let’s consider the following notations Y_{m,n} = n∑ i=m+1 X_i − μ σ √ n , Y_n = Y_{0,n}, V_m = log W_m σ √ n and D_{m,n} = V_n − V_m.

Set α_n =^{1√}_n and m = [ √ n], where [t] stands for the largest integer less than t. From (2.6), we get P ( log Z_n − nμ σ √ n ≤ x, S_n − nμ σ √ n ≥ x ) ≤ P (Y_n + V_m ≤ x + α_n, Y_n ≥ x)

+ P (|D_{m,n}| > α_n) . (4.21)

For the second term on the right-hand side of (4.21), using Markov’s inequality and Lemma 4.3, for any |x| ≤ √ nμ σ , there exists a constant γ ∈ (0, 1) such that P (|D_{m,n}| > α_n) ≤ E |D_{m,n}| α_n = √ n E |log W_n − log W_m| σ √ n ≤ Cγ^m ≤ C 1 n^{δ/2} 1 1 + |x|^{2+δ} . (4.22)

The last line is obtained from the fact that n^{δ/2}(1 + n^{(1+δ)/2})γ^m = o(1), n → ∞. For the first term on the right-hand side of (4.21), we use a decomposition to dominate it. Let G_{m,n}(x) = P (Y_{m,n} ≤ x) , G_n(x) = P (Y_n ≤ x) and v_m(ds, dt) = P (Y_m ∈ ds, V_m ∈ dt) . Since Y_{m,n} and (Y_m, V_m) are independent, we have

P (Y_n + V_m ≤ x + α_n, Y_n ≥ x) = P (Y_{m,n} + Y_m + V_m ≤ x + α_n, Y_{m,n} + Y_m ≥ x) = ∫ ∫ P (Y_{m,n} + s + t ≤ x + α_n, Y_{m,n} + s ≥ x) v_m(ds, dt) = ∫ ∫ 1_{{t≤αn }} (G_{m,n} (x − s − t + α_n) − G_{m,n}(x − s)) v_m(ds, dt). (4.23)

Notice that (X_i)_{i≥1} are i.i.d., so n∑ i=m+1 X_i and n−m∑ i=1 X_i follow the same distribution. We have

G_{m,n}(x) = P (_n ∑ i=m+1 X_i − μ σ √ n ≤ x ) = G_{n−m} ( x √ n √ n − m ) = G_{n−m} ( x (1 + R_n) ) , (4.24)

where R_n = √_n n−m − 1 satisfying 0 ≤ R_n ≤^{C√}_n . By the mean value theorem, we deduce that for any x ∈ R, |Φ (x (1 + R_n)) − Φ(x)| ≤ R_n | | |x 1 √ 2π exp { − x^2 2 }| | | ≤ C 1 √ n | | |x exp { − x^2 2 }| | | ≤ C 1 n^{δ/2} 1 1 + |x|^{2+δ} . (4.25)

It can be obtained from Lemma 4.1 that

|G_{n−m} (x (1 + R_n)) − Φ (x (1 + R_n))| = | | |P (^{n−m}∑ i=1 X_i − μ σ √ n − m ≤ x √ n √ n − m ) − Φ ( x√n √ n − m ) | | | ≤ C 1 (n − m)^{δ/2} 1 1 + |x (1 + R_n) |^{2+δ} ≤ C 1 n^{δ/2} 1 1 + |x|^{2+δ} . (4.26)

Combining (4.24)-(4.26) together, we get |G_{m,n}(x) − Φ(x)| ≤ C 1 n^{δ/2} 1 1 + |x|^{2+δ} . Therefore, by (4.23), we have

P (Y_n + V_m ≤ x + α_n, Y_n ≥ x) ≤ J_1 + J_2 + J_3, (4.27)

where

J_1 = ∫ ∫ 1_{{t≤αn}} |Φ (x − s − t + α_n) − Φ(x − s)| v_m(ds, dt), J_2 = C 1 n^{δ/2} ∫ ∫ 1_{{t≤αn }} 1 1 + |x − s|^{2+δ} v_m(ds, dt) and J_3 = C 1 n^{δ/2} ∫ ∫ 1_{{t≤αn}} 1 1 + |x − s − t + α_n|^{2+δ} v_m(ds, dt). For J_1, by the mean value theorem, it holds 1_{{t≤αn }} |Φ (x − s − t + α_n) − Φ(x − s)| ≤ C | − t + α_n| exp { − x^2 8 } + | − t + α_n| 1_{{|s|≥1+} 1_{4 |x|}} + | − t + α_n| 1_{{|t|≥1+} 1_{4 |x|}}, and thus we have J_1 ≤ J_{11} + J_{12} + J_{13}, (4.28) where

J_{11} = C ∫ ∫ | − t + α_n| exp { − x^2 8 } v_m(ds, dt), J_{12} = ∫ ∫ | − t + α_n|1_{{|s|≥1+} 1_{4 |x|}}v_m(ds, dt) and J_{13} = ∫ ∫ | − t + α_n|1_{{|t|≥1+} 1_{4 |x|}}v_m(ds, dt). Firstly, considering J_{11}, it follows from Lemma 4.2 that for any x ∈ R,

J_{11} ≤ C exp { − x^2 8 } ( E |V_m | + α_n )

≤ C 1 n^{δ/2} 1 1 + |x|^{2+δ} . (4.29)

For J_{12}, Let τ, ι > 1, and satisfy^1_τ +^1_ι = 1. By Hölder’s inequality, we have the following estimate: for any x ∈ R,

J_{12} ≤ ∫∫ |t|1{_{|s|≥1+} 1_{4 |x|}}v_m(ds, dt) + α_n ∫ 1{_{|s|≥1+} 1_{4 |x|}}v_m(ds) ≤ (∫ |t|^τ v_m(dt) ) 1_τ (∫ 1_{{|s|≥1+} 1_{4 |x|}}v_m(ds) ) 1_ι + 1 √ n P ( |Y_m| ≥ 1 + 1 4 |x| )

≤ C 1 √ n [ P ( |Y_m| ≥ 1 + 1 4 |x| )] 1_l + 1 √ n P ( |Y_m| ≥ 1 + 1 4 |x| ) . (4.30)

From Lemma 4.1, we get P ( |Y_m| ≥ 1 + 1 4 |x| ) = P ( Y_m ≥ 1 + 1 4 |x| ) + P ( Y_m ≤ −1 − 1 4 |x| )

≤ 1 − Φ ( ( 1 + 1 4 |x| ) √n √ m ) + Φ ( − ( 1 + 1 4 |x| ) √n √ m )

+ C 1 1 + ((1 + |x|/4) √ n/ √ m)^{2+δ} m∑ i=1 E | | | X_i − μ σ √ m | | | 2+δ

≤ C 1 n^{(1+δ)/2} 1 1 + |x|^{2+δ} . (4.31)

If δ^′ =^{3+2δ}_ι − δ, we can obtain δ^′ = 3 + δ −

3 + 2δ τ . (4.32)

Substituting (4.31) into (4.30), we get, for any |x| ≤ μ √ n/σ, J_{12} ≤ C 1 n^{δ/2} 1 1 + |x|^{1+δ′} . (4.33)

Next, we turn to J_{13}. Set p = δ^′ + δ 2 . Using Markov’s inequality and Lemma 4.2, we have for any |x| ≤ √ nμ σ , J_{13} ≤ ∫ |t|1_{{|t|≥1+} 1_{4 |x|}}v_m(dt) + ∫ α_n1_{{|t|≥1+} 1_{4 |x|}}v_m(dt) ≤ ∫ |t|^p (1 + |x|/4)^p |t| v_m(dt) + 1 √ n P ( |V_m| ≥ 1 + 1 4 |x| )

≤ 1 (1 + |x|/4)^p E |V_m|^{1+p} + 1 √ n 1 (1 + |x|/4)^{1+p} E |V_m|^{1+p} ≤ C 1 n^{δ/2} 1 1 + |x|^{1+δ′} . (4.34)

Combining (4.28)-(4.34), we get

J_1 ≤ C 1 n^{δ/2} 1 1 + |x|^{1+δ′} . (4.35)

Now we discuss the upper bounds for J_2 and J_3 respectively. By an argument similar to that of (4.31), we can obtain for any x ∈ R,

J_2 = C 1 n^{δ/2} ∫ ∫ 1_{{t≤αn }} 1 1 + |x − s|^{2+δ} v_m(ds, dt) ≤ C 1 n^{δ/2} (∫ |s|<1+|x|/2 1 1 + |x − s|^{2+δ} v_m(ds) + ∫ |s|≥1+|x|/2 1 1 + |x − s|^{2+δ} v_m(ds) )

≤ C 1 n^{δ/2} [ 1 1 + |x/2|^{2+δ} + P ( |Y_m| ≥ 1 + 1 2 |x| )]

≤ C 1 n^{δ/2} 1 1 + |x|^{2+δ} . (4.36)

For J_3, using an argument similar to that of (4.31) and (4.34), we have for any |x| ≤ √ nμ σ , J_3 = C 1 n^{δ/2} ∫ ∫ 1_{{t≤αn }} 1 1 + |x − s − t|^{2+δ} v_m(ds, dt) ≤ C 1 n^{δ/2} (∫ ∫ |s+t|<2+|x|/2 1 1 + |x/2|^{2+δ} v_m(ds, dt)

+ ∫ |s|≥1+|x|/4 v_m(ds) + ∫ |t|≥1+|x|/4 v_m(dt) )

≤ C 1 n^{δ/2} [ 1 1 + |x/2|^{2+δ} + P ( |Y_m| ≥ 1 + 1 4 |x| ) + P ( |V_m| ≥ 1 + 1 4 |x| )]

≤ C 1 n^{δ/2} 1 1 + |x|^{2+δ} . (4.37)

Then, substituting (4.35)-(4.37) into (4.27), we get P (Y_n + V_m ≤ x + α_n, Y_n ≥ x) ≤ C 1 n^{δ/2} 1 1 + |x|^{1+δ′} . (4.38)

Finally, from (4.21), (4.22) and (4.38), we have (4.19) holds for any |x| ≤ √ nμ σ . □ 4.2. Proof of Theorem 2.1

From (2.6), it holds log Z_n − nμ σ √ n = S_n − nμ σ √ n + log W_n σ √ n . By Lemma 4.1 and (A1), we have | | |P ( S_n − nμ σ √ n ≤ x ) − Φ(x) | | | ≤ C n∑ i=1 E | | | X^i − μ σ √ n | | |^{2+δ} 1

(1 + |x|)^{2+δ} ≤ C 1 n^{δ/2} 1 1 + |x|^{2+δ} . (4.39)

Notice that P ( log Z_n − nμ σ √ n ≤ x )

= P ( log Z_n − nμ σ √ n ≤ x, S_n − nμ σ √ n ≤ x ) + P ( log Z_n − nμ σ √ n ≤ x, S_n − nμ σ √ n > x )

= P ( S_n − nμ σ √ n ≤ x ) + P ( log Z_n − nμ σ √ n ≤ x, S_n − nμ σ √ n > x )

− P ( log Z_n − nμ σ √ n > x, S_n − nμ σ √ n ≤ x ) . (4.40)

Applying Lemma 4.4 to the last equality, we get for any x ∈ R, | | |P ( log Z_n − nμ σ √ n ≤ x ) − P ( S_n − nμ σ √ n ≤ x )| | | ≤ C 1 n^{δ/2} 1 1 + |x|^{1+δ′} . (4.41)

Combining (4.39) and (4.41), we have for any x ∈ R, | |P ( log Z_n − nμ σ √ n ≤ x ) − Φ(x) | | ≤ | |P ( log Z_n − nμ σ √ n ≤ x ) − P ( S_n − nμ σ √ n ≤ x )| | + | | |P ( S_n − nμ σ √ n ≤ x ) − Φ(x) | | | ≤ C 1 n^{δ/2} 1 1 + |x|^{1+δ′} . (4.42)

Thus d_w ( log Z_n − nμ σ √ n ) = ∫_∞ −∞ | | |P ( log Z_n − nμ σ √ n ≤ x ) − Φ(x) | | | dx ≤ C n^{δ/2} ∫_∞ −∞ 1 1 + |x|^{1+δ′} dx ≤ C n^{δ/2} , which gives the first desired inequality of Theorem 2.1. By a similar argument, it is easy to show that the same result holds when^{log Zn−nμ}_σ^√_n is replaced by −^{log Zn−nμ}_σ^√_n . □

4.3. Preliminary Lemmas for Theorem 2.2

To prove Theorem 2.2, we shall make use of the following lemma (see Theorem 3.1 in Grama et al. [10]). The lemma shows that conditions (A3) and (A4) imply the existence of a harmonic moment of positive order a_0.

Lemma 4.5. Assume (A3) and (A4). Then there exists a positive a_0 such that E W^{−a0} < ∞ and sup_{n∈N} EW^{−a0}_n < ∞. (4.43)

The next lemma shows that in the case of i.i.d., Cramér’s condition (A3) and Bernstein’s condition (A3^′) are equivalent. See Fan et al. [6].

Lemma 4.6. Condition (A3) is equivalent to the following condition (A3^′). There exists a constant H > 0 such that for any k ≥ 2, E(X − μ)^k ≤ 1 2 k!H^{k−2}E(X − μ)^2. (4.44)

The following lemma gives two Bernstein type inequalities for log Z_n.

Lemma 4.7. Suppose that the conditions (A3) and (A4) are satisfied. Then for any x ≥ 0, P ( log Z_n − nμ σ √ n ≥ x ) ≤ 2 exp { − x^2 2 (1 + cx/ √ n) } (4.45) and P ( log Z_n − nμ σ √ n ≤ −x ) ≤ C exp { − x^2 2 (1 + cx/ √ n) } , (4.46)

where c, C are two positive constants.

Proof. Since the Cramér’s condition (A3) is equivalent to the Bernstein condition (A3^′), we only need to prove Lemma 4.7 under the conditions (A3^′) and (A4).

We first give a proof for (4.45). Denote η_{n,i} = X_i − μ σ √ n , i = 1, . . . , n. It’s easy to see that log Z_n − nμ σ √ n = n∑ i=1 η_{n,i} + log W_n σ √ n ,

where^n ∑ i=1 η_{n,i} is a sum of i.i.d. random variables. Then we have for any x ≥ 0,

P ( log Z_n − nμ σ √ n ≥ x ) = P (_n ∑ i=1 η_{n,i} + log W_n σ √ n ≥ x )

≤ I_1 + I_2, (4.47)

where I_1 = P (_n ∑ i=1 η_{n,i} ≥ x − x^2 σ √ n ) and I_2 = P ( log W_n σ √ n ≥ x^2 σ √ n ) . Applying Bernstein’s inequality to I_1, we obtain for any x ∈ [0,^σ √ n 2 ),

I_1 ≤ exp { − x^2 ( 1 −^x_σ^√_n

)_2 2 ( 1 +^H_σ^√_n x ( 1 −^x_σ^√_n )) } ≤ exp { − x^2 2 (1 + cx/ √ n) } . (4.48)

By Markov’s inequality and the fact E W_n = 1, we have for any x ∈ [0,^σ √ n 2 ),

I_2 = P ( W_n ≥ exp { x^2 }) ≤ exp { −x^2 } EW_n = exp { −x^2 } . (4.49)

Combining (4.47)-(4.49) together, we find that (4.45) holds for any x ∈ [0,^σ √ n 2 ). When x ≥^σ √ n 2 , it holds that P ( log Z_n − nμ σ √ n ≥ x ) ≤ I_3 + I_4, (4.50)

where

I_3 = P (_n ∑ i=1 η_{n,i} ≥ x 2 ) and I_4 = P ( log W_n σ √ n ≥ x 2 ) .

By the same arguments as the proofs of I_1 and I_2, we have for any x ≥^σ √ n 2 ,

I_3 ≤ exp − (x/2)^2 2 ( 1 +^H_σ^√_n^x_2 ) ≤ exp { − x^2 2 (1 + cx/ √ n) } (4.51)

and I_4 ≤ exp { − xσ √ n 2 } E W_n ≤ exp { − x^2 2 (1 + cx/ √ n) } , (4.52)

with c large enough. Combining (4.50)-(4.52) together, we get (4.45) for x ≥^σ √ n 2 . Next, we will prove (4.46). Let a_0 be a positive constant given by Lemma 4.5. Then it holds for any x ≥ 0, P ( log Z_n − nμ σ √ n ≤ −x ) = P ( − n∑ i=1 η_{n,i} − log W_n σ √ n ≥ x )

≤ I_5 + I_6, (4.53)

where

I_5 = P ( − n∑ i=1 η_{n,i} ≥ x − x^2 a_0σ √ n ) and I_6 = P ( − log W_n σ √ n ≥ x^2 a_0σ √ n ) . The upper bounds for I_5 and I_6 are given respectively as follows. Using Bernstein’s inequality, we get for any x ∈ [0,^{a0σ} √ n 2 ),

I_5 ≤ exp { − x^2 ( 1 −^x_{a0 σ}^√_n

)_2 2 ( 1 +^H_σ^√_n x ( 1 −^x_{a0σ}^√_n )) } ≤ exp { − x^2 2 (1 + cx/ √ n) } . (4.54)

And by Markov’s inequality, we get for any x ∈ [0,^{a0σ} √ n 2 ),

I_6 = P ( log W_n ≤ − x^2 a_0 ) = P ( W^{−a0}_n ≥ exp { x^2 }) ≤ exp{−x^2}E W^{−a0}_n < ∞. (4.55)

Combining (4.53)-(4.55) together, we get (4.46) for any x ∈ [0,^{a0σ} √ n 2 ). When x ≥^{a0σ} √ n 2 , it holds that P ( log Z_n − nμ σ √ n ≤ −x ) ≤ I_7 + I_8,

where I_7 = P ( − n∑ i=1 η_{n,i} ≥ x 2 ) and I_8 = P ( − log W_n σ √ n ≥ x 2 ) . Again by Bernstein’s inequality, we obtain for any x ≥^{a0σ} √ n 2 , I_7 ≤ exp { − (x/2)^2 2 ( 1 +^H_σ^√_n^x_2 ) } ≤ exp { − x^2 2 (1 + cx/ √ n) } . And by the same arguments as the proof of I_6, we can get for any x ≥^{a0σ} √ n 2 , I_8 = P ( log W_n ≤ − σ √ nx 2 ) ≤ exp { − a_0σ √ nx 2 } EW^{−a0}_n ≤ C exp { − x^2 2 (1 + cx/ √ n) } . This completes the proof of lemma. □

The following lemma is a direct consequence of Theorem 1.3 in [10] and its detailed proof can be found in [10].

Lemma 4.8. Assume (A3) and (A4). Then for any x ∈ [ 0, n^{1/4} ] , | | | | log P (_{log Zn−nμ} σ √ n > x ) 1 − Φ(x) | | | | ≤ C 1 + x^3 √ n and | | | | | log P (_{log Zn−nμ} σ √ n ≤ −x ) Φ(−x) | | | | ≤ C 1 + x^3 √ n .

4.4. Proof of Theorem 2.2

When x ∈ [ 0, n^{1/4} ] , by the first inequality in Lemma 4.8, we get P ( log Z_n − nμ σ √ n ≤ x ) − Φ(x) = − [ P ( log Z_n − nμ σ √ n > x ) − (1 − Φ(x)) ]

≥ − [ (1 − Φ(x)) exp { C 1 + x^3 √ n } − (1 − Φ(x)) ]

= −(1 − Φ(x)) ( exp { C 1 + x^3 √ n } − 1 ) . (4.56)

From the inequality e^x − 1 ≤ xe^x (x ≥ 0), we have exp { C 1 + x^3 √ n } − 1 ≤ C 1 + x^3 √ n exp { C 1 + x^3 √ n } . (4.57)

Using the inequalities e^{−x2/2} √ 2π(1 + x) ≤ 1 − Φ(x) ≤ e^{−x2/2} √ π(1 + x)

, x ≥ 0, (4.58)

and the inequalities (4.56) and (4.57), we get P ( log Z_n − nμ σ √ n ≤ x ) − Φ(x) ≥ − C(x^2 + 1 − x) √ 2πn exp { − x^2 2 + C 1 + x^3 √ n }

≥ −C 1 √ n (1 + x^2) exp { − x^2 2 + C x^3 √ n } . (4.59)

For any x ∈ [ 0, n^{1/4} ] , it holds 1 − C x √ n = 1 1 +^∞ ∑ k=1 (Cx/ √ n)^k = 1 1 + Cx/ √ n (_1 1−Cx/ √ n ) ≥ 1 1 + Cx/ √ n .

Thus, we have for any x ∈ [ 0, n^{1/4} ] , exp { − x^2 2 + C x^3 √ n } = exp { − x^2 2 ( 1 − C x √ n )} ≤ exp { − x^2 2(1 + Cx/ √ n) } . (4.60)

Applying (4.60) to (4.59), we obtain for any x ∈ [ 0, n^{1/4} ] , P ( log Z_n − nμ σ √ n ≤ x ) − Φ(x) ≥ −C 1 √ n (1 + x^2) exp { − x^2 2(1 + cx/ √ n) } . (4.61)

Next, we prove the upper bound of P (_{log Zn−nμ} σ √ n ≤ x ) − Φ(x). Again using the first inequality in Lemma 4.8, we get P ( log Z_n − nμ σ √ n ≤ x ) − Φ(x) = − [ P ( log Z_n − nμ σ √ n > x ) − (1 − Φ(x)) ]

≤ − [ (1 − Φ(x)) exp { −C 1 + x^3 √ n } − (1 − Φ(x)) ]

= −(1 − Φ(x)) ( exp { −C 1 + x^3 √ n } − 1 ) . (4.62)

From the inequality e^x − 1 ≥ x , x ≤ 0, we have for any x ≤ 0, exp { −C 1 + x^3 √ n } − 1 ≥ −C 1 + x^3 √ n . (4.63)

Applying (4.58) and (4.63) to (4.62), we obtain P ( log Z_n − nμ σ √ n ≤ x ) − Φ(x) ≤ C(1 + x^2 − x) √ πn exp { − x^2 2 }

≤ C 1 √ n (1 + x^2) exp { − x^2 2(1 + cx/ √ n) } . (4.64)

Combining (4.61) and (4.64) together, we get for any x ∈ [ 0, n^{1/4} ] , | | |P ( log Z_n − nμ σ √ n ≤ x ) − Φ(x) | | | ≤ C 1 √ n (1 + x^2) exp { − x^2 2(1 + cx/ √ n) } . When x > n^{1/4}, we have | |P ( log Z_n − nμ σ √ n ≤ x ) − Φ(x) | | = | |P ( log Z_n − nμ σ √ n > x ) − (1 − Φ(x)) | | ≤ P ( log Z_n − nμ σ √ n > x ) + 1 − Φ(x). (4.65)

By the first inequality in Lemma 4.7 and Lemma 4.6, it follows that for any x > n^{1/4}, P ( log Z_n − nμ σ √ n > x ) ≤ C exp { − x^2 2(1 + cx/ √ n) } . (4.66)

Notice that

1 − Φ(x) ≤ e^{−x2/2} √ π(1 + x) ≤ 1 1 + x exp { − x^2 2(1 + cx/ √ n) } . (4.67)

And it holds for any x > n^{1/4}, 1 √ n (1 + x^2) ≥ 1 and 1 1 + x ≤ 1 √ n (1 + x^2). (4.68)

Combining (4.58) and (4.65)-(4.68) together, we get | | |P ( log Z_n − nμ σ √ n ≤ x ) − Φ(x) | | | ≤ C 1 √ n (1 + x^2) exp { − x^2 2(1 + cx/ √ n) } , which gives the desired inequality for x > n^{1/4}.

For the case when x < 0, it can be proved in a similar way, but (4.58) is replaced by e^{−x2/2} √ 2π(1 + |x|) ≤ Φ(x) ≤ e^{−x2/2} √ π(1 + |x|) , x ≤ 0, and the second inequalities in Lemma 4.7 and Lemma 4.8 are used for the cases x ∈ ( −∞, −n^{1/4} ) and x ∈ [ −n^{1/4}, 0 ] , respectively. □

References

[1] V. I. Afanasyev, C. Böinghoff, G. Kersting, V. A. Vatutin. Limit theorems for weakly subcritical branching processes in random environment. J. Theor. Probab., 2012, 25(3): 703–732.

[2] V. I. Afanasyev, C. Böinghoff, G. Kersting, V. A. Vatutin. Conditional limit theorems for intermediately subcritical branching processes in random environment. Ann. Inst. Henri Poincaré Probab. Stat., 2014, 50(2): 602–627.

[3] A. Bikelis. On estimates of the remainder term in the central limit theorem. Lith. Math. J., 1966, 6(3): 323–346. [4] C. Böinghoff. Limit theorems for strongly and intermediately supercritical branching processes in random environment with linear fractional offspring distributions. Stochastic Process. Appl., 2014, 124(11): 3553–3577.

[5] C. Böinghoff, G. Kersting. Upper large deviations of branching processes in a random environment for offspring distributions with geometrically bounded tails. Stochastic Process. Appl., 2010, 120(10): 2064–2077.

[6] X. Fan, I. Grama, Q. Liu. Cramér large deviation expansions for martingales under Bernstein’s condition. Stochastic Process. Appl., 2013, 123(11): 3919-3942.

[7] X. Fan, I. Grama, Q. Liu. Nonuniform Berry-Esseen bounds for martingales with applications to statistical estimation. Statistics, 2017, 51(1): 105–122.

[8] X. Fan, H. Hu, Q. Liu. Uniform Cramér moderate deviations and Berry-Esseen bounds for a supercritical branching process in a random environment. Front. Math. China, 2020, 15(5): 891–914.

[9] Z. Gao. Exact convergence rate in the central limit theorem for a branching process in a random environment. Stat.

Probab. Letters, 2021, 178: 109194.

[10] I. Grama, Q. Liu, E. Miqueu. Berry-Esseen bound and Cramér’s large deviation expansion for a supercritical branching process in a random environment. Stochastic Process. Appl., 2017, 127(4): 1255–1281.

[11] C. Huang, Q. Liu. Moments, moderate and large deviations for a branching process in a random environment.

Stochastic Process. Appl., 2012, 122(2): 522–545.

[12] Y. Li, Q. Liu, Z. Gao, H. Wang. Asymptotic properties of supercritical branching processes in random environments.

Front. Math. China, 2014, 9(4): 737–751.

[13] W. L. Smith, W. E. Wilkinson. On branching processes in random environments. Ann. Math. Stat., 1969, 40(3):

814–827.

[14] D. Tanny. A necessary and sufficient condition for a branching process in a random environment to grow like the product of its means. Stochastic Process. Appl., 1988, 28(1): 123–139.

[15] V. A. Vatutin. A refinement of limit theorems for the critical branching processes in random environment. Workshop on Branching Processes and Their Applications, Springer, Berlin, Heidelberg, 2010, pp 3–19.

[16] Y. Wang, Q. Liu. Limit theorems for a supercritical branching process with immigration in a random environment.

Sci. China Math., 2017, 60(12): 2481–2502.