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Abstract

The aim of this paper is to introduce a multitype branching process with random
migration following the research initiated with the Galton—Watson process with migration
introduced in [13]. We focus our attention in what we call the critical case. Sufficient
conditions are provided for the process to have unlimited growth or not. Furthermore,
using suitable normalizing sequences, we study the asymptotic distribution of the process.
Finally, we obtain a Feller-type diffusion approximation.
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1 Introduction

The Galton—Watson branching processes with migration have been studied extensively in the
literature. The readers interested in the origin of these models are referred to the surveys
8], [9] and [10]. These are stochastic models used in population dynamic and other fields to
describe the evolution of populations in which individuals produce offspring according to some
probability distribution (often assumed to be independent and identically distributed), and
also have the possibility of migrating. Migration can involve individuals leaving the population
(emigrants) or individuals entering the population from an external source (immigrants).

In this paper we generalized the Galton—Watson process with migration introduced in [13].
Let N, Z,, Z, R and R, be the sets of positive integers, non-negative integers, integers, real
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numbers, and non-negative real numbers, respectively. Let {Xj; : k € Z,,j € N} be a se-
quence of Z-valued independent and identically distributed (i.i.d.) random variables (offspring
variables). On the same probability space, let {I}}rez, be defined as a set of Z,-valued i.i.d.
(immigration) random variables, independent of the offspring variables. A discrete time homo-
geneous Markov chain (Y})rez, is called a Galton-Watson process with migration (GWPM) if
Yy = 0 almost surely and, for k € Z,,

Yy
Yit1 = Z Xij + My,

j=1
(with 2(1) = 0), where for p,q,r > 0 such that p+ ¢+ r =1,

0 with probability p, (no migration),
M, = Tein with probability ¢,  (immigration), (1)
—Xp1lgy, >0y Wwith probability r, (emigration),

is the migration component. Here 1 4 is the indicator function of a set A. As usual Y}, represents
the population size at generation k£ and Xj ; is the number of offspring of the j-th individual at
the k-th generation. Notice that the model considers the possibility that only a single family
can emigrate.

This model was studied in depth in the papers [3], [7], [14] and [15]. Later, the model of
GWPM introduced in [13] was extended in [11] and [12] by allowing two types of emigration
(family and individual) as well as state-dependent immigration.

The aim of this paper is to introduce a more general branching process with migration,
by considering different types of individuals in the population, and a more general scheme
of immigration and emigration components. In Section 2, we define the muti-type branching
process with random migration (MBPM), and obtain its first and second conditional moments.
Focusing our attention in what we call critical case, we prove sufficient conditions for the
unlimited growth or not of the process in Section 3. Finally, Section 4 is dedicated to the
study of the limiting behaviour of the process. First, we consider several normalizing sequences
to obtain different limiting distributions, namely, gamma and normal distributions. Secondly,
we consider a sequence of appropriately scaled random step functions formed from a critical
MBPM and prove its weak convergence to a Feller-type diffusion process. The proof of this
result is relegated to the Appendix.

2 Probability model

Let us fix a probability space (2, F, P) where all the random vectors are defined and let p € N
be the dimension of the vectors. For z = (z1,...,2,)" € R, let 2% = (2f,..., /)T € RY,
where 2 stands for the positive part of x € R and T for the transpose.

Let { Xy i= (Xxjits--» Xpjip) :i€{l,...,p}, k € Z,, j € N} be ZF -valued indepen-
dent random vectors, i.d. for each i € {1,...,p}. Let {Dy(2) = (Dx1(2),...,Dip(2))" 1 k €
Z} be Z —valued i.d. random vectors for each z € Z such that Dy ;(z) = 0 if z; = 0, and



it has range on [1, 2] if z; > 0,7 € {1,...,p}. Let {Ix(2) = (It1(2),..., Lip(2))" 1 k€ Zy}
be also NP—valued identically distributed random vectors for each z € Z%,. For z € Z%, let
{My(2) = (My1(2),..., My ,(2))" : k € Z. } be identically distributed ZP-valued random vec-

tors with range contained in [—z;, 00) X - - - X [—2,, 00), defined, for all k € Z; and i € {1,...,p},
as
0 with probability p;(z) € [0, 1],
Myi(z) =< Iwi(z)  with probability ¢:(z) € [0, 1],

—Dy(z)  with probability r;(z) € [0, 1],

with p;(2) + ¢:(z) + ri(z) = 1, and r;(z) vanishing if z; = 0.

Let Zo = (Zoa,-..,Z0p) " be a Z —valued random vector (the initial generation) and let
us assume that {Zo, Xy, M(2) : k€ Zy,j € Nyi e {l,...,p}, z € Z } are independent
7P—valued random vectors.

We define a multitype branching process with random migration (MBPM) as a sequence of
p-dimensional random vectors, (Zy)kez, , recursively as

p Zki+My i(Z})

Ly = Z Z X jis kelZ,. (2)

Notice that (2) generalizes (1) in several directions. Model (2) considers that there exist p-
types of individuals and each one can give birth to individuals of any type. Moreover, several
individuals (not necessary from the same family) can leave the population. The immigrants
produce offspring in the same generation in which they arrive.

Let us introduce notations for some moments. For ¢ € {1,...,p} and z € Z |
m; = E[XO,I,Z'] c Rﬂ)_, m = (ml, ceey mp) c Rﬂ)_Xp
Y, = Var[ X, ,] € RP*P, Y =(%,...,%,) € (RP)P
a;(z) = E[Io:(2)] € Ry, a(z) = (a1(2),...,a,(2))" € RE
bi(z) = E[Dy(2)] € Ry, b(z) = (bi(2),...,by(2))" € RY

Let us denote the operators

o:RPxRF — RP,

(Zl, Z2) — 2102y = (21,122,1, cey Zl,pzz,p)T
and
© : RP x (RP*P)P — RP*P
p
(z,A) - zOA=) zA

Notice that the operator o is the Hadamard product of matrices (see [6]) applied to column
vectors.



It is easy to see that a MBPM is a homogeneous multitype Markov chain, whose state space
is Z' . It is interesting to notice that the state 0 is absorbing if and if ¢;(0) = 0 for every
i€{1,...,p}. In addition, if

P (ﬂ ({MO,i(z) = _Zi} U {M07Z'(Z) > —Zi, XO,j,i = O,j = 1, ey R + M(],Z(Z)})) > O,

i=1
for each non-null state z, then
P(Z, =z forsomen > 0| Z, = z) < 1,

because P(Z,, =0 | Zy = z) > 0 for all n > 0. Consequently, such state z is transient. Under
the assumptions that 0 is an absorbing state and that each non null state is transient, making
use of Markov chain theory, we have the extinction—explosion duality

P(Z,—0)+P(|Z,|| - ) =1. (3)

In the following proposition we establish the first and second conditional moments of the
process. Let us consider the canonical filtration of the process Fr = o(Zy,..., Zy), k € Z,.
For z € ZE | let

h(z) = E[M(2)] = a(z) 0 q(z) — b(z) o r(2),

where q(z) = (q1(2),...,¢,(2))" and r(z) = (ri(2),...,m,(2)".
Proposition 1. Let (Z)rez, be a MBPM. Then, for each k € N,
E[Zy | Feor] = m(Zi + h(Zk)), (4)
Var[Zy | Feoa] = (Zi + h(Z})) © Z + m Var[Mo(Z;)| m", (5)
almost surely.

Proof. Using the Markov property and the independence between the random vectors in the
model, we have

p Z7,+Mk Z(Z P Z’L+Mk 7

E[Zk+1|Zk:Z = Z Z Xk]z =E|E Z Z Xk‘JZ‘MkZ( )

bS]

— 4 (zi + E[M}i(2)])m; = m(z + E[M(2)])

an:(z + h(z)),



p zitMy (=

(2)
Var(Zyi | Zr=2] = E|Var|Y Y Xyl Mii(2)
i=1 j=1

p  Zi+My (z)
+ Var |E Z Z X ji | Myi(2)
= Z(zZ + E[M,..(z)])X; + Var[mM (z)]
= (2 +E[My(2)]) © X + m Var[M,(z)]m"
= (2+h(2)OX +mVar[My(z)]m'.

3 Unlimited growth of the process

In this section we focus our attention in studying P(||Z,| — o0). Here Z, is what we call a
critical MBPM. It satisfies the following hypothesis:

Hypothesis A: The offspring mean matrix m is primitive with Perron—Frobenius
eigenvalue equals 1.

The Perron-Frobenius’ theorem (see [6]) guarantees that there exist left and right eigenvec-
tors, w = (uy...,u,)" and v = (vy,...,v,)", respectively, of the Perron-Frobenius eigenvalue
such that all their coordinates are positive, Y > u; = 1 and u'v=1

We also consider the following hypothesis for the expected value of the random migration
component:

Hypothesis B: The vector h(z) = (hi(2),...,h,(2))", 2 € Z, satisfies h;(z) =
o(||z]]) as ||z]| — oo, for every ¢ € {1,...,p}.

It is interesting to notice that under Hypotheses A and B the mean growth rates of the functional
u' Z, converge to 1. Indeed, as ||z|| — oo,

L Eu'Z,|2Z,=2] = LuTm(z +h(z)) = L'u,T(z +h(z) =1+ uuf:(zz)

— 1.
u'z u'z u'z

Let us define 0?(z) .= Var[u' Z,.41 | Z, = 2], z € Z!. Taking into account Hypothesis A
and Proposition 1, it is easy to obtain that

o’ (z) =u' ((z +h(2)) ®  + Var[M(2)]) u.
Next we establish sufficient conditions under which the process does not have unlimited growth.

Theorem 1. Let (Z)rez, be a MBPM satisfying Hypotheses A and B. Then P(||Z,,|| — oo) =
0 if at least one of the following conditions holds:



(a) For eachi€ {1,...,p}, hi(z) <O for all z € ZE with ||z|| large enough.

(b)
2(u'z)(u'h(z))

lim sup 5 <1, (6)
Izll—+o0 o%(z)
and, for everyi € {1,...,p},
Bz + Moi(2)]"7?] = o((u"2)'""0*(2)), (7)
and
B[|Moi(2) = hi(2)|**°] = o((u"2) 0% (2)), (8)

as ||z|| = oo, for some 0 < 6 < 1.

Proof. 1f (a) is satisfied, Theorem 3 in [4] implies that P(||Z,|| — oo) = 0. If (b) holds, the
result is a consequence of Theorem 4 in [4], provided that, as ||z|| — oo,

{(z) = E[‘“Tznﬂ — Bl Zo | Z,] [

| Z, = 2| =o((u'2)"0(2)). (9)
Indeed, using the fact that for every a,b € R and r > 0 there exists a positive constant C,. such
that |a + 0" < C.(|a]” +1b]") (C\-inequality) and the Marcinkiewicz-Zygmund’s inequality (see
Lemma 1 in Appendix), it is easy to check that

P zi+Mo,i(z) 240

Ez) < Y |E|] Y. u'(Xoyzi—m) + E[| Mo (z)u"m; — hi(z)u my[**]
i=1 j=1
p

< Gy ) (Bl(z+ Mos(2)""2] + B[|Moi(2) — h(2)[*°] (umy)**) (10)

i=1

with C} and Cy certain positive constants. Hence, using (7) and (8), we obtain (9). O

Remark.

i) In hypothesis (a) we assume that for each type the emigration dominates over the immi-
gration given large enough population size.

ii) To establish Theorem 1 is not necessary to require that the extinction-explosion duality
(3) holds. It is also valid for migration models with immigration at 0, that is, with a
reflecting barrier at 0. In the case in which 0 is an absorbing state and the non-null states
are transient, the result provides sufficient conditions for the extinction of the population.

Next we study sufficient conditions for a positive probability of unlimited growth of the
process.



Theorem 2. Let (Zj)iez, be a MBPM satisfying Hypotheses A and B and such that, for every
non-null z € Z.,

P (loi(z) > 0,Xo;: #0,i € A(z),j =1,...2 + lo(2)) >0, (11)
where A(z) ={i € {1,...,p}: 2z, >0}. Then P (||Z,]| = o0) > 0 if

2(u'z)(u'h(z))

it ==y b (12)
and, for everyi € {1,...,p},
Ellz + Moi(2)]"7] = o((u"2)" " (u"h(z))/(log(u' z))"**) (13)
and
E[|Moi(2) — hi(2)]**’] = o((u"2)"**(u"h(2))/(log(u' 2))**) (14)

as ||z|| = oo, for some 0 <06 <1 and a > 0.

Proof. Taking into account Theorem 2 in [4] and (11) holds, it is enough to show that £(z) =
o((u'2)(u"h(z))/(log(u'z))'*). This later follows from (10), (13) and (14). O

Remark. Theorem 1 also holds if (7) and (8) are replaced by

E[|zi + Moi(2)["?] = o((u"2)**"u"h(z)) (15)
and
E[|Moi(2) = hi(2)]P*] = o((u'2)*"u"h(z)), (16)
respectively. Indeed, (10), (15) and (16) yield £(2) = o((u' 2)?*"u"h(z)). Therefore,
£(2) _ £(2) (u'2)(u"h(z))
o} (z)(u'z)'*  (u'z)*P(uTh(z)  o*(z)

Hence, by assumption (6) and £(2) = o((u' 2)?*u'h(2)), we deduce £(2) = o((u' 2)°0?(2)).
Analogously, in Theorem 2 we can replace (13) and (14) with

E[|z + Moi(2)]"7] = o(0®(2)(u'2)’/ (log(u2))"**),
and
E[|Moi(2) = hi(2)]**] = o(0®(2)(u 2)’ [ (log(u" 2))"**),
respectively. Assumptions (6) and (12) could be intuitively interpreted for a critical MBPM as
speed conditions, noticing that
(u'z)(uh(z) (u'2)'E[u'Z,|Z,=2] -1
o?(2) S Varlu'Z,1 | Z, =2 (uT2)2




4 Limiting behaviour of the process

Consider a positive and twice continuously differentiable real function (x) such that w'h(z) =
h(u'z), for z € Z,. We denote by {a, }nez, the solution of the difference equation
ag =1, Uny1 = ap + h(ay).
In the next result, we consider different normalizing sequence of constants that guarantee

the convergence of the corresponding normalized process on the unlimited growth set.

Theorem 3. Let (Zy)irez, be a MBPM satisfying Hypotheses A and B, and (11). Suppose that
for every non-null vector z € Z~ :

(i) hi(z) = ci(u"2)* + o ((u"2)*) for each i = 1,...,p and for some a < 1 and ¢ =
(c1,...,¢,)" € R? such that u'c > 0.
(it) o%(z) =v(u'2)’ + o0 ((u'2)?) for some B <1+« and v > 0.

(ZZZ) maxj<i<p {EUZ'Z + MO,i(Z)‘1+5/2] 7EUMO,Z'(Z) - hi(Z)P—HS] } =0 ((0'2<Z))1+6/2) fOT’ some
d € (0,1].

(iv) maxi<;<,p{|hi(2)|]} = O ((u"2)*") for some &, < 1.
(v) For some &, 1 < & < 2, maxi<;<, {2 + hi(2), E[| Mo (2) — hi(2)]*] } = O ((u"2)%%) for
some 0y < 1.
Then
a) If B=1+a and v < 2(u'c), then for every vector x € RP

Z
lim P <7" <z||Z,| —>oo) = Fuz (x).

n—00 nl/(l_a)

Here F, 7 is the distribution function associated with the random vector wZ, and Z is a

random variable such that Z'=% follows a gamma distribution with parameters %
and V“;a)Q. Note that vector inequalities are evaluated component-wise.

b) If0<a<1andfB <a+1, then, on {||Z,| — oo}, n'/( @V Z, converges to ((u'e)(1 —
)Y 0=Dqy 4n L,
Moreover, if f > 3a — 1 and max{d,,02} < (8 — a+1)/2, then for every vector € RP,
it is verified that

lim P

n—oo

Z, —ua,
Ay
Here Fyuy (x) is the distribution function associated with the random vector wU and U
18 a random variable with standard normal distribution. The normalization sequence s

given by
A V1/2((UTC)(1 o a))(3a—l)/(2(l—o¢))na/(l—a) (lOg n)1/2 Zfﬂ =3 — 1’
"l (w(B = 3a+1)"H(uTe)f/ 0 (1 — a)n)Brat/A-a)/2 e g 30— 1.

<z||Z,| —>oo) = Fuu ().



Proof. The proof follows from Corollary 4.1 and Remark 4.1 in [5], observing that the MBPM
is a multitype controlled branching process (MCBP) with ¢x(z) = z + Mi(2), k € Z, and
zeZk. O

Remark.

i) Notice that under the assumptions of Theorem 3, Theorem 2 holds, and therefore P(|| Z,,|| —
o0) > 0. In fact, from (i) and (ii), it is derived that

lim inf 2u'2)(u h(z))

5 =2u'e)y™ if B=a+1 or oo otherwise.
Izl =00 o?(z)

Finally, using again (ii) and (iii), we have that £(z) = o((u' 2)' ™ (u"h(z))/(log(u " 2))**).
Note that, if 8> a+1orif 3 =a+1and 2(u"c)r~! < 1, then P(||Z,|| — o0) = 0 (see
Theorem 1).

ii) It is not hard to see that a, ~ ((w"€)(1 — a)n)1=*"" as n — co.

4.1 Scaling limits

We now address the problem of scaling limits of MBPMs. To this end, we consider our process
as particular case of a MCBP and apply the results on scaling limits for MCBPs provided in

[1].

Assume the following hypothesis holds.

Hypothesis C: There exist vectors a,b € R and g,r € [0,1]?, such that, as
2]l = oo,

a(z) »>a, b(z)—b, gq(z)—q and r(z)—>r.

Notice that under Hypothesis C, we have that, as ||z|| — oo,
h(z) >aoqg—bor.

Notice also that Hypothesis C implies Hypothesis B. Therefore, under Hypothesis C (re-
placing Hypothesis B) and the rest of assumptions of Theorem 2, we have that the process has
a positive probability of unlimited growth. We will assume that P(||Z,| — oo) = 1.

Furthermore, we suppose that in each generation the immigration and emigration com-
ponents are independent, that is the random variables {I;;(z), Dy ;(z) : i € {1,...,p}, j €
{1,...,p}, z € Z% } are independent, for every k € Z.

Denote by 4 the weak convergence on the space of RP—valued cadlag functions on R,
endowed with the Skorokhod metric.

Theorem 4. Let (Z)rez, be a MBPM satisfying Hypothesis A, Hypothesis C with aoq —bo
re RE \ {0}, and the following assumptions:



(i) B[l Zo||2, El|To(2)||*] and E[|Xo1.]"] are finite for eachi=1,...,p, and z € 7%,
(ii) E[Do(2)?] = o(||z|]) and E[lo;(2)*] = o(||2), as ||z]| = o0 fori=1,...,p,
(iii) E[Dou(2)"] = O(|||?) and E[Ip;(2)!] = O(||z||?), as ||z]| = 0o fori=1,...,p.

Then E
(n_lantJ)t€R+ — (Zt’v)teR+ as n — o0,

where (Z;)er, is the pathwise unique strong solution of the SDE

42, = uladt +\/ul (v © Dz AW, teR.,

with initial value 2y =0, a =aoqg—bor, X = (Xy,...,%,) and (W,)ier, a standard Wiener
process.

Remark.

1. If, besides the assumptions given in the definition of the model, we consider that, for each
ie{1l,....,p}, Xkji1,---,Xkjip are independent random variables (k € Z,, j € N),

then the variance matrices are diagonal, i.e. ¥; = diag(Var[Xo1.1],..., Var[Xo1,,]), and
it is easy to obtain that u' (v ® Z)u =30 u? 320 v; Var[X 1]

2. Let us give one example of emigration distributions which satisfy assumptions (ii) and
(iii). Forall k € Z, i = 1,...,p and z € Z%, let Dy;(2) be 0 if z; = 0, otherwise,
we define the distribution of Dy ;(2) as P(Dy(z) = j) j%, j=1,...,z. It is easy to
obtain that E[Dy;(2)?] = o(z;) and E[Dy;(z)Y] = O(z2).

Appendix

Lemma 1. (Marcinkiewicz-Zygmund’s inequality) If {X,}n>1 is a sequence of independent
and identically distributed random variables with E[X1] = 0 and E[|X1|’] < oo, p > 2, then
B[ 32, X7 = O(n?/?).

We refer the reader to [2], p. 387 for the proof.

Proof of Theorem 4

We rewrite the MBPM as a controlled multitype branching process (see [4]), with ¢, (z) =
z+ My(z) for k € Z, and z € Z%, and apply Theorem 3.3 from [1]. Therefore, we only need
to check Hypotheses 1-6 of that theorem.

Hypothesis 1 follows trivially from (i).

For each z € Z!, h(z) = E[M(z)] = a(z)oq(z) — b(z) or(2), so e(z) = E[¢p,(z)] = Nz +
a+g(z) where A is the identity matrix of order p, &« = aog—bor and g(z) = h(z)—(aog—bor).
Consequently, Hypothesis C implies that ||g(z)|| = o(1) as ||z|| — oo and, therefore, Hypothesis
2 in [1] holds.
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To verify Hypothesis 3, it is enough to show that Var[p;(2z)] = o(||z]|) as ||z|| — oo for all
1 =1,...,p. Indeed, taking into account the independence of the immigration and emigration
components, we have

Var[go(2)] = E[My;(2)*] — E[Mo,(2)]”
= qi(2) E[Io(2)*] + ri(2) E[Do.(2)?] — (0:(2) E[lo,:(2)] — 7:(2) E[Do(2)])*

and, by Hypothesis C and (ii), we obtain Hypothesis 3.
Lyapunov’s inequality yields E[| X[} < E[|X|4]"*. Furthermore,

[(¢0@(z E[¢o.i(2)]) ]

= E[Moi(2)"] — 3E[My;(2)]" — 4E[My;(2)] E[My,(2)%] + 6 E[My,(2))* E[My,(2)?]
= ¢(2)E [fo (2)"] +7i(2) E[Do(2)*] = 3 (a:(2) Ello,(2)] — 74(2) E[Doi(2)))"

)Ello(2)] = ri(2) E[Doi(2)]) (a:(2) E[1o(2)*] — ri(2) E[Doi(2)"])
+6 (4:(2) Elloi(2)] = ri(2) E[Doi(2)])" (a:(2) E[104(2)*] +7:(2) E[Do,(2)*]) -

Hence, Hypothesis 4 in [1] holds as a consequence of Hypothesis C, (ii) and (iii).

Hypothesis A yields Hypothesis 5 because A is the identity matrix which implies m = mA =
" Finally, Hypothesis 6 follows from the fact that we are assuming that P(||Z,|| — o0) =1

and (iv) of Remark 3.1 in [1]. Hence, the result follows from the aforementioned Theorem 3.3
in [1]. O
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