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Representations of branching Markov processes and their measure-
valued limits in terms of countable systems of particles are constructed for
models with spatially varying birth and death rates. Each particle has a lo-
cation and a “level,” but unlike earlier constructions, the levels change with
time. In fact, death of a particle occurs only when the level of the particle
crosses a specified level r, or for the limiting models, hits infinity. For branch-
ing Markov processes, at each time ¢, conditioned on the state of the process,
the levels are independent and uniformly distributed on [0, r]. For the limit-
ing measure-valued process, at each time 7, the joint distribution of locations
and levels is conditionally Poisson distributed with mean measure K () x A,
where A denotes Lebesgue measure, and K is the desired measure-valued
process.

The representation simplifies or gives alternative proofs for a variety of
calculations and results including conditioning on extinction or nonextinc-
tion, Harris’s convergence theorem for supercritical branching processes, and
diffusion approximations for processes in random environments.

1. Introduction. Measure-valued processes arise naturally as infinite system
limits of empirical measures of finite particle systems. A number of approaches
have been developed which preserve distinct particles in the limit and which give
a representation of the measure-valued process as a transformation of the limiting
infinite particle system. Most of these representations [5—7, 35] have exploited
properties of exchangeable sequences, identifying the state of the measure-valued
process as a multiple of the de Finetti measure of the sequence, or, as in [35], as a
transformation of the de Finetti measure of a sequence that gives both a location
and a mass for the distinct particles.

The primary limitation of the representations given for measure-valued branch-
ing processes in [7] is that the branching rates must be independent of particle
location. This restriction was relaxed in [31] for critical and subcritical branching,
but that representation does not seem to provide much useful insight and would be
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difficult to extend to supercritical processes. A second limitation of the approach
in [7] is that, at least without major additional effort, it applies only to models in
which the states are finite measures.

In the present paper, we give another construction which, although similar to
that of [31], applies immediately to both subcritical and supercritical processes (as
well as processes that are subcritical in some locations and supercritical in others).
The construction also applies immediately to models with infinite mass. In addi-
tion, the new construction seems to be a much more effective tool for analyzing
the measure-valued processes obtained.

We introduce the basic ideas of the construction in Section 2, giving results
for population models without location or type. As in the earlier work, the jus-
tification for the representation is a consequence of a Markov mapping theorem,
Theorem A.15. The Feller diffusion approximation for nearly critical branching
processes is obtained as a consequence of the construction. Section 3 gives the
construction for the general branching Markov process and the Dawson—Watanabe
superprocess limit. Section 4 gives a variety of applications and extensions, in-
cluding conditioning on nonextinction, models with heavy-tailed offspring distrib-
utions and processes in random environments. The Appendix contains background
material and a number of technical lemmas.

2. Simple examples. In this section, we give particle representations for pure
death and continuous time Markov branching processes and illustrate how the in-
finite system limit can be derived immediately. The main point is to introduce the
notion of the level of a particle in the simplest possible settings.

2.1. Pure death processes. For r > 0, let §1(0),...,§,,(0) be independent

random variables, uniformly distributed on [0, r]. For b > 0, let
& (1) = b&i (1),

so &(t) = Si(O)eb’, and define N(t) = #{i:& () <r} and U(t) = (U (2), ...,
Un()), where the U (t) are the values of the &;(¢) that are less than r. The U;(¢)
will be referred to as the levels of the particles. The level of a particle being below
r means that the particle is “alive,” and as soon as its level reaches r the particle
“dies.” Note that N (¢) is the number of particles “alive” in the system at time 7.

Let f(u,n) =T]"_, g(u;), where 0 < g <1, g is continuously differentiable
and g(u;) =1 for u; > r. [The “n” in f(u, n) is, of course, redundant, but it will
help clarify some of the later calculations.] Then

d
2,/ WO, N@D)=AfU@), N®),

where

Af(u,n) = f(u,n) ) buig (up)/g(up).

i=I
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Note that Af (4, n) may also be written as

n
Af(u,n)y=> buig'(u;) [ | gu)).
i=1 ji
Hence, even if g(u;) = 0 for some i, the expression for A f (u, n) still makes sense.
Let o, (n, du) be the joint dist/r\ibution of n 1.1.d. uniform [0, ] random variables.
Setting e ¢ =r~! [§ ¢(2)dz, f(n) = [ f(u,n)a(n,du) = e *" and

/Af(u,n)ar(n,du)=ne*Ag(”*1)br*1/0 78’ (z)dz

| (8 — g(2)) dz

=bne D (1 — ¢e7he)

=Cf(n),
where
Cfm) =bnlf(n—1)— fn)],
that is, the generator of a linear death process. Of course, the conditional distribu-

tion of U (¢) given N (¢) is just o (N (), -).
Let 7 =0 (U(s):s <t) and ftN =0 (N(s):s <t). Then trivially,

t
FWUQO0),N©0)=fU@),N@®) - fo Af(U(s), N(s))ds

is an {#;}-martingale, and Lemma A.13 implies

t
E[f(U(t),N(t))lj'"f\’]—/0 E[Af(U(s), N(s)IFN1ds

o~ t P
= FN) - /0 CT(N(s))ds

isa {.7-",N }-martingale. Consequently, N is a solution of the martingale problem for
C and hence is a linear death process. Of course, this observation follows imme-
diately from the fact that 7, defined by U; (0)e?™ = r is exponentially distributed
with parameter b, but the martingale argument illustrates a procedure that works
much more generally.

2.2. A simple branching process. For f and g as above, a > 0, r > 0 and
—00 < b <ra, define the generator

Arfu,n)=f(u,n)y 2a /r(g(v) —1)dv
i=1 u

1

2.1)

o Y~ S
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We refer to u; as the level of the ith particle, and as in the pure death example,
a particle “dies” when its level reaches r. The process with generator (2.1) has the
following properties. The particle levels satisfy

Ui (t) = aU?(t) — bU; (1),

and a particle with level z gives birth at rate 2a(r — z) to a particle whose initial
level is uniformly distributed between z and r. Uniqueness for the martingale prob-
lems for A, follows by first checking uniqueness for the operator D given by the
second term alone, and then showing that uniqueness holds up to the first time that
the process includes n particles by observing that A, truncated at n is a bounded
perturbation of D. Finally, the first hitting time of n goes to infinity as n — oo (cf.
Problem 28 in Section 4.11 of [9]).

As before, f(n) = [ f(u,n)a,(n,du) = e=*¢". To calculate [ A,(fu,n) x
o, (n,du), observe that

r~12a /Org(Z) /zr(g(v) —1)dvdz =are s —2ar™! /Org(Z)(V —2)dz
and

" 2 _ / — _ 1 ' _ —
r /O(az b2)g'(2)dz = —r /(;(2az b)(g(z) — 1)dz

-
=—2ar~! / 28(x)dz +ar + b(e "¢ —1).
0
Then
/Af(u, na, (n, du) =ne "V (are=?*s —2are™s 4 ar 4+ b(e "¢ — 1))

=Cf),

where

22) Cfmy=ran(f(n+1)—fm)+ (ra —b)n(f(n—1) — fF(n))

is the generator of a branching process.

Unlike the linear death example, it is not immediately obvious that o, (N (¢), -)
is the conditional distribution of U (¢) given ]-'tN =0o(N(s):s <t); however, The-
orem A.15 and the fact that a solution of the martingale problem for C starting
from N (0) exists gives the existence of a solution (U(¢), N (¢)) of the martingale
problem for A, such that for all t > 0, o, (N (), -) is the conditional distribution of
U (t) given ]-'IN. To apply Theorem A.15, take (4, n) = n in (A.15) and assume
E[N(0)] < co. Any solution of the martingale problem for C with E[N (0)] < oo
will satisfy E[N(t)] = E[N(0)]e”, for all > 0. The moment assumption can be
eliminated by conditioning.

We conclude that for any distribution for N (0), there is a solution (U, N) of
the martingale problem for A such that N is a solution of the martingale problem
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for C, thatis, N is a linear birth and death process with birth rate ar and death rate
ar — b. Uniqueness holds for the martingale problem for A, so for any solution
of the martingale problem for A satisfying P{U(0) € I'|N(0)} = «,(N(0), '), we
have that N is a solution of the martingale problem for C.

This representation can be used to do simple calculations. For example, let
U, (0) be the minimum of U1 (0), ..., Uy (o). Then for all ¢, all levels are above

U, (0)e !
1 — (a/b)Us(0)(1 — e=b1)’

Let t =inf{¢ : N(¢) = 0}. Then if 7 is finite, U.(t) = r. In particular, if N(0) = n,
then

U*(t) =

,
Plt > 1} = P{U.(1) <r} = P{U*(O) = e (ra/b)(e—b" — 1)}

—1- <e—bf — %(e_bt — 1)) .

Note that the assumption that b < ra ensures that e ?" — %(e_b’ -1H>1.

In the branching process, the average lifetime of an individual is (ar — b)~!
which will be small if r is large. Consequently, it is important to note that the
levels do not represent single individuals in the branching process but whole lines
of descent. For example, at least in the critical or subcritical case, the individual
with level U, (0) at time zero is the individual whose line of descent lasts longer
than that of any other individual alive at time zero.

2.2.1. Conditioning on nonextinction. If b <0, then conditioning on nonex-
tinction, that is, conditioning on t > ¢ and letting t — o0, is equivalent to con-
ditioning on U,(0) = 0. Conditioned on U.(0) =0, U;(0), ..., Un()(0) include
N (0) — 1 independent, uniform [0, r] random variables and one that equals zero.
If one of the initial levels is zero, then the solution of the martingale problems for
A, gives a solution for

n—1 r n—1 I(h.
ACf(u,n)= f(u,n) ZZa/ (gw)—=1)dv+ f(u,n) Z(auiz — bui)g (i)
=1 Ju i g(uj)

r

+ f(u,n)2a /0 (g(v) — 1) dv,

and taking o (n, du) to be the distribution of n independent random variables, one
of which is zero and the others uniform [0, ], we see that N is a solution of the
martingale problem for

C fm)y=ra(m+D(f(n+1)— fm)+ (ra—b)(n — D(f(n—1) — f(n)).
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2.2.2. Conditioning on extinction. 1If 0 < b < ra, then conditioning on ex—
tinction is equivalent to conditioning on U,(0) > ; Conditioned on U,(0) > 7

a b
U1(0), ..., Un()(0) are independent uniform [3, r]. Defining V;(t) = U;(t) —
V is a solution of the martingale problem for

- r—b/a "(vi)
A, f(v,n)= f(v,n)ZZa/ (g() = 1)dz+ f(v, n)Z(av + bv ,)g( 5%
i=1 vi i=1
so N is a solution of the martingale problem for
Cfm) = (ra—bn(f(n+1) — fm)+ran(fn—1) — fm),
which is the generator of a subcritical branching process.
2.2.3. Convergence ast — 0o. Again, in the supercritical case, 0 < b < ra, if
0 < U.(0) < , then N(t) — 00. Observe that
U.(0)
1 —(a/b)U4(0)
b

exists, and a similar limit will hold for any level whose initial value is below -.
Setting §(1) = 36,511, (r)> the counting measure &(¢) converges almost surely in
the sense that

hm / f@é(@, du) = hm Zf(ebtU @®)) —/ S Ww)é (oo, du) a.s.

Vi(o0) = lim " Us(1) =

for each bounded, continuous, nonnegative f with compact support in [0, co). Let
{.7-"tN } be the filtration generated by N. Then as in (A.6),

(2.3) E[e_forebt F@)E,du) |‘EN] — e—F}r—le—th(t)’

where
bt

re o
Ff= —re¥ log(l - r_le_bt/ (1—e W) du) — / (1—e /™) qu.
0 0

The left-hand side of (2.3) converges almost surely by Lemma A.14. Consequently,
W= lim e " N(@)
11— 00

exists almost surely. Note that W > 0 if and only if lim,_, oo N () = 00

Conditioned on W, £(0c0) is a Poisson point process with intensity »~! W, and
V,.(00) is exponentially distributed with parameter » ~! W, with the understanding
that V,(oc0) = oo if W = 0. It follows that for A > 0,

P{r~'V,(00) > A|Vi(c0) < 00}
=E[e "W > 0]

-1

_ P{r_lU*(O)<1 — gU*(O)> > A‘U*(O) < 9}.
b a
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If N(0) =1, then U (0) is uniformly distributed on [0, r], and hence P{W > 0} =
L and
ra
1
1+ (ra/b)x’

that is, W is exponentially distributed with parameter %. Of course, we have sim-
ply rederived a classical result of Harris [17].

Ele™Y|W >0]=

2.3. Feller diffusion approximation. Asr — 0o, A, f in (2.1) converges for
every continuously differentiable g such that 0 < g <1 and g(z) =1 for z > rg,
that is, for f(u) =1; g(u;), in the limit
g'(u;)
g(uj)

Q4 Ar@ =16 Y2 [ (e) = 1)dv+ f) Y — bup

1

If n/r - y as r — oo, then «,(n,-) converges to a(y,-), where a(y, -) is the
distribution of a Poisson process &, on [0, c0) with intensity y, in the sense that

/ fay(n, du) — E[el 10280 d6@] = =y [o"(1-g@)dz.
[0,}"]”

Note that
fo)=af(y) = / Faa(y, du) =e >0 1-8@dz _ =g

and using Lemma A.3

aAf(y)=e P (2ay/0 g(z)/ (g(v) — 1)dvdz
+y /Oo(az2 —b2)g'(z) dz>
0
— (2ay ["e@ [ () - navaz
v [ az - e - 1)a2)
—e Vb <2ay /Ooog(z) /oo(g(v) —1)dvdz
— 2ay/0 / (g(v) —1)dvdz

+by/ooo(g(z) - l)dz)

= e s (ayB; — byBy)
=Cf).
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where

Ci»m=ayf" ) +byf ).
Again, we can apply Theorem A.15 taking

. 1
y (1) = limsup — E 10,2 (u;)
z—00 I i

and Y (u) =) ;e ", so
|Af (w)| < [2arg + IIg/II(arg2 + [blrg)le™s ¥ (u)

and [y (w)a(y,du) =y. If Y is a solution of the martingale problem for C with
E[I?(O)] < 00, then E[?(z)] = ebe[Y(O)] and the conditions of Theorem A.15
are satisfied. Consequently, there is a solution U of the martingale problem for A
such that

1
2.5) Y (1) =ligi%pgzl[o,z](Ui ")

is a solution of the martingale problem for C with the same distribution as ¥ . [Note
that, with probability one, the limsup in (2.5) is actually a limit.]

If U is a solution of the martingale problem for A, then U" (¢) = {U; (t) : U; (¢) <
r} defines a solution of the martingale problem for A,. Uniqueness for A, follows
by the argument outlined in Section A.6, and uniqueness for A, implies unique-
ness for A. Since uniqueness holds for the martingale problem for A, by Theo-
rem A.15(c), uniqueness holds for C also. In general, if U is a solution of the
martingale problem for A and ); 6y, (o) is a Poisson random measure with mean
measure yA, where A denotes Lebesgue measure, then (2.5) is a solution of the
martingale problem for C.

2.4. The genealogy and the number of ancestors. For each T > 0, there is a
solution of

(2.6) it (1) = aur (1)* — bur (t)

satisfying ur(t) < oo for t < T and lim;,_,7_ur(t) = oo. Every particle alive
at time 7 is a descendent of some particle U;(¢) alive at time ¢t < T satisfying
U;(t) < ur(¢). Note that the converse is also true. If U; (t) < ur(¢), then U;(¢) has
descendants alive at time 7. In fact, a positive fraction of the particles alive at time
T will be descendants of Uj; (¢).

If Y(T) > 0, then there are infinitely many particles alive at time 7', but since

£, [0, ur (1)) < oo,

they are all descendants of finitely many ancestors alive at time ¢. Note that t —
£(t,10,ur(t))) is nondecreasing and increases by jumps of +1. It is not possible
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to recover the full genealogy just from the levels since a new individual appearing
at time ¢ with level v could be the offspring of any existing individual with level
U;(t) < v. In Section 3, particles will be assigned a location (or type), and if these
locations evolve in such a way that two particles have the same location only if one
is the offspring of the other and then only at the instant of birth, it will be possible
to reconstruct the full genealogy from the levels and locations.

2.5. Branching processes in random environments. Assume that a and b are
functions of another stochastic process &, say an irreducible, finite Markov chain
with generator Q. Then, for functions of the form f(l,u,n) = fo(l) fi(u) =
fo(DTT;—, g(ui), consider a scaled generator

Arfun) =rfiw) Qfo) + fUu,n) Y 2a(l) fr(g(w —1)dv
i=1 i

n /
uj

+ fUun) Y (auf — ﬁb(l)ui)w,

0 g(u;)
which, as in (2.2), corresponds to a process with generator

C fU,n)y=rQf.n) +aWrn(fl,n+1) = f(n)

+ (ra) — rb)n(fd,n — 1) — F(l,n)),
where f(l, n) = fo(l)e=*¢". The process corresponding to C, is a branching
process in a random environment determined by £. Writing the process corre-
sponding to A, as
(S(rt)a Ul (t)a ey UNr(l‘))

the process corresponding to C, is (§(rt), N,(1)).
Note that in this example, the levels satisfy

Ui(1) = aE(rn)UZ () — rbErn)Ui ().

Let 7 be the stationary distribution for Q, and assume that > _; w (/)b(/) = 0. Then,
by Theorem 2.1 or [3], for example,

t
zZO@w) =r f b(E(rs))ds
0
converges to a Brownian motion Z with variance parameter

Zzn(kmkz ho(1) — ho(K))* = —2Zn<l)ho<l>b<1> =1,

k

where ho(l) is a solution of Qhy(/) = b(l). In the limit, by Theorem 5.10 of [33]
(applying a truncation argument to extend the boundedness assumption), the levels
will satisfy

2.7) dU; (t) = (@U; (t)* 4+ Ui (1)) dt + V2eU; (1) dW (1),
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where a = > mw(Da(l).
Applying ideas from [28], we can obtain convergence for the full system by
considering the asymptotic behavior of the generator. Setting

we have
1
Ar<f1 +ﬁh1)(l,u,n)
= filw, ”)Z2a(l)f (g(w) — 1) dv + fi(u, n)Za(l) Zg((”))

+7ho<l)f1<u n><2 “”)Zza(nf () — 1)d
Ly ho(l " g’ d
2D 0()f1(uan)/ui vg' (v) dv

+ —ho(l)fl(u n>Z a(u’ — /rb(lu;)
Jr s

8 (ui)g' (u)) g/(uj)-l-ujg”(uj))
g (;” swngy gy )

and passing to the limit as r — oo, A, (f1 + %hl) converges to
Afiu,l)

—f1<u)22a(l>f (g(v) — 1)dv+f1(u>2a(l) 28 (0)

g(u;)

g'(uig'uy) | uig' )+ u?g”(uﬂ)
—ho(D)b(l iU .
o) <)f1<u>z(§u,u R

Finally, we can find an additional perturbation 4, so that A, (f] + %hl + %hz)

converges to

_ 28 "(ui)
g(u;)

Afiw) = fi(w Zzaf. (60) = )+ i au

gug )  ujg up) +uig"(uj)
+cf1(u)2(§j: jui cwg) + 2G)) )
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This convergence assures convergence of the finite models to an infinite particle
model. The particle birth process is the same as in Section 2.3, but the levels satisfy
(2.7) where the Brownian motion W is the same for all levels.

Let o and B, be as in Section 2.3, and note that

Be = /000(1 —g(2))dz = /OOO 28’ (2)dz

1 & 2.n
=—= g (2)dz.
2 Jo

‘We have from Lemma A.3
: (0,0 (0,0
OfAf(y)=e_”3g<2ﬁy/0 g(z)f () —1)dvdz
Z
* _ 5
+y/0 (az” +c2)g'(z)dz

00 2 00
+ Ey2</0 zg/(z)dz> +Ey/0 224" (2) dz)
= e Ps((@y +cy*)B; — TyBy)

=Cf(),

where
Cf(y) =@y +ey’) f ) +eyf (),

which identifies the diffusion limit for r_lNr.

Theorem A.15 can be extended to cover models with non-Markovian environ-
ments, that is, the process & is specified directly rather than through a generator.
The diffusion limit is then obtained by verifying convergence of the level processes
and applying Theorem A.12.

For early work on diffusion approximations for branching processes in random
environments, see [18, 26, 29] and also [9], Section 9.3.

3. Representations of measure-valued branching processes.

3.1. Branching Markov processes. We now consider particles with both a
level u; and a location x; in a complete, separable metric space E. Since the in-
dexing of the particles is not important, we identify a state (x, u, n) of our process
with the counting measure ft(x, ) = D i 8x;.u;)- Let

n
S u,n) = H g(xi, up) = el 1088 ke |

i=l
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where g: E x [0,00) — (0, 1]. We assume that as a function of x, g is in the
domain D(B) of the generator of a Markov process in E, g is continuously differ-
entiable in u and g(x,u) =1 for u > r. We set

Bg(xl’u)
A}’ s
fx,u,n)= (xun)z1 G 1)

(3.1) —i—f(x,u,n)ZZa(xi)/r(g(xi,v)—l)dv
i=1 i

+ f(x,u,n) ;(a(xi)uf — b(x;)u;) %

Each particle has a location X;(¢) in E and a level U;(¢) in [0, r]. The locations
evolve independently as Markov processes with generator B; the levels satisty

(3.2) Ui (1) = a(X; (1)) UF (1) — b(X; (1)) U; (1);

particles give birth at rates 2a(X;(¢))(r — U;(t)); the initial location of a new
particle is the location of the parent at the time of birth; and the initial level
is uniformly distributed on [U;(¢), r]. Particles that reach level r die. Setting
e ™M) = g(x;) = r7! [ g(xi,2)dz and f(x,n) =[T/_; 80x;) = e =120,
calculating as in Section 2.2, we have

Crf(x.,n)= ZBx,ﬂx n>+Zra(xl Fbxlx).n+1) = fx,n)
i=1 i=1
+ Y (ra(xi) — b)) (fdxlxi), n —1) — F(x,n)),

i=1

where By, is the generator B applied to f(x, n) as a function of x;, b(x|x;) is
the collection of n + 1 particles in E obtained from x by adding a copy of the
ith particle x;, and d(x|x;) is the collection of n — 1 particles obtained from x by
deleting the ith particle, that is, if 1, denotes Y/, 8y, then for z € E,

n n
Mb(x|z) =81+28xi’ Hd(x|xj) =28xi _ij
i=1 i=1

If ra(z) —b(z) > Ofor all z € E, then C is the generator of a branching Markov
process with particle motion determined by B, the birth rate for a particle at z € E
given by ra(z) and the death rate given by ra(z) — b(z).

With Theorem A.15 in mind, we make the following assumptions on B, a, b
and r. C(E) is the space of continuous functions on E, C(E) the space of bounded
continuous functions on E and M (E) the space of Borel measurable functions
on E.
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CONDITION 3.1.

(i) B C C(E) x C(E), D(B) is closed under multiplication and is separating.
(i) f € D(A) satisfies f(x,u,n) =T[[/_; g(xi,u;), where g(z,v) =[[/L,(1 —
gl (2)gh(v)) for g} € D(B), g} differentiable with support in [0, 7] and 0 <
g'(2)gh(v) < p, < 1foralll, zand v.
(iii) There exists g € C(E), ¥p > 0 and constants c¢g > 0, for each g in (ii), such
that

Sup|Bg(-x’u)|§cng(x)7 -XEE'
u

(iv) Defining By = {(g, (¥ V 1)_1Bg):g € D(B)}, By is graph separable (see
Section A.5).
V) a,be M(E),a>0,r >0and ra — b > 0.

We have the following generalization of the results of Section 2.2.

THEOREM 3.2. Assume Condition 3.1. For x € E" and u € [0, 00)", let

Y, u) =14 (V) +alx) + b(x)|)e
i=1
and
() =1+ () +ax) + 1bG)) (1 —e™").
i=1

If X is a solution of the martingale problem for C satisfying
t ~
3.3) E[/ (X (s)) a’s} < 0 forallt >0,
0

then there is a solution (X,0) of the martingale problem for A, such that X and
X have the same distribution.

REMARK 3.3. For many models, ¥, a and b will be uniformly bounded, and
the moment conditions (3.3) will hold as long as E[X (0)] < oo.

PROOF OF THEOREM 3.2. Note that
|A, £ e, u,m)| < (2r + (1472 4 r)dg)e ¥ (x, u),

where d, depends on the gll, glz, 8Ugé and B ]_[gll" for all choices of {l;,...,1;} C
{1, ..., m}. The result then follows by application of Theorem A.15. [

Theorem 3.2 applies to finite branching Markov processes. Similar results also
hold for locally finite processes.
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THEOREM 3.4. In addition to Condition 3.1, assume that
0
| g = 1 du -+ sup + %) g, < ).
u

For x € E*® and u € [0, 00)°, let

Y,uw) =1+ Yp@i)(1+a() +|bx)])e™

i=1

and

) =1+ vl +alx)+ba))1—e).

i=1

If X is a solution of the martingale problem for C satisfying
t ~
(3.4) E[/ w(X(s))ds] <00 forallt >0,
0

then there is a solution (X,0) of the martingale problem for A, such that X and
X have the same distribution.

PROOF. Note that
Arf(x,u,n) <2cee"Y(x,u).

The result then follows by application of Theorem A.15. [J

EXAMPLE 3.5. Suppose that a and b are bounded, and B is a diffusion op-
erator with bounded drift and diffusion coefficients. Then we can take D(B) to
be the collection of nonnegative C2-functions with compact support and /3 (z) =
m, for 8 > 0. If E[Y_; ¥5(X;(0))] < oo, then there exists a solution of the

martingale problems for C satisfying sup,_, E [>°; ¥B(Xi(s))] < oo and hence
E[f§ (X (s))ds] < o0.

3.2. Basic limit theorem. As in Section 2.3, if r — oo, Af given by (3.1)
becomes
Bg(xi, u;)

AF = fw 0=

(3.5) + f(x,u)22a(xi)/fg(g(xi, v) — 1) dv

Ou; 8 (Xi, u;)
g(xi,u;)

’

+ fOu) Y (aleui — blxi)u;)
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where g:E x [0,00) — (0, 1] has the property that there exists rg such that
g(z,v) =1forv >rg, and f(x,u)=]]; g(x;, u;). We can identify the state space
of the corresponding process with a subset of (E x [0, 00))*° or, since order is not
important, with a subset of V'(E x [0, 00)), the counting measures on E x [0, 00).
Define

NF(E x [0,00)) = {u e N(E x [0,00)) : w(E x [0, u]) < 00 V0 < u < o0},

where the topology for Ny (E x 00) is given by the requirement that i, — pu if
and only if [ fdw, — [ fdu for all f € C(E x [0, c0) for which there exists
u ¢ > 0 such that f(x,u) =0 foru > u . (See Section A.3 for a discussion of the
appropriate topology to use in the infinite measure setting.)

As r — o0, the particle process converges to a process in which particle lo-
cations evolve as independent Markov processes with generator B, levels sat-
isfy (3.2), a particle with level U;(¢) gives birth to new particles at its location
X;(t) and level in the interval [U;(t) + ¢, U;(t) 4+ d] at rate 2a(X;(t))(d — c).
A particle dies when its level hits co. The level of a particle born at time ¢y (or in
the initial population, if 7o = 0) with initial level U; (#y) satisfies

_rt (e .
U,'(t())e ftob(Xz(é))db

Ui(t) = T ;
1 — U (t) fli) e_fto b(Xz(s))dsa(Xi () dv

until it hits infinity. If » <0 and a is bounded away from zero, then U; will hit
infinity in finite time.

If we extend the path X; back along its ancestral path to time zero, we would
have

wpe— J8 b(Xi(s)ds

Ui(t) > 5 ,
l 1— uofé e Jo bXi)ds g (X (v)) dv

where u is the level of the particle’s ancestor at time zero, and X; (s) is the position
of the ancestor at time s < ¢. Since we are assuming that the initial position of an
offspring is that of the parent, X; is a solution of the martingale problem for B.

PROPOSITION 3.6. Let (X, U) be a solution of the martingale problem for A
given by (3.5). Let (X", U") consist of the subset of particles for which U; < r,
that is,

Y3 .uran = 280w .Uian Lo Ui(0).

If a(z)r — b(z) =0 for all z € E, then (X", U") is a solution of the martingale
problem for A, given by (3.1).
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REMARK 3.7. The condition a(z)r — b(z) > 0 for all z € E ensures that any
particle that is above level r at time ¢ will stay above level r at all future times.

PROOF OF PROPOSITION 3.6. The proposition follows by the observation that
A, can be obtained from A by restricting the domain to f(x, u) =[], g(x;, u;) for
which g(z,v)=1forv>r. 0O

3.3. The genealogy. Assume for the moment that a and b do not depend on x.
If the location process has the property that at the time of a birth only the offspring
has the same location as the parent (e.g., if the location process is Brownian mo-
tion), then the full genealogy can be recovered from knowledge of the levels and
locations. The collection of ancestors at time ¢ < T of the particles alive at time
T is {(X;(t),U;(t)):U;i(t) < ur(t)}, where ur(t) is given by (2.6). The number
of particles in this collection is nondecreasing in ¢ and increases only by jumps of
+1. The parent of the new particle is identifiable by the fact that only the parent
and the offspring will be at the same location.

If a and b depend on x, the full genealogy is still determined by the locations and
levels of the particles, but recovering the genealogy is more complicated since it
may not be possible to tell whether or not a particle (X;(¢), U;(¢)) has descendants
alive at time 7 > ¢ just from information available at time 7. However, some easy
observations can be made. For example, if inf, a(x) > 0 and sup, b(x) < oo, then
for t < T, all particles alive at time T are descendants of finitely many particles
alive at time 7.

3.4. The measure-valued limit. The generator for a Dawson—Watanabe super-
process is typically of the form

Cfw) =eXp{—<h,M>}/E(—Bh(y) — F(h(y), y))n(dy),

for f(,u) = exp{—(h, n)}, where (h, u) = [ h(y)u(dy) and h is an appropriate
function in D(B) (see, e.g., Theorem 9.4.3 of [9]). For superprocesses arising from
branching models with offspring distributions having finite variances, F should be

of the form F (h(y), y) = —a(»)h(y)* + b(»)h(y).
For u € M¢(E), let a(u,dx x du) be the distribution of a Poisson random
measure on E x [0, co) with mean measure . x A. Then setting h(y) = f0°°(1 —

gy, v))dv,

Fo =af(uw) = f £ e, dx x du)

=ew| [ [Tle.v - navaay)]
— exp{—{h, 1)),
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Using Lemma A.3, we have

CAf () = /E fo Bg(y, v) dv u(dy) expl—{h, 12))
+ /E /0 2a(»)g(. 2) / (¢(y. v) — 1) dvdz pu(dy) exp{—(h. 1)}
[ [T @ = bmu) gy, v) dv ety expl— . )
E JO
- fE /0 Bg(y. v) dv ju(dy) expl—{h. 1)}
+ /E fo 2a(»)g(y. 2) / (g(y.v) — 1) dvdz u(dy) exp{—(h, )}
- /E /0 (2a()v — b(»)(2(y, v) — 1) dv ju(dy) exp(—(h, 1)}
- fE /0 Bg(y. v)dv ju(dy) expl—(h, 11)}
4 /E /0 2a(3)g(y.2) f (g(y. v) — 1) dvdz u(dy) exp{—(h, 1)}
- / / 2a(y) / (g(y. v) — 1) dv pu(dy) exp{—(h. 1)}
E JO z
+ /E fo b»)(g(y. v) — 1) dv u(dy) expl—(h. )
- fE /O Bg(y, v) dv u(dy) expl—(h. 11))
. 2
+/Ea(y)</0 (g(y,v)—l)dv) wu(dy)exp{—(h, )}
+ /E /0 b (g(y. v) — 1) dv pu(dy) expl—(h. 1))

= fE(—Bh(y) +a(h(y)* — b)) u(dy) exp{—(h, 1)} = C F(1).

But C is the generator for a superprocess, so for each € M ¢(E), there exists a
solution Z of the martingale problem for C with Z(0) = i and hence a solution
(X, U) of the martingale problem for A with initial distribution (i, -).

The mapping y : Ny (E x [0, 00)) — M ¢(E) used in the application of Theo-
rem A.15 is given by

1

lingo - Z 8x; s if the measures converge

V(Z 5(xi,ui)) =1 "ui=r in the weak topology,
o, otherwise,
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where (10 is a fixed element of M ¢ (E). The solution ) 8(x; ),u; (1)) of the martin-
gale problem for A is a conditionally Poisson random measure (see Section A.2)
with Cox measure Z(¢t). Consequently, the particles determine Z by

1
(3.6) Zw = lim — > bxia
Ui()=r

Since by Proposition 3.6 and Theorem 3.2, Z" (1) = % 2 U;()<r 0X;(r) 18 the nor-
malized empirical measure for a branching Markov process, (3.6) gives the conver-
gence of the normalized branching Markov process to the corresponding Dawson—
Watanabe superprocess (cf. [4, 49]).

4. Examples and extensions.

4.1. A model with immigration. The simplest immigration process assumes
that the space—time point process giving the arrival times and locations of the im-
migrants is a Poisson process. Assuming temporal homogeneity, immigration is in-
troduced by adding the generator of a space—time-level Poisson random measure.
Let v be the intensity of immigration, that is, v(A)Aft is approximately the prob-
ability that an individual immigrates into A C E in a time interval of length Ar.
The generator becomes

Bg(xi, u;)

g(xi,u;)

Af(x,u) = f(x, )Z

+ f(x, u)ZZa(x,-)/Arg(g(x,-, v) — 1)dv

“4.1) .
+f(X,M)/O /E(g(z,v)—l)v(dz)dv
Ou; & (Xis i)
+ , ; z'2_b D) .
fx,u) E,- (a(xi)u (x)u )7g(xi,u,~)

Noting that the generator for finite » is obtained from A by restricting the domain
to the collection of g with rg <r, if ra(x) — b(x) > 0, for all x, the generator of
the corresponding branching Markov process with immigration is

Crfx,n) = ZBx,ﬂx n>+Zra(xl Fbxlx),n+1) = f(x,n)

i=1 i=1

o~

+ Z ra(x;) —b(x))(f(d(x|xi),n — 1) — f(x,n))

/ (b(x|2),n+1)— f(x,n))v(dz).
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For r = oo, setting h(x) = f0°°(1 — g(x,v))dv as before, the generator for the
measure-valued process is

Cf(w) =aAf(u) = (—Bh+ah® —bh, p) — (h, v)) exp{—(h, )},

for f (1) = exp{—(h, u)}.

Early results on branching Markov processes with immigration include [19, 27].
Work on limiting measure-valued processes with immigration includes [8, 37-39,
48].

4.2. Conditioning on nonextinction. In the limiting model considered in Sec-
tion 3.2, let @ and b be constant and b < 0. Let T be the time of extinction
and let U,(0) be the minimum of the initial levels. Then t is the solution of
1—U.(0)¢(1 —e ") =0, 50

1 U.0)a—->b
T=——log———.
b U.(0)a
If Z(0) = po, then U, (0) is exponentially distributed with parameter wo(E) and
b buo(E)

The case b = 0 is obtained by passing to the limit so that P{r > T} =1 —
exp{—no(E)/(aT)}.

As in Section 2.2.1, conditioning on {r > T} and letting 7 — oo is equivalent
to conditioning on the initial Poisson process having a level at zero. The resulting
generator becomes
Bg(x;,u;)

()Cl,l/l)

Af (x,u) = f(x, )Z

+f(xu)Z2a/ (g(xi,v) —1)dv

(4.2) ui>0 § i
+ fena [ (g0~ 1) dv
2 0, & (xi, uj)
+ feouw) Y (aui — bu;) g(xi, u;)

u,->0

where the u; are the nonzero levels, and the generator for the conditioned measure-
valued process is given by setting

a0 f (1) = / £ oo, dx x du)

1
- /E g(z, 0)u(dz) exp{—(h, (1)}
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and
a0Af (1) = (—Bh(y) + ah(y)? — b(y)h(y), i)

1
x — f (2. 0)u(dz) expl—{h, 1)}
| JE

1
+— f (Bg(z. 0) — 2ag(z, 0)h(2)) 1 (dz) exp{—(h, W)
| JE

Note that «y is the distribution of & = 8¢, z, + > 7> 8(v;.z), Wwhere {U;, i > 1} is
a Poisson process with intensity u(E), and Zg, Z1, ... are i.i.d. with distribution
u()/n(E).

For earlier work, see [10, 12, 20, 36, 40]. In particular, the particle at level zero
in the construction above is the “immortal particle” of Evans [10].

4.3. Conditioning on extinction. As in Section 2.2.2, if a and b are con-
stant and b > 0, then conditioning on extinction is equivalent to conditioning on

U«(0) > 2 Deﬁmng Vi(t) = U;(t) — 7, the generator for the conditioned process
is

Bg(x;,v;)

Af(x,v) = f(x,v)
Z g(xi, vi)

(4.3) + f(x,v) Z2a/ (g(xi,v) — 1)dv

i>0 Vi

0y 8 (xi, ;)
+ f(x,v) (av-2 —bvy;) ———,
f 2 (@ “og(xi, )

i>0

and the generator of the measure-valued process is
CT(w) = [ (~Bh() +ah(y)? +bh(3))u(dy) expl—(h. )

for f(,u) = exp{—(h, u)}. In other words, conditioning a supercritical process on
extinction replaces the supercritical process by a subcritical one. This result is
originally due to Evans and O’Connell [11].

4.4. Models with multiple simultaneous births. We now consider continuous-
time, branching Markov processes with general offspring distributions. The gen-
eral theory of branching Markov processes was developed by Ikeda, Nagasawa
and Watanabe in a long series of papers [21-24] following earlier work by several
authors. The particle representation is substantially more complicated and passage
to the infinite population limit more delicate.
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As above, the particles move independently in E according to a generator B.
A particle at position x € E with level u gives birth to k offspring at rate (k 4

l)algr)(x)(r — w)kr=¢=D_ New particles have the location of the parent, but their
levels are uniformly distributed on [u, 7). Then for f(x,u,n) =[]/_, g(x;, u;),

Arf(x,u,n)

Bg(-xhu)
=/ ”); g Cri up)

k + Da\” (x)

+f(xun)zz =

i=1k=1

(4.4) /{)[(Hg(x,,vz)) }dvr--dvk

+ f(x,u,n) i(i rzalgr)(xi)[<1 — 7>k+1

i=1 \k=1
— 1+ + 1)%]

B b(x,-)u,-) 08 (xi, i)
8(xi, u;)

Now, the levels satisfy the equation

U: k+1

4.5)
—b(X; (@)U (1).

Defining g(x) = % f(; g(x, v)dv and integrating (4.4) with respect to «(n, du),
the uniform measure on [0, r]", we have that

/Arf(x,u,n)a(n,du)
:Crf(x }’l)

4.6) — fix, Z Bs i)

g(x;)

+ fx,n) Z Zra(’)u,)[g(xl)" —1]

i=1k=1

YR 1
+ f<X»”>Z(r > kay” (i) — b(xl-))[m - 1},

i=l k=1
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which is the generator of a branching process with multiple births with birth rates
ra,&r) (+),deathrate r ) 22 | ka,Er) () — b(-) (provided this expression is nonnegative)
and particles moving according to the generator B. The analog of Theorem 3.2
holds with a(x;) replaced by " (k + 1)a\” (x;) in the definition of v and .

We define

00 k
A=Y rke+ 1)a,§’>(x)[1 = (1 = 5) }
k=1 r

and assume that
lim AT (x,u)
r—> 00

4.7) :,l_iﬁ}oir(k"‘ 1)a1§r)(x)[2(ll€> (—1)l+1(ﬁ>1]

k=1 =1 r
= A(x,u)

exists uniformly for x € E and u in bounded intervals. This condition is essentially
(9.4.36) of [9].
Observe that

NG — 2 () w) ! u
/OA (x,v)dv=Y_ r’a; (x)[(l—;) —1+(k+1);],

k=1
so that (4.5) becomes

. Ui (1)
(4.8) Ui(t) = /O AP (Xi(s), v)dv — b(X; (1)U (1)

and
r o0
/ AP (x,v)dv= Z rzkalgr)(x),
0
k=1

so that the death rate for the branching process can be written as ! fo A (x,
v)dv — b(x).

Asin [31],
A"AD (x,u) = 8_A(r>(x7 )
au™
4.9) = (—ym+! Zalgr)(x) k+Dk--(k—=m+1)

m—1
k=m r
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Each of the derivatives is a monotone function of «, and since
A" IAD (x, ) — 9" A (x, a)

b
= / 3" A (x,u)du,
a

it follows by the convergence of A" and induction on m that each 8 A" (x, u)
converges uniformly in # on bounded intervals that are bounded away from zero.
Consequently, A is infinitely differentiable in u, and for 0 < u; < uy < oo,

lim  sup [0"AT (x,u) — " A(x,u)| =0

r—)oou1§u§u2

The fact that the derivatives alternate in sign implies that 3! A(x, -) is completely
monotone and hence can be represented as

alA(x,u)zfooo e "V(x,dz)

for some o-finite measure V(x,-). Writing V(x,-) = 2ao(x)dp + v(x,-) with

v(x, {0}) =0,
0
A(x,u) = 2a0(x)u + / 71— e u(x, d2).
0
Let g satisfy g(x, v) =1, for v > u,, and define
Ug
h(x,u) =/ (1—g(x,v))dv
u

If » > uy and there are n particles below level r, then (4.4) may be written as

A f(x,u,n)
g(xl’u)
EA ”),Zl gCriup)
+ f(x,u,n)

xzzr(k—i-l)

i=1k=1

. N\ K Nk
-y (o _u

+ fx,u, n);(/(; AP (x;, v)dv — bW)“i) %
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Then, by (4.7) and the definition of &, we have

Af(x,u)
= lim A, f(x,u)
_ Bg(xi, u;)
a ),Z g(xi, u;)

+ f o) Y (A, u) — A(xi,ui + h(xi,u;)))

+ @ u) Z</Oui A(xi,v)dv — b(xi)ui> Ou; 8 0xi, 1)

g(xi u;)

Bg(-xlau)
)Z g(xi, u;)

i

T f(x,u)Zzao(x»/ (g(xiv) — 1) dv
+ f(x, M)Z/Oo(ezf‘?(g(xi’v)_l)dv — 1)z e iv(x;, dz)
; 0

+ 7000 Y aotu? = b
* S _ Ou; 8 (Xi, u;)
—1—/0 o (ui—z(1—e ))v(x,,dz)) G

Note that the second term on the right-hand side has the same interpretation as the
second term on the right-hand side of (3.5). To understand the third term, recall
that if £ =) ; 8, is a Poisson process on [0, oo) with parameter A, then

E[H g(r,-)] — Mo (gw)—Ddv.

Consequently, the third term determines bursts of simultaneous offspring at the
location x; of the parent and with levels forming a Poisson process with intensity
z on [u;, 00).

Setting (x) = h(x, 0) = [5°(1 — g(x, v)) dv and f (1) = exp{—(h, )},

Cf(n) =aAf ()
h(y)
- / (—Bh<y>+ / A(y,z>dz—b(y)h(y))u(dy)exp{—(h,m}.
E 0

Based on the above calculations, we have the following theorem.
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THEOREM 4.1. Let B C C(E) x C(E) satisfy Condition 3.1, and let the mar-
tingale problem for B be well posed. Assume that for r > ro,

i&lf(r Z ka,Er)(x) — b(x)> >0
k=1

and that the convergence in (4.7) is uniform in x. Let K (0) be a finite random
measure on E, and let £€" be a solution of the martingale problem for A, such that
&"(0) is conditionally Poisson on E x [0, r] with mean measure K (0) x A. Then
&" = & where & is a solution of the martingale problem for A.

PROOF. Forr > g, let £9)" denote the restriction of £ to E x [0, ¢] and simi-
larly for £(9). It is enough to prove that £ 9" = £@ for each ¢ > ry. The generator
for £(@)" is the restriction of A, to functions f € D(A,) such that the correspond-
ing g satisfies g(x,u) =1 for u > g. For f of this form, by (4.9), A, ,f = A, f
satisfies

Ar,qf(x’ u,n)

_ Bg(xlau)
s ST

+ f(x,u, n>ZZ ( D" A (x;, q)

llml

X Aul o |:(H g(x, vl)) — 1:|dv1 -dvy,

n Uuj au i Uj
+f(x,u,n);(/o A(’)(x’”d”—b(xi)“i) %

and the corresponding branching Markov process has generator

Cr,qf(xyn)
= f(x, Z Bg(xi)

g(xi)

+ f(x, n>ZZ - +1),( D" A (xi, 9)g" [ (i)™ — 1]

i=1m=1
" /1 4 1

+ f(x, — | A, v)dv—b ,-)[——1]
fox n)i:21<q/0 e | e

The convergence of £(@)" follows by the convergence assumptions on A, [
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The measure v(x, -) is nonzero only if the offspring distribution has a “heavy
tail.” If a{” (x) = ay (x) and

o0

D (k4 Dkag(x) < oo,
P
then
A, 1) =r1_i)n301§r(k+ l)ak(x)[l - (1 - %)k] =I§(k T Dkap(xu
and . i
Af(a) = f G Y )

i

L0 X3+ Dkax(en) [ g, v — 1dv

i k=1

Ou; 8 (xi, u;)

+f(x,u)2 g(xi,u;i)

i

(i (k + Dkag(x;)

5 uz — b(xi)ui>

k=1
which is essentially (3.5).

For scalar branching processes with general offspring distributions, convergence
to possibly discontinuous continuous state branching processes was proved by
Grimvall [16] (see [9], Section 9.1). Convergence in the measure-valued setting
is given in [49] and [4] for offspring distributions with finite second moment and
more generally in [9], Theorem 9.4.3. Fitzsimmons [13] gives a very general con-
struction of these processes.

If v is not zero, then the genealogy of the process is much more complicated
than that described in Sections 2.4 and 3.3. Assume that A and b do not depend
on x, and define

A(u) E/ A(v)dv — bu = 2apu’ — bu +/ 2 (zu — 1+ e ) (d2).
0 0

If up satisfies
ir(t) = Aur (1)),

ur(t) < oo for t < T and lim;—7_ur(t) = oo, then it is still the case that
the collection of ancestors at time ¢ < T of the population alive at time 7 is
{(X;(®), Ui () : Ui (t) <ur(t)}, but ur may not exist. In fact, since if & = A (u)

u) 1
/ = dv=1t — 1,
um) A(v)




POISSON REPRESENTATIONS 965

ur exists if and only if

© 1
/ =~—dv < o0
u AQ)
for u sufficiently large, which always holds if ag > 0. In the critical and subcritical
cases, this condition is equivalent to extinction with probability one as was noted
by Bertoin and Le Gall ([2], page 167).

This finite ancestry property or coming down from infinity of the genealogy has
been studied for a variety of population models. See [47] and [1] for results in
the Fleming—Viot setting. The equivalence of the conditions for Fleming—Viot and
Dawson—Watanabe processes is given in ([2], page 171).

The argument in Section 2.2.3 can undoubtedly be extended to the present set-
ting. This development will be carried out elsewhere.

4.5. Model with exponentially distributed levels. The discrete models that we
have considered have been formulated with levels that are uniformly distributed
on an interval. That is not necessary, and other distributions may be convenient in
other contexts. We illustrate this flexibility by formulating a model for a simple
branching process with levels that are exponentially distributed. The dynamics of
the levels change, and the correct dynamics are determined by essentially working
backwards from the answer.

As before, let f(u,n) =[]/, g(u;) where 0 < g <l and g(u;) = 1 foru; > u,.
Let

Arfunm) = fu, ”)Zza/ e " (g(w) = 1)dv + f(u, n)ZG, l)g(( ))

where G, will be determined below. Note that a particle at level u; is giving birth
at rate 2are /" and the levels satisfy

Ui (t) = G, (U; (1)).

Let o, (n, du) be the distribution of n independent exponential random variables
with mean r, and define e *s = r~! 1o g()e /" dv so

J?(n) = f fu,n)ay(n,du) = e M,

To calculate [ A, f (u, n)a,(n, du), observe that
—1 —z/r v/r _
r Za/o g(z)/ (g(v) — 1)dvdz

—are s — 2a/ e %/ g(2)dz,
0
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and assuming G,(0) =0,

L[ ()6 () d
r [) e (2)g'(z2)dz
— -1 —Z/)" (;/ — _1(;7' _1 d
=-r /O e ( @)= (Z))(g(Z) ) z
=1 ~Ur(Gl () -G, d
r /(; e ( (@) —r (Z))g(Z) <

+r71 /Oooe—z/’(c’,(z) —r71G,(2)) dz.
Then for
G(2)—r G, (2) = ez/rd%w—z/’c;r(z)) =2ar(1—e ") —b,
we have
e G, (2) = 2ar(r(1 —e Uy — %(1 — e—ZZ/’)> —br(1—e %M

and

/Arf(u,n)ar(n,du)
o0
= ne_Ag("_l)(are_z)‘g — r_I/ e_z/r(G/r(Z) —r71G.(2)
0
+2are ") g(z) dz
o
+r_1/ e_z/r(G’r(z)—r_lGr(z))dz>

0

=C, f(n),

where

4.10)  C,fm)=ran(f(n+1)— F(n)) + (ra —b)n(f(n— 1) — f(n))

is the generator of a branching process.
Note that as r — 00, G,(z) converges to az? — bz, and hence, A, converges to
A given by (2.4).

4.6. Multitype branching processes. We now consider a branching particle
system with m possible types, S = {1,2,...,m}. We assume that a particle of
type 1 € S gives birth to a particle of type ¢, € S at rate ra'” (¢1, ¢2) and dies at
rate ra") (¢1) — b (¢1), where a) (51) = X je5a (41, ).

The fact that the ordered representations constructed for the previous examples
give the correct measure-valued processes depends on the fact that observing a
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birth event in the measure-valued process gives no information about the levels
of the particles after the birth event. That, in turn, depends on the offspring being
indistinguishable from the parent. Since in the current model, the type of an off-
spring may differ from the type of the parent, we need to find a way to “preserve
ignorance” about the levels when the type of the offspring is different. We accom-
plish this goal by randomizing the assignment of the parent and offspring to the
original level of the parent and a new level. Let f(¢, u, n) be of the form

f@oun)=]]8@. u.
i=1

Then the generator of the ordered representation of the branching process de-
scribed above is given by

Arf(§9 Mv n)
=f@u,n)d Y 24", j)

i=1jeS
y /F[l(g(gl,ul)g(j, v) +g(§la v)g(j’ui)) _ 11| dv
i L2 g(&i,ui)

0u; 8 (i ui)

) Du? — b (&)u;
+ £ un) Y [a" @ou; Coul = e

i=1

’

where as before, each level satisfies

%U}”(r) = a" (X ()UE () — b (X; (1) Ui (1)

Let 0 h(7) = Yes a" (¢, HIh(j)—h(¢)]. Because of the randomization of the
level assignments at each birth event, it follows that

t

(X (1)) — / (r — Ui(9)) 0V h(X:(s)) ds

Ti

is a martingale.
Taking o, (n, du) as before, we have that

/ Ay £ @ m)a(n, du) = C,F (¢, n)

=f&.md > ra” @, Nz —11

i=1jeS

_ n 1
, (r) ) — »") I = —11,
+ f(& n);:l[m (i) ¢ )][g(é“i) ]
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where £(¢,n) =[]/, 2(¢) and g(&;) = 1 [ g(¢;, v) dv. Hence, C, £ (¢, n) is the
generator of a multitype branching process.
Assume that

T r) .
a(¢, j) = lim a™’ (g, j),
— 1 (r) — i
a(¢) = lim a" (@) =) a(t. j),
jes
— 1 (r)
b(§) = lim b (¢)
and that
Qh(¢) =) a(t, PIh() = h(©)]
jes
is the generator of an irreducible, finite state Markov chain. Let = denote the

unique stationary distribution for Q. It is clear from the ergodicity of the Markov
chain that in the limit, the levels must satisfy

wherea =3} ;w(j)a(j) andb=3; w(j)b(j).

We can make this observation precise by analyzing the asymptotic behavior of
the generator. Taking g(¢, u) = exp(—ho(u) + %h(g‘, u)), where h(¢, u) and ho(u)
are equal to zero if u > ug, and letting r — oo, we have that

Jim (60 = Tim exp(— 3 hotun) + Yz, un)

= exp(— Z ho(m)) = f(u)

and since
8 ui)g(j,v) +g(&i,v)g(j, ui)
8(&i u;)
= 7o) (T ThG) 4 or T (G R Gu) —h ()
rll)nolo Arf(é‘, I/l)
_ Ug
= f(u) Z{Za(;i)/ ) [e_h‘)(v) —1]dv
. Ui
@.11) l

+ Y aG, DG, ui) —h(Gi,up)]

jes

(@) — b(&ui] au,.ho(ul-)}.
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If Y 7 (j)G(j,u) =0 for all u, then there exists 4 such that
Yo a@, Ph(j,u) = h(g,w)] =G &, u).

jes

Consequently, there exists 4 such that the right-hand side of (4.11) becomes
AT @) =T Z{za f [0~ 1]dv — [@u? = Bus) 8, ot |

which is just a rewriting of (2.4), and hence we have convergence of the normalized
total population to the Feller diffusion.
For earlier work, see [14, 25, 29] and Section 9.2 of [9].

4.7. Models with catastrophic death. Now consider

A f(x,u,n)= f(x,u, ”)Z Bé;)(cx,,uu))
+ f(x, u,n)ZZa(xi)/.r(g(xi, v) — l)dv
(412) i=1 i

+ f(x,u,n) lz;(a(xz')ui2 — b(xi)u;) %

+ /V(f(x, c(u, x,v),n) — f(x,u,n)y(dv),
where y is a o -finite measure on a measurable space (V,)),

c(u,x,v) =u1p(x1,v), uz2p(x2,v),...)

and p(x;, v) > 1. Then as in Section 3.1

C, f(x n)_ZBxlf(x n)—l—Zra(xl b(x|x,) n+1 )—f(x,n))

i=1 i=1

-~

+ 3 (ra(xi) — b)) (F(d(x|xi).n = 1) = Fx,n))

+ /V (H(p*(xi, VEE) + (1 — o~ (i, ) — Flx, n))y(dv>.
i=1

For simplicity, assume that y (V) < co. Then atrate y (V') an event occurs in which
an element v is selected from V, and given v, particles are independently killed,
with the probability that a particle at x; survives being p~!(x;, v).
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Letting r — oo to obtain A and integrating,

whf = [ (~BRG)+a()h(3)? = bOI)a(dy) expl—(h, 1)

E
+ /V (exp{— (0" ¢ ). 1)) — exp{—(h. 1))y (dv)

=Cf(w.

Branching processes with catastrophes have been considered in a series of pa-
pers by Pakes [41-46] and by Grey [15].

APPENDIX

A.1. Poisson random measures. Let (S, S) be a measurable space, and let v
be a o -finite measure on S. & is a Poisson random measure with mean measure v
if:

(a) & is arandom counting measure on S;

(b) for each A € S with v(A) < 0o, £(A) is Poisson distributed with parameter
V(A);

(c) for Ay, Ay, ... € S disjoint, £(A1), E(A2), ... are independent.

L]iMMA A.l. If H:S — Sy is Borel measurable and E(A) = £(H 1(A)),
then & is a Poisson random measure on So with mean measure v given by V(A) =
v(H~1(A)).

REMARK A.2. 7V need not be o-finite even if v is, but the meaning of the
lemma should still be clear. o-finite or not, V(A) = oo if and only if £(A) = oo
a.s.

PROOF OF LEMMA A.l1. The lemma follows from the fact that A;, A,, ...
disjoint implies H~'(A1), H~(A»), ... are disjoint. [

LEMMA A.3. If & is a Poisson random measure with mean measure v and
feL'v), then

(A.1) E[eff(z)suz)] _ ol =Dy,

a2 e[ f@ean| = [rav. val [ r@gan) = [ av

allowing 0o = 00.
Letting £ =3 ; 87;, for g >0 withlogg € L'(v),

E[l‘[g(za} =/,
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Similarly, if hg, g — 1 € L'(v), then
E [Zh(znl'[g(z,-)} = [ ngavel e
j i

and

2
E[Zh(zi)h(zj)ng(zk)} = (f hgdv) el (8=Ddv,

i#] k

PROOF. The independence properties of & imply (A.1) for simple functions.
The general case follows by approximation. The other identities follow in a similar
manner. Note that the integrability of the random variables in the expectations
above can be verified by replacing g by (|g] A a)l4 4+ 14c and h by (Jh| A a)ly
for 0 < a < 0o and v(A) < 0o and passing to the limitasa - occand A /1 E. [

LEMMA A.4. If & =) ; 8y, is a Poisson random measure on [0, 00) with
mean measure LA, A Lebesgue measure, and {X;} are i.i.d. positive random vari-
ables, independent of &y, then

§= Za(xi,Ui)
i

is a Poisson random measure on [0, 00)* with mean measure Aix X A, were [Lx
is the law of X1.
Ifc = E[3-] < 00, then
1

5 = Z SX,‘ U;
is a Poisson random measure on [0, o0) with mean measure Ak A.

PROOF. By Lemma A.1, £ is a Poisson random measure with mean measure
given by

o0
V[0, c]l=Aux x A{(x,u):xu <c} :A/ P{X '>ucYdu
0
=ArcE[X7']. O

A.2. Conditionally Poisson systems. We begin by considering general con-
ditionally Poisson systems or Cox processes. Consider (S, d) a metric space, and
let £ be a random counting measure on S and Z be a locally finite random measure
on S. [A measure v on § is locally finite if for each x € §, there exists an € > 0
such that v(B:(x)) < co.] We say that & is conditionally Poisson with Cox mea-
sure & if, conditioned on &, £ is a Poisson random measure with mean measure Z.
This requirement is equivalent to

E[e—fs fa'é] — E[e_fs(l_e_f)da],
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for all nonnegative f € M(S), where M (S) is the set of all Borel measurable func-
tions on §. Since the collection of functions Fr(u) = e~ JsTdi s closed under
multiplication and separates points in the space of locally finite measures, the dis-
tribution of E determines the distribution of &.

We are actually interested in the conditionally Poisson system on S x [0, 00)

with Cox measure E x A, where A is Lebesgue measure. Then for nonnegative
f e M(S), we have

E[e—f3x[0,1(]fd§] _ E[e—KfS(l—e‘f)dE]’

and the distribution of & determines the distribution of E, where we consider f €
M (S) to be a function on S x [0, K] satisfying f(x, u) = f(x). In particular,

1
g = lim — d a.s.
()= Jim o | s

LEMMA A.5. Suppose & is a conditionally Poisson random measure on S X
[0, 0c0) with Cox measure E X A,andlet f € M(S),0< f <1.ThenforC, D > 0,

KD
(A.3) P{/ fdszc}f—-i—P{/dezD}
Sx[0,K] C S
and
E[1 —e~C Jsnox) /45
(Ad) P{/dezC}f -
S | —eKe €

Let {&y, 0 € A} be a collection of conditionally Poisson random measures on
S x [0, 00) with Cox measures E,4 X A, and let f € M(S), 0 < f < 1. Then
{[sxio.x7 f d6a> o € A} is stochastically bounded if and only if { [s f dE¢, o € A}
is stochastically bounded.

K [sfdE KD
{ Sx[o,K]f 5z ’ - C - C {/s fdE=D)

and taking expectations gives (A.3).
By (A.1)

E[l _ e_fo[O.K]gde] — E[l _ e_KfS(l_e_gf)dE]

Z E[l _e—€K€78fodE]
z(l—e_SKe_gc)P{/ dezC},
S

and taking ¢ = C~! gives (A.4).
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The final statement follows from the two inequalities. [

LetE =>4 x; be a point process on S, and let {U;} be independent random
variables, uniformly distributed on [0, r] and independent of &. Define

(A.5) E=Y by Er=r""
Then for f >0on S x [0, 7],

r -
(A6)  Efefsxon % |Er]=l_[(r—1 [ e (X"’”)du) = ¢~ Is @
0

i

vrr)

where
1 [r 1 [r
Fr(x)= —rlog—/ eSO gy = —rlog<1 - —/ (1- e_f(x’”))du>.
rJo r Jo
We have the following analog of Lemma A.S.

LEMMA A.6. Suppose & and E, are given by (A.5), and let f € M(S), 0 <
f<1.ThenforC,D >0and K <r,

w52y

and

E[1 — € Isxiox £ d§)

(A8) P{/Sfdarzc} <

| —e—Ke €™
PROOF.  Since E[ g, (.5 fd€1E/ 1=K [5 fdE,,

K[, fdE,
P{/ fdszCE,}gL/\l
Sx[0,K] C

and taking expectations gives (A.7).
Defining

KD
= tlrazzop

K
G’k e f(-x) = —r 10g<1 —_ —(1 — e_gf(x))) Z SKe—Sf(x)’
T r
by (A.6)
E[1 — e Jsxox1efd5) = g[1 — ¢~ Js Ok.e.r 45y
> E[1 — e ¢Ke ™" s fdEr)
> (1- e‘SK”C)P{/Sder > C},

and taking ¢ = C~! gives (A.8). O
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LEMMA A.7. Suppose & is a conditionally Poisson random measure on
S x [0, 00) with Cox measure E x A. If E(S) < oo a.s., then we can write
E=>72,8x;.u) withUy < Uy < -+ a.s. and {X;} exchangeable.

PROOF. Let {X;} be exchangeable with de Finetti measure T |, and let Y be a

unit Poisson process with jump times {S;} independent of of {Xl} and E. Define
£ =27218(%, 5-15;)> and note that

Ele~! €)= E _H e—fo?,-,|a|‘s,~)]
i

[ — (1B Ls. _
—FE l_[/e fz & St)|E| IE(dZ)]
i

_E exp{ /00(1 /—f@'“‘15>|5|—‘a(dz))ds}]
=EF exp{ / / _f(”) (dz)du”.

Consequently, £ is conditionally Poisson with Cox measure & x A, and & and &
have the same distribution. [

As in Lemma A.4, we have the following.

LEMMA A.8. Suppose & is a conditionally Poisson random measure on S X
[0, oo)2 with Cox measure & X A, where B is a random measure on S x [0, 00).
Suppose

~ 1
E(A):/ —14(x)E(dx x dy)
Sx[0,00) Y

defines a locally finite random measure on S. Then writing § =3 _; 8(x,.v:,U;)» E =
> i 8¢x;.v;uy) is a conditionally Poisson random measure on S x [0, oo) with Cox
measure & X A, and hence

_ - ~ . 1 ~
/ y 1f(x)n(dxxdy):u(f): lim — fd& a.s.
$x[0,00) K—oo K J5x[0,K]

A.3. Convergence results. Let {h;,k=1,2,...} C C(S) satisfy 0 < h <1
and Jg{x :hx(x) > 0} = S, where C(S) denotes the space of bounded continu-
ous functions on §, and let M;,;(S) be the collection of Borel measures on §
satistying [ hix dv < oo, for all k, topologized by the requirement that v, — v if
and only if [ fhxdv, — [g fhidv for all f € C(S) and k; that is, the measures
d vﬁ = hy dv, converge weakly for each k. Similarly, let My, ;(S x [0, 00)) be
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the space of Borel measures on S x [0, co) satisfying fo[O,K] hydp < oo for all
k=1,2,...and K > 0, topologized by the requirement that x, — w if and only
if

/ Fhidin — / Fhidu,
Sx[0,00) Sx[0,00)

for all k and f € C(S x [0, 00)) such that the support of f is contained in S x
[0, K] for some K > 0. Note that in both cases, My, is metrizable. To simplify
notation, let

Ciny(S)=1{f¢€ C(S):|f| < chy for some ¢ > 0 and hy}.

Then convergence in My, ;(S) is equivalent to convergence of [ f dv, for all
€ Cinpy (8).

THEOREM A.9. Let{£"} be a sequence of conditionally Poisson random mea-
sures on S x [0, 00) with Cox measures {E" x A}. Then " = & in My, (S x
[0, 00)) if and only if E" = B in M,y (S). If the limit holds, then & is condition-
ally Poisson with Cox measure & x A.

PROOF. Suppose &" = & in M, (S x [0, 00)). Then for each f € C(S),
f =0, each k, and all but countably many K

E[e_fo[O,K] fhkdé] — lim E[e_fo[o,K] fhkdé”]

n—oo

= lim E[e_Kfs ]’lk_l(l—e*fhk)hk dEn]‘
11— 00

For g > 0 and K satisfying sup, K~ 'g()hp(x) <1, let

—h ) log(1 — K g0 (x)),  hx(x) >0,

TO=1 k-1g0, he(x) =0,

and we see that

lim E[e~[s8hkdE") = E[e~sxio.x1 hidd)

n—oo

exists. Since £" = & in My,,(S x [0, 00)), {fo[O,K] hi d&™} is stochastically
bounded and by Lemma A.5, {[ hy d E"} must be stochastically bounded. Tight-
ness follows similarly. Consequently, {E"} is relatively compact in Mz, (S) in
distribution, and the unique limit E is determined by the fact that

E[e*fsghkds] — E[e—st[o,K] fhkdg]’

for g and f related as above. The proof of the converse is similar. [
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THEOREM A.10. Foreachn=1,2,..., letr, >0 and &" be a point process
on S x [0, r,], and define

1
(A.9) E"(dx) = —&"(dx x [0, r,]).
n
Suppose for f >0, E[e—ff(x,mg"(dxxdu)] _ E[e*fF?(x)E”(dx)]’ where

n . n .
F}(x) = —r,log i/ e T gy =—p, log(l — i/ (1 — e /lxm) du>,
rn Jo rn Jo
that is, the [0, r,] components are independent, uniformly distributed, and inde-
pendent of E". Then assuming ry, — 00, §" = & in Myp,1(S x [0, 00)) if and only
if 8" = 8 in M,y (S). If the limit holds, then & is conditionally Poisson with Cox
measure & X A.

PROOF. For go, fo >0, go € Cc([0,00)), fo € C(S) and f(x,u) = hg(x) x
fo(x)go(u), F; (x) = oo — e~/ dy, and the remainder of the proof is sim-
ilar to that of Theorem A.9. [

These convergence theorems apply only to the one-dimensional distributions of
the models considered in this paper. To address convergence as processes, note that
for finite » and B, (t, dx) = r~'&(z, dx x [0, r]), the models satisfy

(A.10) E[e_fo[O,r] f(xvu)§(t,dxxdu)|]:t5r] _ e—fF}(X)Er(t,dX)’
where
1 rr 1 rr
Fr(x)= —rlog—/ e gy = —rlog(l — —f (1- e_f(x’”))du),
rJo r Jo

and the r = co models satisfy
(A.11) E[e—f5x[o,k] fdé(t)l}-tE] — e—Kfs(l—ff)dE(t),

for f € Cin,y(S). The following estimates imply that convergence of the finite-
dimensional distributions for £” imply convergence of the finite-dimensional dis-
tributions for E" (or EF , assuming r, — 00); however, convergence of the

finite-dimensional distributions of E" may not imply convergence of the finite-
dimensional distributions of of £”.

LEMMA A.11. Suppose & is a conditionally Poisson random measure on S x
[0, 00) with Cox measure E x A, E with values in M, (S). Then for each f €
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g

Ciny(S) and 6, K, K' >0,

AR 6= 2

(A12) —K_(32+P{ff dn>C}
C  E[l—e € ' sxioxn f2d8)
< + .
- K82 1_e,K/e—C
Suppose & satisfies (A.10). Then for each f € Cypy(S), § >0 and 0 < K,
K <r
P”K_I/ fdé—/der 28}
Sx[0,K] s
(r— K)C 2 e
(A.13) EK—SZ-l-P{/f ddr>c}

(r—K)C E[l—e¢ ¢ " fsxio.x S ds]
= I”K52 l_e_K/ —C— 1

PROOF. By (A.2) and the Chebyshev inequality,

_ f*de C
P Kl/ d—/ dE‘><SE}<f A< ——+1 250
H SX[O,K]f § sf - ‘ - K&2 _K82+ {f f2dE>C}

and taking expectations gives the first inequality in (A.12). The second inequality
follows by (A.4).
Similarly, for the second part,

-1 _ = = f(l_K/r)deEr
P”K /Sx[o,quds fsfdur ZS‘W}S K582 A
- (r—K)C

=% Tlurassc

and taking expectations gives the first inequality in (A.13). The second inequality
follows by (A.8). [

The estimates in Lemma A.11 allow verifying convergence of measure-valued
processes satisfying (A.11) or (A.10) by verifying convergence of the correspond-
ing particle representations.

THEOREM A.12. Let {§"} be a sequence of cadlag M,y (S x [0, 00))-valued
processes satisfying (A.11) for cadlag Mp,1(S)-valued processes {E"}. If the
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finite-dimensional distributions of £€" converge to the finite-dimensional distrib-
utions of &, then the finite-dimensional distributions of E" converge to the finite-
dimensional distributions of B satisfying

E[e_foI(%Kl a0 £8] = oK Js(—e)dE()

Forn=1,2,..., let §" be a cadlag M, ,(S x [0, ry])-valued process sat-
isfying (A.10) for cadlag Mp(S)-valued processes {E] }. If rn — 00 and the
finite-dimensional distributions of £" converge to the finite-dimensional distribu-
tions of §, then the finite-dimensional distributions of Ej. converge to the finite-
dimensional distributions of B satisfying

E[e—fsno‘,x] fd&@) |]:t5] —e¢ K fs(l—e_f)dE(f)_

PRrROOF. Convergence of the finite-dimensional distributions follows easily
from the estimates in Lemma A.11. [J

A.4. Martingale lemmas.

LEMMA A.13. Let {F;} and {G;} be filtrations with G; C F;. Suppose that
E[X(®)| + J31Y(s)|ds] < oo for each t, and

t
M()=X() —'/(.) Y(s)ds

is an {F;}-martingale. Then

- t
M(t)=E[X(l)|gt]—/O E[Y(s)|Gs]ds
is a {G;}-martingale.

PROOF. Let D € G; C F;. Then
E[(M(t +r) — M(0))1p]

t+r

=E[(E[X(r+r>|gz+r]—E[X<z>|gt]— t E[Y(s>|gs]ds)1p]

t+r
=E|:<X(t+r)—X(t)—f Y(s)ds)lD}
t
=0,
giving the martingale property. [J

LEMMA A.14. Let {F,} be an increasing sequence of o-algebras and {X,} a
sequence of random variables satisfying E[sup,|X,|] < 0o and lim, 00 X, = X
a.s. Then

1im_E[X,| ] = E[X‘\/.’Fn]
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PROOF. By the martingale convergence theorem, we have

E[inf X \/f} < liminf ELX, 7] < limsup ELX, 7] < E[E‘iﬁ x| \/f}

k>m

and the result follows by letting m — oco. U

A.5. Markov mapping theorem. The following theorem (extending Corol-
lary 3.5 from [30]) plays an essential role in justifying the particle representa-
tions and can also be used to prove uniqueness for the corresponding measure-
valued processes. Let (S,d) and (So, dp) be complete, separable metric spaces,
B(S) € M(S) be the Banach space of bounded measurable functions on S, with
| 1l = sup,cglf(x)| and C(S) C B(S) be the subspace of bounded continuous
functions. An operator A C B(S) x B(S) is dissipative if || f1 — f> —e(g1—g2)|| >
Il f1 — f2ll forall (f1, g1), (f2,g2) € A and € > 0; A is a pre-generator if A is dis-
sipative and there are sequences of functions u, : S — P(S) and A, : S — [0, 00)
such that for each (f, g) € A

(A14) §0) = Tim i () [ (£05) = £00)ptar.dy)

for each x € S. A is graph separable if there exists a countable subset {gi} C
D(A) N C(S) such that the graph of A is contained in the bounded, pointwise
closure of the linear span of {(gx, Agk)}. [More precisely, we should say that there
exists {(gk, hx)} C ANC(S) x B(S) such that A is contained in the bounded point-
wise closure of {(gx, i)}, but typically A is single-valued, so we use the more
intuitive notation Agy.] These two conditions are satisfied by essentially all oper-
ators A that might reasonably be thought to be generators of Markov processes.
Note that A is graph separable if A C L x L, where L C B(S) is separable in the
sup norm topology, for example, if S is locally compact, and L is the space of
continuous functions vanishing at infinity.

A collection of functions D C C(S) is separating if v, u € P(S) and Js fdv=
[s fdu forall f €D imply u=v.

For an Sp-valued, measurable process Y, F; FY will denote the completion of the
o- algebra a(Y(0), fo h(Y(s))ds,r <t,h e B(So)) For almost every ¢, Y () will
be F; 7Y -measurable, but in general, F; 7Y does not contain F, Y —o(Y(s):s <t). Let
TY ={t:Y () is F; 7Y measurable}. If Y is cadlag and has no fixed points of discon-
tinuity [i.e., for every ¢, Y (¢) = Y (¢—) a.s.], then TY = [0, 00). Dg[0, o) denotes
the space of cadlag, S-valued functions with the Skorohod topology, and Ms[0, co)
denotes the space of Borel measurable functions, x : [0, o0) — §, topologized by
convergence in Lebesgue measure.

THEOREM A.15. Letr (S,d) and (So,do) be complete, separable metric
spaces. Let A C C(S) x C(S) and € C(S), ¥ > 1. Suppose that for each
f € D(A) there exists cy > 0 such that

(A.15) Af ()| < cry(x), X €A,
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and define Ao f(x) = Af (x)/¥(x).

Suppose that Ag is a graph-separable pre-generator, and suppose that D(A) =
D(Ag) is closed under multiplication and is separating. Let y : S — So be Borel
measurable, and let o be a transition function from Sg into S [y € So — a(y, ) €
P(S) is Borel measurable] satisfying [h o y(2)a(y,dz) = h(y), y € So, h €
B(So), that is, a(y, y "' (y)) = 1. Assume that J/(y) = [( ¥ (Da(y,dz) < oo for
each y € Sy, and define

={([r@ac.an. [ ar@at.dn):f D),

Let po € P(So), and define vo = [a(y, -)uo(dy).

(a) If Y satisfies fé E[l}(?(s))]ds < oo forallt >0, and Y is a solution of the
martingale problem for (C, jvo), then there exists a solution X of the martin-
gale problem for (A, vo) such that Y has the same distribution on Ms,[0, 00)
asY=yoX.IfY and Y are cadlag, then Y and Y have the same distribution
on Dg,[0, 00).

(b) ForteTY,

(A.16) P{X(t)eT|F }=a(¥(),T), T eB(S).

(c) If, in addition, uniqueness holds for the martingale problem for (A, vq), then
uniqueness holds for the Mg,[0, oo)-martingale problem for (C, o). If Y
has sample paths in Dgy[0, 00), then uniqueness holds for the Dg,[0, 00)-
martingale problem for (C, o).

(d) If uniqueness holds for the martingale problem for (A, vg), then Y restricted
to T is a Markov process.

REMARK A.16. Theorem A.15 can be extended to cover a large class of gen-
erators whose range contains discontinuous functions. (See [30], Corollary 3.5 and
Theorem 2.7.) In particular, suppose Ay, ..., A, satisfy the conditions of Theo-
rem A.15 for a common domain D =D(A|) =---=D(A,,), and By, ..., B, are
nonnegative functions in M (S). Then the conclusions of Theorem A.15 hold for

Af:,glAlf+"'+,3mAmf-

PROOF OF THEOREM A.15. Theorem 3.2 of [30] can be extended to opera-
tors satisfying (A.15) by applying Corollary 1.12 of [34] (with the operator B in
that corollary set equal zero) in place of Theorem 2.6 of [30]. Alternatively, see
Corollary 3.3 of [32]. [

A.6. Uniqueness for martingale problems. Assume that B C C(E) x C(E),
that D(B) is closed under multiplication and is separating, and that existence and
uniqueness hold for the Dg[0, co) martingale problem for (B, v) for each initial
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distribution v € P(E). Without loss of generality, we can assume g € D(B) satis-
fiesO<g<1.

By Theorem 4.10.1 of [9], existence and uniqueness then follows for the n-
particle motion martingale problem with generator

Bg(x; 1
(A.17) {(fm fx >Z g((x) ):f(x>=1‘[g<xi>}.

i=1

Actually, the cited theorem imphes uniqueness for the ordered n-particle motion
with generator

B l l i
{(f(x) fx )Z 8i(xi) ):f(x>=1'[gi(x,-),gieD<B>},
i=1

8i(xi)

but Theorem A.15 can be apphed to obtain uniqueness for B” from uniqueness
for B". Define y(x) =Y/, 8y and let a(y, -) average over all permutations of
the x; iny=>" 6.

Now consider a generator for a process with state space

n
S = U{Z‘Sxi x; € E},
n =1
where we allow n = 0, that is, no particles exist.
For f(x,n) =[[/_; g(xi), let
Af(x,n)=B" f(x,n)

k
+f(x,n)Z)\k(x)/k<ng(Zi)—l)ﬂk(x,dm,---,de)
k Ef\i=1

1
+ f(x,n) > M(X,m,...,zl)(l_[ 1),

(21502 CLXT s X} -18(z)

where Ag, u > 0 and »ny is a transition function from S to EX. The generator has
the following simple interpretation: in between birth and death events the particles
move independently with motion determined by B. At rate A;(x), k new particles

are created with locations in E determined by n,. At rate u(x,z1,...,2), the
particles at z1, ..., z; are removed.
Let

Bx) =) M(x)+ > (X, 21, e 20
k (215021 C{X T eees X }
Then for each initial distribution vy and each m > 0, a localization argument and
Theorem 4.10.3 of [9] imply existence and uniqueness of the martingale prob-
lem for (A, vg) up to the first time the solution leaves {x:B(x) < m}. Conse-
quently, existence and uniqueness hold provided that there is a solution X sat-
isfying sup, ., B(X (s)) < oo a.s. for each > 0.
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Essentially the same argument gives existence and uniqueness for generators of
the form (3.1) provided inf, (a(x)r — b(x)) > 0 and there exists a solution satisfy-
ing sup,, >_a(X;(s)) < oo a.s. foreach 7 > 0.
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