arXiv:0710.5826v1 [math.PR] 31 Oct 2007

On a random recursion related to absorption times
of death Markov chains

Alex Iksanov*
Faculty of Cybernetics, National T. Shevchenko University,
01033 Kiev, Ukraine

Martin Mohlef
Mathematical Institute, University of Disseldorf,
40225 Diisseldorf, Germany

October 30, 2007

Abstract

Let X7, Xs,... be a sequence of random variables satisfying the
distributional recursion X; = 0 and X, 4 Xp_1, +1forn=2.3,...,
where I,, is a random variable with values in {1,...,n — 1} which is
independent of X, ..., X,,_1. The random variable X,, can be inter-
preted as the absorption time of a suitable death Markov chain with
state space N := {1,2,...} and absorbing state 1, conditioned that the
chain starts in the initial state n.

This paper focuses on the asymptotics of X,, as n tends to infinity
under the particular but important assumption that the distribution of
I, satisfies P{I,, = k} = px/(p1+---+pn_1) for some given probability
distribution p = P{{ =k}, k € N.

Depending on the tail behaviour of the distribution of £, several
scalings for X, and corresponding limiting distributions come into
play, among them stable distributions and distributions of exponen-
tial integrals of subordinators.

The methods used in this paper are mainly probabilistic. The key
tool is a coupling technique which relates the distribution of X, to
a random walk, which explains, for example, the appearance of the
Mittag-Leffler distribution in this context.
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The results are applied to describe the asymptotics of the number
of collisions for certain beta-coalescent processes.
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1 Introduction and main results

Consider a death Markov chain {Zj : k € Ny := {0, 1,...}} with state space
N :={1,2,...} and transition probabilities m;; > 0 for i,j € N with j < ¢
and 7;; = 0 otherwise. For n € N, define

X, = inf{k >1:Z; =1 given Zy = n}.

Note that X,, € {1,2,...,n — 1} almost surely.

Surprisingly, there seems to be very little known about the asymptotic
behavior of X,, as n tends to infinity. To our knowledge, [§] is one paper
addressing this question. However, the assumptions and the approach to be
presented here are completely different from those in [§].

The random variable X,, can be interpreted as the number of parts of
the random composition C,,_1 of the integer n — 1, where the parts of the
composition are (by definition) the decrements of the Markov chain {Zj, : k €
No}. There are several important articles in the literature ([3], 14}, [15] [16])
with asymptotic results on random compositions. However, in all these
papers the consistency of the random compositions for different values of
n is a crucial assumption, i.e. all these papers focus on so called random
composition structures. We do not assume this consistency property here.
Hence, our setting differs significantly from that in the mentioned papers.

The key observation is that X,, satisfies the distributional recursion X; =
0 and

X, L Xop 41, ne{2,3,...} (1)

where I, is a random variable independent of Xo, ..., X,,_1 with distribution
P{I,, = k} = Tppn-k, k € {1,...,n — 1}. The crucial assumption for the
paper is that

Pk

P{l, =k} = ———
L

) k,n e Nk <n, (2)



for some proper and non-degenerate probability distribution
pr = P{{ =k}, keN, pp>0. (3)

Throughout the paper r(-) ~ s(-) means that r(-)/s(-) — 1 as the argument
tends to infinity. The symbols i), =, and £ denote convergence in law,
weak convergence, and convergence in probability, respectively, and X, LA
(=, £>)X means that the limiting relation holds when n — co. With L we
always denote a function slowly varying at infinity.

Our main results given next are concerned with the limiting behaviour
of X,, as n — oco. We begin with a weak law of large numbers.

Theorem 1.1. If > >"2°  pj ~ L(n) for some function L slowly vary-

ing at oo, then, as n — oo,
Xn P
- 1 4

and EX,, ~n/L(n). In particular, if

m = E& < oo, (5)

then EX,, ~ n/m. If {8) holds, and if there exists a sequence of positive
numbers {a, : n € N} such that X, /an, B1lasn— 00, then a, ~ n/m.

To formulate further results we need some more notation. For C > 0
and «a € [1,2] let pu, be an a-stable distribution with characteristic function
qa(t), t € R of the form

exp{—|t|*CT(1 — a)(cos(mer/2) + isin(ma/2)sgn(t))}, 1< a<2;

exp{—[t|C(r/2 —ilog |t|sgn(t))}, o =1;
exp(—(C/2)t%), a=2.
In the case when (&) holds, Theorem [[2] provides necessary and sufficient

conditions ensuring that X,,, properly normalized and centered, possesses a
weak limit.

Theorem 1.2. If m := E£ < oo, then the following assertions are equiva-
lent.

(i) There exist sequences of numbers {an,by, : n € N} with a, > 0 and
b, € R such that, as n — oo, (X, — by)/a, converges weakly to a
non-degenerate and proper probability law.



(i) Either 0% := D¢ < oo, or 0% = co and for some a € [1,2] and some
function L slowly varying at oo,

Zk2pk ~ n*"®L(n), n— oo. (6)
k=1

If 02 < oo, then, with b, == n/m and a, := (m=3C " a?n)Y/2, the limiting
law is p2 (normal with mean zero and variance C').
If 0> = oo and (@) holds with o = 2, then, with b, := n/m and a, =
m_3/2cn, where ¢, is any sequence satisfying lim, nL(cn)/c% = C, the
limiting law is po.
If 02 = 0o and (@) holds with o € [1,2), then, with b, = n/m and a, :=
m~(@tD/ec where ¢, is any sequence satisfying

lim nL(cp) __a c.

n—oo % 2 -«

the limiting law @S e, -

Remark 1.3. For 02 < oo, the same weak convergence result for X,, was
obtained in Theorem 4.1 in [§] in a setting more general than ours. Note
that for a € [1,2), (@) is equivalent to P{{ > n} ~ (2 — a)n ™ “L(a)/a,
n — 00.

If the mean of ¢ is infinite, the following Theorem [[4] (Theorem [LH))

points out conditions ensuring that X,,, properly normalized (and centered),
possesses a weak limit.

Theorem 1.4. Suppose that for some o € (0,1) and some function L slowly
varying at oo

S L(n)
P{¢ > = ~ . 7
€20k = So~ S no (7
Then, as n — oo,
L [e.e]
)y 4 / eV dt, (8)
n 0
where {Uy; : t > 0} is a subordinator with zero drift and Lévy measure
e—t/a
v(dt) = —————dt, t>0. 9)

(1 _ e—t/a)a—l—l ’



It is instructive to present two proofs for Theorem [L4], namely a proba-
bilistic proof and an analytic proof. The probabilistic proof given in Section
reveals a relation between Eq. (I2) and perpetuities. The analytic proof
of Theorem [I.4] presented in Section [f] starts with the distributional recur-
sion (), which implies that, for fixed k € N, the sequence {EXF : n € N}
satisfies another recursion. The structure of this last recursion permits a
relatively simple asymptotic analysis of EX*. In this way it is possible to
derive the convergence of the moments

k 0o k
lim E <LZ)X"> —E (/ e Ut dt> . keN,
n—o00 n 0

which by a standard argument leads to ().

Theorem 1.5. Suppose that E€ = oo and that for some function L slowly
varying at oo
S L(n)
P{{>n} = P~ = (10)
k=n
Let ¢ be any positive function satisfying lim,_,~ xL(c(x))/c(x) =1 and set

P(x) = a:foc(m) P{¢ >y} dy. Let b(z) be any positive function satisfying

b(y(x)) ~ P(b(x)) ~ =,

and set a(z) := 27 b(z)c(b(z)). Then, (X, — b(n))/a(n) converges weakly
to the stable distribution p with C' = 1.

In the literature there exist two standard approaches to studying distri-
butional recursions. One approach is purely analytic and based on a singu-
larity analysis of generating functions (see, for example, [11,23]). The other
approach, called contraction method, is more probabilistic (see [22 27, 28]).
It was remarked in [20] that recursions (Il) which satisfy (2]) can be success-
fully investigated by using probabilistic methods alone (completely different
from contraction methods). The present work extends ideas laid down in
[20] for the particular case

n 1

P{I, =k} = IR

Ee{l,...,n—1}.
The basic steps of the technique exploited can be summarized as follows.

Let &1,&2, ... be independent copies of a random variable & with distribu-
tion [3). Define Sy :=0, S, ==& + -+ &, and N, ;= inf{k > 1: S > n},



n € N. Since I, L\ &, one may expect that the limiting behaviour of X,, and
N, is similar, or at least that the limiting behaviour of the latter will influ-
ence that of the former. To make this intuition precise, on the probability
space where S and N, are defined, we will construct (Section [2)) random
variables M, with the same distributions as X,,. Similarity in the limiting
behaviour of M,, and N, is well indicated by asymptotic properties of their
difference. In particular, we will prove the following.

(a) If E¢ < oo, then M,, — N,, weakly converges. Therefore, M, properly
normalized and centered, possesses a weak limit if and only if the same is
true for N,.

(b) Assume now that E¢ = co. (b1) If "2 pi ~ L(n)/n and if (N, —by)/ay,

weakly converges to some p, then (M, — N,)/a, L 0 which proves that
(M,, — by)/ay, weakly converges to u. Thus in cases (a) and (b1) a weak be-
haviour of M,, and N, is the same. (b2) If, for some o € (0,1), > 32, Pk ~
n~*L(n) and N, /a, weakly converges to some vy, then (M, —N,,)/a,, weakly
converges to some vo. Even though, the argument exploited above does not
apply, it will be proved that M, /a, weakly converges to v3 # v;. Thus in
this latter case a weak behaviour of M, is not completely determined by that
of N,,. Now it is influenced by the weak behaviour of both N,, and n— Sy, —1
to, approximately, the same extent. This observation can be explained as
follows. The probability of one big jump of S,, in comparison to cases (a)
and (b1) is higher, and therefore the epoch N,, comes more ”quickly”. As a
consequence, a contribution to M, of the number of jumps in the sequence
Rli") (defined in Section 2]), while Rli") is travelling from Rgaz_l = SN, -1 to
n — 1, gets significant.

It remains to review structural units of the paper not mentioned so far.
In Section Bl we investigate both the univariate and the bivariate weak be-
haviour of (N,,, n—Sn, —1), and discuss their relation to exponential integrals
of subordinators. Theorem [I.2] [[.T] and are proved in Section 4, 7 and
8 respectively. In Section 9 our main results apply to the number of col-
lisions in certain beta coalescent processes. Possible generalizations of the
results obtained and some directions for future work are discussed in the
final Section 10.

2 A coupling
Fix n € N. Define R(()") =0 and

R™ = R™ 1¢1 keN.

(R 46, <n}’

6



Note that the sequence {R,(C") : k € Ny} is non-decreasing. Let
 ufieN:R™ 2 R _ N
M, = #{i eN: R/" # RV} = ; LLA™ sy 1 <m)

denote the number of jumps of the process {ngn) : k € Ng}. Note that
M; =0and that 1 < M,, <n —1forn > 2. As p; > 0, it follows from
Lemma 1 in [20] that the distribution of M,, satisfies the same recursion ()
as X,,. Hence, the following lemma holds.

Lemma 2.1. For each n € N, the distribution of M, coincides with the
distribution of the random variable X,, introduced in Section [1.

Fix m,i € N. Define R{™ (i) := 0,

R{™ (i) = R () + Skl (mm i)veppamy FENS

and

—

o
My (@) = ; LR™ @reia<ny ™ ENo
Our probabilistic proof of Theorem [[.4] relies upon the following decompo-
sition ([I2I).
Lemma 2.2. For fited n € N and any i € N,

r d

My(i) = My, (11)

and . 4
M,—-N,+1 = Mn_Sanl(Nn) = M,'L_SN (12)

where {M], : n € N} has the same law as {M,, : n € N} and is independent
of (Np,n — Sn,—1)-

Proof. We have

n—1’

e Np,—2 0o
M, = ;1{R§n>+§m<n} = IZ% 1+l_§]; LR ey <n)

(o]
Np —1+ 1 n-s )
" lZ; Ry N TV (N ) €N 4141 <n—SNp—1}

= Np—1+ Mn—Squ(Nn)a

7



and the first equality in (I2)) follows. For any fixed m € N,

P{Mn—Sanl (Nyp) = m}

n n—1

- ZZP{Mn—](i) =m, Ny =i,5N,-1 = ]}
i=1 j=0
n n—1

- ZZP{Z 1{R(” D () +€i 4141 <n—j} =, N =, Sn -1 =
i=1 j=0 =0

The sequence {ﬁl(n_j)(i)—i—&HH : 1 € No} is independent of 1yx, —; 55 _,—j}

and has the same law as {(Rl(n_j))’ +&,1 : 1 € No}, where {(Rl('))/ : 1 € No}
is constructed in the same way as the sequence without ”prime” by using
{¢,. : k € N}, an independent copy of {¢ : k € N}. This implies (I]) and

]P’{]/W\n SNp— 1(N ) :m}

n n—1

= > ZP{Z LRy e, <ng) = myP{Nn =i, 58, -1 = j}
i=1 j=0 =
—_— —_— , —_—
= ]P){lzg 1{( (n—Spn,, — 1)) +€, L <n— Snp_1} m} ]P){Mn—SNn71 —m}7
and the second equality in distribution in (I2]) follows. O

3 Results on N, and n — Sy,_1: case m = o0

3.1 Univariate results

Below necessary and sufficient conditions are collected ensuring that a prop-
erly normalized (without centering) N,, weakly converges to a non-degener-
ate law (Proposition BI]) and to ¢; (Proposition B3)).
We say that a random variable &, has a Mittag-Leffler distribution 6,
with parameter « € [0, 1), if
n!

E = N.
Sa (1 —a)l'(l +na)’ ne

Note that the moments E£”, n € N, uniquely determine the distribution.
We also write 6y for d;.



Proposition 3.1. If (7) holds for some o € [0,1), then

na

mNn = 0, (13)

Conversely, assume that there exist positive real numbers a(n), n € N, such
that N, /a(n) weakly converges to a non-degenerate law 6. Then a(n) ~
D (zzoznpk)_l ~ Dn®/L(n) for some constants D > 0, a € [0,1) and some
function L slowly varying at oo, and (I3) holds.

Remark 3.2. Proposition Bl for o = 0 demonstrates that Theorem 6 in [13]
is wrong. For a € (0,1), the implication (7)) = (I3) is well known (see, for
example, Theorem 7 in [I3]). Our proof of Proposition Bl seems to be new.
It uses a technique introduced in [9] and simplified in [6], Theorems 8.11.2
and 8.11.3. Note that IV, is not the occupation time in the sense of Darling
and Kac. Thus, before exploiting their approach, we had to prove Lemma
[B.4] which is crucial for their technique to work.

Proposition 3.3. The following conditions are equivalent.
(a) D0 > v, Pk~ L(n) for some L slowly varying at oo.
(b) 1 =300 e *"p, ~sL(1/s) as s | 0 for some L slowly varying at oo.

(¢) The sequence {N, : n € N} is relatively stable, i.e. there exist positive
real numbers a(n), n € N, such that N, /a(n) 5.

Moreover, if (a) holds, then a(n) ~EN, ~n/L(n).

Put P(s) := Y % e *"p,, s > 0, and h(s) := (1 — P(s))~!, s > 0. For
t > 0 define N; := inf{k > 1: Sy > t}. Then Ny = N; for ¢t € [0,1], and
Ny=N,forte(n—1,n,n=2,3,...

Lemma 3.4. Fix k € N. Then, as s | 0,
s / e S'ENFdt ~ KIhF(s). (14)
0

Proof. For k € {2,3,...} let Dy, denote the affine function of k — 2 positive
variables of the form

k—2

Dy(w1,x2, .., Tp2) = Yok + Y Vikis
i=1



with coefficients v, € R, i € {0,1,...,k —2}. (These coefficients can be
derived explicitly, but their exact values are of no use here.) For convenience,
define by(n) := EN¥, k € N. We prove by induction on k that

n—1
br(n) = ck(n) +Zbk(n—i)pi, k e N, (15)
i=1

with ¢1(n) := 1 and
ck(n) = Dk(bl(n), e ,bk_g(n)) + k‘bk_l(n), k > 2.

For k =1, Eq. (15 immediately follows from
No £ 14N, (lgeeny, n=23,..., Ni=1, (16)

where {N], : n € N} is a copy of {N,, : n € N} and ¢ is independent of
N}, ...,N! _,. Suppose (I5) holds for k € {1,2,...,m — 1}. Then,

m—2
= <T> E(N),_¢ligeny) + mEN), _eliecn)™ H +E(V) _¢lieany)™
m—2 m
= 1+m(bi(n) —1)+ Z < > (bi(n) — Di(b1(n), ..., bi—2(n)))

n—1
—mDpm_1(b1(n), ..., bm—3(n)) + mbm_1(n) + > _ bm(n — i)p;.
=1

The first four terms on the right-hand side form an affine function of b;(n),
-+, bm—2(n), which implies ([I5]) for k& = m. Therefore, (IH]) is established.
For k € N and s > 0 define By(s) := > 2 e *"bg(n) and Ci(s) :=
> s e 5 ¢k(n). Then, (IH) is equivalent to

e+ Ck(s)

Bi(s) = 1— P(s)

= h(s)(e* +Cu(s), keN,s>0.  (17)

We now verify by induction on k that
sBip(s) ~ k!'h*(s), s10,keN. (18)
From Cy(s) = e72%/(1 —e™%), s > 0, and (7)) it follows that

sBi(s) = T%Zi) ~ h(s), slO0.

10



Thus, ([I8) holds for k£ = 1. Suppose (I8)) holds for k& € {1,...,m} and check
that
$Bmi1(s) ~ (m+ DA™ (s), s]o.

The induction assumptions imply that

$Y € Doyr(b1(i),.. ., bm-1(d)) = o(h™(s)), s10.

=2
Therefore, by (I7),

$Bmi1(s) = sh(s)(e”" + Cmya(s))
= sh(s)(e™® +(m+1)(Bp(s) —e ?)

+> e D1 (b1(3), .- b (i)
=2

= h(s)((m + 1)sB,(s) —mse™* + o(h™(s)))
~ (m4+ 1) (s), 510,

and (I8]) is established. It remains to note that

) O 1
8/0 e S'ENF At = 32/ 16_8tEN]k dt
j=1

j_

= (es—l)Ze_sjENf ~ sBy(s) ~ k'hk(s), s]O0.
j=1

O

Proof of Propositions [31] and [323 For N sufficiently large, define L(t) :=
L(n) for t € (n —1,n], n € {N,N +1,...}. Then, () is equivalent to
P{¢ > z} ~ x7*L(x), and condition (a) of Proposition B3] is equivalent to
fox P{¢ > y} dy ~ L(x). Now, by Corollary 8.1.7 in [6], (7)) is equivalent to

1—P(s) ~ T'(1—-a)s*L(1/s), sl0,

and conditions (a) and (b) of Proposition B.3] are equivalent. Regarding
formally T'(0) as 1, assume that 1 — P(s) ~ I'(1 — «)s*L(1/s), s | 0, for
some « € [0, 1] or, equivalently,

1

hls) ~ 'l —a)s®L(1/s)’

s 0.

11



We now proceed exactly as in the proof of Theorem 8.11.2 in [6]. Applying
Karamata’s theorem ([6], Theorem 1.7.6) to (I4]) gives

BN k! tok
t TF(1— a)T(1 + ak) LE(t)
Therefore,
. LN\ k!
lim E = keN 19
1500 ( o > "I _a)lf(1tak) "0 (19)

and, as t — oo, L(t)N;/t* = 0,, which implies L(n)N,,/n® = 0,.

Assume now that N,/a(n) = 6, and that either # = 4;, or # is non-
degenerate. As the sequence {N,, : n € N} is almost surely non-decreasing,
limy, o0 Ny = 00 almost surely and N,41 < N, 4+ 1 almost surely, we have
1 < Npy1/N, <1+ 1/N, almost surely. Therefore, lim, oo Npt1/Np = 1
almost surely and lim,_,o a(n + 1)/a(n) = 1. For t > 0 define a(t) := a(n),
t € (n —1,n]. Then, by a sandwich argument, N;/a(t) = 0 as t — oo.

If 6 is non-degenerate, then from the proof of Theorem 8.11.3 in [6] it
follows that a(t) ~ Dh(1/t) for some D > 0 and that the function a regularly
varies at oo with exponent o € [0,1). By Corollary 8.1.7,

D
F(l - Oé) Zzinpk

Therefore, for some « € [0,1), () holds. By the direct part of the proposi-
tion, (I3]) holds as well.

If & = 61, then we use a similar but simpler argument. Let 1" be an
exponentially distributed random variable with mean 1 which is independent
of {Ny : t > 0}. As in the proof of Theorem 8.11.3 in [6], each sequence 7,
tending to 0 contains a subsequence {s,, : n € N} satisfying lim,,_o0 5, = 0,
along which lim, . a(t/s,)/h(s,) = f(t) at continuity points of a non-
decreasing function f. Therefore, lim, o a(T/s,)/h(s,) = f(T) almost
surely. From (I4) it follows that

a(n) ~

k
imE (D7) Z b ken. (20)
n—00 h(sp) ’
Since Ny, /a(T/sy) 5 1,
Nrss, P



Applying Fatou’s lemma to (20) with & = 1 we conclude that f(T) <
oo almost surely. Also, (20) implies that, for each k& € N, the sequence
{(N7/s,/h(sn))* : n € N} is uniformly integrable which, in conjunction
with @I0), leads to Ef*(T) = k!, & € N. Since ET* = k!, k € N, and
the sequence {k! : k € N} uniquely determines (exponential) distribution,
we conclude that f(t) = ¢, t > 0. The same argument as above can be
repeated for any sequence like r,, which gives a(t/s)/h(s) — t as s | 0 for
each fixed ¢t > 0. Therefore, a(t/s)/a(l/s) — t as s | 0, which means that
a(t) ~ h(1/t) ~ t/L(t) as t — oo for some L slowly varying at co. Hence,
1—P(t) ~tL(1/t)as t L 0. O

Remark 3.5. Suppose (7)) holds for some « € [0,1). Then,

k!

ENF = k €N. (22)

i )
o TF(1 — a)T(1 + ak)’

n—oo nok

Suppose condition (a) of Proposition [3.3 holds. Then,
Lk

lim (kn)
n—oo N

These observations immediately follow from (I9). Note also that ([22)) is a
particular case of Corollary 3.3 [26].

EN¥ =1, keN. (23)

The next result is a corollary of Theorem [[.T] and Proposition [3.3]

Corollary 3.6. Assume that (I0) holds. Then, EN, ~ EM, ~ n/m(n),
where m(z) := [ P{& >y} dy, x> 0. Moreover,

m(n)N, p
—r 5
n n

In particular, M, /N, 1.

Proof. Condition (I0]) ensures that m(z) belongs to the de Haan class II, i.e.
lim, oo (m(Ax) — m(x))/L(z) = log A. In particular, m(-) is slowly varying
at oo. Since > v S"2°  p ~ m(n), Theorem [T together with Lemma[21]
imply the result for M,,, and Proposition B.3] implies the result for N,,. [

The next result is the key ingredient for our proof of Theorem Define
Y, =n—-SN,-1,n€eN.

Proposition 3.7. Assume that (I0) holds. Then, for fized § > 0,

nd9L(n)

6
EY, dm(n)’

(24)

13



where m(x) = [ P{¢ > y}dy, x > 0. Furthermore, for functions a and b

as used in Theorem [1.3,

b)Y £, (25)

na(n)
Proof. In the same way as in the proof of Proposition it follows that

n—1
EY) = > (n—k)’P{{¢>n—k}up, neN,
k=0

where uy = Zf:o P{S; = k}, k € Ny. By Corollary 3.6l EN,, ~ n/m(n).
On the other hand, EN,, ~ >"}_,ug, n € N. Thus, >} ur ~ n/m(n) and,
by Corollary 1.7.3 in [6],

o0 . 1
U(s) := nz_;)s Up ~ (=) D=3 as s T 1.

By the same Corollary

9] —s -1
V(s) = Z s"n'P{¢ > n} ~ F((S)l(;l((i 8)5) ) as s T 1.
n=1

Therefore,

> 1-s
nzz:lsnEYf = U(s)V(s) ~ A=) T m((i= s))—l)) as s T 1.

The sequence {Y;, : n € N} is almost surely non-decreasing which implies
that the sequence {EY,? : n € N} is non-decreasing. Therefore, Corollary
1.7.3 in [6] applies and proves (24). Recall that ¢ (z) = zm(c(x)) and
c(x) ~ xL(e(x)). Since m(z)/L(z) — oo, ¢(z) — oo and

Plx) _ wmlc(x))  mlc(@))

c(x) c(x) L(e(z))

as x — 00, we conclude that ¢(x)/c(x) — oo as © — oo. Therefore,

b)) _ )]
a@m)) D)

where [z] denotes the integer part of x, and

L)) b)) Llnm(c@))]) [nm(c(n))]
m([p(n)]) ald(m)])  m(fnm(c(n))]) nl(c(n))
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Ji(n) =

— 00 asn — 0o,

Ja(n) =



remains bounded for large n.
Put v(z) := za(z)/b(x) = ¢(b(z)). For fixed § € (0,1) and any € > 0 we
have, by Markov’s inequality and by (24)),

EY5 n Jo(n J5—1 n
P{Y[ymy > v([¥(n)])e} < 1)5(%[;/’;)])])65 - 2 ( )5615 (n)

The function v is regularly varying at infinity with exponent 1. Therefore,
lim,, 00 v([tP(n—1)]) /v(¢(n)) = 1. Without loss of generality we can assume
that v is non-decreasing. If, for large n, k € ([to(n — 1)], [¢)(n)]], then

Ve o Yy

v(k) — v([(n—1)))
and, by what we have already proved, as n — oo, the right-hand side tends
to 0 in probability, which proves (25]). O

almost surely,

3.2 Some results on exponential integrals of subordinators

Let {Z; : t > 0} be a subordinator with zero drift which is independent
of T', an exponentially distributed random variable with mean one. Set
Q= fOT e~ Ztdt, M :=e ?T, and A:= [” e #dt. First of all, note that

0o o) T
Ay = / e % ds = / e % ds + / e % ds
0 T 0
00 T
= e_ZT/ e~ Gstr=21) g5 4 / e %5 ds.
0 0

Therefore,
A £ MAL +Q, (26)

where A/ is a copy of Ay which is independent of (M,Q). The latter
means that A, is a perpetuity (see [2] for the definition and recent results)
generated by the random vector (M, Q). To verify (20) note that {Zs1— Z; :
s > 0} is a subordinator which is independent of {Z, : v < t} and has the
same law as {Z, : u > 0}. Hence, for any Borel sets A € R? and B € R,

P {(e_ZT,AT) €A, / e~ Gerr=21) 45 € B}
0

= / e—tP{(e—Zt,At) € A, / e Zstt=2) 4s € B} dt
0 0

_ / T et P{(e%, A) € A} dEPIAL € B)
0
= P{(e77,Ap) € A}P{A,, € B},
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and (26]) follows.

Our next result generalizes Proposition 3.1 in [7] dealing with moments
of @), and a number of results concerning moments of fooo e lidt=Q+ A
(see, for example, Proposition 3.3 in [30]).
Proposition 3.8. For A >0 and > 0

A

EQ*M" = ———EQ*'M*,

@ 1+ oA+ p) Q

where p(s) := —log Ee—%%1, s > 0. In particular,
n!

anm = EQ"M™ = —3 ,  m,n € Ny, (27)
[Tico(1 + @(m + k)
Im)!
bom = EQUA™ = e . m,ncN,.

 Iimo( +e(m +k))e(1) - o(m)

The moment sequences {am.n : m,n € No} and {by, n : m,n € No} uniquely
determine the laws of the random vectors (M, Q) and (A, Q) respectively.

Proof. For t > 0 define A; := fg e~%v dv. The following is essentially Eq.
(3.1) in [7].

t
Ai‘e_”z’S = )\/ (A —Av))‘_le_”(zt_z“)e_(“H)Z” dv.
0
Since
A—1

t—v
(At —Av))\_le_“(zt_zv) = e_(A_l)Z” </ e_(Zerv—ZU)dS) e_ﬂ(Zt—Zv)’
0

and {Zs4, — Z, : s > 0} is a subordinator which is independent of {Z, : v <
t} and has the same law as {Z; : t > 0}, we conclude that
(fg_v e~ (Zstv—"2v) ds))‘_le_“(zt_Z”) has the same law as Ai‘__vle_“zt*” and is

independent of e~*~YZv_ Therefore, using Fubini’s theorem,

o
EAye M1 = / e 'EAYe M dt

0
00 t
= )\/ et (/ eV AN LemHZe— dv) dt
0 0

= )\/ e~V </OO e TEAN LeHE—o dt> dv
0 v

= [Ceremin gy [T epae it g,
0 0

A
= ————EBAy e,
Ttehtp T °
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Starting with

o o 1
Ee M4 — / e Ee M4t dt = / e~ttelg = — — (28)
0 0 14 ¢(p)
the formula for a, ,, follows by induction. To prove that the law of (M, Q)
is uniquely determined by {an, : n,m € Npy}, it suffices to check that
the marginal laws are uniquely determined by the corresponding moment
sequences (see Theorem 3 in [24]). Since M € [0, 1] almost surely, the law
of M is trivially moment determinate. From (27)) it follows that

no_ n!
ST ey ey MO

Set f, :=EQ"/n!. The limit f := lim, o0 frn/fn+1 exists and is positive (it
is finite, if Z; is compound Poisson, otherwise it is infinite). By the Cauchy-
Hadamard formula, f = sup{r > 0 : Ee"® < oo}. Therefore, the law of Q
has finite exponential moments of some orders from which we deduce that
this law is moment determinate.

According to Proposition 3.3 in [30], EAZ = m!/(¢(1)---p(m)), m €
Np. In view of (20l),

EQ"A™ = EQ"M™EA™

n!m)! N
= n ) m,n € Ng.
[Tizo(1 +@(m + k))p(1) - - - p(m)
In the same way as above for (M, @) it can be checked that the law of (A, Q)
is determined by the moment sequence. We omit the details. U

3.3 A bivariate result

Assume that (7)) holds, or, equivalently, that

Cl{

w(n) = ]P’{f = (ZPk) ~ () (29)

for some a € (0,1). Let T be an exponentially distributed random variable
with mean 1, which is independent of a subordinator {U; : t > 0} with zero
drift and Lévy measure (3.

It is well known and follows, for example, from our Proposition B.1] that
N, /w(n) weakly converges to the Mittag-Leffler distribution with parameter
a. From (27)) or from Proposition 3.1 in [7] we have

E ! Ut g ' n N
S g\"
(A ‘ ) (I —a)l(dtna) "0

17




which means that fOT e~ Ut dt has Mittag-Leffler distribution with parameter

a. Thus,
N, T
e i/ e Ut dt. (30)
0

w(n
Let 1, be a beta-distributed random variable with parameters 1 — a and «,
i.e. with density x — 7~ !sin(ra)z~*(1—2)* L, 2 € (0,1). It is well known

(see, for example, Theorem 8.6.3 in [6]) that (1 — Sy, —1/n)" 4 n&. It can
be checked that

Ian—1)+1)

E no —
T = T a)(an+ 1)

n € Np.

From (28) it follows that e~UT has the same moment sequence. Therefore,
since the distribution of e~UT is concentrated on [0, 1], it coincides with the
distribution of n%. Thus,

(1 - M) 4 e~Ur, (31)

n
Now we point out a bivariate result generalizing (30) and (31]).

Proposition 3.9. Suppose (7)) holds. Then,
4 T
W)l = Sy, M) b (e, [ e,
0

where {Uy : t > 0} is a subordinator with zero drift and Lévy measure (9).

Remark 3.10. Corollary 3.3 in [26] states that

<L(n) (Npy1 —1),1 — M) % (X, Y), (32)

ne n

where the distribution of a random vector (X,Y") was defined by the moment
sequence. Our proof of Proposition is different from and simpler than
Port’s proof of (32I).

Proof. According to Proposition B.8]it suffices to verify that

. Buwi(n— Sy,_1)NJ JID(a(i — 1) + 1) o
1 Ny S No. (33
noo  witi(n) (- aity)+1n €N (3)
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For i = 0, Eq. (33) follows from (22)). For i € N, Eq. (B3] is checked as
follows.

Ew'(n — Sx, _1) N

n

n n—1
= > > win—DEP{N, =k, S =1}
k=1 1=0
n—1 I+1
= w(P{E=n}+> win—DPE=n—1}Y KFP{S1=1}
=1 k=2

I+1

n—1
= wP{{=n}+> w i (n-10)> KWP{S_1 =1}
=1 k=2

As on p. 26 in [1], define the function f(z) :=0on [0,1) and f(z) := (k+1)’
on [k,k+1) for k € N, and set F(t) := fgf(a:) dx. Then,

n—1[+1 n—1
SN WP{Sp =1} = Y (k+1YP{N, >k} = EF(N,).
=1 k=2 k=1

By Karamata’s theorem, F(t) ~ (j + 1)"'*/*1. Since lim, ;0 N,, = o0
almost surely and (N, /w(n))/*! LN ¢l where &, is Mittag-Leffler dis-
tributed with parameter «, we have

F(N,) a4 &'

witl(n) ” j+1 (34)

By @2), limy,_e0 E(N,/w(n))it2 = K& < oo. Therefore, the sequence
{F(N,,)/w’*(n) : n € N} is uniformly integrable which together with (34])
implies

S e (J)'C-i-l i 4! no(i+1) .
(No) ~ BEZ5w™ () ~ g ar @+ G Da) D) o)

Thus, if ¢ = 1, we have
4! ne(i+1)
DIt (1 — a)T(1 + (j + 1)) Lit(n)’

and (33) follows. Assume now that i > 2. Since w'~!(n) ~ n®C=1/L71(n),
Corollary 1.7.3 in [6] yields

N i I'(1+a@—1))
W(s) := nzz:ls w(n) ~ 1 e DL (1 51 st 1.
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By the same Corollary, ([35]) implies

o) n+1
R(s) = Y s”(Z KP{S, | = z})
n=1 k=2
J! ! sT1
T —a) (L G- "
Therefore,
W (s)R(s) ~ 1+ a(i—1))5! 1

T —a) (S ey 1Y

The sequence {w'~!(n) : n € N} is non-decreasing. Hence, the sequence
(SOt wi=Nn — 1) 2212 KP{S;_1 =1} : n = 2,3,...} is non-decreasing
too. Another appeal to Corollary 1.7.3 in [0] gives, as n — oo,

= - T(1+a(i—1))j! na(i+)

; w' ™ (n —1) kzﬂ bP{Semr =1} ~ (1 —a)T(1+ali +4)) L (n)’

From this, (33) follows. O

4 Proof of Theorem

Our proof essentially relies upon the following classical result

k
lim P{n—5Sy,1 <k} = m™! > P{e>i} = P{W <k}, keN. (36)
i=1

In order to see why (B6) holds, note that

P{n - Sn,-1 =k} = ZP{Si—l =n—k, 5 2 n}
i=1

n—k
= P{E=k}) P{Si=n—k}
i=0
— mT'P{{ >k}, n— oo,
by the elementary renewal theorem, and (36l follows.
From (I2]) we conclude that

M, — N, % M, —1, (37)
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where W is a random variable with distribution (36) which is independent
of {M], : n € N}. Therefore, for any sequence {d, : n € N} such that
hmn—)oo dn = 00,

Mn_Nn
—— 5. (38)

Assume that the distribution of £ does not belong to the domain of attraction
of any stable law with index a € [1,2]. Then, as is well known, it is not
possible to find sequences z,, > 0 and y, € R such that (S, — y,)/xn
converges to a proper and non-degenerate law. In view of

P{N, >m} = P{S, <n—1}, (39)

the same is true for N,, (see Theorem 7 in [I3] and/or Theorem 2 in [19] for
more details), and according to (38]), for M,.

Assume that conditions (ii) of Theorem hold. If 02 = oo and (B)
holds with a = 2, then arguing as in the proof of Theorem 2 in [19] we
conclude that, with a, and b,, defined in our Theorem [L.2],

Nn_bn

an

= U2.

Theorem 5 in [13] (if 0% < 00) and Theorem 7 in [13] (if (@) holds for some
a € [1,2)) leads to the same limiting relation (with corresponding a,, and
by, and with po replaced by pg in the latter case).

In view of (B8] the same limiting relations hold for M,, and, hence, by
Lemma 2.1 for X,,. The proof of Theorem is complete.

5 A probabilistic proof of Theorem [1.4]

Set Y,, :=n — Sy, —1. The sequence of distributions of {M,,/EM,, : n € N}
is tight. According to (42)), EM,, ~ constw(n), where w(n) is the same
as in (29). Therefore, there exists a sequence {n; : k € N} such that
limy_, o n = 00 and, as k — oo, M, /w(ny) converges in law to a random

variable Z, say, with a proper law. From Y, Ei 400 and the result of Lemma
we conclude that, as k — oo, My, /w(ng) converges in law to a random

variable 2" < 7. By Proposition B.9] as & — oo,

<w(Ynk) Np, _)1> 4 (M, Q) := (e—UT,/OTe‘Utdt).

w(ng) " w(ng
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Rewriting (I2)) in the form

Mnk MYnk w(Ynk) Nnk -1

wng) — wV,) wlng) — wng)

we conclude that, as k — oo,

]/W\Y"k w(Ynk) Nnk —1
w(¥n,)" wlng) " wlng)

> i (Z/7 M7 Q)?

where 7' £ 7 and using characteristic functions it can be checked that Z’
is independent of (M, Q). Furthermore,

z L M7 +Q. (40)

From (20)) it follows that the distribution of [;e~U* dt is a solution of ({0).
By Theorem 1.5 (i) in [31] this solution is unique. Therefore, we have proved

that, as k& — oo,
Mo 4 /OO eVt d.
w(ng) 0
The same argument can be repeated for any sequence like ng, and the proof
is complete.
Combining the proof above with the results of Subsection immedi-
ately give the following corollary.

Corollary 5.1. Suppose (7) holds. Then,

o ™ e

00 T
LS </ e_(Ut+T_UT)dt, e_UT,/ e Ut dt) .
0 0

Furthermore, (M, — N,)/w(n— Sy, -1) and (w(n—Sy,—1)/w(n), N, /w(n))

are asymptotically independent, and
0o T
/ e Ut dt,/ e Ut dt> .
T 0

w (M, — No, Npy) % <
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6 An analytic proof of Theorem [1.4]

Nothing more than () and (2]) is required for the proof given below. In
particular, the construction in Section [2]is not needed.
For k,n € N set aj(n) := EXF and by(n) := ENF. For x > 0 define

'l —a)l(az+1)
Flafx—1)+1)

O(z) = -1 = azB(az,1 —a) — 1,

where B denotes the beta function. Note that

Blax,1-a) = /01 Yyl 1l—y)dy = o7 /OOO eV (1 — e /)= dy
and, hence,
(z) = /000 ze (1 —e V) dy — 1
= /000(1 —eVMy Tl — e ™) — 1

0o . e—y/oe
= /0 (1—e Q)W dy. (41)

Thus, the function ® is the Laplace exponent of an infinitely divisible law
with zero drift and Lévy measure v given in ([@)). Note that (@Il) corrects an
error on p. 102 in [4]. Assuming that (7)) holds we will prove that

. LF(n k!
nh_)H;O nik)ak(n) = —~——=—~ = a, keN (42)

This will imply (see, for example, [4]) that (i) ar = E(n*), k € N, where
7 is a random variable with distribution of the exponential integral of a
subordinator with zero drift and Lévy measure v, and that (ii) the moments
aj,asz, ... uniquely determine the law of 7. Note that the statement in (i)
was first obtained in Example 3.4 in [30]. From (i) and (ii) it will follow
that ([@2) implies (&]).

Exactly in the same way as for bg(n) in the proof of Lemma B4l but
starting with (Il instead of ([LG), it follows that

n—1

ai(n) = 1+7‘n2a1(n—z’)pi,
i=1
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and, for k € {2,3,...},
ag(n) = Dilar(n),...,ax—2(n)) + kap_1( +7"nzak (n—1i)p

=: )+ Tn Z ax(n — )p;, (43)

where the Dg(.) are the same as in the proof of Lemma B4 and r, :=
1/(p1 + -+ 4+ pn-1). We are ready to prove (42)). Again, we use induction
on k. Suppose [@2]) holds for k € {1,2,...,m — 1}. Set

1
= = 2,3,...
ﬁl 1_ bl and ﬁk 1bk H b, 7 k€ { 737 }7

i1 — 17
where by, := k!/(T*(1 — a)['(1 + ak)), k € N, and note that
Qp_—1 — Bk(bk—l - k_lbk) = 0. (44)

In the following we exploit an idea given in the proof of Proposition 3 in
[14]. Suppose there exists an € > 0 such that ag(n) > (B + €)bg(n) for
infinitely many n. It is possible to decrease € so that the inequality ag(n) >
(B + €)bk(n) 4 ¢ holds infinitely often for any fixed positive c¢. Thus, we can
define n. := inf{n > 1: ax(n) > (Bi + €)bg(n) + c}. Then

ag(n) < (B +€)bg(n)+cforallne{1,2,...,n.—1}. (45)
We have
m ne—1
(Br + €)br(ne) +¢ < ag(ne) = di(ne) + o, Z ag(ne —i)p;
i=1
ne—1
QSE) d(ne) + ¢+ (Be + rn. Y br(ne — i)p;
i=1
@3),d5)

= Dy(a) + kag—1(n.) + ¢
+(Br + €)(rn, — 1)(br(ne) — Di(b) — kbg_1(ne)) +
+(Br + €)br(ne) — (B + €)(Dy(b) + kbr—1(nc)),

or, equivalently,

0 < Dk(a) + kak_l(nc) + (/Bk + 6)(7’nc — 1)(bk(n0) — Dk(b) — kbk—l(nc))
=Bk + €)(Di(b) + kb—1(nc)),
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where we have used the abbreviations Dg(a) := Dg(ai(ne),...,ax—2(nc))
and Dy (b) := Dg(b1(ne),...,bg—2(n.)) for convenience. Divide the latter
inequality by z(c) := niFbe /L*1(n.) and let ¢ go to oo (which implies
n. — 00). Notice that, according to (), r, — 1 ~n~*L(n) and that by the
induction assumption

lim Di(a1(ne), - .., ap—2(ne)) ~ 0 and  lim ag—1(ne¢)
c—00 Z(C) €00 Z(C)

= ag_1.

Using these facts and (22)) we obtain
0 < kagp—1+ (Bk + )bk — (B + €)kbg_1.

Since the function ® defined at the beginning of the proof is positive for
x >0, and kbg_1/bp—1 = ®(k), we conclude that kby_1 —by > 0. Therefore,

€(kbg—1 — bk) < k(ak—l — Br(bp—1 — k_lbk)) =0

by (44]). This is the desired contradiction. Thus, we have verified that

. ap(n)
< .
limsupp Ty < O

A symmetric argument proves the converse inequality for the lower bound.
Therefore,

nka nka
~ b ~ b —_— = I
ag(n) ~ Brbr(n) ~ Bk TR~ TR
A similar but simpler reasoning yields the result for £k = 1. We omit the
details. The proof is complete.

7 Proof of Theorem [1.1]

By Lemma 2] it suffices to prove the result for M,,. Assume first that
m < oo. It is well known that
Ny

lim — =

1
— almost surely. (46)
n—oo N m

In view of @7), lim, (M, — Np)/n = 0 almost surely, which yields

lim,, o0 My, /n = 1/m almost surely. By the elementary renewal theorem,
EN,, ~ n/m. Using the same approach as in Section [6]it is straightforward
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to check that EM, ~ n/m. Conversely, if M,/a, A 1, then (B8] gives

(M,, — Ny)/an L 0. Therefore, Ny, /an L 1. An appeal to (6] allows us to
conclude that a, ~ n/m.

Assume now that m = co. According to @23), EN* ~ n*/L*(n), k € N.
Again, the same approach as in Section [0l yields

k
EXF ~ —'  ~ (EX,)*, keN.
n Lk(n) ( ) ’ S
Therefore,
X, \*
lim E — 1, keN
300 <EXn>  PE

which proves ). In fact, to arrive at (@), it suffices to know that EX,, ~
n/L(n) and EX2 ~ n?/L?(n) and exploit Chebyshev’s inequality. The proof
is complete.

8 Proof of Theorem

By Theorem 3 (c¢) and formulae on p. 42 in [5] (see also [18])
N, —b(n)—1
a(n)

where 4 is the 1-stable law with characteristic function [ €™y (dz) =
exp(itlog |t| — |t|m/2), t € R. By Corollary B.6]

= 1,

= 1. (47)

Therefore,
M, —b(n) M, — N, +1b(n)
a(n) N,—1 a(n)
Thus, to prove the theorem it suffices to show that the second summand
tends to 0 in probability. Clearly, this can be regarded as a rate of conver-
gence result for (7). Recalling the notation Y,, = n — Sy, —1 and using (I2))
gives

= 1.

My — N, +1b(n) ]/\Zyn m(n) b(n)Yy, n
N,—1 a(n)  Y,/m(Y,) m(Y,) na(n) m(n)(N, — 1)

4
=: HKZ(n)
i=1
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By Corollary B.6l, m(n)M, /n 51 Using the equality of distributions (I2])
and the fact that Y, - oo allows us to conclude that Ki(n) 5 By
Theorem 6 in [12], K3 (n) 4 /R, where R is a random variable uniformly
distributed on [0, 1]. By Proposition B7 K3(n) 5. Finally, by Corollary
B0 K4(n) 2 1. The proof is complete.

9 Number of collisions in beta coalescents

In this section the main results presented in Section [l are applied to the
number of collisions that take place in beta coalescent processes until there
is just a single block. Other closely related functionals of coalescent processes
such as the total branch length or the number of segregating sites have been
studied in [10] and [21].

Let £ denote the set of all equivalence relations on N. For n € N let
on : € — &, denote the natural restriction to the set &, of all equivalence
relations on {1,...,n}. For n € &, let |n| denote the number of blocks
(equivalence classes) of 7.

Pitman [25] and Sagitov [29] independently introduced coalescent pro-
cesses with multiple collisions. These Markovian processes with state space
& are characterized by a finite measure A on [0, 1] and are, hence, also called
A-coalescent processes. For a A-coalescent {II; : ¢ > 0}, it is known that the
process {|g,Il;| : £ > 0} has infinitesimal rates

o Plondl| =k} n / n—k—1 k-1
Ink = ltlirélf = [071}:17 (1 —2)" " A(dx) (48)

for all k,n € N with &k < n. Let g, := Zz;% gnk, 1 € N, denote the total
rates. We are interested in the number X, of collisions (jumps) that take
place in the restricted coalescent process {o,II; : ¢ > 0} until there is just
a single block. From the structure of the coalescent process it follows that
(Xn)nen satisfies the recursion (), where I,, is independent of X, ..., X,
with distribution P{I,, = k} = gnn—t/9n, k € {1,...,n — 1}. The random
variable n — I, is the (random) state of the process {|o,II| : t > 0} after its
first jump.

We consider beta coalescents, where, by definition, A = (a,b) is the
beta distribution with density = + (B(a,b)) 2% 1 (1 — 2)*~! with respect
to the Lebesgue measure on (0, 1), and B(a,b) := I'(a)T'(b)/T'(a+b) denotes
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the beta function, a,b > 0. In this case the rates (48]) have the form

n 1 ! +n—k—2 bt+k—2
. — a+n 1— + d
we = (10) g [, 0

( n )B(a—l—n—k‘—l,b+k‘—1)
k

k,ne Nk <n. (49)

-1 B(a,b) ’
From
B k(k+1) B(a,b+k—1)
Jk+1,k = 5 B(a, )
it follows that
n—1 n—1 9 1 n—1
n = — = = kB(a,b+k—1).
g ;(Qkﬂ k) 2 FT 1% T B ; (a,b+ )

In the following it is assumed that b = 1 such that the rates (9] reduce to

n \ Bla+n—k—1k) n! Fa+n—k—1)

B(a, 1) T kD! Tlatn-_1)

and the total rates to

n—1 a I'(a)l'(n + 1))
—\ -5 ) f 2
dn :CLZ]CB(CZ,]‘C) = CL—2< P(CL—l—n—l) OI'CL>07CL7E )
= 2(hn — 1) for a = 2.
Here, h, := Y ;= ; 1/i denotes the n-th harmonic number. From the last

formula it follows that the parameter a = 2 plays a special role in this

model. Define
2—al(a+k—-1)

Fa(k+2) 7
Assume now that 0 < a < 2. In this case (and only in this case) we have
pr > 0 for k € Nand > 72, pr = 1. Let £ be a random variable with
distribution P{{ = k} = px, k € N. For 0 < a < 2, a # 1, we can rewrite
(B0) in terms of o := 2 — a in the form

_ 1 o k
Pk = 1—a<k‘—|—1>( 1)¥ keN.

Therefore, for a # 1, i.e. o # 1, £ has probability generating function

_ - . 1 o _ l-as—(1-9)"
Bt = ;;mk B ﬂz<k+1> (=9)" = 1-a)s

k=1

P = k e N. (50)
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For a =1, i.e. @ =1, the probability generating function is

R k log(1 — s)
Es¢ = T 1 log(1— R E—
s ;k(k%—l) og(l—s)+ .

with continuous extensions for s = 0 and s = 1. For 0 < a < 2 it follows by
induction on n that

P{¢>n} = 1?(‘”"_1) n €N,

(@)'(n+1)
Using I'(n + ) ~ T'(n)n® for n — oo, we conclude that

a—2 n—¢

P{¢ > n} ~ Ta) = T2 —a) n — oo.

Thus, if 1 < a < 2, or, equivalently, 0 < a < 1, Theorem [[.4] is applicable
(with L(n) = 1/T'(a) = 1/I'(2 — a)), and we obtain the following result.

Theorem 9.1. For the B(a,1)-coalescent with 1 < a < 2, i.e., 0 < a :=
2 —a < 1, the number X,, of collision events satisfies

__Xn 4 / e Utat,
I'2— a)n® 0

where {Uy : t > 0} is a subordinator with zero drift and Lévy measure (9).

Note that, for A = S(a,b), we have u_1 := [ 271 A(dz) < oo if and only
if @ > 1. Under the condition pu_1; < oo, limiting results similar to that
presented in the above Theorem are known for the number of segregat-
ing sites (see, for example, Proposition 5.1 in [21]) for general A-coalescent
processes with mutation.

Assume now that 0 < a < 1. Then, m :=E{ = 1/(1 —a) < co. It is
straightforward to verify that

- 2—a
k2 ~N — a — .
kgl Dk ( 1)n, n — 0o

In particular, the variance of £ is infinite. Thus, Theorem is applicable
(with L(n) = 2 —a)/T(a+1) = /T3 — ), C :=1/T(a) = 1/T(2 — «),
b :=n(1 —a) = n(a — 1) and ¢, :=n'/®), and yields the following result.
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Theorem 9.2. For the ((a,1)-coalescent with 0 < a < 1, i.e., 1 < a :=
2 —a < 2, the number X,, of collision events satisfies

X, —n(la—1)
(0 — D)t Djaptja 7 He
or, equivalently,
X, — -1
Xn —nfa—1) 4 5. (51)

(a — 1)nt/o
where Eexp(itS,) = exp([t|*(cos(ma/2) + isin(mwa/2)sgn(t))), t € R.

Gnedin and Yakubovich [I7, Theorem 9] use analytic methods to verify
the same convergence result (GBI for A-coalescents satisfying A([0,x]) =
Az + O(z%), 2 = 0,0 < a < 1, >max{(2 —a)?/(5 - 5a +a?),1 — a}.

Theorems and do not cover the asymptotics of X, for the Bolt-
hausen-Sznitman coalescent, i.e. the ((a,b)-coalescent with a = b = 1.
The limiting behaviour of X,, for the Bolthausen-Sznitman coalescent was
studied in [20], and follows also from our Theorem [LH with py := 1/(k(k +
1)), L(n) =1, c(x) := x, b(z) := x/logx + xloglog z/(log z)?, and a(xr) :=
b*(z)/x ~ x/(logx)?. Therefore, the asymptotics of X,, for all 3(a,1)-
coalescent processes with 0 < a < 2 is clarified. Unfortunately, our method
cannot be used to treat the asymptotics of X, for 8(a, 1)-coalescent processes
with @ > 2, as in this case the crucial assumption (2]) is not satisfied.

10 Possible generalizations

We have studied random recursions () under the assumption that

I, % ¢ (52)

with specified rate of convergence (2)). If E{ < oo, this specific rate of conver-
gence (2)) ensures that X,, and N,, have the same limiting behaviour. Under
the sole condition (52]) without any assumption on the speed of convergence
such as (2)), the asymptotics of X, can differ significantly from that of N,,
even if E€ < co. Assume for example that [s = 1 and that P{I,, =n—1} =
1-P{I, =1} = 1/n for n > 3, or, equivalently, that 7,1 = 1—7m, ,—1 = 1/n
for n > 3. In this case, (52)) is obviously satisfied with £ = 1. In particular,
Sy =k, k € Ny, and N, = n, n € N. It is straightforward to derive the
distribution of X,,. We have P{X,, = n — 1} = [\, m ;-1 = 2/n and, for
k € {1, e, — 2}, ]P{Xn = k’} = Tp—k+1,1 H?:n—k+2 Tii—1 = 1/n Thus,
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X, /n is asymptotically uniformly distributed on (0,1). In particular, N,
and X,, do not have a similar limiting behaviour.

It is even more evident that the rate of convergence in (52)) will influence
the limiting behaviour of X,,, if E€ = oo, in particular, when (@) holds.

For the case E§ = oo we left open the interesting theoretical problem of
finding necessary and sufficient conditions under which (X,, —b,)/a, weakly
converges to a proper law. Theorems[I.1] [[.4] and are our contribution to
the one-sided solution of this problem. To solve the problem in full generality
one should, among others, understand a weak behaviour of X,, under the
assumption > ;o py ~ 1/L(n), where L is some slowly varying function. It
seems that this case is not amenable to the analysis presented in this work.

We concentrated on M,, the number of jumps of the process RM™ .=
{R,g") : k € Ny}, which is an interesting generalization of random walks. We

think it is of interest to analyse other functionals of R™ such as My(f) =
#{k>1: ngn) — R,(:_)l = ¢} for some fixed i € {0,1,...,n — 1}, or T}, :=
M, + MT(LO) =inf{k > 1: R,(Cn) =n — 1}. P. Negadajlov has already checked
that Theorems [[.T] .2 4] and of the present work remain valid with
X, 2 M, replaced with T,,.

Acknowledgement. The authors thank Alexander Gnedin for fruitful
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