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RENORMALIZATION OF THE TWO-DIMENSIONAL
LOTKA-VOLTERRA MODEL

By J. THEODORE Cox! AND EDWIN A. PERKINS?
Syracuse University and University of British Columbia

We show that renormalized two-dimensional Lotka—Volterra mod-
els near criticality converge to a super-Brownian motion. This is used
to establish long-term survival of a rare type for a range of parameter
values near the voter model.

1. Introduction. We consider here the two-dimensional version of a spa-
tially explicit, stochastic Lotka—Volterra model for competition introduced
by Neuhauser and Pacala in [7]. The idea there was to formulate and study
a model for use in plant ecology which was based on individual, stochastic
short range interactions between plants. Most classical competition models
are “mean field” differential equations models, and do not take into account
the spatial locations of individual plants or individual dynamical effects.
Neuhauser and Pacala proved that their model differs in interesting ways
from the classical differential equations models. We refer the reader to [7]
for a discussion of the biological significance of their findings.

In our previous papers [2] and [3] we studied this model in dimensions
d > 3. In [2] we proved that suitably rescaled nearly critical sequences of
these processes converge to super-Brownian motion. In [3] we used this con-
vergence and a renormalization argument to prove that survival and /or coex-
istence hold for certain parameter regions. In fact, these results were proved
for a more general class of models we called voter model perturbations.

Our goal here is to extend this work to the more biologically relevant case
d = 2, the critical dimension. The fact that the two-dimensional random
walk is recurrent requires that we use a different mass normalization than
in the d > 3 case, and this complicates the analysis considerably. We believe
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2 J. T. COX AND E. A. PERKINS

that appropriate versions of our main results, Theorems 1.2 and 1.3 below,
hold for the general voter model perturbations of [2], but in order to keep the
presentation as simple as possible, we will consider only the Lotka—Volterra
models which we now define.

The state space for our process is {0, 1}Zd, where Z% is the d-dimensional
integer lattice. For £ € {0,1}Zd, we interpret {(x) =i to mean there is a
plant of type i at site z € Z%, i = 0,1, and we will sometimes identify &
with the set {z € Z?:¢&(x) = 1}. The parameters for our process are two
nonnegative numbers o, a1, and a probability mass function p:Z?* — [0,1]
which satisfies p(0) = 0, p is symmetric with covariance matrix 021, and the
kernel p(x,y) = p(y — x) is irreducible.

Define the local densities f; = fi(€) = (fi(z,€),z € Z9),

(L1)  filz,&) = ply— o) {ey) =i},  i=0,1,zez%¢e {01},

and the Lotka—Volterra rate function c(x,&) by

[ [ilfo+aofr), if {(x) =0,
(12 (o) = { R0l HED D

The Lotka—Volterra process & is the unique {0, 1}Zd—valued Feller process
with rate function ¢(x,§), meaning that the generator of & is the closure of
the operator 2:

Q&) = c(,&)($(£") — (€))

xT

on the set of functions gb:{O,l}Zd — R depending on only finitely many
coordinates (see, e.g., Remark 2.5 of [3]). Here £*(y) = &(y) for y # = and
&5(z) =1 £(a).

One can interpret the rate function in the following way. A plant of type
i at site x in configuration £ dies at rate f; + a;f1—; and is immediately
replaced by a plant of type {(y), where y is chosen with probability p(y —x).
The death rate incorporates both interspecific and intraspecfic effects. The
parameter a; measures the competitive effect of the neighboring type 1 —1¢
plants on type i, while we set the self-competition parameter equal to one.

Since fo+ f1 =1, ¢(z,€) can also be written in the form

C(ht(ao-Df e =0,
(1.3) C(x’@‘{féﬂaf—l)f?, if £() = 1.

Setting g = a1 = 1 results in the well-known voter model (see Chapter 4 of
[6]). In [1] an invariance principle was proved for the voter model. Namely,
appropriately rescaled voter models converge to super-Brownian motion.
The above form for ¢(z, ) suggests the possibility of a similar result holding
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for the Lotka—Volterra model for parameters «; sufficiently close to one. This
is the case, as was proved in [2] for high dimensions, d > 3. We briefly recall
the main result of that paper.

We define a sequence of rescaled Lotka—Volterra models as follows. Con-
sider a sequence {a} : N € N} of o; Values fori=1,2andlet & = ét(N) denote
the Lotka—Volterra model with «; = a .For N=1,2,...,let Sy =Z¢ / VN
and define the kernels py: Sy — [0, 1] by

(1.4) pn(z) =p(zV'N), x € Sn.

For ¢ € {0,1}5~ | the rescaled densities f¥ = fN(¢) = (fN(z,€),2 € Sy), are
given by

(1.5) @)=Y pnly—o){(y) =i},  i=0,1.

yESN

Then &N (z) = ](V]Z) (zv/N),x € Sy, is the unique Feller process taking values
in {0,1}5 with rate function

N #)2), if —0,
0 o~ [N g
Given a sequence N’ = N’(N), we define the measure-valued processes
XN by

(1.7) = Z &N (2)6,,

SCESN

where 4, is the unit point mass at x. That is, we place an atom of size
1/N' at each site = with &Y (x) = 1. (We will see below that the appropriate
choice for N’ is dimension dependent.) If 3", £V (z) < oo, then for each t > 0,
XN € My = M;¢(R?), the space of finite Borel measures on R, which we
endow with the topology of weak convergence. Let D([0,00), M[) be the
Skorokhod space of cadlag M y-valued paths, and let {2y ¢ be the space of
continuous M ¢-valued paths with the topology of uniform convergence on
compacts. In either case, X; will denote the coordinate function, X;(w) =
w(t). Integration of a function ¢ with respect to a measure p will be denoted
by p(¢). Also, we will use 1 to denote the function identically one on R
We make the following assumptions about the initial states fév :

(@) Y &'(a)<oo

TESN
(1.8)
b) X —Xo  in MR as N — oc.
Our basic assumption concerning the rates o is, for i =0, 1,

(1.9) 0N =N'(a) —1) =6, eR as N — oo.
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In some places we only require that
(1.10) 6=1vsup{||:i=0,1,N =1,2,...} < o0.

Let Py be the law of X on D([0,00), M) and for Xo € My, let P;éf"#
be the law of super-Brownian motion with branching rate ~, drift § and
diffusion coefficient o2 on Qx ¢ (and on D([0,00), My)). (See Section 3

below for a characterization of P'Y 00" )
In [2] it was shown that, for dlmensmn d>3 and with N'=N, Py =

P;}f’cr2 as N — oo for certain parameters v and 6, where = denotes weak
convergence on D([0,00), My). To define these parameters, we introduce
random walk systems {Bf,t >0,z € Z%} and {B¥,t >0,z € Z*}. The walks
B? and BY are rate one walks with step distribution p(-) and Bf = BE = .
The system {Bf,t >0,z € Z%} is a system of independent random walks.
The system {Bf, t >0,z € Z%} is a system of coalescing random walks, mean-
ing that the walks move independently of one another until they meet, at
which time they coalesce and move together. We define the collision times
7(x,y) = inf{t > 0: Bf = BY} and 7(x,y) = inf{t > 0: Bf = B/}, and the

constants
Ve = Zp(e)P(?((L e) = o),
VO—ZP 7(0,e) = 7(0,¢’) = c0),
Zp P(7(0,e) =7(0,€') = 00, 7(e, ') < c0).

In [2] we proved the following.

THEOREM 1.1. Assume N'=N and d >3, and (1.8) and (1.9) hold.
Then

27e,0,0°
Py = Py"7 as N — oo,

where 6 = 0gyo — 0171 .

The strategy used for the proof of Theorem 1.1 in [2] was the follow-
ing. First, derive a semimartingale representation for XV. Second, obtain
L? bounds on XtN (1), which, along with the semimartingale representation,
lead to a proof of tightness of the laws Py. Finally, show that any limit-
ing martingale problem for X takes the form of the martingale problem
characterizing super-Brownian motion. Unfortunately, there are significant
difficulties implementing this approach when d = 2.
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For the two-dimensional voter model, the appropriate mass renormaliza-
tion factor is N’ = N/(log N) (see Theorem 1.2 in [1]). The normalization
N’ =N leads only to deterministic heat flow in the limit, as in [9]. Adopt-
ing this N’, the first problem we encounter is that the estimates in [1] no
longer imply even L' boundedness of X/N(1), let alone L? boundedness.
This means that even tightness is a more complicated issue than it was
before. The method used for d > 3 in [2] depended on the fact that over
short time scales € the Lotka—Volterra dynamics are quite close to voter
dynamics, as the rates of the “perturbation terms” are of smaller order.
By conditioning back time e, we allow the quadratic terms in the drift to
relax to voter model equilibria values, and this produces the constants in
the limiting super-Brownian motion. We needed to choose € =¢(N) — 0 so
that the Lotka—Volterra process is still well approximated by the voter dy-
namics, but slow enough so that the system has a chance to relax. Here,
however, our errors in the voter model approximation to the Lotka—Volterra
model are multiplied by a factor of log N. This effectively puts an upper
bound on ¢ so that the voter approximation over time ¢ is good enough.
At this point we must verify that this still gives the system enough time
to relax to its equilibrium values. The factor of log N also makes our total
mass bounds problematic. Again, the key is the above voter comparison, as
once we pass to the voter model over short time intervals, the voter model
clustering in d = 2 effectively absorbs this factor, providing ¢ is enough time
for the system to cluster.

Another new issue for d =2 is that even to define the parameters of our
limiting super-Brownian motion some new two-dimensional random walk
estimates are required (see, e.g., Lemma 2.5 and Proposition 2.1 below).

To state our results, we introduce the two-dimensional potential kernel

a(z),
(111) a(z) :/OOO[P(BS —0)— P(BF = 0)]dt.

Note that a(z) > 0 since symmetry of p(-) implies P(BY = 0) > P(B¥ =0).
We may now define

7 = 2mo? /OOO Z ple)p(e)

x P(1(0,e) AT(0,¢") > 7(e,€') € du,
(1.12) BgzijZ:y)
x a(y — x).
The fact that * is finite is contained in Proposition 2.1, proved in Section 2.
Our two-dimensional Lotka—Volterra invariance principle is the following:
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THEOREM 1.2. Assume d =2, N' = N/(logN), and (1.8) and (1.9)
hold. Then

2 2
Py = P;Z;U 0,0 as N — oo,

where 0 = ~*(0y — 01).

Theorem 1.1 was used in [3] to prove, for dimensions d > 3, that survival
holds for a region of parameter values a = («p, 1) near (1,1). If P* denotes
the dependence of the Lotka—Volterra model on «, survival for parameter
values o means that

PY(|&| >0 forallt>0] & =1) >0,

where |£| =Y, &(x). A similar result holds here. Let S be the set of all
(g, ) for which survival occurs. For 0 < n < 1, define S” to be the set of
all (g, 1) # (1,1) such that

_ (1—n)(ag—1), ifag>1,
“ 1<{(1+77)(040—1), if g < 1.

THEOREM 1.3. For 0 <n <1, there exists r(n) >0 such that survival
holds for all (cvg, 1) € S such that 1 —r(n) < ap and a; <1+7r(n).

If S7"={(ag,a1) € S":1—7r(n) < apand a; <1+ r(n)}, Theorem 1.3
shows survival holds on the region S =y, < 5" illustrated in Figure 1.

Theorem 1.3 follows from Theorem 1.2 by a cavalier interchange of limits.
Long-term survival for the limiting super-Brownian motion in Theorem 1.2

[45]

1 )]

Fic. 1. Survival region of Theorem 1.35.
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occurs iff 8 > 0, that is, g > #;. Interchanging limits as N — oo and t — oo
leads to survival of the original particle system for ag > a1 and « near
(1,1). The monotonicity of the Lotka—Volterra models (increasing in o and
decreasing in a) established in Section 1 of [3] [see (1.3) of that work] allows
one to infer survival for larger values of o and smaller values of o as stated
in Theorem 1.3.

The above interchange of limits argument is carried out for d > 3 in
Theorem 1 of [3], where now 6 > 0 in Theorem 1.1 leads to survival for
lag — 1| < r(n) satisfying

_ (mo+n)(ag—1),  if ag <1,
(113) “ 1<{(m0—77)(040—1), if g >1,

where my =1 /70 < 1. In the proof of Theorem 1.3 the interchange of limits
is justified by a comparison with super-critical oriented percolation as in [3].
To obtain suitable independence in our percolation events, we must study
the Lotka—Volterra model with 0 boundary conditions outside a large box
and show the effect of these boundary conditions is small on an appropriate
space—time region (Lemma 9.1). This argument is now more involved than
the corresponding one in [3] due to the different mass normalization and the
fact that the conditioning technique used in the convergence theorem must
be adapted to handle this new type of bound.

Note that in Theorem 1.3 survival fails at the point o = (1,1) itself. We
conjecture that Theorem 1.3 is sharp in the following sense:

CONJECTURE. There is a continuous curve ag = g(ay), tangent to ay =
ag at (1,1), so that survival fails above the curve for ag close to 1.

The corresponding conjecture has been proved for d > 3 to the left of
(1,1) with the slope mg in place of 1, but in fact is false to the right of (1,1)
(with slope my) in this higher dimensional setting. The exact state of affairs
will appear in a forthcoming article with Rick Durrett.

We say coexistence holds for the Lotka—Volterra model if there is a sta-
tionary distribution under which there are both 0’s and 1’s (necessarily
infinitely many of each) a.s. For d > 3, it follows from (1.13) and symmetry
that survival of 0’s will occur if

(1.14) a1 — 1> (mg +n)" Hao — 1), ap < 1 and close to 1.

We have restricted op < 1 so that the regions in (1.13) and (1.14) intersect
in a local nonempty wedge to the left of (1,1) containing a local piece of
the diagonal a; = ap (see Figure 3 in [3]). The survival of both types for
parameter values in this local wedge easily leads to coexistence in this local
wedge for d > 3 (see Theorem 4 of [3]). The wedge is nonempty because
mo < 1. For d =2 in Theorem 1.3, we are in the critical case mg =1, and the
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above proof of coexistence just fails. Neuhauser and Pacala have conjectured
coexistence holds along the diagonal oy =y for ap < 1 (see Conjecture 1
of [7]) and proved it for small o (see Theorem 1 of [7]). Theorem 4 in [3]
confirms this for d > 3 for «ag close to 1, but Theorem 1.3 and the above
Conjecture suggest that for d = 2 their conjecture is quite delicate near
ag = 1. One approach to establishing coexistence near ay =1 would be to
derive second order (concave up) asymptotics for the survival region near
(1,1) and so deduce survival in an open thorn with tip at (1,1) with slope
1.

Section 2 gives an alternative description of v* and proves it is finite
(Proposition 2.1). The martingale problems for both the approximating
Lotka—Volterra processes and limiting super-Brownian motion are provided
in Section 3. In Section 4 we state the key bounds, including L' and L?
bounds on the total mass (Proposition 4.3), a mean measure bound (Propo-
sition 4.4), and asymptotics for the increasing processes arising in the mar-
tingale problem for XV obtained in Section 3 (Proposition 4.7). We then
show how Theorem 1.2 follows from these estimates. Section 5 contains mass
and mean measure bounds for the voter and biased voter models. Both upper
and lower biased voter models are used because they are simpler to handle
than the Lotka—Volterra model, and bound it above and below, respectively.
The voter model estimates are obtained by direct duality calculations, and
the biased voter bounds are then obtained by conditioning back over short
time intervals, arguing that the voter dynamics are close over such intervals.
In Section 6 the above bounds and techniques are used to prove Proposi-
tions 4.3-4.5. The proof of Proposition 4.7, which is more delicate as the
demands on our € relaxation time are more severe, is split over Sections 7
and 8. Finally, the proof of Theorem 1.3 is given in Section 9.

NOTE. Henceforth, we will assume that d =2 and N’ = N/(log N).

2. Characterization of ~*. Recall the independent system of random
walks {B?,z € Z?} and the coalescing random walk system {B¥,z € Z?}
from Section 1, and also the collision times 7(x,%) and 7(z,y). For e, e’ € Z2,
define the event I'p(e,e’) = {7(e,e') < T,7(0,e) A7(0,¢') > T}, and let

(2.1) gr=Y_ ple)p(e)P(Tr(e,e)).

e,e/ €72

We will need the following characterization of v* defined in (1.12).

ProroOSITION 2.1.

(2.2) ~v* = lim (logT)qr < oc.
T—o0
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Before beginning the proof of Proposition 2.1, we assemble some facts
about two-dimensional random walk. Let 7, = inf{t > 0: Bf =z}, and write
P? to indicate the law of the walk B¥. Let P(-) =3 . cz2p(e)P¢(-), and
define

(2.3) H(t) = P(rg > t).

Let |x| be the Euclidean norm of z € R.

PROPOSITION 2.2.

. _ 2
(2.4) th—glo H(t)logt=2mo".
PE(1p > 1) 9
. — < .
(2.5) oD S 2a(x) for all z € Z7,t >0
. P*(ro>t) 9
(26) th—zglo W = (I(x) fOT all T &€ Z .
(2.7) a(x)/|z|, x # 0 is bounded.

REMARK 2.3. The trivial bound (2.7) is derived below. In fact, it is not
hard to show a(z)/log |z| — 1/70? as |z| — co. If 3, |e|"p(e) < oo for some
r > 2, this limit is a simple consequence of the far more precise P12.3 in [10].

PROOF OF PROPOSITION 2.2. The limit (2.4) is well known, for ex-
ample, see Lemma A.3 in [1] for a proof. Now let Y,,,n=0,1,2,..., be a
random walk with step distribution p(-), and let o, =inf{n >1:Y,, = z}.
We will abuse notation slightly and also let P* denote the law of the walk
starting at Yy = z. We note that a(z) defined in (1.11) is also given by

0[P (Yn = 0) — PO(Y,, = )]

By P11.5 in [10], P°(0, < 0¢) = 1/2a(z). Since the sequence of states
visited by the walk BY is equal in law to the sequence visited by the walk Y,
(with Yy =0), it follows that P(7, < 79) = 1/2a(z). By the strong Markov
property,

H(t) > Z p(e)P¢(1y < 10 and 79 > t)
e€Z?

> Z p(e) P (1, < 10)P* (19 > t),
ecZ?

and (2.5) follows.
For (2.6), we recall the (discrete time) result T16.1 of [10],

. Px(O'o > n) .
(2.8) Jim Plogon) a(x).
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A standard result (see the local limit theorem P7.9 of [10]) is
(2.9) (logn)P%(o¢ > n) — 270> as n — 00.
In view of (2.4), H(t)/P°(co >t) — 1 as t — 0o, and therefore, in order to
prove (2.6), it suffices to show that
. pPr (TO > t)
2.10 lim ————= =1.
(2.10) 10 Pz(gg >t)

To do this, let S(t),t >0, be a rate one Poisson process, independent of
the walk Y;,. Then Y.y is a realization of BY. By a standard large deviations
estimate, there is a constant C' >0 such that e“*P(S(t) ¢ [t/2,2t]) — 0 as
t — oo. Consequently,

P*(1p > 1)
ot e—ttk)
=oe N+ > P (0> k)
kelt/2,2t] ’
<o(e ) + P%(0g > t/2)
as t — 0o, and similarly,
P%(19 > 1) > (1 —o(e~)) P (0¢ > 2t).

These inequalities, together with (2.8) and (2.9), imply (2.10). '
Finally, let ¢/(f) be the characteristic function of Y1, ¥(0) = 32, € p(x),
6 € R2. Then (see equation (12.3) in [10])

a(z) = (27) 2 / 1o
rr2 L—=1(0)
Since |1 — e”"9| < |z||8] and |]/|1 — /()] is integrable over [—,7]? (see the
paragraph after (12.3) in [10]), (2.7) holds. O

The next result is a general inequality which we will apply to bound the
probability that walks starting from 0, e, e’ avoid each other for at least time
T.

LEMMA 2.4. Let X,Y be nonnegative random variables. For any con-
stant ¢ >0, E(XY Ae¢) <\/cE(X+Y).
Proor. For any a > 0,
E(XYNe)=E(XYA¢Y <a)+EXY A¢Y >a)
<aBE(X)+cP(Y >a)
<aE(X)+cE(Y)/a.
Now let a=+/c. O
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LEMMA 2.5.  For distinct sites 0,e1,eq, let 7=7(0,e1) AT(0,e2) AT(€1,€2).
Then for T >0,

P(r>T) < (2H(2T))*?(a(e1) + a(e2)) /aler — e2).
PrROOF. Define
XT:P(T>T|BS,0§3§T)
and
Xy =P(r(0,e;) >T|BY,0<s<T), i=1,2.

Note that (2.5) implies that, for i =1,2, E(x%) < 2a(e;)H(2T) [since By —
By is a rate-two random walk with step distribution p(-)]. By independence,

P(7(0,e1) > T,7(0,e3) >T | B%, s <T) = xix%,
and also
P(r(e1,e3) >T| B2, s <T)=P(r(e1,e3) >T) < 2a(e; —ex)H(2T).
Consequently, since each % < 1,
X7 < X%FX?P A2a(er —eq)H(2T).

We may now apply Lemma 2.4 to complete the proof. [

PROOF OF PROPOSITION 2.1. Since I'p(e,e’) C {7(0,e) > T}, summa-
tion over € gives qr < Y cp2p(e)P(7(0,e) > T) = > .cp2p(e)P(7(0,€) >
T)=H(2T). It follows from (2.4) that gr(logT") is bounded as T"— co.

By the Markov property,

T
qr =/ Z ple)p(e)P(7(0,e) A7(0,€') > (e, e) € du,
x,y,e,e/ €72

(2.11) By =, B =y)
x P(T(x,y) >T — u).

Below we will use the fact that this expression is unchanged if we replace
the coalescing walks and corresponding hitting times B and 7 with the
independent walks B and 7. Since

(log T)P(7(z,y) > T —u) — 2ro?a(z —y) as T'— oo for fixed u,

by (2.4) and (2.6), it follows from Fatou that liminfp_, . gp(logT) > ~*, and
therefore, v* is finite.
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The next step is to apply Lemma 2.5 and see that we may restrict the
integral in (2.11) to u < T/2. By Lemma 2.5,

log T’ Z p(e (7(0,e) AT(0,e") AT(e, ) >T/2)
e,e' €72
< (logT)(2H(T))*? 3 ple)p(¢)(ale) + a(¢))y/ale —¢).
e,e/ €72

By (2.7), the sum above is finite, and so by (2.4), the right-hand side above
tends to 0 as 1" — oo.
Now for uw <T/2, (2.4) and (2.6) imply

(logT)P(7(x,y) > T —u) = 2rca(z —y) as T — oo,
and (2.5) implies
(logT)P(7(z,y) >T —u) <2a(x —y)(logT)H(T/2).

The right-hand side above is no larger than a fixed multiple of a(x — y) by
(2.4). Since we have already established the integral defining v* is finite, we
may apply the dominated convergence theorem to conclude that

T/
10gT/0 ’ Z p(e)p(e )P(7(0,e) AT(0,€') > 7(e,€') € du,

x,y,e,e/ €72
(2.12) BY =ux,B;=y)
X P(t(z,y) >T —u) =~

which completes the proof of Proposition 2.1. [

3. Semimartingale decompositions. Let &}V be the rescaled Lotka—Volterra
model as defined in Section 1. Following [2], we introduce the following no-
tation. If

Y € Cy(Sn), ¢ = ¢s(x), hs(z) =
and s <T, define

(3.1)  An@)(@)= > Npnly—2)((y) — (@),

yESN

(32)  DYI(g) = / XN (An s + ) ds

%(b(s,x) € Cp([0,T] x Sn),

33) DY) = [T S 61N () = 0H ) s

TESN
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Ba) DM =D TS G el ) = 11 )

TESN

OO = o [ X @

(35) TESN
x> pn(y —2)(EN (y) — N (2))? ds,
yESN
<MN( 27t N’ /mezs ¢s
(3.6) x (o = 1)1{eN () = 0} (£ (2,€))?

+ (o] = DUHET (2) = 1}(fg (2, €1))*) ds

Note that (MY (¢))2; may be negative. If X. is a process, let (F;*,t > 0) be
the right-continuous filtration generated by X..

The following result is Proposition 2.3 of [2], which was stated in the case
N’ = N. Only trivial modifications of the proof of that result are necessary
to prove the following for general, and hence, our choice of, N’. Recall that
XN is asin (1.7).

PROPOSITION 3.1.  For ¢,¢ € Cy([0,T] x Sy) and t € [0,T],

(3.7) XN (1) = X (60) + DN (6) + MM (),
where
(3.8) DY (¢) = D" (¢) + D"*(¢) — D3 (9)

and MY (¢) is an (FX") square-integrable martingale with predictable square
function
(3.9) (MY (@), = (MY (9) 4 + (M (9))
Having described our approximating martingale problems, it is a good
time to recall the target martingale problem. Let C}° (R%) denote the space
of bounded infinitely differentiable functions on R¢ with uniformly bounded
partial derivatives. An adapted a.s.-continuous M ;(R%)-valued process X;,t >
0, on a complete filtered probability space (£, F, F, P) is said to be a super-
Brownian motion with branching rate v >0, drift 6 € R and diffusion coef-
ficient 0® >0 starting at Xy € M f(}Rd) iff it solves the following martingale
problem:



14 J. T. COX AND E. A. PERKINS
(MP) For all ¢ € C5°(RY),

310) M6 = X(0) - Xo(6) - [ %,(T22)as 0 [ X,(0)as

is a continuous (F;¥)-martingale, with My(¢) =0 and predictable square
function

L
(311) (M(@), = [ X.(r6%) ds.
The existence and uniqueness in law of a solution to this martingale problem
is well known (see, e.g., Theorem II.5.1 and Remark I1.5.13 of [8]). Recall

from Section 1 that P;}’g’az denotes the law of the solution on Qx ¢ (and
also on D([0,00), My)).

4. Convergence to super-Brownian motion. The goal of this section is to
outline the proofs of the following two key results. Recall that if S is a metric
space and {@Qn} is a sequence of probabilities on D(]0,0), S), then {Qx} is
C-tight iff it is tight and every limit point is supported by C([0,00),S).

PROPOSITION 4.1. The family of laws {Pn, N € N} is C-tight.

PROPOSITION 4.2. If]3 s any weak limit point of the sequence Py, then
p _ P47r02,9,02 ]

Clearly, Theorem 1.2 follows from these propositions. We say “outline”
because we will state the key technical ingredients as Propositions 4.3-4.7
below, and assuming their validity, derive Propositions 4.1 and 4.2. Propo-
sitions 4.3-4.7 will then be established in Sections 6-8.

Proposition 4.3 gives “total mass” bounds and will be used to prove that,
for ¢ € C’;’g(l&_ x R3), each of the families XN (¢), DN'(¢), MN(¢) and
(MY (¢))., N=1,2,..., is C-tight (see Proposition 4.11 below). Proposi-
tions 4.4 and 4.5 provide “spatial mass” bounds which are used to prove the
required compact containment condition (Proposition 4.12 below). Proposi-
tion 4.7 will be used to identify the weak limit points of the Py.

Let

(4.1) g(s) = C4_1s_1/3ec4-1s,
where Cy 7 is a positive constant which will be chosen in Section 6.

PROPOSITION 4.3.  (a) For T >0, there is a constant Cy o(T) such that,
for all N € N,

(42) sup B(XP (1)) < €y (1) X (1),
@3 B(supX 1)) 20 oM W) + X ).
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(b) For all s >0 and N €N,

(4.4) (log NYE(XN (f3'(-,€)))) < g(s)X3" (1),
(45)  (og N)EX (XN (f'(-,6))) < g()(X3 (1)* + X' (1)).

To state the next bounds, we need some additional notation. For D C R?
and ¢: D — R, define

[9(z) — o(y)|
|z —y|

[6llLip = [#lLip + [[#]]co-
Let A% () = (N + 0log N)ATN(w), with semigroup P\"*.

\¢!Lip=SUP{ :a:;éyeD} and

(4.6)

PROPOSITION 4.4. For p > 3, there is a 04.7(])) such that, for anyt >0
and ¢:R? - RT,

(47) B(XY (9)) < eosM' 7 T4 T XN (pN= )
+Cp e 4Tl Lip(log N) I P2X N ().

PROPOSITION 4.5. For p >3, there is a constant 04.8(19) such that, for
all p:R? - R, if e=(log N)7P, then

s E(XY(log Nofy' (X)) < €y 8X5" (1)|[¢l|Lip (log N) =)/
.8
+Cy 8X0' (9).

REMARK 4.6. It will be immediate from the proofs that the constants
in Propositions 4.3, 4.4 and 4.5 will depend only on the kernel p(-) and @ (as
well as the choice of parameter p in the latter two). This will be convenient
in Section 9.

PROPOSITION 4.7.  Let supy  indicate a supremum over all X € M (Sy),

¢:R? - R and t >0 satisfying X' (1) < K, ||¢||Lip < K and t <T. Then
for every K, T >0 and 0 <p < 2:

(a) Hmy—oosupg p E(| fo (XY (log Ng? £ (-, €N)) — 202 X N (¢)) ds|P) =
0, .
(b) fori=2,3, imy e SUpg 1 E(DY (¢) — f48;—ov* XN (¢) ds|P) = 0.

Assuming the validity of these results, we can now prove tightness for the
sequence of laws {Py: N =1,2,...}.
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The first step is to obtain more precise information on the terms in the
decomposition of X}¥(¢) given in Proposition 3.1. Lemma 4.8 below bounds

the terms in the increasing process (M (¢)); and some of the terms in the
drift DN (¢).

LEMMA 4.8. There is a constant 04.9 such that if ¢:[0,T] x Sy — R is
a bounded measurable function, then for 0 <t <T:

(2) (MN(¢)y, = Jomds(¢)ds where

(19) mi @) <Cpglllmxyw),  o<ist
(v
t t
(110) (MY, =2 [ XV (og NG A (€2 ds+ [ mi.(6,)ds

where

04'910gN
VN

(c) Fori=2,3, DN(¢) = [3dNi(p) ds, where

|47 (9)] < Oy gllslloo X2 (log N f3' (€1)),  0<s <t

(4.11) mi(9)] < loslIEp X2 (1), 0<s<t.

PrOOF. (a) From (3.6) and (1.10) we have

H¢sHoo |!¢s|!oo
(b) Use () (y) — & (96))2 =& (@)1 =&Y () + 67 () (1 - €X (2)) in (3.5)

to conclude that

(MY ()1, =

ot 0

210gN

Z¢2 ¥ (2) Y pvly —2)(1 - &' (y) ds

tlogNZZ (6a(a b ))

x py (= y)& (y) (1 = &Y (x)) ds

This is the required expression, where

0

logN
|m1 )8

ZZ ¢s(7) + ¢s(y)) (ds(x) — ¢s(v))
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x pn (2 = y)& (y)(1 - &' ()

< (tog N)200ullclslnip 7 3 €Y () 3 by — alpw(y — )
y x

log N
VN’

< Cyolldsltip XN (1)

since Y, |z|pn(z) < /202 /N.
(c) Use (3.3) or (3.4), and (1. 10) to see that, for i =2 or 3,

EANC )| < 0log N|[¢slloo 57 ZZ@ )1 = &X (y))pn(y — o)

= flog N||¢s|oc X2 (£ (£))- =

REMARK 4.9. Inequalities (4.9) and (4.11) imply, in conjunction with
(4.2), that for T'> 0, there is a constant Cy 19(7") such that if ¢; =), then
for 0<s<T,

(4.12)  B(lmy| +[m3|) < Cq12(T)I[¢|[2, (log N/NY?) Xg' (1)

LEmMMA 4.10. For T >0, there is a constant Cy 13(T) so that, for
al0<s<t<T,

t 2
B(| [ X0 g€ ar )
<Oy 13Tt =) (X3 (1)° + X3'(1)).

PrOOF. Using the Markov property, and then (4.4) and (4.5), the left-
hand side above is

t ot
B[ [ XX 0g NAY (€)XY tog NAY (€)) aar

(4.13)

<o [ [ PO Qog N A€l — )XY ()i dr

<2// gt —r)ydr' dr( X} (1) + XV (1)).

After plugging in the explicit form of g given in (4.1), a little integration
yields (4.13). O

PROPOSITION 4.11.  For each ¢ € C’;’g(l&_ x R3), each of the families
{XN(g.),N € N}, {DM(¢),N €N}, i=1,2,3, {{(MN(¢)).,N €N}, and
{MN(¢),N €N} is C-tight in D([0,00),R).
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Proor. Fix T >0, and ¢ as above, and recall the decomposition of
XN (#¢) in Proposition 3.1. Lemmas 4.8(c) and 4.10, and assumption (1.8)
imply there is constant Cp such that, for : =2,3, 0<s <t < T,

E((D;"(¢) — DY (9))*) < Crl|o|3(t — 9)**.

C-tightness of {DN"(¢): N € N} (i =2,3) is now standard (see, e.g., Theo-
rem 3.8.8 and Proposition 3.10.3 of [4]).

Tightness of {(M¥~(¢)).: N € N} follows by similar reasoning using Lem-
mas 4.8(a), (b) and 4.10, as well as Proposition 4.3(a). C-tightness of the
remaining terms now follows just as in the argument for d > 3 in Proposi-
tion 3.7 of [2]. In particular, the hypothesis that ¢ € C’; 3 is used to prove

C-tightness of {D'!(¢)} as in Proposition 3.7 of [2]. O
We come now to the compact containment condition. Let

B(z,n)={y e R*:|y — 2| <n}.

PROPOSITION 4.12. For all e >0, there is an n € N, so that

SupP< sup XV (B(0,n)°) > 6) <e.
N t<e—!

PROOF. Choose a sequence h = {h, }, h,, : R? — [0, 1], with uniformly (in
n) bounded continuous partial derivatives of order 3 or less, such that
1z >n+1) < hp(z) <1(|z] >n).

Note that Cj, = sup,,(||hnllLip + [[Aln|le) < 0o. By the semimartingale de-
composition in Proposition 3.1,

3
(4.14)  sup X{ (hn) < Xg (ha) + D sup Dy (h)| + sup | MY ().
t<T = T t<T

Our task is to show that the expected value of the right-hand side above
tends to 0 as N,n — oco.

Let ny = sup,, |[An(hy) — 02Ahy, /2| As in Lemma 2.6 of [1], our as-
sumptions on {h,} imply that limy_,o ny = 0. It is easy to see that

t

(4.15) DN (b)) g/ XN(n1+ Chhp_1)ds
0

and

(1.16) DY ()| <0 [ X2 (holog N (X)) ds.
0
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The term Div 2(hy,) is more complicated:

_ t
D (hn))| éelogN/O %Zhn(az)(l—§5(m))ZpN(y—$)§£V(y)d3
Yy

<flog N / N,Z\h y)lpn(y —2)€ (y) ds

+§1ogN/0 ﬁzhn(y)fiv(y)fév(y,ﬁiv)ds
Yy

_ 1

§9|hn|Lip10gN/0 WZZI:c—yle(y—:v)éiv(y)ds

Ty

ot
+ 4 / XN (log Nh (y) Y (€Y)) ds
0
B 2 2\ 1/2 ,t
geohlogN<i) /XsN(l)ds
N 0

ot
+0 [ XN (halog N (€)) ds
0
where we have used the symmetry of py(-) and the bound 3°, . |[7|pn(7) <
(202 /N)Y/2,
The inequalities above, (4.2) and Burkholder’s inequality show that, with
1 (T) = Cy o(T)(nx + 0Cy log N(20%/N)Y/2)T,

b <?2¥X£V (hn>> < X0 (hn) + 2(B(M™ (h))r) 2 + iy X0 (1)

T
(4.17) A /0 E(XY (hp_1)) ds

= (T N N /&N
1920 /0 B(XN (hlog NN (€V)) ds

[Note limy_,00 7y (1) = 0.]
To estimate the last integral above, we apply Proposition 4.5 with p =3
and ¢ = (log N)~3. By the Markov property and (4.2),

B [ tlog N €2 ds)
= B( [ XY (hntog NAY (€ s)

([ BO o N €)1 X2, ds)
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Cy 8llhnlLip /T N
IOgN c E(XS—E(l))dS

T
+Cys [ BN (hn))ds.

15
Using (4.2) again, and letting /% (1) = Cy 9(T)[(log N) 2 +Cy gC, T/ log N,
we have
T
B[ X tog N (€) ds
(4.18) ’

T
S (T)XY (W) + Cyg | BOEY (ha) ds.
0
[Note limpy_,00 7% (1) = 0.]
Next, by the above inequality, Lemma 4.8 and the bound (4.12),
E(M™ (h)) )

T T
:E(/O va(zlogNhifév(fiv))der/o (m{\fs(hn)+m§\fs(hn))ds>

T
< 20, (T)X} (1) + 2Cy 5 / (XY (h)) ds

logN

That is, letting /(1) = 203 (T ) +Cy 19(T)TC?log N/V/'N,
T
(419)  E(M™ (ha))7) < 0¥ (T)Xg' (1 )+204.8/0 E(X" (hn)) ds.

[Note limn—y00 73 = 0.]
An application of Proposition 4.4 with p =3 implies

4 N (log N)~2 r Cp 78y N (pN*
/0 E(X, (hp-1))ds<e /0 e 477X (P hy—1)ds
(4.20)

+e“47 (log N) 1O XY (1).
Finally, let Biv ™ be the continuous time random walk with semigroup PtN’*
defined before Proposition 4.4, Bév " =0, and note that
E(|BN*%) =20%s- (1 +0log N/N) < 46°T
for all 0 < s <T for large N. With this bound, we have

~1\¢ 1
XY (PN hy_1) < XY (B <0, ”T) ) —|—Xév(1)P<|B§V’*| - ”T>
(4.21)

< xy (B <0, n 5 1)) + XV (1)1602T/(n — 1)%.
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By assembling the inequalities (4.17)—(4.21), we have the following: for any
T,€ >0, there is an Ny so that,

for NZN())TLZNOv E(Sungv(hn)> <€/‘
t<T

The required compact containment follows. [J

PROOF OF PROPOSITION 4.1. The C-tightness of {Py, N € N} is now

immediate from Propositions 4.11 and 4.12 above, and Theorem I1.4.1 in
8. O

PROOF OF PROPOSITION 4.2. It is now a simple matter to take a sub-
sequential limit in the semimartingale decomposition of X}¥(¢) in Propo-
sition 3.1 to show that any limit point satisfies the martingale problem

2 2
(3.10) characterizing the law P;lggg 7" of super-Brownian motion. Let ¢ €

Cg°(R?). Proposition 4.7(b) implies DN2(¢) — DY (¢) approaches the drift
term involving @ in (3.10). Proposition 4.7(a), Lemma 4.8(a), (b) and Propo-
sition 4.3(a) show that the square function of the martingale part of X;¥(¢)
[given by (3.9)] approaches the square function of the martingale part of
(3.10) with branching rate b = 47o2. The other terms are handled just as
for d > 3 in [2]. We refer the reader to the proof of Proposition 3.2 there.
The only difference in this part of the proof is that we will take 1 < p <2 in
Proposition 4.7, while in [2] p =2. This leads to only trivial changes. O

5. Voter, biased voter and Lotka—Volterra bounds. As in [2], we will
obtain bounds on the Lotka—Volterra model by obtaining bounds on the
more tractable biased voter model. In turn, these bounds depend on good
voter model bounds. In this section we will work with voter and biased voter
models, which we now define.

For b,v > 0, the 1-biased voter model & is the Feller process taking values
in {0,1}2", with rate function

= _ (U—’_b)fl(xaf)? if f(x):O,
&1 9= o) if () = 1.
where fi(z,&) is as in (1.1). Similarly, the 0-biased voter model is the Feller
process &, taking values in {0, 1}Zd, with rate function

0,
1.

_ fvfi(z,§), if {(x)
(5.2) c(z,§) = { (Ul_k b) fo(x,€), if &(x)

The voter model ét is the 1-biased voter model with bias b =0, that is, its
rate function is é(x,n) =vfi(z,§) if £(x) =1 —1.
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It is simple to check that

§(x)=0  implies ¢(x,§) <é(x,8) < (x,¢)

and
fx)=1  implies &(z,€) < &(x,€) < c(x,€).

Therefore, as in Theorem IIL.1.5 of [6], assuming {, = o = &o,

we may define £ t’ét and & on a common probability space
(5.3) o
so that ét <& <& forall t > 0.

For £,¢ €{0,1}2°, £ <¢ means £(z) < ((x) for all 2 € Z2.
In Section 5.1 we will obtain the required voter model bounds. In Sec-
tion 5.2 we will use these bounds to obtain good biased voter model bounds.

NoTE. We will assume throughout the rest of this section that (5.3) is
in force.

5.1. Voter model estimates. We recall the voter model duality; see, for in-
stance, [5] or [6]. Recall also the system of coalescing random walks {B* : 2 €
72} from Section 1. The basic duality equation for the rate one (v = 1) voter
model is as follows: for finite A C Z2,

(5.4) P(&(z) =1 Vo e A) = P(&(BF) =1V € A).

Recall P=3_p(e)P¢, 7, and H(t) from Section 2, and define the mean
range of the random walk BY by

R(t)=FE <Z 1{B? =z for some s < t})

A last time at 0 decomposition (see, e.g., Lemma A.2 of [1]) yields R(t) =
1+ fg H(s)ds, and [via (2.4)] the well-known asymptotic behavior

t
(5.5) lim R(t) = 27102,
t—oo t/logt

Let P;,t > 0, be the semigroup of a rate 1 random walk with step distri-
bution p(-). We slightly abuse our earlier notation and for ¢:Z? — R and
€€ {0,1}% let

£(0) =) o(x)é(x).
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LEMMA 5.1.  Let ft denote the rate-v voter model. Then for all bounded
¢: 72> >Rt and t >0,

(5.6) E(&(9)) = &o(Purd),

(5.7) E(|&1%) < [&]* + 2vt|&ol,

(5:8)  BE((6fo(&))) < (20°0tH (20t))"?|p|uip €| + H (20t)E0(9),
(5.9)  E(|&|&(fo(€) < H(2vt)|&|* + R(20t)|Eol.

REMARK 5.2. For ¢ =1, the right-hand side of (5.8) is just H(2vt)|&o|.

PrOOF OF LEMMA 5.1. By scaling, it suffices to consider the case v =1.
Also, the first two formulas are well known [the latter follows from (5.14) be-
low], so we prove only the last two. By the duality equation (5.4), symmetry
and translation invariance,

(ft ool ft Z¢ Bt S anBZH_e ¢ 50)
< Z §0(2)p(x)p(e) P(Bf = 2,7 (x, 2+ €) > 1)
= Z&) YP(BY =2 — 2,7(0,e) > )

=Y "&o(2)p(e)E(d(z + BY)1{7(0,e) > t}).

For any z,

> _p(e)E(é(z + BY)H{r(0,¢) > t})

e

<Zp (([¢luip| BY |+ ¢(2))1{r(0,¢) > 1})

1/2
< WLip( (|BY? ZP ) > t))
Zp e) >1t).

Since E(|BY|?) = 20%t, this proves (5.8).
We expand the left-hand side of (5.9) and use duality to obtain

E(1&|&(fo(&))) =T1 + Ty,

where
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(5.10)  Ti=> ple)P(B{ €&, BY € o, B{*® ¢ o, 7(x,y) > 1),

x7y7e

(5.11)  Ta=Y p(e)P(Bf € o, Bi ™ ¢ o, #(w,y) <1).
m7y76

Consider I' first, which we expand in the form
Y Wy#z+e)ple)
x7y7w7z7e

x P(BY =w, Bf = 2, Bf** ¢ &, #(z,y) > t)&o(w)o(2).

By replacing the condition B;’H'e ¢ £o with 7(z,x + €) > t, switching to the

independent random walk system [dropping the condition that 7(x,y) > t],
it follows that I'y is bounded above by

> Wy#z+ e)p(e)P(BY =w, BF = z,7(x,y) > t,7(x,z +€) > 1)
T,Y,W,2,e
x &o(w)éo(2)
Z Ly #z+ey#a)ple)P(Bf =w,Bf =z,7(x,x+e€) > 1)

X éo(w)éo(z)-
Now changing variables, we have

Iy < Z Ly #0,y # e)p(e)P (Byﬂ—’w‘i‘m,BZc:Z—i-a:,T(x,x—Fe)>t)

xT,Y,w,z,e
X éo(w—l—a:)éo(z—i-a:)
= Z 1y #0,y # e)p(e) P(B} = w, By = z,7(0,¢) > t)

T,y,W,2,e
X fo(w + a:)fo(z +x)
= > Wy#0,y#e)p(e)P(B} =w)P(B] = z,7(0,e) > 1)

w’y7w7z76
x Eo(w + x)éo (2 + ).
Since P(B} =w) = P(BY =w — y), summing in order over y,w,z,z shows
that the last sum above is at most [£9|?P*(7 > 2t). Thus, to prove (5.9), it
suffices to show I'y < R(2t)|&p|.

In the definition of I's we drop the restriction B;He ¢ £ and then sum
over e to obtain

F2<ZP 2,7 (z,y) <t)€o(2)

z,Y,z
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= Z P(Bf=z+ux,7(x,y+z) < t)§0(2+!17)

x?y7z

=Y P(B)=2z7(0,y) < t)éo(z + ),

x?y7z

where we have again changed variables. If we sum in order over z, z,y, we
obtain I's < [£g|R(2t), and we are done. [

5.2. Biased voter model bounds. We first recall the following from Lemma 4.1
of [2]. If & is the 1-biased voter model with rate function (5.1), then

(5.12) E(|&]) < e™léol,

~ ~ 20+ b=
(1) B(&R) <™ (16 + 252 01— e )G ).
Since 1 — e~ < bt, the last inequality implies

(5.14) E(|&*) < e (1&]* + (2v + b)t|&o)).

These bounds must be improved. In (6.2) below we will compare the
Lotka—Volterra model &" defined in the Introduction with the biased voter
models §iv , &N on Sy. In order to construct the coupling §iv <N <€V, we
must assume that the voting and bias rates vy and by are

(5.15) v=vy =N —0logN and b=by=20logN.

With this coupling, the bounds on X;¥(1) in Section 4 are then consequences
of analogous bounds on X}¥(1) = (1/N) Y., &V (x)6,. However, for the above
rates, the bound (5.12) implies only that E(X/V (1)) <eb¥ X{¥(1), not that
E(X}N(1)) [and hence, E(X}Y(1))] is bounded in N, a fact we will need. Nev-
ertheless, the estimates (5.12) and (5.13) are useful over short time periods,
and will play an important role in deriving better bounds.

To state our improved versions of (5.12) and (5.13), we define several
constants and functions depending on b and v. For p > 2, define

Kip = kip(b,v) = 3(DH (20/WP) +€?) and kK = k3,
A= A(b,v) = bR(2v/b) + 3¢*(1 + 2v/b),

(5.16)
B, = B,(b,v) = (2020b* P H (2v/tP)) /2
+ bH(Z’L)/bp)(20-2(1 + ,U/bp))l/2
and
hy (b,U)(t) = e2t_1/3 + /41262+2Ht,
(5.17)

h2(b,7))(t) = e2t_1/3(1 + 2?)/1)) 4 5/£A€1+3’it,
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Also, let Po(x) =3, p(y — z)¢(y) and define the operators
(5.18) Ap=v(Pp—¢) and A*=(1+b/v)A

Let A (resp., A*) have associated semigroup P, t >0 (resp., P}, t >0).

REMARK 5.3. The constants ,, A, B, and the functions h1, ho are used
in many bounds below. These bounds are not sharp, but they are ade-
quate for our purposes. Note that for the parameters v = vy,b = by in
(5.15), we have [by (2.4) and (5.5)] K, =O(1), A=O(N/log N) and B, =
O(N'2(log N)(1=P)/2) as N — oo.

PROPOSITION 5.4. Assume b>1 and p>2. For allt>0,

(5.19) E(|&]) < & Hrrtigl,

(5.20) E(I&[%) < P2 &o[* + 4A4e! T3 &g,
(5.21) bE(&(fo(&))) < hu ()|l

(5.22) bE(I&1€(fo(&))) < hu(8)[€ol + ha(t)|ol-

For all bounded ¢:7* — [0,00) and p >3,
E(f_t(qb)) < eb1*p+(1+/ip)t

(5.23) B _
X (€0(Pf (8)) + [kpb® P 6lloc + Byld|Lip]|€ol)-

To derive these bounds, we first state a special case of Proposition 2.3 of
[2]. The biased voter models & and &, are special cases of the general voter
model perturbations introduced in [2]; for &, take N = v, B({e}) = bp(e),
B(A) =0 for card(A) # 1 and 6 =0, while for £ take N =v, §({e}) = —bp(e),
§(@) =b, §(A) =0 for card(A) #0 or 1, and 8= 0. This notation is only
important if you want to verify that Lemma 5.5 is indeed a special case of
Proposition 2.3 of [2].

LEMMA 5.5. Let T >0 and ¢:[0,T] x Z2 = R, where é,¢ are both
bounded and continuous. Then for 0 <t <T,

(a)

E(1) = Eo(¢0) +/ Eo(A(6s) + bs) ds
(5.24)

+b /0 > 6(s,2)[1 = &) fi (2, €, ds + My (9),
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where My(¢) is a square-integrable (.Ff)—martmgale with predictable square
function

(5.25) (M(¢))e = (M ()1, + (M(9))2,4,
with

(N ()1, = / v 0@ ) foles&) + (1= &) fa(e. )] ds
and

(¥ () zt—/b2¢s (1—&(2)) fi(2, &) ds
(b)

£, () / € (A(ds) +bs)d
(5.26)

iy / €,(8sJo(€,)) ds + M,(9),

where M,(¢) is a square-integrable (]:t) martingale with predictable square
function

(5.27) (M(@))e = (M(P))1,6 + (M(9))2,t
with

Y= / VR 0T, () (0:6) + (1= &, ()il € ) s
and

(M) = [ 46,(B250(6,) ds

If we set ¢ =1 in Lemma 5.5 and do a bit of stochastic calculus, we see
that

_ _ t _
(5.28) &~ 16| — b /0 E(fol&)) ds
and

5:29) 161~ ol = 2o+ ) [ EUo(E))ds —2 [ G IEfo(Ee)) ds

are (FF)-martingales.

In the proof of Proposition 5.4 we will need a few properties of the function
&(fo(&)) which will be important to “transfer” the voter model bounds of
Lemma 5.1 to the biased voter model.
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LEMMA 5.6.  Assume &, € {0, 1}Zd satisfy € <.
(a) If |n| < oo, then

(5.30) In(fo(n)) — £(fo(€))] < In| — €]
and
(5.31) Inln(fo(m)) — 1E1E(fo()] < Inf* — €]

(b) If ¢: 7> — R* is bounded, then
(5:32) 3 In(@)fole.m) = £@) ol Ol9() < (1 =)0 + Po).

(5.33) Zrn ) fol,m)? — &) folz,€)?|é(x) < (n — €)(¢ + 2P)

and

> = n(@) filz,n)® = (1 - &) fr(2,€)*|é(z)

(5.34)
<(m—&)(9+2P¢).

PROOF. (a) The first step is

n(fo(n)) — ﬁ(fo(ﬁ))
—Z z)) fo(z,n +Z€ (fo(z,n) = fo(,8)).

Since fo(z,n) — fo(z,§) = fi(z,§) — fi(x,n), and p(*) is symmetric,
> (@) (folz,n) — folz,€)) Zf (fi(z,8) = fi(z,m))

226 (z)ply — ) (£(y) — n(y))
—Z y) f1(y,§)-

Thus,
(5.35)  n(fo(n)) —&(fo(€)) = D_(n(x) —&(@))(fola,n) — f1(z,€)).

xT

Since | fo(x,n)— fi(z,&)| <1, (5.30) is an immediate consequence of (5.35).
It follows from (5.30) that [£| —&(fo(€)) < |n|—n(fo(n)). Multiplying the left-
hand side of this equality by |¢| and the right-hand side by ||, we obtain
[mote that [§] —&(fo(£)) = 0]

€12 — |€1e(fo(€)) < I — Inln(fo(n)),
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or [nln(fo(n)) — I€1€(fo(€)) < [n|* — [€]>. Since (5.30) also implies that [¢] +
E(fo(8) <|nl+n(fo(n)), multiplying the left-hand side by |£| and the right-

hand side by || yields the inequality |n|n(fo(n)) —[£]€(fo(€)) = —(In*—[¢]?).
(b) These are similar so we only prove (5.34). The left-hand side is

bounded above by
Y[ =n@)(filz,m)? = fi(2,6)*)d(x) + fi(z,€)*(n(x) —E())d(x)]

xT

<Zl— 2(f1(z.m) — fi(2,€))é(@) + (n(z) — &(x)d()
<233 ply —2)p (@) (n(y) — () + (11— €)(9),

which equals the right-hand side of (5.34). O

PROOF OF (5.19) AND (5.23). Let ¢ be as in Lemma 5.5 and rewrite
the second integral in (5.24) in the form

b /0 S (6(5,2) — B, )y — )1 — E(@)Es () ds
4 [ S 0l 8 ) ol ) ds
= /Otg_s(Agbs)ds+ / & (bbsfolE)) ds

We have used the fact ¥, (6(5,2) — 6(s,)p(x — Y& (x)E(y) = 0 by sym-
metry. Therefore, (5.24) becomes

(60 =o00) + [ E(A'G, +b)ds
(5.36) ’

t - - —
+ [ &0.bho(E) ds+ Ti(6).
Fix ¢ >0, t >0 and ¢:Z> — R*, and set ¢ = e P 6. Then (5.36)
implies

E(&(¢))e = &(Pre) / EE(bP7,0fo(E))e " ds
(5.37)

- /0 B(E(cPL,6))e ds.
This implies
(5.38) &(Pro) < E(&(9)) < & (Pr o),
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where we have set ¢ =0 for the first inequality and ¢ = b for the second.

We now work at upgrading the second inequality in (5.38) to (5.19) by
estimating the first integral in (5.37) via a comparison with the voter model.
Put € =b7P and assume ¢ > 0. It follows from the coupling (5.3) and the
inequalities (5.32), (5.6) and (5.12) that

E(|g€(b¢f0(ge)) - ée(bﬁbe(ée))D
< 2b[@lloo (€| — €]) < 2b(e" = 1) oo |ol-

In view of this bound, b > 1, and the voter model estimate (5.8), we have

E(&(bpfo(£2))) < 2ebe|¢]|oo o
+ b(202ve H (20))"/?|p|Lip|€0| + bH (20¢)E0 ().

We have used the elementary inequality e* — 1 < eu for 0 < u <1 above
(and will make use of it again without comment). The Markov property
now implies, for s > ¢, that

E(Es(bQSfO(gs)) | ]:s—s)
(5.41) < (2eb%e ||| oo + b(202ve H (20)) 2 || Lip) €|
+ bH (2ve)&s_c ().

We can now derive (5.19). Taking expectations in (5.41) for the function
¢ =1, we obtain, for s > ¢,

(5.42) E(&(0fo(65))) < kpB(|s—<))-
Using this inequality in (5.36), we get, for t > ¢,

(5.39)

_ _ t _ t
B(GD) < BUED + 5 | B(umel)ds < ¥lé] + wy [ B(ED s,

where (5.38) is used in the second inequality. This bound also holds for t <e,
and hence, (5.19) follows by Gronwall’s inequality.

To prove (5.23), we will take expectations in (5.41), with ¢ replaced by
Py ¢, and substitute this in (5.37). However, we must first alter the last
term of (5.41). For bounded 1 :Z% — R*, (5.38) implies that

EE($)) - &)] < (e — Dé () + 1&(Prv) — &ow).
Since |P2(x) — (@)| < [luip (B 1y ) < [6lip(20% (0 + )12,

B () — & )] < (ebellv oo + (20%2(v + b)) [0h]Lip) Eol.
Consequently, by the Markov property, for s > ¢,

E(§-o($)) < B () + (ebel|th]| oo + (20 (v + )/ ?[ 00 |1ip) E(|€oe])-
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Using this inequality in (5.41), with ¢ = P} ¢ replacing ¢, we have for s > ¢
E(gS(th*—s(lﬁfO(gS)))

< (rpb*ell@lloc + BplolLip) E(|€s—c]) + rp E(Es (P o0)).

Plugging this into (5.37) with ¢ =1+ k,, and using (5.38) for s <¢, and
(5.19), we obtain

(5.43)

BE(@)e ™ <&(Pi o)+ | TbelE(Pr P b)e " ds
t —
+ [ el + Byl i) BE-l)e ds

t _ t _
iy [ BEPL o) ds—c [ BER ) ds
<&(Pre)(1+e* —1)

t —
+ (rpb%e]| 6]l o + BpWLip)/ ehetrrs=(Hrn)s & | dis,
0
that is,
E(&(9)) < I E(PF(9)) + (mpb®el[@lloo + Bpldlip)|€ol)-
This proves (5.23). O

PrOOF OF (5.20). By (5.29),
B&R) =6l + (2o-+) [ BE(fol€)))ds
(5.44)

20 [ BUEIE(E) s
The first integral in (5.44) is easy to handle. By (5.28) and (5.19),
o+ 0) [ BE(fo(E)ds = o+ 2D K
0
(5.45)

2v
(1+ b) 1+nt‘§0‘<Ael+nt’§ ‘

We continue to write € =b~", but now set p = 3. Since the integrand of the
second integral in (5.44) is bounded by E(|£|?), (5.14) implies

2 [ BGIEol€) ds <20 [ (&P + (20 -+ b)sléol) ds
0 0

(5.46) < (e = 1)(|%I* + (2v + b)eléo])
< (e = 1)|&o)* + Alol-
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For the integral over [e,t], we use (5.31) and the voter model estimate
(5.9),

E(‘ga’ga(fo(ga))) < E(’éf‘éa(fo(éa))) + E(‘ga‘z - ’56’2)
< H(2ve)|&o|” + R(2ve) éo| + E(IE:*) — &)
since E(|&:[2) > |€0]? (&2 is a submartingale). The bound (5.14) now implies

(5.47) bE(1:|E-(fo(€2))) < rl&o|* + Alol.
Consequently, by the Markov property and (5.19),

2 [ BIGIEo(E) ds < 2n [ B Py ds+24 [ BUE-.D)ds
(5.48) ° : :

t ~ _
< 2,-@/ E(Es_c|?) ds + 246" H7&|.
£
Combining this with (5.46) gives

» [ " BUEIE(fo(E.)) ds
0
(5.49)

_ _ t _
< (€ = DI + (A+ 24 ) G| +2 [ (&) ds.

0

In view of (5.44), (5.45) and (5.49),

_ _ _ t _
(650 B(&P) < ol +44e ] +2x | BUEF) ds
for all ¢ > 0. It follows from Gronwall’s inequality that
B(|&) < {e*|&]? + 4Ae &g} O

PROOF OF (5.21). First suppose t <e=>b"3. Then b<t~'/3 and bt <1,
and using (5.12),

(5.51) bE(&(fo(&))) <DE(|&]) < et™ (&)
For t > ¢, it follows from (5.42) and (5.19) that

(5.52) bE(&(fo(&))) < RE(|&—2|) < we' ).
The inequalities (5.51) and (5.52) imply (5.21). O

PROOF OF (5.22). For t <e=b"3, we may apply the second moment
estimate (5.14) to obtain

(5.53)  B(l&l&(fo(é)) < B(E) < e (1&]” + (20 +b) &)
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Arguing as before leads to

(5.54) bE(IE & (fo(&)) < €173 ([&* + (1 +20/b)|&o)).

For t > e, we apply the Markov property, (5.47) and the submartingale
property of |&]? and || to obtain

bE(1&|&(fo(&))) < KE(1&|*) + AE(1&]).

After using the bounds (5.19) and (5.20) for E(|&|) and E(|&|?), respec-
tively, and rearranging, we arrive at inequality (5.22). O

We need only a few bounds for the 0-biased voter model §,. Using (5.26)
directly with ¢s = e®*P;_ ;¢ [recall (5.18)] for bounded ¢:Z? — R* and ¢ > 0,
we get the analogue of (5.37),

B(E,(6)e =£(Pig) — [ B(E, 0P 0o(€,))eds
(5.55) 0

¢ _
+ / E(§ (cPi—sp))e” ds.
0

Setting ¢ =1 gives

t t
(5:56)  B(& e = lgy| = [ BIE(folg, e ds+c [ B(IE e ds.
By setting ¢ =0b above, we get the simple bound
(5:57) E(lg,)) > e7"Ig, .
which implies
2 —2bt| ¢ |2
(5.58) E(|§,17) = em7"[€, "
Since [§,| < €|, the above and (5.14) therefore imply
(5.59) [B(E,17) = €1 < (2 = D)IE, P + €2 (20 + b)t[E, .
The next step is to improve the bound (5.57).
LEMMA 5.7. Assume b>1. Then for all t >0,
-2 b2
(5.60) E(|§t|)2exp(—b — Ke t)|§0|.
PRrROOF. With ¢ = b3, by the coupling §. < éa in (5.3) and the bounds
(5.30), (5.6), Remark 5.2 and (5.57), we get
(5.61) DE(E,(fo(€.)) < (bH (2ve) +b7e) €| < g |-



34 J. T. COX AND E. A. PERKINS

For t > ¢, (5.56) implies

t
E(Iétl)e“t=€C‘3E(|§E|)+/6 E(ce®|€, | = be™E (fo(€,))) ds.

By (5.57), (5.61) and the Markov property,

Blg Det 2 eVl |+ [ Bleelg, |~ g, )e s,
and hence,

E(lg,) > e e go| 4 =) /0 et - R)EIE | ds.
Put ¢ = ke’ to obtain (5.60). O

We conclude this section with two final inequalities which are useful for
small ¢ > 0. The first one follows easily from (5.12) and (5.57), the second
from (5.14) and (5.58). For £, =& = &o,

(5.62) 0<E(I&]) — E(|,]) < 2(e" — 1)[&l,
(5.63) 0< E(&%) — E(&,1°) <2(e* — 1)[&o]* + €**(2v + b)t|&o.

6. Proofs of Propositions 4.3-4.5. Return now to the rescaled regime of
the Section 1 and let & € {0,1}5~ be the rescaled Lotka-Volterra model
with rate function cy(z,§) given by (1.6), where (1.9) continues to hold.
Let & € {0,112 be the 1-biased voter model and &, €10, 1}%* the 0-biased
voter model with rates v =vy = N —flog N and b= by = 20log N given in
(5.15), and set &N (x) = &(zv/N) and éiv(x) = ét(x\/ﬁ) for z € Sy. Thus,
£N € {0,1}5~ has rate function

z — (UN+bN)fN(x7§)7 if f(m):O,
(@9 ={ NNy it E(a) =1
and éiv € {0,1}5~ has rate function
_ UNfN(xvg)a if f(m):O,
S PR

We assume that N is large enough (N > Np) so that vy >0 and by > 1.
It is easy to check that cy(z,§) < en(z,€) < én(z,§) if £(x) =0 and
en(z,8) > en(x, &) > en(x,€) if £(x) = 1. Thus, as in (5.3), assuming éév =
(]]V = 55\7 , we may construct the three processes on one probability space so
that

(6.1) <y <y forallt>0.
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Letting XV = 573 ,cg, & ()8, and XN = 7 Y eeSy éﬁv(:n)&c, it follows
that X" = X}V = X}V and
(6.2) XV <x)N<x)V for all ¢t > 0.

We begin with bounds for the 1-biased voter model. Proposition 5.4 and
Remark 5.3 imply that there are constants Cg 3 and Cy 1 such that if g is
as in (4.1), then for all N > Ny, t >0,

(6.3) B(XN (1)) < Cg 363" X0 (1),

(6.4) B(X](1)?) < Cg.3¢76.3" (X (1) + X' (1))
and

(6.5) (log N)E(XN (fY(,&M))) < g(t) XY (1),

(6.6)  (log N)E(X ()X (fg'(,&")) < g(8)(X' (1)* + X' (1))

We also need the following comparison result, which follows from the cou-
pling (6.1), inequality (5.19) and Lemma 5.7, our choice of vy and by, and
Remark 5.3. There is a constant Cg 7 such that

B(X[N(1)) - B(X{' (1))
6.7
o <Cprllog N) " +X5'(1), 0<t<1.

~ Since the coupling (6.2) does not allow us to compare XN(fo(&])) and
XN (fo(&))), we need the following. Recall that hy, hy are defined in (5.17).

PRrRoOPOSITION 6.1. Fort>0,

(6.8) bE(EN (fo(&Y))) < ha(t)I€0 ]
and
(6.9) bE(IEN 1N (fo(€M))) < 2(ha(8)[€0" 17 + ha(t)|€5').-

ProoF. For t <e =073, bE(EN(fo(&))) <BE(|EN]) <bE(|EN]), so just
as in (5.51) we obtain

(6.10) bE(E (fo(&)) < et™ &g
To handle t > ¢, we compare with the biased voter model using (5.30):
bE(E (fol€21))) < BE(E (fo(€))) + bE(IE"| - [€7])
< b(H (2ve) + 2ebe + 2(e” — 1))|€Y)

< rl&',
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by (5.40), (5.62) and the coupling (6.1), and the definition of k. Our standard
argument with the Markov property now gives, for ¢t > ¢,

bE(& (fo(&"))) < nE(I&Y.]) < kE(EY]) < me' €5,

the last by (5.19). This inequality and (6.10) imply (6.8).
Now consider (6.9). For t <¢, (5.14) implies

bE(IENIEN (fo(eM))) <bBE(1EN?) <bE(IEN %)
(6.11) <be® (16017 + (20 + b)el&) )
<211 + (1 +20/0)I6) ),

where the last inequality follows as in (5.51). By comparing with the biased
voter model using (5.31),

bE(IEN X (fo(¢X))) <DE(IEN (X (fo(€X))) + b(E(EN 1P) — E(IEN ).
Consequently, by the above bound, (5.47) and (5.63),

bE(|EX1EX (foleX))) < 2(kl&0 1P + Al&Y )

It follows from the Markov property that, for all ¢ > ¢,

bE(IEN 16" (fo(&r)) < 2(kB(I&Y. %) + AB(I&Y.]))
<2(kB(|&"1%) + AB(I&])).-

We have used (5.28) and (5.29) in the last inequality. Using (5.19) and (5.20)
in the above, and also recalling (6.11), we get (6.9), as required. [

PROOF OF PROPOSITION 4.3. Part (a) follows from the coupling (6.2),
the fact that X;}¥(1)? is a submartingale [see (5.29)], the strong L? inequality
for non-negative submartingales, and the bounds (6.3) and (6.4). Part (b)
follows directly from the previous Proposition and Remark 5.3. [

Proposition 4.4 is a direct consequence of the coupling (6.2) and the fol-
lowing biased voter model bound. Recall the notation introduced in (4.6).

PROPOSITION 6.2. For p >3, there is a constant Cg 19(p) such that,
for any t>0 and ¢ :R?> - R,

B(X] () < elosN' 7 eC6.12" XN (PN ")
(6.12) .
+Cg 19612 ||| i (log N) I =P/2 XV (1),
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PRrOOF. Fix N, and recall that in this section & € {0,1}%” is the biased
voter model with rates v =N — flog N and b= 20log N, and that & (z) =
&(2vV/N), x € Sy. Define ¢:7Z2 — R by ¢(z) = ¢(z/V'N). Then ||¢s =
[¥lloos [Blrip = N V2], Po(e) = P y(e/V/N) [P is defined after
(5.18)] and £ (1) = &(¢). Applying (5.23),

B(EN (y)) < &' Tt @V ()
+ [0 P[Pl o + BN "2 |Lip IEY ).

Since p > 3, it follows from Remark 5.3 that /ipb2_p + BpN_l/2 =
O((log N)(1=P)/2) as N — oo, and thus, (6.12) holds because 6 > 1 implies
b>logN. [

PROOF OF PROPOSITION 4.5. Let e =b7P. By (5.32),
E(XY (b9 fo(62))
< E(X2 (b0fo(€2))) +20] o (B(XE (1) — X (1))
Now applying (5.40) and (5.62), we find that
E(XY (b0 fo(6X))) < (666 P||¢]loo + BN~ 2(6|1ip) X5 (1) + rp X¢' ().

(6.13

Using our standard asymptotics for B, and k), we obtain (4.8). O

7. Proof of Proposition 4.7—Part I. For ¢:R? = R, ¢ € {0,1}5V and
X(¢) = (1/N") 32, ¢(x)¢ (), define

A (6,0 = X (log NO* 3 (. C)),
AN (6,0) = 15 Y1~ C)ola) log N A (,0)2

A (6,¢) = X(log N £ (+,¢)?)

and
AN($,0) =AM (9,0) v X (), §=1,2,3,

where 71 = 2702 and 2 =3 = 7*. An easy calculation using (4.3) and (1.9)
shows that to prove Proposition 4.7 it suffices to prove the following: for
0 < p < 2, there exists ny =nn(p) } 0 as N — oo such that, for all K,T > 0,
there exists C(p, K,T) such that, for all t <T, ¢:R? — [0,00) and & such
that

(7.1) IpllLip vV Xo' (1) < K,
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we have
(7.2) E(’/Ot AN(¢,el)ds

We will do this by following the general strategy we have already used,
comparing the Lotka—Volterra with the voter model over short time periods
and estimating the difference via comparisons with the biased voter model.
We must be more careful than before because we need more precise estimates
than, say, the ones in Proposition 4.3.

Define the sequences

p
) ST,NC(p7K7T)7 j:17273

_ -1 __&N
en = (loglogN)™",  ty= og N’
(7.3)
KN:(logN)1/2, 6N:KNtN-

We assume that IV is large enough so that ey Viy Vioy <1 and oy <
(log N)~1/2. Note that 6 /ey — 0 as N — co. We assume the LotkaVolterra
model on Sy, €V, and the 1-biased voter model £V on Sy are as in the pre-
vious section.

This section is devoted to proving the following two results.

PROPOSITION 7.1. There is a constant Cy 4(K) and sequence ny 4(N) |
0 so that, for all ¢ satisfying (7.1) and j=1,2,3,

B(AY (6, 65))] < 4 (K)
(1.9 < (74X (1) + X5 (1))
et [ 10w -2 < Vaw) X w) ().
PROPOSITION 7.2.  There is a constant Cy 5 such that, for all0 <t <T,

E(//l(ya; —y| < \/ﬁ)dXiV(x)dXiV(yﬂ

(7.5) 507.5607'5T(X6V(1) + X0 (1)%)
ON 2/3 ~1/3 ( t >]
1 log( 14— ).
XLSNH( +1°) + ont og +5N

We divide our work into four parts. In the first we collect together various
random walk estimates that we will need. In the second we will establish
Proposition 7.5, the voter model version of Proposition 7.1. In the third part
we prove Proposition 7.1 by comparison with the voter model, and in the
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fourth we prove a biased voter model analogue of Proposition 7.2, which
implies Proposition 7.2. The key inequality (7.2) is then proved in Section 8,
completing the proof of Proposition 4.7.

7.1. Random walk estimates. Recall from Section 1 that By is a rate 1
continuous time random walk with step distribution p(-), starting at 0.

LEMMA 7.3. (a) There is a constant C'y g, depending on p(-), such that

(7.6) sup P(B =) <Cy gt +1)7* for allt>0
x€Z?
and
(7.7) supP(B) =2) <Cr 4|zl +1)""  for all v € Z*.
>0

(b) If 27 € Z* and tr > 0 satisfy

(7.8) Thm z—?:z and Tlim—:s>0,
—00 —00
then
—|22/202%s
. 0o _ e
(7.9) A TP(Bry, =21) = —5 25—

(c) For each K >0, there is a constant Cr 19(K) >0 so that

7.10 liminf inf TP(BY=z)>C K).
(7.10) minf Inf [TPBr=2)20C719(K)

REMARK 7.4. If p(-) is a kernel on Z? (any d) satisfying the conditions of
Section 1 and also 3, |2|%p(x) < oo, then part (a) and it’s proof go through,
where |2|? may now be replaced with |z|? in (7.7).

ProOOF OF LEMMA 7.3. The first inequality is standard for discrete time
walks; see (A.7) in [1] for the simple adaptation to continuous time. For the
second, let Y;, be the discrete time random walk with step distribution p(-)
introduced in Section 2. Then P7.10 in [10] implies there is a constant C'7 g
such that

sup PY(V,, =) < C7 ¢(|z]* + 1)~* for all = € Z2.
n>0
Since P(BY =x) =>0° ye " 't"P(Y,, = z)/n!, (7.7) follows immediately.

For e >0, let Y, n=0,1,2,..., be the discrete time random walk with
step distribution p®(x) = P(B. = ). Applying the discrete time local central
limit theorem (P7.10 in [10]) to this random walk, we can conclude that if
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(7.8) holds, assuming that tr € eZ™ for all T, then (7.9) must hold (note
the step variance of Y is 0%¢). The fact that p(-) is symmetric implies that
P(B) =0) is decreasing in ¢, and therefore, the Markov property implies
that

P(BY =x)
P(BY. = 2)p*(0) < P(B0 = g) < —ntDe ©7
(Bh. =)y (0) < P(BY =) < —e
for u € [ne, (n + 1)e].
This inequality and an argument by contradiction shows that (7.8) implies
(7.9) without the restriction tp € eZ*.
For the walk Y),, let ¢, (K) =inf; <k m nP%(Y, = z). Then P7.10 of [10]

implies that liminf,,_, ¢, (K) > 0 for every K > 0. Let S(¢),t > 0, be a rate
one Poisson process. For all |z| < K+/t,

tP(B) =) > tP(S(t)=n) inf P(Y,=y)
! |t—;t/2 ‘y|§K\/27n

2 P(IS() —t] <t/2)(2/3) inf, cn(KV2).
n>
This is enough to prove (7.10). O

7.2. Voter model estimates. Let en,ty,Kn,0n be as in (7.3). For N

fixed, let ét be the rate vy = N — élqu voter model on 72 with rates as
in (5.1) for b=0 and v =vy. Define £ (x) = &(2v/N),z € Sy, the rate vy
voter model on Sy. We introduce some rather trivial notation which will be
used frequently:

(7.11) m(l)=2 and m(2)=m(3)=1.
Our goal here is to prove the following analogue of Proposition 7.1 for é{v .
PROPOSITION 7.5.  There is a constant Cy 19 and a sequenceny 19(IN) |
0 so that, for j =1,2,3, if p:R?2 =R, then
E(AY (6,60)

(712) <0y pa(NXY Q) + XF (026l

C7. 120l i i
e //1(|w 2] < on) dXY (w) dXY (2),.
N

To prepare for the proof of this result, we introduce rescaled versions
of the independent and coalescing random walks systems {By} and {B}}
introduced in Section 1 as follows: for z,y € Sy,

(7.13) BN =BiN/VN, BV =B2YN/VN,

uNt uNt
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and
™N(z,y) =7(VNz,vVNy) /vy, #N(z,y) =7(VNz,V'Ny)/vy.

We will need the following estimate.

LEMMA 7.6. There is a constant 07_14 such that

lO N 2 x 2 r+e
%ZPN(G)P(&J]V(B%’ )zféV(Bg\; Y =1,7N(z, x4+ €) > ty)
(7.14) o
<C714EN//1’1U—2‘<\/ dXO dXO()
X{@)?
O e

REMARK 7.7. 1In Section 5.1, working with the (unscaled) voter model,
we estimated quantltles like the left hand side above by, in effect, dropping
the condition 50 (Bt #1¢) = 1. The bound this produces is too crude for our
current needs.

PRrROOF. By translation invariance and symmetry, the left-hand side of
(7.14) is

NI & (W)E () e le)

ZNP(BtNN’O:w—x,BIfX;E—z ™(0,e) > ty)
(7.15) v
= (N')72 & (w)§ ZPN (e)NP(Byy ¢ =2z —w, 75 > 2ty)
EE&V—I—EN

where Tév “ =inf{s: B¢ =0}, and B¥, respectively, X2, denotes the contri-
bution to (7.15) from w, z satisfying |w — z| < /K nty, respectively, |w —z| >
VEnty. Define PV by

PV((BY ) €)= Y pn(e)PUBN*, 1) ),

and note that

EN(IBYP) = > pn(e)E(le + BYY)?)
eESN

= Z pne)(lel? + E(2(e, BNO) + |BNY2)) =262 (N 7! + 5).
eeSN



42 J. T. COX AND E. A. PERKINS
For X%, use (7.6) and the Markov property at time ¢y to see that
NpN(Bé\t[N =z —w, 73 >2ty)
< NE(U(rd > tn)(w)P(B =2 —w— B (v)))
< NP(rg' > tn)Cr6(ontn) ™!

N
< C7.6EH(UNtN)/tN‘

In view of (2.4), there is a constant C'7 1 such that
(7.16) Y < Cr 167 / / U|w — 2| < VEnin) dXY (w) dXD (2).

To bound XV, let 7y = e~ VI8N and use the Markov property at time
fntn and the bounds in Lemma 7.3(a) [recall (7.13)] to see that, for |w —z| >

\/KNtN7

pN(Bé\t[N =w— 2,73 > 2ty)

- Kyt
N N - N NN N0 =
<E (1(70 > INEN | Bty | > T)) SUp P(Bi_ e =)
- Kyt
# B (1> it By | < YY)
N,0 _ N
% P(B(2—ﬁN)tN TwmAT BﬁNtN))

EN(BY ) Crg

NNIN

Cr.6
4H A t .V
- Knty  on(2—10n)tN +4H (v itn)

NEKntn'

Using EN(|BY , |?) = 20%(finty + N~1) and H(v) ~¢/log N as v — oo

INEN
[i.e.,, (2.4)], and then plugging in the value of these constants, one shows

that each of the last two terms above is O((N(log N)Kntn)~!) as N — oo.
Hence, there is a constant C7 17 so that

SN < Cra7X9 (1)
ENKN.

Put (7.17) and (7.16) into (7.15) to get the required bound. O

(7.17)

PROOF OF PROPOSITION 7.5. Fix ¢:R? — R such that ||¢||Lip < oo, and
let e, f denote independent random variables with law px(-). The structure
of the proof is as follows. We will use duality to decompose each E (A;VHF)
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into a sum of simpler terms [defined below in (7.20)—(7.22)],
B (6.600) =3 =5,

(7.18) B8y (0,€00)) =2 =23 37,
B(Ag™ (9,60,)) =3y =33 + 53"

We will show that there is a sequence n(/N) — 0 such that, for j =1,2,3,
N O m(j) ¥
(7.19) =N = X (0) < (W) o7 K5 (1),

and that the remaining E;-’N are bounded above by terms of the form given
in the right-hand side of (7.12). This will prove (7.12). Note that it is (7.19)
which identifies the parameters of the limiting super-Brownian motion of
Theorem 1.2.

The E;fN are given by

= = Z¢ 2log NP(£) (B =1L (z,z +e) > tn),

(7.20) 2PN = Z<z> 2log NP(E)(BN") =&Y (B") =1,

%N(:E,:E +e)>tn),

waN = Z¢ )log N P (&} (BN”@)_l
N(ZE:E+€) N(z,x+ f) > ty,
N +e,x+f)<tn),

£ = Z¢ Jlog NP(§' (Biy") = &' (B ™) =1,
(7.21) Nz, x4+ e) AN (z,z + f) > t,
Nz +e,xz+f)<tn),
s = Z¢ )log NP(&) (B{") =0,
( Nm—l—e) ( Ngc-',—f) 1,

V(- e) NN (2,2 + f)
N(a:+e x4+ f)>1tN)
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and

N 1 AN AN
2y = 5 Do) log NP(§) (By") =1,

%N(x,x—i-e) /\%N(x,x—i-f) >tN,
Nz +e x+ f)<ty),
(1.22) 3N =x3",

1 ° >N,z
SN = = 3 () log NPEY (BY) =1,
2 AN,z+e N,z
F(BNTT) =& B =0,
(@, x+e) AN (2,2 + f)

N +ex+f)>ty).

Although the expressions for the E;’N are lengthy, verification of (7.18) is a
stral%htforward application of duality. We will prove the decomposition for
E(A (€] 1)), the others are proved similarly.

Usmg duality,

E(ANW &)
Z<z> Jog NP(EY (z) = L&Y (v +e) =&\ (z+ f)=0)

Z<z> )og NP (B") = 1,6 (B ") =&Y (Bl ) =,

Nz x4 e) AN (2, + f) > ty).

The possibility 7V (x+e,x+ f) >ty gives rise to Zg’N. For the complement,
letting Ey = {#V (v,z +e) AN (z,2 + f) > tn, 7N (z + e, + f) <tn},

(B =1, B = (BN ) =0, By}
={&V (BN =1, ENn )\ &Y (BN") = €)(B") =1, En}.

Taking expectations, this gives the terms 23’ and 23’ , proving the de-
composition for E(AéV’Jr) in (7.18).

Before tackling (7.19), let us dispense with the error terms Z;-’N, 1# 1.
By Lemma 7.6, we see, that for j =1,2,3,

52N < O 010 |t [ [ 10w = 21 < VB) X (w) X (2
(7.23)
+ (Knen) ' Xg (1)



TWO-DIMENSIONAL LOTKA-VOLTERRA MODEL 45

Next, consider Eg’N, and recall that 7V (z,y) = 7(2v/N,yv/N)/vx. This

term is no larger than

[[llo

N Zlog NP (B =1,

%N(:E,:E—I—e)/\%N(x,x—l—f)A%N(x+e,x+f) >tN)

TN(O,e) A TN(O,f) /\TN(e,f) >tyN)
= [|lloo X5 (1) 1og NP(N (0,€) AN (0, f) ATV (e, f) > t).

Note that 7V (e, f) >ty implies e # f, and also that 7V (x,y) >ty is
equivalent to 7(v'N,zvNy) > vxty. Therefore, by Lemma 2.5, (2.7) and
(2.4), we may conclude that, for a constant C7 94 depending on p(-),

(7.24) 55" < O7.94]16]l00 X3 (1) (log N) /2.
Virtually the same reasoning gives
(7.25) 5" < O 94]16]l00 X3 (1) (log N) /2.

On account of (7.23), (7.24) and (7.25), the proof of Proposition 7.5 will be
complete once we establish (7.19).
Consider first the j =2 case of (7.19). Then

2" =7 X3 ()]

1 e
= 28 (w Z¢ )log NP(B)* =w — x,
T (076)/\72N(07f)>t]\/7

Ne, f) <tn) — X <<z>>}

=N Z §0 w)(log NE(¢p(w — Bg\re)

x 1(#N(0,e) A7N(0, f) > tw,

(e, f) <tw) =7 o(w)))|-

Recalling the notation ¢p from (2.1), and using Cauchy-Schwarz in the
second inequality below, we see that the above implies

12y = XY (9)]
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Z w)log N

w

E(|¢(w - B") = ¢(w)|L(#N (0,€) A 7N (0, ) > tw,
(e, f) <tw))

N/ ZSO log N)qUNtN - ’Y*)

< XY (1) log NE(|6fi | BI 1) 201/
+ [0l X3 (1)[(l0g N)quyey =]
< @lLip X (1) log N (20*(N ™' + tny)H(2unty)) ">
+ 6]l Xo' (1)](log N)guyey — -
Thus, by (2.4) and Proposition 2.1,
(7.26) 15" = 7 X3 (0)] < n7.26(N) I lluip X7 (1),

where 177 96(N) — 0 as N — oo. Virtually the same argument gives the same
bound for |25 — v* XN ().
Finally, arguing as we did for Z%’N, we have

=Y - 2m?XéV (6°)]

=% Zgo )log NE(¢*(w — By ") L(TN (0,€) > ty)) — 2106 (w)]
<% Zso log NE(|6*(w = B})*) = 6*(w)[1(r"(0,€) > tn))]

+ Zfo w)|log NP(7N(0,¢) > t) — 270?|
) N
< XYV (1) (log NE((2/|¢llsc [l Lip| By )?) /2 H (20ntn ) /2
+ ”Cngo‘(lOg N)H(2unty) — 27702]).
Again, since E(|B"°[2) <20y, (2.4) implies that

(7.27) 121N = 2102 X3 (62)] < 07,07 (N) XY (1))

where 77 97(N) — 0 as N — oo. The required result, (7.19), has been proved
thanks to (7.26), its analogue for j = 3, and (7.27). This completes the proof
of Proposition 7.5. [
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The next result will allow us to deduce Proposition 7.1 from Proposi-
tion 7.5.

LEMMA 7.8.  There is a constant Cy 9g so that, for j=1,2,3, ¢:R? —

R, and all 0 <t <1,
_— |E(ANT(6,6)) — B(AN (0,€M)))
< C7.98l0lImP[(log N) ™! + tlog N X{' (1),

where m(j) is as in (7.11).
PRrOOF. The proofs are quite similar, so we only consider j =2. If £, €
{0,115~ satisfy ¢ <n, then (5.34) with ¢ = d, implies
(1= n(@) [ (,m)* = (1= E@) 1Y (2,6)?)
<n(x) = &(x) + 20 (1) — i (2,6)].
If we apply the above with n=¢&Y and ¢ =&Y, we get

IE(AY T (6,6Y)) — B(AY ™ (6,6M)))
! Elz[u—sﬁ(m)fﬁx,sﬁ)?

=
N xT

— (=& @) (@,6))) logzw»(w)] }

< ol log NE| 5 6 0) - € 0) + 2.6~ 70

< 3[|¢llo0 log N[E(XY (1)) — E(X{Y(1))]
< 3|6l Cg.7[(log N) ™ + tlog N X3 (1) for 0<t <1,

applying the bound (6.7) in the last inequality above. This argument gives

the same bound for \E(Aév+(¢,§,fv)) — E(Aé\m'((b, ¢M))|, and (7.28) follows
by the triangle inequality. [

7.3. Proof of Proposition 7.1. Let m(j) be as in (7.11). By writing ¢ =
¢t — ¢~ if m(j) = 1, we may assume ¢™U) > 0. Combine Proposition 7.5
and Lemma 7.8 to conclude that

IEAN(6.Y)] < 7 12N (X (1) + X)) Il

m)
N M//mw — 2 < VN AXY (w) dX Y (2)
EN
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+C7 98181129 [(log N) ™!+t log N1 X7 (1),
g | BX (670)) — X (6m0)].
By our coupling and (6.7),
|E(X[ (¢0)) = XN (¢mD))| < B(XN (¢™9) — X[\ (™))
< [l B(XH (1) — X (1))
< Co.7llo12D (log N) 2 + ty] X§' (1)

If we insert the above into the previous inequality we obtain the required
upper bound (7.4).

7.4. Proof of Proposition 7.2. We will work with the biased voter model
and prove an analogous result for it. Namely, there is constant C7 5 such
that

E(//l(\x—y! <Von)dX [ (x) dX'iv(y))

(7.29) < 07 57751 (XY (1) + XY (1))
ON 2/3 ~1/3 ( t )}
1+t ont 1 1+ —1].
X[5N+t(+ )+ N og +5N

Since &Y < &N, (7.29) would imply (7.5).

To prove (7.29), we need two estimates which are simple consequences of
Proposition 7.3. We express these estimates in terms of the random walk
BM* which takes steps according to py(-) at rate vy + by = N + 0log N
and has semigroup PtN’*, introduced just before Proposition 4.4.

COROLLARY 7.9. (a) For allz € Sy and t >0,
Cr.6
1+ Nt

(b) Assume &' L0 and Ny — oo. For each K >0, there is a constant
Cr 91(K) >0 so that

(7.30) PBYN* =)<

7.31 inf NN P(BY) =w) > Cry g4(K).
( : N>1,weSy,|w|<K /5 NP 267 ) 7.3’1( )

PROOF. Inequality (7.30) is a direct consequence of (7.6). The inequality
(7.31) is a direct consequence of (7.9) and the fact that P(Bf =z) >0 for
all z €Z?,t>0. O
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For xz,w € Sy, let piv’w(:n) = NP(B;V’* =2 —w) and p} () :piv’o(x).
For fixed e,t > 0, let ¢Z(x) :pé\;’j_s(az). If M is as in Lemma 5.5 and

¢:Ry x Sy = R, let ¢n(s,2) = ¢(s,z/VN),z € 2%, and MN(¢) =
(N")"*My(¢n). By (5.36) and integration by parts,

XN G = XY R +2 [ X (g5) ant ()
o [ XN XY G b A ) s

+ (MY (¢7)]s-

Then E([M"™(¢*)];) = N'"2E((M(#?)n)¢) and so we may take means and
use Lemma 5.5(a) to conclude

E(X] (p2)?

)
t_ _ _
<Xl +2m( X;V<pé&i_s>xgv<pﬁi_sbesV<sgV>>ds)
(7.32)

t log N
+E< [ Cras e Copki e A )

(1= @) Y (@ ) ds).

Sum over z, multiply by /N, and use + >, p2#(z)pl*(y) = pi.(y — ) to
see that

(//61)25 z) dX ] (x )dXtN(y))

< [ [epeanty - o)Xy @) axy )
([ ] / Doy = 0 £ (0, E8) X (0) X2 (0) 5

t log N _
+C7.32 /0 EPYetio(0)E < Oﬁ,, S IEN () £ (2, 6))

T

+(1—§év(x))ffv(:c,£év)]> s

C7.6eN N

= 1+2N(€+t)XO ()?

¢ 2C7 geN _ _ _
TN PO e X @) ds
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t eN _ _
2 E(log NXN (V&N
+207.39076 || g oy PUor VAN (3(€) ds

where we have used (7.30) in the last line. Next use the mass bounds (6.5)
and (6.6) and the definition of g in (4.1) to bound the sum of the last two
integrals by

t
0604.1t/0 Ti_ss_l/?’ds XV ()2 + xV ().

Consequently, there is a constant C'7 33 such that, for 0 <t <T,

B[ [ty - dX @) ax )

C TN q)\2 N € ! € —-1/3
< Cp e TR W+ XY (W) S+ [ s s

(7.33)
< C7 53¢ T 33T (XY (1)? + X' (1) (e%t(l +3t2/%)

+2et7 3 log(1 + t/a))

(split the integral at ¢/2). Now set ¢ = Jxy and note that the above upper
bound is the right-hand side of (7.29). The left-hand side of (7.33) is bounded
below by

(//5Np26N —1E |Z/—33|<\/_ dXt dXt ( ))

> O7.31(VE(L(|ly — 2| < Von) dX] () dX ] (1)),

where C7 31(1) >0 by (7.31). Combine this with (7.33) to complete the
proof of (7.29), and hence, Proposition 7.2.

8. Proof of Proposition 4.7—Part II. We will make frequent use of the
following elementary estimate. If ¢: R? — R such that ||¢||s < K, then there
is a constant Cg 1 = Cg 1 (K) such that, for j =1,2,3 and s >0,

(8.1) AN (6,60 < Cg 1 (KXY (log N ¥ (-, M) + XN (1)].

Now let J > 1, TV =inf{s: XN (1) > J}, t <T, 1 <p< 2, and recall the
sequences defined in (7.3). Assume also that [|¢||Lip V X' (1) < K. We first
show there is a constant Cg o (7', K, p) such that, for j =1,2,3,

p) _CSQ(TKp)‘

t
(8.2) E<‘/O 1(s > TV + ta) AN (6,61 ds =
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By Holder’s inequality, the left-hand side is at most
t 2\ p/2
P(TY < t)<2—P>/2E((/ AN(g, ggv)ds) )
0

(2-p)/
< 2p/2P(SupXéV(1) > J)
s<t

X {E</OtA§V(¢,Eﬁ)d31/8j A;Y(¢’££)ds2>r/2

B(sup,, XJ'(1)%) P2
J2p

<[ [ xS o N € + XN W)y

<2?70%

t p/2
< [ By (X, Qog NAY (€2 ) + X2 (1) s )

<R e (/0T<X5Y (log N 15" (€:1)) + X5, (1))

X/T[(g(82—81)+1) N1 )]d32dsl>]p/2

S1
for a constant C'(T, K,p). In the next to last line we used (8.1) and in the

last line we used (4.2), (4.3) and (4.4). After simplification and applying
(4.5) and (4. ) we have that the last line above is at most

C'(T,K, p/2
J2pp (/ g(s1)( XN —l—X(])V(l))dsl)

for a constant C’'(T, K, p). This proves (8.2).
We can now use L2 estimates. Let

(8.3) E(M)tl(s <1V +tN)A§V(¢,§;V)ds]2) =I1(N, J,t) + I5(N, J,t),

where

I1(N,J,t) =2F (/Ot 1(s1 S T7 +tn)AY (6,60)

tA(s1+tN)
X/ o 1(82ST}V—I—tN)A;-V((JS,gg)dSldSQ)

S1

Iy(N, J,t) = 2E</Ot 1(s1 < T7 +tn) AN (6,60)

t
< [ 14ty 52 ST+ 1) AN (0,65 dsads ).

1
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By (8.1), the Markov property and (4.2) and (4.4), it follows that I1 (N, J,t)
is at most

T
2031 (1) ( [ D (og NAY (€X) + X2 (1)

S1

s1+iN
x / Exp (X3, (log Nf¥ (€5, -5,)) + X5, (1)) ds2 dsl)
T N N (N N
<2081 2 ( [ DX Qog N €) + X5 (1)

x / Y (g3 — s1) + Oy o(T) XN (1) sy dsl).

S1

In view of the definition of g(s), (4.3) and (4.5), it follows that there is a
constant Cg 4(K,T') such that

(8.4) L(N,J,T) < Cg 4 (K, T)EY.

Turning to I3(N,J,T), we may use Proposition 7.1 and (8.1) to see that,
for s1 +tn < s9,
[B(Ls1 < TY)1(s2 ST + i) A} (6,68)AF (9,€0))]
< B(1(s1 <TP)Us2 T3+ tn)IAT (@ EDN By, (A (8,6))])
< Cg1(K)

< (16 < )N Qog N (€) + X (1)

x C7.4 [777.4(N)(X§Z_m(1)2 +X1 (1)

+(en) !
< [ [ 1w -2l = Vaw) axd_, ) ng_tN(w)]).

Since 1{ij <8 < ij +int{s1 +tny < s2< ij + ty} =0, this implies
that

12(N7 J7t)
<203 1(K)

T N N N/¢N N
< [ B[1sr < T Qog N A (€) + X ()

x Cr7 4 (777.4(N)EXQ (/()T_Sl (XN +x5(1) ds2>
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) 1
T—s1
x By (/ //1 lw— 2| <Von)dX D (2) dX D (w )d32>)] dsy.

Apply (4.3) and Proposition 7.2 to see that there is a constant C(T', K)
such that I5(N,J,T') is bounded above by

T N N N N
C(@,K) [ B(1sr < T tog NAY (X)) + X2 (1)

<A WP + XY (W)

+ey' Cr5(XN (1) + X2 (1))

T=s17 by 2/3
1+s
/0 (51\7 + 32( )

+(5N32_1/3 log(l + ;—2>) dsz] }) dsy
N
<C(T,K)(J*+J)

« [ BOe o NRY(E) + X2(1)

X

X {n7.4(N)

T=s1(14T3 ) T
5 / < 1 <1 —>)d }d .
+ (dn/en) ; S+ 5 + 85 " log +5N S9 ¢ dsy

By using (4.2) and (4.4) and evaluating the remaining deterministic inte-
grals, we see that there is a constant Cg 5(K,T) such that

(8.5) I(N,J,T) < Cg 5(K, T)(J* + T)yig 5(N),

where 1g 5(N) = g—i’, log(1 + %) +n74(N)—0as N — oo [recall (7.3)].
| 8 (6.5.6%)ds

By standard inequalities,
p t 2\ \ p/2
)= (=( )
0

< (Ii(N, T, K)Y? + I (N, T, K)'/?)".

| 85056 as

t
o
0

We now choose J = Jy — oo such that JEng 5(N) — 0 as N — co. Then
(7.2) follows from (8.2), (8.3), (8.4), (8.5) and the last inequality. As was
noted at the beginning of Section 7, Proposition 4.7 is then immediate.
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9. Proof of Theorem 1.3. The proof of survival in [3] was given for gen-
eral voter model perturbations assuming d > 3 and N’ = N. Here we are
concerned only with Lotka—Volterra models, but are working in dimension
d = 2 with mass normalization N’ = N/log N. In this section we will state
and prove analogues of Lemma 3.2 and Proposition 4.2 of [3]. Given these
results, the argument in Section 5 of [3] applies without further change to
complete the proof of Theorem 1.3. We will content ourselves with proving
survival only, and not derive a lower bound on the probability of survival as
given in Corollary 3 in [3].

For any K >2, L >1 and N € N, define [ = [-L,L)?, I, = (2L,0) +
I, 1.1 =(-2L,0)+1I, I'=(-KL,KL)?, and Ij = (—-KLVN,KLV/N)2.
For & € {0, 1}22, supported on I}, let {&(x):2 € Z*t >0} be the Lotka
Volterra model where all sites z ¢ Iy are set to 0 for all time. We may
construct & and £ as the solutions of a stochastic differential equation as
in [3] [see (SDE)(I') in Proposition 2.1 of that paper] so that if [£| < oo
and &y < &p, which we will assume throughout, then & <& for all £ > 0. For
z €Sn, let §V(z) =Eni(aVN), XN = 37 Y ey & (2)0z, and €Y, XN be
as usual. Note that §~N and X N are supported on I’

The main technical step in the proof of Theorem 1.3 is the following
version of Lemma 3.2 of [3]. Among our standing assumptions (1.8)—(1.10),
it only requires (1.8)(a) and (1.10). Let || - || be the sup norm on R2. Recalling
the independent random walk family B introduced just before Theorem 1.1,
we define here

(9.1) N =BRN  pesy.
Also define
flog N
.2 N
(9 ) N N 9

from the following:

LEMMA 9.1.  There exists a nondecreasing Cg g:Ry — Ry, depending
only on 0 and p(-), such that, for any Ne€N, t>0, K >2, L>1, if Xév =
X(])V is supported by I, then

B(x{ (1) - X" (1)
3)

KL
< Co. 50X )| o+ P(_swp 101> (< —2)2) |
U= N

Given this bound, the next step is the following analogue of Proposition
4.2 in [3]. Recall the definition of S7 before Theorem 1.3. For a = (ag, 1),
let ||ally = |og — 1| 4 |ay — 1|, and for K > 1, let g = 6~ 42K+1)*,
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PrROPOSITION 9.2.  Assume 0<n<1. There are L, K,J €N, T>1 and
r€(0,e~*) depending on 1 such that if

loo(1 1/2 2
(94) aeS", laji <r and N =N(a)= L(%) J ,
1
then XN (I) = X{¥ (1) > J implies
(9.5) PYXP (L) ANXF (I-1) =) > 1 — k.

Inequality (9.5) is just what is needed to show that the Lotka-Volterra
process “dominates” a super-critical oriented percolation, and hence, sur-
vives. The details of this argument are spelled out in Section 5 of [3], and ap-
ply without change to the current setting. Therefore, to prove Theorem 1.3,
it suffices now to prove Lemma 9.1 and Proposition 9.2. We will start with
the proof of the second result, assuming the validity of the first one. Our
argument closely follows the proofs of Proposition 4.2 and Theorem 8.3 in

[3].

PROOF OF PROPOSITION 9.2. We now choose certain constants which
depend only on 7> 0 and p(-). Let ¢ =c¢(0) > 1 be large enough so that
(9.6) exp(—?K?/170%) < yg /4 for all K > 1.

As in Lemma 4.3 of [3], we may choose T =T(n) > 2 and L = ¢v/T € N such
that if X; is super-Brownian motion with branching rate 2+,, diffusion rate
o? and drift dy € [y*/24,7*] [recall v* from (1.12)], then there is a constant
Cq.7=Cg 7(n) such that

(9.7) P(Xr(I) A Xp(I_1) < 3Xo(1)) < C 7/ Xo(1).
Next, let K >4+ 47" be large enough so that

(98) 809‘3(T)e—c2K2/1602 < e—c2K2/17027

and let J € N be large enough so that

(9.9) Co 7/J < e HC/1T0%

By monotonicity of XV (Proposition 2.1 (b)(ii) of [3]), we may assume
X (1) = X{ (1) = J. We claim that, with ¢, T, L and K defined above, there
exists r € (0,e*) such that if « € ", ||al|; <7, and N = N(a) is defined as
in (9.4), then
(9.10) POXN (1) A XN (1)) < 3J) < 26~ K*/170°

and

(9.11)  PYXN(I) - XN(I)) > J) <e KM o4
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Given these estimates, it is straightforward using (9.6) to complete the proof
of (9.5).
Before beginning the proofs of (9.10) and (9.11), we note that

(9.12) ap— o > gHaHl for all « € §"

and also that for a € S, and N’ = N'(o) = N(«r)/log N(«),
(9.13) N'llalls € [4,1]
These estimates follow from (crude) elementary calculations which we omit.
(9.12) uses 7 < 1 and (9.13) uses |af|; <r <e™?.
If (9.10) fails, then we may suppose there exists a sequence o' € S and

initial states X,'™ supported on I with X" (I) = J such that ||a™||; — 0
as m — 0o, and

(9.14) P (XN (1) A XY™ (I_1) <3J) > 2e~ K17 for all m.

We may assume, by taking an appropriate subsequence, that X, — X for
some Xy € My supported on I satisfying Xo(I) = J. We may also assume,
in view of (9.13), that N/ (o' —1,a7* — 1) — (69, 01) for some (6, 61) € R?.
The inequalities (9.12) and (9.13), and the fact that |y — ;| < ||e||1 imply
that

(00— 01) = lim 7" Njy(af — o) € [ /247,
Now let X; denote super-Brownian motion with branching rate 2., diffusion
rate 02 and drift v*(6p — ;). By Theorem 1.2, the fact that X7(0I;) =0
a.s., and the inequalities (9.7) and (9.9), it follows that
limsup P*"™ (XNm (1}) < 3J) < Px, (Xr(I1) < 3J)

m—0oQ
<Cqr/J< e CKNTo?,
Since the same estimate is valid for 7_1, (9.14) cannot hold. This proves
(9.10).
Now consider (9.11) for I;. Following the proof of (4.11) in [3] (the odd
lower bound on K is used here), the invariance principle for Brownian motion

and a standard Gaussian estimate imply there exists a sequence ey — 0,
depending ultimately on 7, ¢ and 6, such that

P< sup  [|BN] > (K — 2)L) < Sexp(—*K2/1602) + ex.
u<T(1+8),)

Combining this estimate with (9.3), the coupling égv <& and Chebyshev’s
inequality imply

P(X7 (L) = X7 (1) > J)
(9.15)

KL —c o
< Cg 5(TXN (D) [m 4 8e @ K?/1607 4 sN] /J.
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If (9.11) fails for I7, then we may assume the existence of sequences a/¥m

and X(])V ™ as before, such that, for all m,
(9.16) P (XN (1) — XN (1) > ) > exp(—K?/1762).
However, the estimate (9.15) implies that [recall XV (I) = J]

lim sup P (XY (1) — X (1) > J) < 8C’9.3(T)e_C2K2/1602

m—0oQ
<exp(—c2K?/170?),
by (9.8), and this contradicts (9.16). O

To prove Lemma 9.1, we must also work with the rescaled voter and
biased voter models £V, N, XN XN from Sections 5 and 6 with rates
and bias vy and by, respectively, as in (5.15), as well as their counterparts

with 0 boundary values off of 1 i , éN , EN , XN and X N We will assume that

N =¢l = éév and ééV = EéV = éév so that the construction of these particle
systems via (SDE)(I) as in [3] ensures that

(9.17) §<gy,  §<gy forallt>0,
as well as
(9.18) Eﬁv < Eév, &N < Eiv for all ¢ > 0.

We use E N én to denote expectations for our initial conditions é{)V < 5(1]\/ as
above.

PROOF OF LEMMA 9.1. In this proof constants C' and functions C(-)
will depend only on @ and p(-), and may change from line to line. The C(T)
will always be assumed to be an increasing function from R, to R . Implicit
use of Remark 4.6 will be made to ensure this from time to time.

Let J5tN denote the semigroup of ﬁgv ’0, killed when it exits I’. Arguing
just as in the proof of Lemma 3.2 of [3], we get

Xi' (1) = X5 (B1) + M
(9.9 logNOY [ 5 3 B 1)1~ € ), €Y ds
t 1 ~ _ _
~og Ny [ ST BY 1@ (2) £ (0. )2 s,
0 x

where M}V is a square integrable martingale with mean 0. Since X3’ = XV,
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we may take differences with (3.7) (with ¢s =1) to conclude that

E(x{ (1) - X{' (1))
=Xy (1= P

B (10w N S0 - NN 0 - PG
—eNlogNN,Zss ) o (2,67)*(1 —E&l(sc))) ds

(9.20) +HévlogN/0 E(W;Pﬁsl(x)
x (1= &N () fY (2, €0)?
. ggv(x»fm,g;vﬂ) ds
o toe [ 5 ARG @ 06
. 55<$>fév<x,55>21) ds

Choose ¢ 1, : Ry — Ry so that

1($ > KL) < qﬁK,L(x) < 1(£ > (K — 1)L) and ‘(bK,L’Lip < 1.

Then

(9.21) 1-— pﬁsl(:n) < E(qSK,L (uilili)s |z + BfLV’OH)) =hy_s()
and

(9:22) |h—slLip < 1, [ —s]lLip < 2.

For s <t and £ <¢ are in {0,1}5~, define

Holt — 5.6) = logNth (@[ — @) Y (.6 + () fY (.6
(66 =2 S @) (.~ E@) 1 (2,6

H2(§,5)=TZ!(l—i(w))le(waf)z—(1—5(x))ffv(w,5)2!-
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From (9.20) and (9.21) we get

B(XN(1) - XN (1))
(9.23) <Xy -pPM1)

+9[/OtE<Ho<t—s,séV))ds+/0tziﬂi<sf,£5>ds].

1=

Our goal is to show, by estimating each of the above terms, that there are
constants cy(t) and ¢; such that

E(X{M(1) - X{(1))
KL

N AL N,0 B
020 el r( s 101> -2 )]

+ ¢ /Ot E(XY (1) - XN1))ds.

Applying Gronwall’s lemma, we obtain (9.3).
Step 1. The first term in (9.23) is simple. Since Xév is supported on
I= [_Lv L]27

025 XF@-PYY) < XF P (sup A = (K - 1)L ).
u<t

Step 2. Let ¢ = (log N)~P, where p = 18, and consider the Hy term in
(9.23). (The choice p =18 is used only in the last line of this proof.) We first
note that

N/
log N

<D M1 —€@)E(y) +E(@) (L — &) pn (Y — 2)he—s(2)

HO(t - 875)

=260 (§)he—s)
+3 > 11— €@)E@pn (@ = y) (he-s(@) — he—s(y))]

<2 (fY(E)hi—s) + V20l¢ N7V,

using (9.22) and the covariance assumption on p to bound ), |z|pn(2) by
V20 N~1/2in the last line. Now we may use the Markov property and the
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above to see that

(/ Hy(t —5,6Y) )
SE(/O Ho(t—safév)ds)

i [ 2y (XX Q0g N DR ds )

1 N tVe
V2022 E(XN(1))ds

T~
2C tVe
< N 4.8 ( N )
_2logNE(/0 XN (1)ds) e Pl Xmds
t\/s tVe
+204‘8E( N (hy s)ds) +fal(\’/giv E(XN1))ds,
€

where we have used the trivial bound Hy(t — s,£N) < 2log NXN (1), Propo-
sition 4.5 and (9.22) in the last line. Recall the definition of P"* before
Proposition 4.4. Next use (4.2), Proposition 4.4, (9.22) and a bit of arith-
metic to bound the above by

XN 1 tVe o
C(t)[ l(;)g(N) +/ X NPNrh, S)ds}

for some C(t). In view of (9.1), PtN *=pN

H(1+8 ) where P}V is the semigroup

of ﬁiv ’0, and we readily see that

P < P( s B> (K - 1)L,
u<t(1+0%)

Now use the fact that X" is supported on I to conclude that

E(/(]tHo(t—s,ﬁéV)d.s)

< Cy 260X () | o V)~ + P( o YO (K - L))

(9.26)

for some Cq 9¢(%).

Step 3. Turn next to the H; terms in (9.23), ¢ = 1,2. With an application
of the Markov property in mind, let us for the moment consider more general
initial conditions than that in the theorem and assume only 5 < 50 are
such that [€)| < oo and &) is supported on I’. We couple &Y < ¢V and
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N
¢, < &N as described above so that (9.17) and (9.18) hold. Let ¢ =1/6 and
for 6 > 0, let

I'(0) ={weI':d(w,0I') <5},

where d(w, 0I") is the distance from w to the boundary of I’ in the supremum
norm on R2. The goal of this step is to prove that there is a constant Cy .97
such that

2
Bey en (z Hi@,@)
(9.27) =

- xNa _
<Cg27 {Xév(l)—XéV(l)Jr k‘))g(N) +1log NX¢' (I'(2€9)) .

As before, we proceed via comparisons with the biased voter model and
voter model, and hence, need the decomposition

where

Fl :le :Eéévvgé\rﬂHz(géV’gév) _Hz(gévvgévﬂ),

Iy = 22 = Egé\’,g(])\’ﬂHz(géV’gf:v) - H2(55755)|)
After expanding I'; using the definitions of H; and Hs, and rearranging
using the inequality ||a — b| — |¢ — d|| < |a — ¢| + |b — d|, we have

I < Egév,gg(Hi(éévafév)) +E éﬁg(I)V(Hz’(gévygév))'
We estimate these two terms as follows.
By (5.33) and (5.34), we have for i = 1,2,
Eex (Hi(€),€Y)) < 3log NE(XX (1) — X[V(1))
(9.29) < 3Cg 7log N[(log N) ™2 4+ £] X{¥ (1)
< Cg.29 X (1)/log N

for a constant Cg 9g, where in the next to last line we used the basic coupling
and (6.7).

Again, as in the proof of Lemma 3.2 in [3], and arguing as in (5.36), we
may show that, for some square integrable martingale M},

= ~ ~ = t — ~ ~ ~
XY = XY B ) + 30 + [ 2010 NXY (BY1AYE))) s

where PV* = ptj(VH_&;V) and %y is as in (9.2). Take differences with (9.19)

and use the fact that PN1 isdecreasing in t to see that
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E(Xév(l) _XF{V(]')) <X0 (P (1+5/ )1 PN )

+ 2élogN/ E(XN1)+ XN(1))ds
(9.30) ’
< 2§logN/0€ E(XN(1)+ XN(1))ds
< C(log N)"*Xg' (1),

where (6.3) and the coupling (9.18) is used in the last line. Now repeat the
derivation of (9.29) to see that, for i =1, 2,

(9.31) Een (Hy(€Y,€Y)) <3C(log N) ™' X¢' (1),

We have therefore proved [(9.29) and (9.31)] there is a constant Cq 39 such
that

(9.32) [ <Cg39log N) ' X (1), i=1,2
Similar reasoning leads to
(9.33) Iy <Cg33(log N) ' X' (1), i=12.

To finish the proof of (9.27), it remains only to prove the voter model
inequality

S . XN
Eiévfé\’ <; Hz(f??&?)) <C9.34 (Xév(l) — X(J]V(l) + 1(?g(N)>
(9.34)

+ 6log NXV(I'(2¢9))
for a constant Cg 34. We need an elementary lemma.
LEMMA 9.3, [fE< €€ {0,1}5V, H1(&,8) = % X, (¢(2) —€(2)) 8 (2,€)
and Hy(€,€) = %7 T SN (2. — Y .6, then

Hy(¢,6) < N > (1= &@)[f1(@,6)? = fi(2.€)°] + (E(@) — £@)) fal, €)?
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log N

=2H1(&,€) + ZS ) pnly —a)(1 = &(x) - (1-€(x)))

= (2, + H»)(&, ).
Simpler reasoning shows that Hl(é’,é) < (Hy+ 2ﬁ2)(£,5). O

To prove (9.34), we will also need an extension of the voter model duality

described in Sections 5 and 7. Define the killed walks B** and éi\/ “* by
setting them equal to the rescaled walks Biv " and Biv " of (7.13), but killed
(set equal to a cemetery state A) when they first leave I’ at time

n(z, I') =inf{t >0:BN" ¢ I'}.
We also set
(9-35) &' (A)=0.

With this convention, the joint duality we need is as follows: for all e;, f; €
{07 1} and Ti,Yi € SNa

Pox o (68 (20) = €, € (i) = fivi=1,..., M)
(9.36) ]
:P(g(J)V(BéV7xz) :eugéV(BéV’yl) :fl,Z: 1”M)

This is readily obtained from the coupling of fN and fN through the
stochastic differential equation in Proposition 2.1 of [3]. One can refine the
dynamics there by using appropriately defined uniformly distributed random
variables to identify the “parent” of a 0 or 1, enabling us to define the usual
Poisson arrows, which in turn allow us to define the coalescing dual. If the
dual random walk from a site x leads to a site outside I', we know that
¢N(x) = 0 by our 0 boundary conditions and so by freezing the dual random
walk at A, we ensure the validity of (9.36) thanks to (9.35). The details are
standard and left for the reader.

As before, e denote a random variable with distribution py, independent
of our coalescing random walks. Let I’ — 2 be the obvious translation of I’.
By (9.36), we have

e e (a(€Y,€)))
logN R
ZP £la Ea+e)=0,E(a+e)=1)
_ log N

EN S p(Ey (BY) = 1.8 (BY =) = 0.6 (B4 = )
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__log N

= R S IPE(BY) = L (BN = 0,65 (BN = 1)

X
+PE(BY7) =1,/ (BY+) = 1,8 (BY+) =0))
since £ (BN-"+¢) = 0 implies éév(éév’”e) =0, and &Y (BN*+e) = 1 implies
f(]]V(Bév’m+e) = 1. Using translation invariance, and the fact that gév(Bévm) =

1 and féV(Bévare) =0 imply BN and BY®*¢ have not coalesced before €,
the above is not larger than

log N

N7 > (& (w) = & (w) > P(BN = w—2,#V(0,¢) > )
—|—%;%\Z(w);P(Bg’e:w—x,f’N(e,I/—:17) <e)
=51+ 55.

Summing over z first, and using (2.4), we conclude that
Sy =log N(X7'(1) — Xg' (1)) H(Ne)
< Cg.37(Xg' (1) = X5'(1))

for a constant Cg 37. In the last, recall from Step 2 that e = (log V) ~!8.

For Sy, we first separate out the sums (1) w € I'(2¢%) and (2) we I\
I'(2¢?) and ||lw — z|| > £9. Note that d(z,0I") > ¢? for the remaining x,w.
Therefore,

Sy <log NXV(I'(2e7)) +log NX (1) P(|| BN#|| > %)

1 )
+ %fvzw:;l(w €I\T'(227), [lo —w]| <&y (w)

(9.37)

><P<Bév’e:w—:1:,sup\|35’e|| >€q>
u<e
(9.38) N/ N SN, |2y —2
<log NX{' (I'(2¢7)) + log NX' (1) E(|| BZ"¢||%)e 4

+ logNXéV(l)P(sup | BN¢|| > Eq)
u<e

<log NX{(I'(267)) + Cg 3glog NX{¥ (1)~

for a constant Cg 3g, where we have used Doob’s weak maximal inequality
in the last. Combine (9.37) and (9.38), and use p(1 — 2¢q) > 2 to derive

Egévvgg(ﬁz(éévagév))

9.39
O3 g N (1 26) + Cogol(lor M)~ (1) + X2 (1) — X' (1)
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for a constant Cq 39.
For Hi, we have, by similar reasoning,

B en (Hy AR

log N . - X .
=N L (B =18 (B = 0.6 (BY*) =0)
log N N A A R
= P (BY) = 1.8 (BY7) = 0. (BN ) =)

T

+ PEY(BN™) = 1,E) (BY™) = 0,&) (BN"+¢) = 0)]

<Y ()~ &) LB = w-2,7(0.0) > )

log N ~ ~ .
+TZ&éV(w)ZP(BéV’O:w—:E,TN(O,I’—x) <e¢)
=51+ 55.

The S! are actually slightly simpler than S; to handle (we have 0 in place of
e) and so, as before, we may bound E N 5év(H1(§éV,§éV)) by the right-hand
side of (9.39). Combine these two bounds and use Lemma 9.3 to complete

the derivation of (9.34), and hence of (9.27).
After inserting bounds (9.25), (9.26) and (9.27) into (9.23), the Markov

property implies that
E(X{(1) - X (1))
<X )P (sup |3 > (K - 1)L)
u<t
+60C9.96(1) X7 (1)

<Jaogwy o p( s 550> (- 22 )
u<t(1+d%)

+am( [+ 1)€Y as)
+0Cq 97E (/;ve E(Xév_e(l) — XN (1) + Sy

+ log NX?LE(I/(Q&‘]))> d8>.
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Thus, in order to prove (9.24), it suffices now to prove the two bounds
€ ~ 1 t

040) [ B+ Y EN s+ [ B 1) ds
0 log N Jo

0940(75) N
< L3UR 7
= logN Xo'(1)

and
(9.41) 1ogN/0tE(X§V(I’(25q)))ds < Cg 41 (t)(KL/log N)X§' (1).

The bound (9.40) follows easily from (4.2), the definition of £ and the fact
that H;(¢N,€N) <21og NXN(1). For (9.41), let I'(e) = {w:d(w,dI") < 4¢7}
and choose v : R? — [0, 1] such that

1p(gesy S <lpy and |[[Ye|lLip <™.

Then, using Proposition 4.4, the left-hand side of (9.41) is bounded above
by

logNE ( / t XNw,) ds)
0
0 {e—q(log N)YEP2XN (1) 4 log N / XY (PN ds]
0

< c(t) {(log N)2XN (1) + log N /0 t / P(BN*" € I1(e)) X (dx) ds] ,

for some c¢(t), where BN*% is a random walk starting at = with semigroup
PtN’* as in Proposition 4.4. Use the bound on P(BZV’*’:E =w) from (7.30) to
see that

t _
logN/ /P(Bév’*’x eI'(e) XY (dx)ds

0
eINKL
14+ Ns
= cX{V (1)K L(log N)'?/%10g(1 + Nt)
<c(t)KLXY (1)(log N)~t

ds

t
<XV (1) logN/
0

We have finally used our choice of p = 18. This proves (9.41), and hence,
completes the proof of (9.24). O
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