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Abstract

Recently, it has been shown that stochastic spatial Lotka-Volterra models when
suitably rescaled can converge to a super Brownian motion. We show that the limit
process could be a super stable process if the kernel of the underlying motion is in the
domain of attraction of a stable law. The corresponding results in Brownian setting
were proved by Cox and Perkins (2005, 2008). As applications of the convergence
theorems, some new results on the asymptotics of the voter model started from single
1 at the origin are obtained which improve the results by Bramson and Griffeath

(1980).
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1 Introduction

1.1 Motivation

Originally, super Brownian motion arises as the limit of branching random walks; see [10), [4,
[18]. Recently, it has been shown that many interacting particle systems with very different
dynamics, when suitably rescaled, all converge to super Brownian motion. Such examples
include the voter model, the contact process, interacting diffusion process and the spatial
Lotka-Volterra model; see [4, [IT], Bl [7, @]. Donsker’s invariance principle is deeply involved
in those results; see [22] for an excellent nontechnical introduction. So if we assume that the
kernel of the underlying motion has finite variance, super Brownian motion is obtained as
the limit process. On the other hand, the general class of stable distribution was introduced
and given this name by the famous French mathematician Paul Lévy. The inspiration for
Lévy was the desire to generalize the Central Limit Theorem which is the foundation of
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Donsker’s principle. Thus we can expect that if we let the kernel of the underlying motion
be in the domain of attraction of a stable law, the limit process could be a super stable
process.

A motivation for proving those limit theorems is to actually use it in the study of compli-
cated approximating systems. For example, the Lotka-Volterra invariance principle estab-
lished in [7] was used to study the coexistence and survival problem of the Lotka-Volterra
model; see [§]. Cox and Perkins [6] used the voter invariance principle to give a probabilistic
proof of the asymptotics for the voter model obtained in [3]. In this paper, we will show
that rescaled stochastic spatial Lotka-Volterra models can converge to super stable processes
and also use those limit theorems to get some new results on the asymptotics for the voter
model. Coexistence and survival for the Lotka-Volterra model will be discussed in a future
work.

1.2 Owur model

A stochastic spatial version of the Lotka-Volterra model was first introduced and studied
by Neuhauser and Pacala [I7]. In this paper, we follow the construction of the model
suggested by [7] but we assume that the kernel of the model is in the domain of attraction
of a symmetric stable law. We first briefly describe the model. Let {p(z,y)} be a random
walk kernel on Z? (the d-dimensional integer lattice). Suppose at each site of Z¢ there is
a plant of one of two type. We label the two types 0 and 1. At random times plants die
and are replaced by new plants. The times and the types depend on the configuration of
surrounding plants. We denote by &, an element of {0, I}Zd, the state of the system at
time ¢t and & (x) gives the type of the plant at x at time ¢. To describe the evolution of the
system, for & € {0,112, define

fz(xvg) = Z p(xvy)l{ﬁ(y):i}a 1= 07 1. (11)
yez?

Let ay, oy be nonnegative parameters. Define the Lotka-Volterra rate function c(x, ) by

| filfo+aofi) if &(x)
c(z,€) = { Jo(fi +arfo) if {(x)

0,
1.

The Lotka-Volterra process & is the unique ¢ € {0, l}zd—valued Feller process with rate
function c¢(z, ), meaning that the generator of & is the closure of the operator {2

Qp() = > c(w,&)(A(E7) — 6(£))

xT

on the set of function ¢ : £ € {0, 1}Zd — R depending on only finitely many coordinates,
where €2(y) = £(y) for y # = and €*(x) = 1 — £(x).

Note that fo + fi = 1. The dynamics of & can now be described as follows: at site x in
configuration &, the coordinate &(x) makes transitions

0—1 at rate  fi(fo + aofi) = f1 + (a0 — 1) f3,
1—0 atrate fo(fi+aifo) = fo+ (1 —1)f5.



These rates are interpreted in [I7] as follows. A plant of type i t site x dies at rate f;+a; f1_s,
and is replaced by a plant of type £(y) where y is chosen with probability p(x, y). «; measures
the strength of interspecific competition of type ¢ and we set the self-competition parameter
equal to one.

In [4] an invariance principle was proved for the voter model. That is appropriately
rescaled voter models converge to super-Brownian motion. Thus we can expect that when
the parameters «; are close to one a similar result holds for the Lotka-Volterra model. The
results in [7] and [9] say that it is true. The intuition of the voter invariance principle is that
when appropriately rescaled, the dependence on the local density of particles gets washed
out and the rescaled voter models should behave like the rescaled branching random walk.
The asymptotics behavior of the latter is well known: it approaches super-Brownian motion.
On the other hand, if the kernel of the underlying motion is in the domain of attraction of
a stable law, appropriately rescaled branching random walk could approach a super stable
process; see Theorem IL1.5.1 of [I8]. The above reasoning suggests the possibility of that
suitably rescaled Lotka-Volterra should approach a super stable process. Our main results
in this paper will show that it is the case.

Let M (R?) denote the space of finite measures on R?, endowed with the topology of weak
convergence of measures. Let Qp = D([0,00), M(R?)) be the Skorohod space of cadlag
paths taking values in M(R?). Let Q¢ be the space of continuous M (R?)-valued paths
with the topology of uniform convergence on compact set. We denote by X;(w) = w; the
coordinate function. We write u(¢) for [ ¢du. For 1 < n < oo let Cp'(R?) be the space
of bounded continuous function whose partial derivatives of order less than n + 1 are also
bounded and continuous, and let Cf(R?) be the space of those functions in CP(R?) with
compact support.

A Ré-valued Lévy process Y; is said to be a symmetric a-stable process with index o €
(0,2] and diffusion speed o2 > 0 if

U(n) = E(em) = ¢ 1", (1.2)

where |y| is the Euclidean norm of y. The distribution of Y; will be called (02, )-stable law.
When a = 2, Y; € R? is a d-dimensional o>-Brownian motion whose generator is A¢ = 022A ¢
for ¢ € CZ(RY). When 0 < « < 2, the generator of Y; is given by

U2Aa/2¢(ff) 2/
=~ =90

A¢(x)

1 d
5 o(z+y)— o(z) — TP z; y;D;o(x)| v(dy)

for ¢ € CZ(R?) and D; = 52, where

v(dy) = cly|~ 1205 (dy)

for an appropriate ¢ > 0; see [20] for details. In both cases, Cg°(R?) is a core for A in that
the bp-closure of {(¢, Ap) : ¢ € Cg°} contains {(¢, A¢) : ¢ € D(A)}, where D(A) denotes
the domain of the weak generator for the process Y'; see [1§].

An adapted a.s.-continuous M (R¢)-valued process {X; : ¢ > 0} on a complete filtered
probability space (€2, F, F, P) is said to to a super symmetric a-stable process with branching
rate b > 0, drift § € R and diffusion coefficient o > 0 starting at Xo € M(R?) if it solves
the following martingale problem:



For all ¢ € Cp°(RY),
M) = Xi(6) — Xo(d) — /X( L) D) ds o [ (13)

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

t_/Xb¢ (1.4)

The existence and uniqueness in law of a solution to this martingale problem is well known;
see Theorem I1.5.1 and Remark I1.5.13 of [1§]. Let P)b(’g’UQ’a denote the law of the solution on
Qc. So b and @ can be regarded as branching parameters and parameters ¢ and « determine
the underlying motion.

Let {Z, : n > 1} be a discrete time random walk on Z<,

Zn =2+ Zn: Us,
i=1

where 25 € Z% and the random variables (U; : i > 1) are independent identically distributed
on Z4. Let {p(z,y)} be a random walk kernel. In the following of this paper we assume
that

(A1): p(z,y) = p(x — y) is an irreducible, symmetric, random walk kernel on Z¢ and
p(0) = 0. For a € (0,2] and 02 > 0, {p(z)} is in the domain of attraction of a symmetric
(0?2, a)-stable law; i.e.,

P(U, = z) = p(z)

and there exists a function b(n) of regular variation of index 1/« such that

_1ZUiﬂ>Yl as n — 0o, (1.5)

d
where Y] is determined by (L2) and the symbol Q> means convergence in distribution.

We will call a random walk (discrete time or continuous time) with kernel satisfying as-
sumption (A1) a stable random walk. In the following of this paper, we always assume
that

(A1) holds for some o > 0 and « € (0, 2].

Remark 1.1 Without loss of generality, we may and will assume that function b is con-
tinuous and monotonically increasing from RY onto Rt and b(0) = 0; see [14] or [13]. We
also have that

b(z) = 2Vs(x), x>0,

where s : (0,00) = (0,00) is a slowly varying function, meaning that for any ¢ > 0,

s(cx)

I —1
roo ()

where the convergence holds uniformly when ¢ varies over the interval [e,1 /€] for any € > 0;
see Lemma 2 of VIII.8 of [135].



Remark 1.2 According to Proposition 2.5 of [13] and its proof, we have that under (A1),
random walk {Z,} is transient if and only if

By Lemma 2 in Section VIIL.8 of [13], the random walk is always transient when d > «.
Typically, when d = o = 1, the random walk is recurrent if only if

k=1
Now, we are ready to define our rescaled Lotka-Volterra models. For N =1,2,--- | let
Sy = Z4/b(N).

Define the kernel py on Sy by
pn(x) = p(zb(N)), = €Sy.
For £ € {0,1}57 define the densities f¥ = fN(&) = fN(x,€) by
f(w,8) = ZPN(ZJ—SU)l{g(y):i}, 1=0,1.
yESN

Let a; = oY depend on N and let ¢V be the process taking values in {0,1}5¥ determined
by the rates: at site z in configuration &, the coordinate £(z) makes transitions

0—1 at rate N (fY +ad V),
1 =0 atrate NfY(AY +al fN).

That is &V is rate-N Lotka-Volterra process determined by the parameters ol and the
kernel py. More precisely, if set

e = { YU+ et
VDTN G +al i) i e()

0,
L,

&N is the unique Feller process taking values in {0, 1}SN whose generator is the closure of
the operator

Qo) = Y enla, )(6(E") — 6(8))

zeSN

on the set of function ¢ : & € {0, I}Zd — R depending on only finitely many coordinates.
Here £%(y) = £(y) for y # & and €°(z) = 1 — £(z).

Remark 1.3 If we assume Y., _,qx'a/p(x) = 0;;0% < oo, then p(x) is in the domain of
attraction of a normal law. That is the case of « = 2. So we recover the fixed kernel models
in [7]. For critical case, since there are significant differences between the case of d = a =1

and the case of d = a = 2, we only consider the case of d = a = 1. Ford = a = 2, please
see the work in [9].



Define .
g(z) = / b(s) ds
1
ford=a =1 and x > 0. According to Remark [[L2 the one-dimensional random walk Z is
recurrent if and only if lim, ., g(z) = oc.
Set
N, itd> a,
N =<¢N, if d=a=1and lim, . g(z) < oo,
N/g(N), ifd=a=1and lim, . g(x) = co.
That is when the stable random walk is transient N’ = N and N’ = N/g(N) if the stable
random walk is recurrent.

We define the corresponding measure-valued process X/ by
1
XYV == D> & (@) (1.6)
TESN
As in [7] and [9], we make the following assumptions:

(1) ) &' (2) < oo

TESN
2) XY — Xy in M(RY) as N — oo. (A2)
30N =N'(a) —1) =6, €R  asN —oo, i=0,1.

Now, we are ready to describe our main results.

1.3 Main results

To describe the limit process, we introduce a coalescing random walk systems (BF,x € 7%}
Each BP is a rate 1 random walk on Z? with kernel p, with B = x. The walks move
independently until they collide, and then move together after that. For finite A C Z¢, let

#(A) =inf{s: {BF z € A}| =1}

be the time at which the particles starting from A coalesce into a single particle, and write
7(a,b,---) when A = {a,b,---}. Note that when the stable random walk is transient, we
can define the “escape” probability by

We also define



We also need a collection of independent (noncoalescing) rate-1 continuous time random
walks with step function p, which we will denote {Bf : x € Z%}, such that B = x. Define

the collision times
m(x,y) =inf{t >0: Bf = BY}, x,ycZ"

Let Py denote the law of X. Our first result is following.

Theorem 1.1 Assume (A1), (A2) and d > «. If the stable random walk is transient, then

(d) 27e,0,02,a
Py — PXo

as N — oo, where § = 043 — 016.

Note that if we assume >, _,q x'a/p(x) = 6;;0° < oo, then {p(x)} is in the domain of

attraction of a normal law with b(N) = v/ N. So Theorem [[T] generalizes Theorem 1.2 in
.
Next, we consider the recurrent case. And for some technical reasons we need to assume

that the {p(z)} is in the domain of normal attraction of (o2, 1)-stable law; see Remark L7
below. To state our result, we introduce the one-dimensional potential kernel a(z),

a(r) = /OOO [P(B) =0) — P(Bf =0)]dt. (1.7)

We will discuss the existence of a(x) later. Note that a(z) > 0. Let {p:(x) : t > 0,z € R}
denote the transition density of {Y;}. Now we define

7 = (p(0)) / TS pep(@)P(r(0.¢) A 7(0,¢) > 7(e.¢) € du,

:B7y7e7e/

B, =1, B, =ylaly—x).  (L8)
Our critical Lotka-Volterra invariance principle is

Theorem 1.2 Assume (A2), d = o = 1, (A1) holds with b(t) =t and N' = N/log N.
Then

(d)

2p,0,02,1
PN — PXO

as N — oo, where 0 = ~*(0y — 01) and p = (p1(0))~L.

Remark 1.4 According to Remark[L2, the assumption that (A1) holds with b(t) =t implies
that the stable random walk is recurrent.

Now, we consider the applications of the convergence theorems. One can see from the
rate function form that if we set ag = oy = 1, & is just the well known voter model. Identify
& with the set {x : &(z) = 1} and let £ denote the voter model starting from 1’s exactly
on A, &' = A. Write £ for §t{m}. The usual additive construction of the voter models yields

=g

TEA



The fact that [£)| = > &(x) is martingale tells us [£]| hits 0 eventually with probability 1.
Letting p; = P(|€2] > 0), it follows that p; — 0 as t — co. People always want to determine
the rate at which p, — 0. By using a result in [21], Bramson and Griffeath [3] were able
to obtain precise asymptotics under the assumption that the underlying motion is a simple
random walk. By making the voter model invariance principle, Cox and Perkins [6] reproved
the main result in [3] under a weaker assumption that the jump kernel has finite variance.
In this paper as applications of the convergence theorems above we want to determine the
rate at which p; — 0 under the assumption (Al). With notation f(t) ~ g(t) as t — oo we
mean lim,, o, f(t)/g(t) = 1. Our result is following theorem.

Theorem 1.3 Assume d > a and (A1) holds with b(t) = t'/*; i.e., {p(x)} is in the domain
of normal attraction of the (o, a)-stable law. Let 1 = p1(0)~! for d = a. Then as t — oo

De~ d=a,
7t

~ ("}/et)_l d > Q.

Moreover,
t—o0

P (pl€] > ull€l] > 0) 25 e, w0,

At last, we introduce some notations which will play important roles in our proofs of the
main results. First, according to [13], for 0 < a < «, we can define

pla == Z |z|*p(z) < oo.

xcZ4

And by (A2), define B
=1 \/supN'|0zZN — 1] < 0.

Nyi

For D C R? and ¢ : D — R, define

:L‘ R—
16l = 11610 + sup AD— WL
x#y |z —y
For 0 < a <1, let
6]l = 0, ¢ = ¢ for some constant ¢ € R
C ] SUDLy pmyi<t % V 2[[¢]] oo, otherwise,
and for a > 1 let
9lla = 2[[¢]]Lip-
Note that for o < 1,
D=0 fola) — o]
stylo—yi<t |7 —yl® sty T =Y

Thus for any a > 0

19lla < 2[|¢llp  and  [¢(z) = d(y)| < [[0]lalz — y|* (1.9)



Remark 1.5 Since p(-) in this paper may not have bounded moment of the first order, we
can not use Lipschitz norm to do estimates. Thus a ‘Holder’ norm is introduced.

The remaining of this paper is organized as follows. In Section[2] we first give some random
walk estimates and then deduce the semimartingale decompositions for the approximating
processes. Finally, we prove a key result, uniform convergence of random walk generators
to the generator of the symmetric stable process. In Section 3 and Section 4, we follow the
strategy in [7] and [9] to prove our convergence theorems, Theorem [Tl and Theorem [[2
Our proofs will be deeply involved due to the lack of high moments. We will carry out in
detail only the part that differs. Theorem will be proved in Section 5.

2 Preliminaries

2.1 Random walk estimate

Recall that {B¥,x € Z} is a collection of rate-one independent stable random walks with
B§ = z. Let py(x,y) = P(B}Y = y) denote the transition function of {By}. We denote by [
the inverse of b. Define the characteristic function of the step function p(-) by

W(n) = Zp(x)e_iy'” for neT:=(—n,x]

Since p is symmetric, 1(n) is real. So

(0, ) < p(0,0). (2.1)

The following proposition is taken from [I5].
Proposition 2.1 The following are equivalent:

(1) p(-) is in the domain of attraction of (o2, a)-stable law.

(2) w(n) =1- 1(17‘77|) +o (l(l/l‘m)) as |7]| tends to 0.

(3) ¢ (55) "= w(m), ner
We also have that [ is of regular variation of index o and
l(x) = 2%(x),

where

t(x) = s(l(x))"".
By Lemma 2.1 in [15], for any € > 0, we have that there exist two positive constants C,, C"
such that, for any 1 <y < z,

a—e a—+e€
Cyc < l(y) < Cly** and C. (5) <16 ! (5) . (2.2)
y I(y) y
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A similar result also holds for b, with « replaced by 1/a. Since p(:) is symmetric and
irreducible, v is real and ¢ (n) = 1 if and only if n = 0; see [23]. According to Proposition
2.1l we may assume that there exists a constant C' > 0 such that

C

W <1-9y(n <1
for every n € T9. [Z2) tells us that for b(t) > dr, and 0 < € < q,
L= b = 1o 2 (Cov Cal™ + ), (2.3

Recall that {p;(z) : t > 0,2 € R} denote the transition density of {Y;}. The local limit
theorem for the stable random walk which plays an important role in our proofs of main
results will be given in the following proposition.

Proposition 2.2 If (A1) holds,

lim sup |b(t)%p(0,2) — pr (i) ' =0 (2.4)

1200 pezd b(t)
and there exists a constant C' depending on p(-) such that for everyt > 0 and v € R,
p(0,2) < Cb(t)~. (2.5)
Moreover, if b(t) =t and d =1,

sup P(B} = z) < Gzt +1)~". (2.6)

TEZ

Proof. Since [ is a function of regular variation, by Proposition 2] for each |n| > 0,

lim ¢ (1 — (bi)) = im —O) 21y = e (2.7)

hm ®)) = B w0
Then
b0n0.0) -1 (575 )|

+(27r)d/ exp {—02\7]\0‘} dn
RA\b(t) T

< (2m)~¢ /b(t)Td exp {—t (1 — 1 (%))} —exp {—o”[n|*}

+(27T)_d/ exp {—02|n|0‘} dn.
R\ b(t)T

dn
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Then the Dominated Convergence Theorem with ([23]) yields (24)). For (ZX), when b(t) >
dm,

p02) = @0 [ e -t vl i

< e, el (o )

(2m)~b(t)™ /Rd exp{—(Ce vV CO)(In|"" + [n|*~) }dn
< Cb(t)™,

IN

where the second inequality follows from (2Z3]). Then (231) holds for every t > 0. We
complete the proof. O

The following two propositions consider the growth of the stable random walk.

Proposition 2.3 (a) If zr € Z¢ and tr > 0 satisfy

Tlggo%:zandggot%:wo (2.8)
then
lim b(T)'P(BY, = 2r) = pl(jd/ 3). (2.9)
(b) For each K > 0, there is a constant Cggp(K) > 0 such that
liminf inf b(T)"P(B} = ) > Gog(K). (2.10)

T—o0 |z|<Kb(T)

Proof. By (Z8) and Remark [[LT] we have limz_, % = 5. Then (29) follows from (2.4)).
For (b), when oo = 2, by (2.4)), the desired result is immediate. When 0 < o < 2, recall that
{pi(z) : t > 0,2 € RY} is the transition density of a symmetric a-stable process. By the

arguments after Remark 5.3 of [I], there exists two positive constants ¢; and ¢y such that

et et
1 (t dfe ‘x|d+a) < pe(x) < e (t dfec p |$‘d+a) . (2.11)

By above bounds and (24,

.. . d 0o __ T .
lim inf |m|§l?£(T) WT)P(Br=2) = lim inf |m|g1?<£(T)p1 (x/b(T))

> c(LAK™).

The desired result follows readily. U

Proposition 2.4 Assume d = 1. If g1 and gy are two positive functions on Rt such that
g1(z) — 400, go(x) = +00 as ¥ — +00, then there is exists a constant Ciggg which only
depends on p such that

P (1B | > o)) < L2220 (2.12)
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Proof. First,
0
P (1B | = (V) < P (ug;aé(v B > gQ(N)) |

Note that {B? : u > 0} is a compound Poisson process whose Lévy measure is given by

vo(dz) == > p(y)d,(dz),

yeZd

which is a symmetric measure. According to the arguments in Section 3 of [19],

P( max |B)| > go(N )) < Cgqi(N) (Vo(z H[z[ > g2(N)) +92(N)2/ Z2Vo(d2)),

u<g1(N) 2|<ga(N)

where C' is a positive constant; see (3.2) of [I9]. Since p(+) is in the domain of attraction of
(0, a)-stable law, we have

2 ) —
22wy (2 .2|z| > )] 2—a (2.13)
fMsz vo(dz) «Q
and 200(d2)
T Z“laz
|z|<b(z)
C 2.14
b(x)? B 2

as & — oo for some constant Cy > 0; see (5.16) and (5.23) in Chapter XVII of [13]. By
(Z13)) there exists a constant C; independent N such that

v (22 > (V) < 01g2<N)2/ 2u(d2).

|2]<g2(N)
According to (2.14]), there exists another constant Cy independent of N such that

—2 2 Cs
N[ i) < s

(Recall that [ is the inverse function of b.) Thus

91(N)
P | max |BY > < OOy Ch + 1) —"FA
(18212 () < cCa(cr+ 0 20
which yields the desired result. U

2.2 Semimartingale decompositions

Some results in this subsection are exactly the same with those in Section 3 of [9]. For
complement, we list them here. Let & be the rescaled Lotka-Volterra model we have
constructed in Section As in [9], we introduce the following notation. If

2<b(3,:c) € Cy([0,T] x Sn),

o= (bs(x)v ¢s('r) = Os
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and s < T, define

As(@E) = 3 Nowly = )0.00) = () (2.15)
DY(g) — /tX§V<AN¢s+¢ss>ds (2.16)
DY) = - / I LA
pragg) = M / > oo s 19

(MM ()1 = N’ /Zﬁb ZPN —2)(EN(y) — N (x))%ds (2.19)

TESN YESN
O [ 3 sl - Dm0
TESN
+(ay = D levoy=ny (fo' (%fév))Q]dS (2.20)

If X is a process let (F*,¢t > 0) be the right-continuous filtration generated by X.. The
following proposition is a version of Proposition 3.1 of [9]. For its proof, please go to Section

2 of [1].

Proposition 2.5 For ¢,¢ € Cy([0,T] x Sy) and t € [0,T],

X' (¢0) = Xg' (¢0) + DY () + M (9), (2.21)
where

DY(¢) = D" (0) + D;"() — D;"*(9) (2.22)
and MN(¢) is an ftXN -square-integrable martingale with predictable square function

(MY () = (M™ ()10 + (MY ()2 (2.23)

The following lemma is a generalization of Lemma 3.5 of [7] and Lemma 4.8 of [9].

Lemma 2.1 There is a constant C' such that if ¢ : [0, T] xSy — R is a bounded measurable
function, then

(a) (MN(4))2s = fot mé\fs(qﬁ)ds, where

Imd, ()] <CH(¢SH)°°XN(1) (2.24)

(b) Fora <1Aa,

(MY ()1 = / XN (NN Y (€V))ds + /O m(6.)ds, (2.25)
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where 2N||¢|[2|p] 2 XY
alPla]  [2N]l9l| (1)
mY ()] < | XN(1 = 20° 5 : 2.2
| 1,s<¢)‘ — s ( ) N’b(N)Q :| A [ N/ ( 6)
(c) Fori:2,3,DiV2 deNZ Yds fort <T, where for all N, s <T,

|4 (0)] < Cllgslloo X ((N/N') SV () -
Remark 2.1 Note that when N’ = N, since f&¥ <1,
|47 (0)] < Cllsll X (1), i=2,3.
Proof. (a) In the following of this proof, with C' we denote a positive constant which may

change from line to line. Since f¥ < 1, f¥ < 1 and v o1y = &) (2), the definition of
(M™(¢))9, and the fact that f¥ + f¥ =1 imply

(o)) < Loty ZEO8 21 S (o gt
TESN
H¢Hzosux(%zv]a{v “ 1wy
< C||¢||oo ZpN T —y)(1 = Len(w)=13) Lien =1y + C;U\?iwaév(l)
%

< <]V7)2 s (1)7

where the second inequality follows from (A2). For (b), note that

(MM ()9 = V)2 /Zgb ZNpN —2)(€N(y) — €N (2))2ds

TESN yeSN
- & /qu ) Y Noaly - @) (26 (@)(1 - € () ds
TESN yeSN
T / ST @) Y Nowly - 2) (€5 () - € (@) ds.
xESN yESN
Thus ([Z225)) holds with
mil(0) = <J<7Vf> 2 #i@) ) ey —0)(E () — &7 (@)
TESN YyESN
_ (]f]\/[) Z O (x szv — 1) (N () L e =0y — &2 (%) 1ien(y)=0y)
TESN yeSN
- G Xm0 - dw)E )0 - € @)

x,yGSN
2N |[o][5 X (1)
N’ '

IN
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On the other hand,
|63(x) — 93 (y)| < 2[|8l[alz — y|*

for a < 1 A . Thus
mil\(6) < 2N/N[I9|i; Z& y) ) ly—=l*px(y — )

N 2N||¢||Q|P\g
< s(l)W

We complete the proof of (b). For (c), according to (A2), the fact that both f¥ and f¥ are
less than 1 yields

, N N'|aN
a¥i(g) < YSallan, ||¢s||ooN,ZZpN @) - £ )

IA

Cllslloo X3 (N/N') £ (£5))-
We are done. ]

2.3 Convergence of Generators

In this subsection we consider the uniform convergence of Ay. Recall the definition of
generators of symmetric stable processes and the stable random walk Z,, defined in section
L2l For each N > 1, let {Pt(N) :t > 0} be a rate-N Poisson process which is independent
of {U; :i > 1}. Then

P
ZN = (N ZU

is a compound Poisson process on R? whose Lévy measure is given by

= 3 Npw(2).(dy)

2ESN

see [20]. Note that both the law of Z{V and the (02, a)-stable law are infinitely divisible
distributions. We also have that

o) -oe o) )

Z{VﬂYI as N — oo.

By 2.1),

According to Theorem 8.7 of [20] and its proof, we see

o?ly|?
1+ |y|?

ly|?
1+ \y\

pn(dy) = vy (dy) = p(dy) = v(dy) in M(R?).
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For f € Cy(RY), define

I|fl5z = Sl;p|f(x)| V sup M

zFy |z —y

Let P, Q be two probability measures on R?. Set

/fdP—/fdQ’.

|J fdP — [ fdQ|

/P — Ql|pL := sup

I fllBL=1

It is easy to see that

P = Qs = sup (2.27)
1fllBL<oo /15
By Problem 3.11.2 of [12],
/P —Qllpr <3M(P, Q), (2.28)

where M denotes the Prohorov metric; see Chapter 3 of [12].

Lemma 2.2 For ¢ € C,*([0,T] x RY),

O.2Aa/2 s
lim sup || An¢s — Ta
N—oo s<T 2

||o = 0.
Moreover, for each R < oo, the rate of convergence is uniform on

Hp = {¢ € Gy (10, 7] x RY) : sup ([Iéslloe + 1)l loo + 11(0s)isl 1o + [1(0)igil ) < R} ,

877/7]7k

where the subscripts 1, 7, k indicate partial derivatives with respect to the spatial variable.

Proof. Recall that D; = %. Define

1+ y?
yl> -

gs(w,y) =

d
1
Gs(x +y) = dsla) = 75 p Ui Dids(x)
e &P
Since py is symmetric, we may rewrite

Ay () = / 952, v (dy)

and we also have that . (@)
o*AY ¢ (x
T = [ ooty

Let h : R? — [0, 1] be a Cg° function such that
B(0,1) C {z: h(z) =0} C {z: h(z) < 1} C B(0,2)

and
B(0,2)° C {x: h(z) = 1}.



Define hy(x) = h(kzx) for k > 1. Let

9k (8,2, y) = hi(y)gs(z,y).

Then gi(s,z,y) = gs(z,y) for |y| > 2/k. One can check that

sup sup sup sup ({[gr(s, , -[lsc + [19s(7, )lloc) < Calt
k ¢€Hp s T

and for each k > 1

agk S,z y)

o < kCy4R,
5ol < kCi

sup supsup||Z|
¢eHRr s T =1

where Cy is a constant which only depend on d. Typically, for each k > 1,

sup supsup ||gr(s, z,)||sr < (k+ 1)CyR.
¢EHR s T

By (227) and (2.28), we obtain

sup supsup | gk(s,x,y)de(dy) J gk(s,x,dy)p(dy)’
¢cHp s<T =z pn (R9) p(R9)

)

—0, as N — oo.

By triangle inequality,

sup supsup | [ (s y)owta) — [ gk<s,x,y>p<dy>]
¢peHR s<T =z

< CaR |pn(RY) = p(RY)]
[ gx(s,x,y)on(dy) fgk(s,w,y)p(dy)‘
pn (RY) p(R9)

+p(RY) sup sup sup
¢eHR s<T =z

—0, as N — oo.

Using triangle inequality again,

O.QAa/Z(bS
sup sup [ Ao, - Z50 02|
¢pcHp s<T

< sup supsup ] [ aevpontan - [ gk<s,x,y>pN<dy>]

¢EHR SST T

+ sup supsup /gk(s,fv,y)pN(dy) —/gk(s,x,y)p(dy)’

¢eHR s<T =z

+ sup supsup /gk(s,fv,y)p(dy) - /gs(fv,y)p(d@/)'

¢eHRp s<T =«

< CaRpn({y : ly| < 2/k}) + CaRp({y : ly| < 2/k})
+ sup supsup /gk(s,fv,y)pzv(dy) —/gk(s,w,y)p(dy)‘

¢eHR s<T =z

17
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Note that p(dy) is absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue measure. Letting N
go to infinity above yields

O.QAa/Q(bS
2

lim sup sup |[An¢s — oo < 2CaRp({y - |yl < 2/k}).

N—o0 deHp s<T

Then since p({0}) = 0 the desired result follows readily if we let & — oc. O

3 Proof of Theorem 1.1

In this section, we assume the stable random walk Z is transient, which is equivalent to

CCO L.

When d = o = 1, above condition implies that s(x) — 0o as © — oc0.The strategy of the
proof is the same with that used in [7]. In [7] the authors worked with a more general class
of particle systems they called voter perturbations. As a result we will specialize the setting
there for the reader’s convenience. Let {va . 2 € Sy} denote a rate-N continuous time
coalescing random walk system on Sy with step function py such that Bév * = x. For a
finite set A C Sy, let

N(A) =inf{t>0: {BN" 2 e A} =1}

We also need a collection of independent (noncoalescing) rate-/N continuous time random
walks on Sy with step function py, which we will denote {B;V * .z € Sy}, such that
BY™ = . For any finite subset A of Z%, let 7V(A) = 7(A/b(N)). We first check the kernel

assumptions in Section 1.2 of [7].

Lemma 3.1 There exists a positive sequence {ey} with ey — 0 and Ney — oo. such that
the following hold:

lim NP(BX"=0) = 0. (3.1)
A}1_r>n Z pn(e)P(FN({0,e}) € (ei,t]) = 0  forall t>0,
eESN
Jim > on(E@PEN({0e}) > ey) = e (3.2)

and if we define on(A) = P(7N(A) < €y) for any finite subset A of Z¢, then

lim oy(A) =0(A) ewists. (3.3)

N—oo

Proof . First, consider the case d > a. We may assume €}, = N~ for some 0 < ¢* < 1. We
need to find a suitable condition on €*. Recall that b is a function of regular variation with
index 1/c. Given € < 1/2, there exist two positive constants C,, C’ such that for y > 1,

Cey'/*™ < bly) < Cly'/ore,
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By (23), we see

NP(BY’ =0) = NP(B; =0) < CNb(Ney) ™ <

€

A simple calculation shows that given € < 1/2, we can set

Q

v=N" foref<1—
€N or € d— oude

< 1. (3.4)

Then NP(BQZV’O =0) - 0as N — 0o. When d = o = 1, since s(z) — oo as & — 00, we
can set x(0) = 0 and Vk > 1, there exists x(k) > x(k — 1), such that if z > x(k), s(x) > k.
Then z(k) — oo as k — oo. Define function s’ on R* such that s'(z) =1 for 0 < z < z(1)

and
s'(x) =k, for z(k) <z <z(k+1)and k > 1.

It is easy to see that s'(z) T 0o as x — oo and Vo > z(1), s'(x) < s(x). Define
-1

€ = ((1og N) A /5'(N/log N))

Then Ne§, > N/log N and Ne§, — 0o as N — oco. Thus when N is large enough (Ney, >

(1)),

evs(Ney) > s'(Newy)/v/s'(N/log N) > /s'(N/log N) == RSN

We have that .

NP(BYY = 0) < OCNb(N S
( en 0) ( EN) 6*N8<NE*N)—>O
as N — oo. Next,
> on(e)PEY{0e}) > ex) = Y pe)P(7(0,€) > Ney)
eESn ecZd
= > p(e)P(#(0,¢) = 00) =7,
eczd

Note that
P (#V({0,¢}) € (ey,t]) = P(7Y({0,e}) > ex) — P(7({0,¢}) > ).
Then the second limit also holds. For any finite set A C Z,

on(A) = P(#N(A) < ¢

2
I
!
=
=
A
=
[}
2
1
|
i
=
A
g
I
2
=

We are done. ]

Next, we consider the ‘perturbation’ term. Asin [7], let Pr denote the set of finite subsets
of Z. For A € Pp, x € Sy, € € {0,1}5~, define

N(A x, &) = H E(x+e).

e€A/b(N)
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We also define

0 (p(e))?,  A={e},
By(A) =< 205p(e)p(e)), A={e, e},

0, otherwise,
and
oy A=0,
07 [(p(e))* — 2p(e)], A= {e}
on(A) = ’ ’
A= ). A=T{ee),
0, otherwise.

Remark 3.1 According to the arguments in Section 1.2 of [7], the ‘Perturbation assump-
tions” (P1) to (P5) there are satisfied by the above coefficients with Iy = b(N).

The following proposition is exactly the same with Proposition 3.3 of [7]. The Proposition
3.3 of [7] was proved in Section 4 there in which the proof of the results did not use any of
the kernel assumptions. Thus we can state the following proposition without proof.

Proposition 3.1 For K,T > 0, there exists a finite constant Cy (K, T) such that if sup 5
K, then

N t<T

sup E <supXN( ) ) < Cy(K,T).

This bound allows us to employ the L? arguments of [7]. Next, we consider another
technical result, a version of Proposition 3.4 of [7]. For A € Pr, ¢ : [0,T] x Sy — R
bounded and measurable, K > 0 and t € [0, 7], define

En(A, o, K, t)

— swp E (/[ > do(Aur, € - <>X;V<¢S>]ds)

XY (<K

Set cg = supy |00 >, vezap(€)p(e’) and & = cg + ks, where ks = supy [6]. The following
proposition is a version of Proposition 3.4 of [7].

Proposition 3.2 There is a positive sequence ey — 0 as N — oo, and for any K,T > 0,
a constant Co(K,T) > 0, a < 1 A «, such that for any ¢ € Cu([0,T] x Sy) satisfying
sup,<r ||@s||Lip < K, nonempty A€ Pe,ac A, J>1and 0 <t <T,

SN(Au (bu K7 t) < C4(K, T) |: g}kveég}lf + J‘Z
a

b(N)

+J? <eN\A| + (on(A) A (en + '

)]

In particular, limy o sup,<p En(A, ¢, K, t) = 0.

Xy'(1) <
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Proof. We can follow the arguments in Section 5 and Section 6 of [7]. In fact, only a
small trick is needed. For a € (0,2] and d > «, we may find an o < « which is close enough
to a so that

Neé[pla
E(|Bi¥v’0“—lp|——>0 as N — oo. (3.5)

)= e
(Note that b is a function of regular variation with index 1/« and recall the choice of €} in
Lemma B when d > «). Fix this a. For ||¢||Lp, < K, (L9) implies

_ _ alAl
a a -
E — —— 4+ BNO) < 2KE|BNO - _—_
(‘¢<y by ) WD = © T ()
_ alnl
< N,0jaAl a
< 2KE (|BM] )+2K’b(N)

When a > 1, we may assume a A 1 =1 < a. ([B.1) suggests

E(IBYI) —5 0 as N — oo,
When d = o = 1, for any a < 1, by (L9),

2 (Jo (=g =) -0
<2KE (|BN —a/b(N)|% |BX| < s(N)™') +2||8||eP (|BY°] > s(N) ™)

(&

4 2KP(IBNY > s(N)7).

mﬂ%

= SV

We want to estimate the last term above for s = €},. First,
P(IBE| = s(N)™) = P (1Bl | 2 V) |

By Proposition 2:4] and (2.2)), P(|B£¥V’O

> s(N)™1) is bounded by

Ney . UNeys(Ve) s
iy =By S Clas(Vey))

Recall the choice of €} in the Lemma Bl when d = o« = 1. The last term above goes to
zero when N — oco. Set

ENZQKEOBQZ\;O Q/\l) for d > a
and -
EN = 5(N)Q+2KP(|B£¥\;O ZS(N)_l) for d — o — 1.

Then ey — 0 as N — oo and

aAl
a

(oo sty o) o) vl

With ([38) in mind, the reader may go back to [7] for the proof of this proposition. In
fact, as in [7], we first define ny as (5.1) of [7] and decompose it into four error terms

(3.6)
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nY,i=1,2,3,4. And decompose 73’ into two terms, 13’} and 73, as in (5.15) and (5.16) of
[7] respectively. B.6) will be used when we estimate 73, (s) as on p.944 of [7]. Only a part
of the proof at the end of Section 5 of [7] is needed to be modified. When estimate 77:{,\,[17 we
also need (2.1]). O

The following technical lemma will be used in checking the Compact Containment Con-
dition.

Lemma 3.2 Let PN denote the semigroup associated with generator Ay. We have
X (PN (1gomye)) — 0 asn— oo

uniformly in N and s < t.

Proof. Since
X0 (PN (Lpomye)) < X3 (B(0,n/2)) + X (1) P(|BY°] > n/2),

and (A2) holds, it suffices to show P(|BN?| > n/2) goes to 0 uniformly as n — oco. For
0 < ¢ < 1, note that
P(IBY? > en) = P(|B%,| > cnb(N)). (3.7)

When a = 2, the desired result follows from Chebyshev’s inequality. We only need to
consider the case of o < 2. Clearly, we can deal separately with the different coordinates
of BM0 and the distribution of each coordinate of Y; is a dimension-one (02, a)-stable
distribution. (A1) implies that each coordinate of p(-) is in the domain of attraction of
the dimension-one (02, a)-stable distribution. Thus, for this proof only, we can assume
d =1 (Here we drop the assumption d > «). By Proposition 24 and (22, the right hand
side of (3.7) is bounded by

) s
qml cnb qz‘Ml cnb Ce(cn)o‘*6 ’

where the inequality holds for cn > 1. The desired result is then immediate. 0

Proof of Theorem [I.I. Now, we are in position to prove Theorem [[LTl First, we check
the compact containment condition. Let h,, : R? — [0, 1] be a C* function such that

B(0,n) C {zx: hy(x) =0} C{z: h,(z) <1} C B(O,n+1)

and

sup ) [|()illoo + 1 ()il oo + /()i loe = Ch < 0.

" i,5,k<d

Let ¢, = 0?|A®?h,|/2. Using Taylor’s formula and dominated convergence theorem we
obtain there exists a constant C' > 0 such that

sup 3 [|(A2h )i < C:

i<d

Thus sup,, ||¢n||Lip < C. We may define ), 0% and d)) as on p.927 of [7]. With Proposition
in hand one can check that both Lemma 3.6 and Proposition 3.8 in [7] are available. To
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establish the Compact Containment Condition, we may follow the proof of Proposition 3.9
of [7]. In fact, the argument above and Lemma show that

t
lim E (/ X;V(|ANhn\)ds) = 0.
0

(N,n)—o0

Then the following argument for the compact containment condition are exactly the same
with that in [7]. Next, with Lemma [Z2] Proposition Bl and Lemma 2] in hand, the
proof of C-tightness is analogous to that of Proposition 3.7 of [7]. By Proposition Bl we
see that the L:-method in [7] is available. Thus, we may use the arguments in the proof
of Proposition 3.2 in [7] with some trivial modifications to obtain the desired convergence
theorem, Theorem [L.II O

4 Proof of Theorem

In this section we assume that
d=a=1 and b(t) =t.

With a we always mean a constant which is strictly less than 1. We can adopt some of the
arguments of [9] to prove some analogous results to those in [9] without using the fact that
p(+) is in the domain of attraction of a stable law. We will refer the reader to these results
as we use them.

4.1 Characterization of ~*

Recall the definitions of 7 and 7 in Section [[3l For e, ¢’ € Z define the event I'r(e,€’) =
{7(e,¢) <T,7(0,e) A7(0,¢') > T}, and let

gr =Y _ ple)p(¢)P(Tr(e,€)). (4.1)

We have the following characterization of ~*.

Proposition 4.1
Yk = Tlim (log T)gr < oo. (4.2)
— 00

To prove Proposition B} we follow the arguments in Section 2 of [9]. Let 7, = inf{t > 0 :
BY = 2}, and write P to indicate the law of the walk B*. Let P(-) = Y__p(e)P¢(-), and
define

H(t) = P(ry > t). (4.3)

The following proposition is a version of Proposition 2.2 of [9].

Proposition 4.2
lim H(t)logt = p;(0)~". (4.4)

t—o00
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Px(T(] > t)
— < . .
oo S 2a(x) forall x€Z,t>0 (4.5)
P$
tlgglo % =a(x) forall x€Z. (4.6)
a(z)/|x|, x # 0 is bounded on Z. (4.7)

Proof. For ({4, let G(t) = fotps(O,())ds. Proposition implies G(t) ~ p1(0)logt as
t — oo in d = 1. Then one can follow the arguments in the proof of Lemma A.3 in [4] by
using the last exit time decomposition of Lemma A.2 there and with (A.7) replaced by (2.3])
to obtain that G(t)H(t) — 1 as t — oo; see the arguments after (A.8) of [4]. Then (£.4)
holds.

Recall that {Z,, : n=0,1,2,---} denote the discrete time stable random walk defined in
Section [L2l With abuse of notation, let P* denote the law of the walk starting at Z, = x.
Let 0, =inf{n > 1:Z, = z}. By T29.1 of [23],

a(z) = lim Y [P*(Z, =0) — P°(Z, =x)] < 0o exists for all z in Z.
n—oo
k=0
Note that P11.1, P11.2 and P11.3 in Chapter III of [23] are available for one-dimensional
recurrent random walk; see arguments before P28.1 of [23]. Meanwhile, according to T29.1
and P30.1 of [23], (i)’ and (ii)’ on page 116 in Chapter III of [23] also hold for one-dimensional
random walk. Then we can check that both P11.4 and P11.5 in Chapter III of [23] are also

available. Thus we have
Po, < 09) = 1/2a(x).

Since the sequences of states visited by the walk BY is equal in law to the sequences visited
by the walk Y,, (with Yy = 0), we have P(7, < 79) = 1/2a(z). The strong Markov property
implies that

H(t) > ple)P(re < 70,70 > 1) = Y P*(70 < 70) P*(70 > 1)

and then (£I) follows.
For (4.4), by T32.1 of [23],

1 = : 4

nl—>nc}o PO(O'Q > TL) a(x) ( 8)
Define

h(n) =Y P(Y;,=0)

0<k<n
Then
1
h(n) ~ p1(0) L asn oo (4.9)

see Page 696 of [I5]. We also have that

P%0y >n) = ﬁ + 0 (hé)?) :
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see the proof of Theorem 6.9 of [I5]. Thus
P%0q > n)logn — p1(0)~h (4.10)

According to a standard large deviations estimate for a rate-1 Poisson process, say S(t),
e“'P(S(t) ¢ [t/2,2t]) — 0 as n — oo for a some constant C' > 0. Then the fact that Y,
is a realization of BY yields

(1 —o0(e ")) P"(0y > 2t) < P%(19 > t) < o(e™") + P"(0¢ > t/2).
The inequalities above, together with (A8 and (ZI0), imply

. Pm(TO > t)
lim ————+% =
t—ro0 Px(OQ > t)

By [@4) we see H(t)/P°(0q > t) — 1 as t — oo. Then [EF) and [EIT) tell us (£6) holds
readily. Finally, (£7) follows from the fact that

m @:0;

(4.11)

see P29.3 of [23] and elsewhere. We have completed the proof. U

The proof of Proposition 1] is now exactly as that of Proposition 2.1 in Section 2 of [9].
We omit it here.

4.2 Voter and Biased Voter Estimates

In this subsection, we consider voter, biased voter bounds. We follow the arguments in
Section 5 of [9] step by step. For b, v > 0, the 1-biased voter model & is the Feller process
taking values in {0, 1}%, with rate function

c(x,§) = (v+0)fi(x, &) if&(x) =
e {’/fo(%é) if £(z) = (4.12)

where fi(z,¢) is as in (LI). The O-biased voter model is the Feller process ¢, taking values

in {0,1}” with rate function

clx. &) = vfi(z,§) if £(x)
c(x,§) {<y+b)f0(x,§) if &(x)

(1) (4.13)

The voter model ft is the 1-biased voter model with bias b = 0. Then by Theorem III.1.5
of [16], assuming § = fo &, we may define &, ft and & on a common probability space
so that

~ —

£ <& <& forallt >0. (4.14)

For £,¢ € {0,1}Z, £ < ¢ means &(x) < ((x) for all x € Z.
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Let us recall the voter model duality; see [16]. Recall also the coalescing random walk
system {B} : « € Z} defined in Subsection The duality equation for the rate-1 (v =1)
voter model is: for finite A C Z,

P(&(z) = 1Vz € A) = P(&(B?F) = vz € A). (4.15)

Define the mean range of the random walk BY by

R(t) =F (Z 1{Bg=m for some sSt}) .

By a result for the range of the discrete time stable random walk in [15],

R(t)
im
t—oo t/logt

=pi1(0)7 (4.16)

see (1.e) of [15] and recall ([A3]) for the asymptotic behavior of h(n).

First, we consider the voter estimates. Let P;,t > 0 be the semigroup of a rate-1 random
walk with step distribution p(-). Recall the definition of |p|, in Section 3. For ¢ : Z — R

and £ € {0,1}7, let
= @)

Lemma 4.1 Let ét denote the rate-v voter model. Then for all bounded ¢ : Z — RT,
O<a<landt >0,

E(€(0f0(&))) < (vt|plaH (201))2||6]|as2lé0] + H(201)0(6). (4.17)
Remark 4.1 ([.17) is just a version of (5.8) in Lemma 5.1 of [9]. We slightly abuse our

notation and we can prove that the other statements in Lemma 5.1 of [9] ((5.6), (5.7) and
(5.9) there) hold without modifying any arguments of their proofs.

Remark 4.2 Recall the definition of ||¢||a in Section 3. We see for ¢ = 1, the right side
of (4.17) is just H(2vt)|&l.

Proof. It suffices to consider v = 1. Using the voter duality equation ({.I5) and following
the arguments in the proof of (5.8) of [9], we have

£(6fo(&)) < Z §o(2 (6(2 + B)1{r.0>1)) -

For any z and 0 < a < 1,

> p(Q)E (6(z + B)1ir0.050)

< Zp (([1llas2| BY %2 + 6(2)) Liro,e)241)
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1/2
< |9las2 ( (1B|* ZP ) > t))
Zp ) > t).

Since F(|BY2) < t|p|q, this proves [EIT). O

Next, we give some biased voter model bounds. Let & be the 1-biased voter model with
rate function (L12). By the same arguments in Section 4 of [7], we can prove the following
inequalities without using any of kernel assumptions.

BE(l&]) < ebt‘éo‘a (4.18)
B(&P) < (w 2y+b(1—€bt)\§_0|) (4.19)
< (JGf? + (20 + B)HI&) (4.20)

In the subsection 4.3 below, we will compare the Lotka-Volterra model g\/ with the biased
voter models g\f, &N on Sy. In order to construct coupling g\f < &N < &) we assume that
the voting and bias rates vy and by are

v=vy=N—0logN and b = by = 20log N. (4.21)
As in [9], we need improved versions of ([AI8]) and (£I9). For p > 2 and 0 < a < 1 define
Ky = kp(bv) =3(bH(2v/b’) + €?) and k = k3,

A = A(b,v) =bR(2v/b*) + 3e*(1 + 2v/b),
B, = By(b,v,a) = (|plart® " H(2v/W))* + bH (20 /") (pla(v/b” + 1))/

and

h(b,v)(t) = X134 2kt
hQ(b7 V)(t) = ezt_l/?)(]_ + 2I//b) + 5/‘€A€1+3Ht.

Put Po(x) =3, p(y — x)¢(y) and define the operators
A¢ = v(P¢ — ¢) and A* = (1 +b/v)A (4.22)
and denote the associated semigroups by P, and P} respectively.

Remark 4.3 Comparing the constants and functions defined above with those defined in
(5.16) and (5.17) of [9], we see that only B, is different. We replaced 20* by |p|a.

Remark 4.4 For the parameters v = vy, b = by in ({{.21), (4.4) and {{.18) imply that
Kk, =O0(1), A= O(N/log N) and B, = O(N*?(log N)1=P)/2) as N — oc.

Remark 4.5 The estimates in Remark[].4) will play important roles in the following proofs.
That is why we are forced to assume that {p( )} is in the domain of normal attraction of a
stable law. Or we need to replace log N by f1 )~'ds. Then the estimates in Remark[{.7)
will be not available.
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The following proposition is a version of Proposition 5.4 of [9].

Proposition 4.3 Assume b>1 and p > 2. For allt >0,

E(&Gl) < g, (4.23)
B(&7) < X&) + 446, (4.24)
EERE) < MO, (4.25)
bE(I&|E(fo(€))) < hu(8)[&l* + ha(t)[ol- (4.26)
For all bounded ¢ : Z — [0,00), p >3 and 0 < a < 1,
E(&(¢)) < " TIHI (&0(Pr(9)) + [1pb* (1@l loo + Byl|6llas2) [l) - (4.27)

Remark 4.6 Proposition 5.4 of [9] was proved with the help of Lemma 5.1, Lemma 5.5 and
Lemma 5.6 there. We can adopt the arguments in [4] to obtain similar results in Lemma
5.5 and Lemma 5.6 of [4]. With abuse of notation, in the following we assume that those
two lemmas are available for us.

Remark 4.7 The only difference between Proposition[{.3 and Proposition 5.4 of [9] is that
inequality [{.27) is different from inequality (5.23) there. In fact, the key reason is that
when prove the inequality ({-27), we will use estimate (4.17) in Lemma [{1] of this paper
replacing the estimate (5.8) of Lemma 5.1 of [9].

Proof. According to Remark [l Remark and the coupling ([A.I4]), we can follow the
arguments in [9] to obtain that (5.36), (5.37) and (5.38) there are available which will be
used in the following proof. Put e = b7 and assume ¢ > 0. We also have that

E(|Ebofo(é)) — Ebofolé))) .
< 2/[llo E(1Ee] — 1€]) < 2b(e™ — 1)][¢]loc|éol (4.28)

which is just a version of (5.39) of [9] (In fact, they are the same). The voter model estimate

([EID) tells us

E((bofo(€))) < 2eb’el|g]]oo|ol ) )
+b(|plavet (2v€))?|6]las2l0l + bH (2v€)&0(9). (4.29)

By using Markov property, we see for s > e,

E(gs(bgb.fO(gs))LFs—e) _ _
< (265%€l6lloe + B(IplaveH (206) 2 (|6llays) 1€ + bH(20e)E,(6).  (4.30)

Take expectations in ([A30) for ¢ = 1 and recall the definition ||¢||, in Section 3. We have
for s > ¢

E(ES(b(be(ES))) < HPE(ES%D- (4-31)
Using this inequality in (5.36) of [9] yields for s > e,

t

B&D < BN + 5 | B s <, [ BEDS
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where the second inequality follows from (5.38) of [9]. This bound also holds for ¢ < e. Then
Gronwall’s inequality implies that (£23]) holds.

Again using (5.38) of [9] gives that for ¢ : Z — R*,
[E(E(¥)) = &) < (¢ = Déo(PIY) + [&(PF) — &o(¥)].
Note that

[P2(@) = 0(@)] < |[9]la/2 B Byeqasym®?) < 1llajale + b)[pla) 7.
Thus - B -
|E(E(4)) = Eo()] < (ebel[¢loe + [[¢]la2(e(v + b)[pla)?) Eol-
Then by using Markov property, for s > e,

E(&-c(¥)) < B(&(®) + (ebel[¥lloe + [[¢llay2(e(v + b)Ipla)?) E(I&-d]).

Since || P Bllas2 < ||@]|as2, using above inequality in ([E30) with ¢ = P ¢ replacing ¢,
we have for s > e,

E(&(bP0f0(&s))) < (rpbelllloo + Bylldllas2) E(|€s—el) + mpE(E(Po9)),  (4.32)

which is a version of (5.43) of [0]. Then the following arguments for proving (£27) are very
similar to those after (5.43) in [9]. We have proved (£23) and ([£27). The other statements
in the proposition can be proved in a similar way to that used to prove their counterparts

in [9] (recall Remark LT, Remark FL6]). We omit it here. O

Remark 4.8 We have followed the arguments in Section 5 of [9] to obtain some voter and
biased voter estimates. In fact, we only replaced (5.8) and (5.23) in Section 5 of [9] by
(4.17) and ([4.27) respectively and modified the arguments in the proof of (5.19) and (5.23)

of [9]; please compare [§-29)-({-33) with their counterparts (5.40)-(5.43) in Section 5 of [9].

We can also adopt the arguments there to obtain similar results to all other statements in
Section 5 of [9] without using the fact the p(-) is in the domain of attraction of a stable law.
In the next subsection, we will directly refer to them.

4.3 Four Key Results

In this subsection, we will give analogous results to Propositions 4.3, 4.4, 4.5 and 4.7 of [9].
We first list those results and will give their proofs later. Let

g(s) = Ggggs~ P W3, (4.33)
where Cm will be chosen later.

Proposition 4.4 (a) For T > 0 there is a constant C@(T) such that for all N € N,

sup B(X)'(1) < CrggMX (1), (4.34)

t<T

B (supX¥(0?) < DO R X3 W) (4.35)

t<T
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(b) For all s >0 and N € N,

(log N) E(X¥(
(log N) E(X¥ (1) X (

IAINA

(.€))
(.€))

Let Ay (¢) = (N + 0log N)Ay(¢) with semigroup PN

fo'
fo'

Proposition 4.5 For p > 3 there is a constant qm(p) such that for any t > 0 and
¢:R—RT,

B(XN(g) < elos™ @XN P¥g)
+C@€ [[@l]1/2( 1OgN)(1 PRXN (). (4.38)

Proposition 4.6 For p > 3 there is a constant (@@) such that for all ¢ : R — RT, if
e = (log N)~P, then

E(XY(10g N6 (. €))) < gl (D][6l]1/20108 NP7 + G (9).  (4.39)

Let supy o indicate a supremum over all XV e M(Sy), » : R — R and t > 0 satisfying
Xo'(1) < K, [[¢]|lup < K and t < T.

Remark 4.9 Note that if ||¢||Lip < K, then ||¢||lo < 2K for any 0 < a < 1.

Proposition 4.7 For every K, T >0 and 0 < p < 2,

¢ P
i sup (| [ X5 00g NG £ (.69 - @ XF@)] ) =0 (@a0)
N—oo K,T 0
and for i=2, 3,
¢ P
lim sup £ ('Div’l —/ 0; o XN (¢)ds ) = 0. (4.41)
N—oo K,T 0

Recall the rescaled Lotka-Volterra models in Section and assume (A2) holds. Also
recall the 1-biased voter model and_ O-biased_ voter model with rates v = vy and b = by
defined in the last subsection. Set £V (z) = &(Nz) and §iv(;1:) = §,(Nx) for z € Sy. Thus

the rate function of &V is given by

vty i) =0,
(®¢) {uNf0< €) if &(z) = 1

and the rate function of gf (x) is given by

cla,) = I (7:0) it (@) =0,
o (vn +bx) [ (w,6)  if () =1
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Assume N is large enough (N > Np) so that vy > 0 and by > 1. As in the last subsection,
we may construct the three processes on one probability space so that §év =& =&} and

<y < forallt > 0. (4.42)

Define 1 1
XY =5 Y & @, and XYY = — 37 €V (@)

TESN TESN

It follows that
XV < XN < XN forallt > 0. (4.43)

Keep Remark [£.4]in mind. Applying Proposition gives that there are constants (g
and Cm such that for all N > Ny and t > 0,

O B XY (1), (4.44)

E(X](1))
2 O B2 (X (1) + X (1)) (4.45)

<
E(X (1)) <

and if ¢ is as in (L33), then

(log N)ECKY (£ (. 6))
(log N) E(XY (DXX (-, 6Y))

IA A

g(t)(Xg' (1)* + X' (1)). (4.47)
Typically, we have there exists a constant (fgzg such that
E(X[(1)) = B(X{'(1)) < Ggagllog N)* + 1] X3°(1), 0<t<1 (4.48)

whose counterpart in [9] is (6.7). We first prove Proposition 4l In fact, we only give an
outline.

Proof of Proposition[{.4} With inequalities (4.44]), (£.45)) and the coupling (4.43)) in hand,

part (a) follows from the strong L? inequality for non-negative submartingales and the fact
that X¥(1)? is a submartingales; see Remark L8 and (5.29) of [9]. For part (b), if we have
similar results to those in Proposition 6.1 of [9], then part (b) follows from Remark @4l But
the proof of Proposition 6.1 of [9] works here if we replace (5.40) there by (£29) in the last
subsection; see Remark .8 O

 Proof of Proposition [{.5 Recall that & is the biased voter model with rates v = N —
Olog N and b = 20log N, and &N (x) = &(Nz), x € Sy. For ¢ : R — RT, define ¢ : Z — R
by ¢(z) = ¢(x/N). Then ||¢||e = ||¢||eo and for 0 < a < 1,

[9(z) — ¢(y)] [9(z) — ¢(y)]
w#@/il&lf)ylél |z — y|g/2 = m#yirf)ylél |z — 9‘1/2
9(r) ~ ()|

< N2 sup

sty lo—yl<t/N T —y[1/?

Thus ||¢]|as2 < N7"?|[¢[]1/2. Note that Ajy(2) = (N +0log N) 35 5. pwv(y —2)db(y) with
semigroup P and A*¢(z) = (N + log N) >, P(y —x)¢(y) with semigroup Py; see ([I.22)



32

for the definition of A*. We have that Pr¢(z) = PN *i(z/N) and €N (1) = &(¢). According
to (A21), we obtain

B(EY () < 700 (&P () + [ 1l oo + BN 21 2] 10]) -

Since p > 3, Remark B4 implies x,b* 7 + B,N~'/2 = O((log N)"~?/2) as N — oco. Then
the fact that @ > 1 implies b > log N and the coupling ([£.43) yield the desired inequality
(439). O

Proof of Proposition[f.6 Let e = b~". According to Remark .8, we may use (5.32) of
[9] to obtain that

E(X (00fo(€))) < B(X (b0 fo(67))) + 2l 0l (B(X (1) — X7 (1))).
Applying (5.62) of [9] and ([L29) gives

E(X (b fo(€X))) < (6eb*][dlloo + ByNTY2[[]1172) Xg' (1) + rp X' (6).
Then Remark [£.4] yields (4.39). O

We will give the proof of Proposition 7] in the final subsection. In the next subsection
with the help of the four propositions in this subsection we prove Theorem [L.2]

4.4 Convergence Theorem

In this subsection, we follow the strategy in the Section 4 of [9] to obtain Theorem [2
First, we check the compact containment condition.

Proposition 4.8 For all e > 0 there 1s an n € N, so that

sup P (sup XN (B(0,n)) > e) < e.

N t<e—1

Proof. The proof is similar to that for Proposition 4.12 of [9]. We only give an outline
here. Recall that b(N) = N. Let h, : R? — [0, 1] be a C* function such that

Ljapsnt1) < ha(2) < 1jaisny

and

sup > [[(ha)illos + 11 ()il oo + [ (Bn)isilloo = Ch < o0

" igk<d
By the semimartingale decomposition

3
sup XV (hn) < X' (hn) + Y sup [ D ()| + sup [ M (h,).
t<T i I<T t<T

We need to check the right hand side tends to zero as N,n — oo. Let

o?AY2h,
1= sup [ A () = T3 |
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Then limy_.o ny = 0 by Lemma 2.2 Note that

5 () = ha(w) oz — )€ (W)

y X

Ch‘p|a N
< X' (1
- N« s (1)

Set ny(T) = Ggza(T) (nn + 0C), log N|p|lo/N2)T). We have, as in the deviation of (4.17)
in [9]

E (sup xN (hn)> < XQ' () + 2((MY (B ))r) 2 + iy Xg' (1)

=T T T
4G [ B e )ds 420 [ BOC (log NV (€))ds. (149
0 0

Applying Proposition and (4.34]), we obtain the last integral above is bounded by

5(T)X (1) + Cirag / B(XY (hy))ds, (4.50)

where 73 (T') = Ggg(T)[(log N)~* 4+ (ggCrT/ log N]. By Lemma 2T and ([34) there is
a constant (px(7") such that if ¢, = 1, then for any a < 1 and 0 <5 < T,

E(m1,| + ImyL)) < Gran(T)lIélla(log N/N*) X' (1). (4.51)
Then the above inequality, (A50) and Lemma 2] gives (recall N/N' = log N)

E((M" (hn))7) < 1 (T) X' (1) +2qg:{9|/0 E(X" (hn))ds, (4.52)

where n(T) = 2n%(T) + (T)TC?log N/N<. Finally, let B,"* be the continuous ran-
dom walk with semigroup P;""* defined before Proposition @5, By = 0. Note that

o n—1 N(n—1)
P <|Bév =5 ) (‘BN—l—GlogN)s‘ > T) :

Since b(t) = I(t) = t, Proposition Z4 yields that the left hand side above goes to 0 uniformly
in N e Nand 0 < s < T as n — oo. Thus with the help of Proposition and the
inequalities (A.49)), (£50), (£52) we can conclude: for any 7', ¢ > 0 there is an Ny such that

for N > No,n > Ny, E(sup XY (h,)) < e.
t<T

The desired result is immediate. O

Proof of Theorem[1.2. In fact, we have already completed all tasks. First, with (€30])
and (L37) in hand, by the same arguments as those in the proof of Lemma 4.10 of [9], we
have there exists a constant Cjg5g(7") such that for all 0 < s <t < T,

({/ XY (log N f3'(€Y)) r} ) < Grmy(T)(t — )XY ()2 + X (1), (4.53)
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Now, recall the decomposition of X}¥(¢;) in Section 2. With the help of Lemma 2T
and ([L53]), by the the same arguments as those in the proof of Proposition 4.11 of [9],
for each ¢ € Cp* (R, x R), each of families { XN (¢), N € N}, {DN/ N € N}, i = 1,2,3,
{{M"(¢)).,N € N}, and {MN(¢), N € N} is C-tight in D([0,00),R). The C-tightness of
{Py, N € N} is now immediate from Proposition and Theorem 11.4.1 of [I§]. Then to
check any limit point of { Py} is the law claimed in the Theorem, one can follow the same
arguments as those in the proof of proposition 4.2 of [9], using Proposition L7 above. [

4.5 Proof of Proposition 4.7

For N fixed, let & be the rate vy = N —@log N voter model on Z with rate as in (@12 for
b=0and v = vy. Define £V (z) = &(zN), = € Sy, the rate vy voter model on Sy. Recall
the independent and coalescing random walks system {B¥} and {B?} defined in Section
[L3 We need to introduce their rescaled versions as follows: for x,y € Sy,

BY" = BN /N, B = BN /N, (4.54)
and
™(2,y) = 7(Nz,Ny) /vn, #V(z,y) =7(Nz, Ny)/vy.
Define

et) = sup |tp:(0, ) — pr(z/t)| V (1/t7).

By Proposition 221 £(t) — 0 as t — co. Then for each k € ZT, there exists a t(k) such that
for t > t(k), e(t) < 1/k. Define

1 o<t<i),
g(t)_{w, t(k) <t <t(k+1). (4.55)

Then £'(t) | 0 as t — oo and &'(t) > &(t) for t > t(1). Let iy = e VI8N and ay =
vn(2 — 1)/ log N and

¢y = (loglog N) ™' v y/¢'(ay/ loglog N).

Then
N = (e(aNe'N)/e'N + %)
< & (aney) <\/e’(aN/log log N))_1 + h)lgoi%gNN
< +/¢'(an/loglog N) + loilg%]\f — 0
as N — oo. Define the sequences
Iy = N - (log N)2, 6y = Kyty. (4.56)

- log N’

We assume that N is large enough so that ¢y Viy V oy < 1 and dy/€ey — 0 as N — oo.
The following lemma is a version of Lemma 7.6 of [9].
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Lemma 4.2 There is a constant qm such that

log N .
R Do (@B = QB =17 0 > )

< () / / XN (w)dXY (z) + NXY()2 (4.57)
Gzaen) | ), o ke ) CGrpen Xo
Proof. By translation invariance and symmetry, the left side of (£57]) is
Y G W& ()Y pwle)
X [Z NP(BY' =w—u,BY =2 —2,7V(0,¢) > tN)]
Y G ()& (2) Y pn(e)NP(Byy = 2 —w, 1 > 2ty)

= wN 45N (4.58)

where Tév “ = inf{s : BN¢ = 0}, and XY, respectively, 3V denotes the contribution to
(45])) from w, 2 satisfylng lw— 2| < KNtN, respectively, |w — z| > Knty. Let

P((BY, 1) €)=Y pn(e)P((BM, 1) € -).

For 2%, use (28] and the Markov property at time ¢y to see that

NPN(BQZ =z —w, 7 > 2ty)
< NE(P(BY' =2 —w—BY (0)); 70 > tw)
< CNP(TO > tN)(l/NtN)

NH(VNtN)

UNtN

<C

By (&4, there is a constant gyl such that

Ye < Qrmglen)” //|wz|§KNtN dXy (w)dXy (2). (4.59)

It is more complicated to bound Y. Using the Markov property at time fyty gives

PN (Bé\th =w—z,1 > 2tN)
. Kyt
<P ( > Nntw, |Bmvt1v| > ]; N) sup P <B(2 ANEN x')

~ N,0
+P (P (B(Q_ﬁN)tN =w—2z— B,@fm) 7o > ANtN, [ By | <
=xN 4l say.

. KNtN NEKntn
P (|Bf]7\lfvtN| ) ZPN ( Nintn + 6| 9 )

KNtN
2

Note that
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which is bounded by

2|pliy2 0 NKntn
(N Etn) 2 + P |BNayiy] > 1 .

By Proposition 2.4]

NEKnt 401NNt N .
0 NN _
P <‘BNﬁNtN| > 1 ) < Nty 405 T19yv/ KN -

(Note that I(t) = b(t) = t.) Thus by (2.6])

C (v /Ky + 1/ (NKnty)'?)
I/N<2 — Tﬁv)t]\/ )
Let us consider XY, By the definition of e(¢) and (ZII]) (recall d = a = 1),

) | e/t
! 2)) . (4.61)

»N <

lc —=

(4.60)

p 0.2 <
t< ' ) t t
T

S % <€(t)+02 (1/\

Note that for |w — z| > Kyty, on {|B1]7\]fvtN| < KNth}’

e

w—z— BY .
| ~ Kntn

NNtN

Thus by inequality (EET), 22 is less than

. 2un (2 — fiv) \ H(vnnnty)
<5(”N(2 i) e <1 : ( NEx v (2 — i)t
Thus by an€ey = vn(2 — ny)tny and ([£4),
log N
C (e(anéy) +1/K3 _
( ( NEN) / N) VNEEVIOg(VNT/NtN)
C (z—:(aNe’N)/(Ne’N) + (N log Ne?v)_l)
, , loglog N
C (€<GN€N)/(N€N) + m)
Cen/N, (4.62)

IN

N
Z:20

IN A

where C' may change its values from line to line and the second inequality follows from
log(vaiintn) = log(ey) +log(vy) — loglog N — /log N

and limpy_, o % = 1. With [@319), (£60) and (£62)) in hand, (£5]) yields the desired result,
@x7). 0
For ¢ : R2 = R, ¢ € {0,1}% and X(¢) = (1/N') 3, ¢(z)¢ (), define
A(6.0) = X(log Nofy'(-,¢))
AYH(6,0) = 5 31— C(a)6(x) log N ¥, )

AYT(6,0) = X(ogNof(-,¢)%)
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and
AY(6,0) = AT (6,0 X (), J=1,2,3,
where v; = p1(0)~! and v, = 3 = 7*. Define

m(l) =2 and m(2) =m(3)=1.
The following proposition is a version of Proposition 7.5 of [9].

Proposition 4.9 There is a constant Cm and a sequence T@(N) + 0 such that for
j=1,2,3,if ¢ : R2 = R, then for any 0 < a < 1

BAY (0.6 < zgg(N) (XN(1)+XN( )2)||¢||m(j)
C@Hng < dXY (w)d X (= 4.63
[ astwae. e

Proof. To prove the proposition, we can define E;’N, t=1,2for j=1andi=1,2,3 for
Jj = 2,3 as in (7.20), (7.21) and (7.22) of [9] and decompose each E(A;V”L) into a sum of
those terms. We omit the definitions and decompositions here, since they are the same. By
Lemma (2] we can show that

2 < Chpllol) [<e'N>1 / /| RN ek o

For Z?’N, J = 2,3, with Proposition in hand, one can check that a similar conclusion to
that in Lemma 2.5 of [9] is available. Following the proof of Proposition 7.5 of [9], we have
there exists a constant Cjggg depending on p(-),

25 + 55N < a0l X' (1) (log N) /2. (4.65)
Now, we need to establish that there is a sequence n(N) — 0 such that for j = 1,2, 3,
55 = X3 (9)] < n(V)]6]l3 9 X5 (1). (4.66)

Let e denote independent random variable with law p(-). First,

P(Blf\;’e>\/e§v):P< IBY , +el > Ny/e )

We also have

2
P (1B +el > Ny/ey) < Al p (1BOui| > NVEL/2)

G t
: (N% T %WN o7

where the second inequality follows from Proposition 2.4l Typically, we have

(B> Vi) < B - B 469
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Now, we consider the case of j = 2. By the same arguments as in [9], we can show
IEI’N — 7" X (@)
<% Zso 1ogNE(|¢>(w = B") = o(w);7V(0,e) A7V (0, f) > b,

%N(ea f) < tN) N/ Z 50 qutN lOgN Y )

. a . 1/2
< N0l1a X (1)10g N (V) Gun + 2010l X8 () log NP (1B > V&) alll,

HI0lloe X0 (D110 Nayyi, =771,

where the second 1nequahty follows from Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and considering the

cases |B,\| > /€y and |B,M| < \/éy. Thus by @), (I67) and Proposition B there
exists a sequence 1 gg(/N) Wh1ch goes to 0 as N — oo such that

" =7 X3 (0)] < mrm(V)|lola o' (1). (4.69)

By replacing é,fVN’e, Blf\fv’e with Bgvo, BNO respectively, the same argument as that above gives

the same bound for |Zé’N —v*X N(¢)|. Typically, inequality (£67) could be simplified. Next,
we turn to Z;N. Following the strategy of the proof for term on Z;N, we have that

DS p1<0>—1f<N<¢2>|
N Zéo [IOg NE (¢2(w — BN ™ (0,e) > tN) - pl(o)—1¢2(w)]
< N,ZEO [logNE(

o D w0 NP 0.6) > 1)~ )

2( — BNO) — ¢2(w)) N0, ¢) > tN)]

a /
< (2||¢||alogN (@) H(vt) + 206l log NP (1BYY) > /&) Hlvtn)
Hlollwlog N H(xtx) = (07 )61} X3 1)

According to ({67) and (£4]), we can conclude

20" = p1(0) X (0%)] < X’ (D)l[912, (4.70)

where n7g — 0 as N — oo. Thus we get the (£8G). By decompositions in (7.18) of [9],
we obtain the desired result. O

With Proposition 9 in hand, Proposition .7 follows from the following two propositions
which are analogous to Proposition 7.1 and Proposition 7.2 in [9] and a similar argument
to that in Section 8 of [9].
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Proposition 4.10 There is a constant C@(K) and sequence M(N) 1 0 such that for
all ¢ : R — [0, 00) satisfying ||6]|rip, V X (1) < K and j =1,2,3,

BQAY(6,N) < qmm( (V) (XN () + X (1)

+(ey)™ //w Z|<5NdXN (w)d X (2 )) (4.71)

Proof. First, we can obtain follow the strategy in the proof of Lemma 7.8 in [9] to obtain an
analogous result to that in Lemma 7.8 of [9]. Then with our coupling, (£48]) and Proposition
in hand, following the argument in [9], one can get the desired result. (l

Proposition 4.11 There is a constant C@ such that for all 0 <t < T,

U L piwaca)

(X5 (1) + Xg'(1)*)

5N ) - t
(123 st B log(1 + =) ] . 4.72
X 5N+t( +1t77) + 0N og( +5N) (4.72)

The proof of Proposition [L11]is also exactly the same with that of Proposition 7.2 of [9]. In
fact, we only need to prove the following random walk estimate which is a version of Corollary
7.9 of [9] and can be deduced directly from (Z8) and Proposition23l Let B be the random
walk with semigroup (P"*,t > 0) from Proposition BB at rate vy + by = N + flog N,
BN+ takes steps with py(-) and B{™ = 0.

Corollary 4.1 (a) For allz € Sy and t > 0,

PN — ) < 20 (4.73)

1+ Nt
(b) Assume 8 L 0 and Noyy — oo. For each K > 0 there is a constant Cm ) > 0 such
that
inf NoyP( B%/ =w) > qm (4.74)

N>1,weSy,|w|<K )y,

Now, one follows the argument in [9] to get Proposition LTIl To obtain Proposition 1]
the following arguments are similar to those in Section 8 of [9]. We omit it here.

5 Voter Model’s Asymptotics

In this section, we will prove Theorem and we assume that assumption (A1) holds with
b(t) = t¥/*. Recall that p, = P(|€?| > 0). Our first object is to prove that

logt
ptIO(%) as t — o0 d=a,

=0@t™) as t— o0 d>a. (5.1)
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The asymptotics above are similar to the results in Theorem 1 of [3]. Note that Theorem 1
of [3] could be proved under the assumption that the underlying motion has finite variance
and one only need to modify the proof of Lemma 5 of [3]; see Lemma 2 of [2]. For our
purpose we also need to generalize the asymptotic results in (14) of [3].

Recall that {B®, x € Z%} is a collection of rate-one independent stable random walks with
Bf = x. Let pi(z,y) = P(B} = y) denote the transition function of {Bf}. Define the mean
range of the stable random walk B? by

R(t) =F (Z 1{Bg=m for some sSt}) .

By the results for the range of the discrete time stable random walk in [I5], we see

R(t) _ 1 _
tggot/logt—pl(o) d=a,
t
tlim ? = d> a. (5.2)

With this in hand, one can generalize the asymptotics results in (14) of [3]. Now, to
prove (B.1)) we only need to prove some analogous results to those in Lemma 5 of [3]. Set
Gi(z) = f(fps(O, x)ds and let 7(x) = inf{t > 0: Bf = 0}, define Hy(z) = P(r(x) < t).

Lemma 5.1 If z € Z¢ with |z| = r, then there is a constant Cy, > 0 such that
Hyo(x) > Cyo/logr d= a,
> C’d,aro‘_d d> a.

Proof. We first consider the asymptotics for the Green’s function. According to (2.4]) and
(Z110), when r large enough,

a a a

T T s T
Gra(x :/ ps(0,x)ds > ¢ / ds —/ s~ (s,
(z) i (0, z) ) »

A Dbit of calculation show that there exist a constant C’d@ > () such that

Gra(z) > C_'d,aro‘_d d> «a,
Z C’d,a d= .

By (2.5), we see that there exist constants C; , > 0 such that

GTOé(O) S deé d > a,
< Cynlogr d=a.

Then the desired result follows from inequality H;(z) > Gi(z)/G(0). O

Now, one can follow the arguments in Section 3 of [3] to obtain (&I]) (Note that when
prove an analogous result to that in Lemma 4 of [3] one may need to set s; = d[(2p; *)/9]*.)
With (&), Theorem [T and Theorem [2lin hand, the following proof for Theorem [[3] are
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exactly the same with that in [6]. We left it to the interested readers. The intuition is that
the underlying motion has nothing to do with the total mass process.
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