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Abstract: We consider a biological population in which a beneficial mu-
tation is undergoing a selective sweep when a second beneficial mutation
arises at a linked locus and we investigate the probability that both muta-
tions will eventually fix in the population. Previous work has dealt with the
case where the second mutation to arise confers a smaller benefit than the
first. In that case population size plays almost no role. Here we consider the
opposite case and observe that, by contrast, the probability of both muta-
tions fixing can be heavily dependent on population size. Indeed the key
parameter is p/N, the product of the population size and the recombination
rate between the two selected loci. If pN is small, the probability that both
mutations fix can be reduced through interference to almost zero while for
large pN the mutations barely influence one another. The main rigorous re-
sult is a method for calculating the fixation probability of a double mutant
in the large population limit.
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1. Introduction

Natural populations incorporate beneficial mutations through a combination of
chance and the action of natural selection. The process whereby a beneficial mu-
tation arises (in what is generally assumed to be a large and otherwise neutral
population) and eventually spreads to the entire population is called a selec-
tive sweep. When beneficial mutations are rare, we can make the simplifying
assumption that selective sweeps do not overlap. A great deal is known about
such isolated selective sweeps (see e.g. Chapter 5 of Ewens 1979). Haldane (1927)
showed that under a discrete generation haploid model, the probability that a
beneficial allele with selective advantage o eventually fizes in a population of size
2N, i.e. its frequency increases from 1/(2N) to 1, is approximately 20. Much
less is understood when selective sweeps overlap, i.e. when further beneficial
mutations arise at different loci during the timecourse of a sweep.

Our aim here is to investigate the impact of the resulting interference in the
case when two sweeps overlap. In particular, we shall investigate the probability
that both beneficial mutations eventually become fixed in the population. Be-
cause genes are organised on chromosomes and chromosomes are in turn grouped
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into individuals, different genetic loci do not evolve independently of one an-
other. However, in a dioecious population (in which chromosomes are carried
in pairs), nor are chromosomes passed down as intact units. A given chromo-
some is inherited from one of the two parents, but recombination or crossover
events can result in the allelic types at two distinct loci being inherited one from
each of the corresponding pair of chromosomes in the parent. We refer to these
chromosomes as ‘individuals’.

Each individual in the population will have a type denoted ¢5 where ¢,; €
{0,1}. We use the first and second digit, respectively, to indicate whether the
individual carries the more recent or the older beneficial mutation, and assume
that the fitness effects of these two mutations are additive. Suppose that a single
advantageous allele with selective advantage o arises in an otherwise neutral
(type 00) population of size 2N, corresponding to a diploid population of size
N. We use X;; to denote the proportion of individuals of type ij, then the
frequency of the favoured allele, X, will be well-approximated by the solution
to the stochastic differential equation

1
dXo1 = 0'1X01(1 — X()l) ds + \/ﬁXOI(l — XOI) dW(S), (11)

where s is the time variable, {W(s)}s>0 is a standard Wiener process, and
X01(0) = 1/(2N) (Ethier & Kurtz 1986, Eq. 10.2.7). If the favoured allele
reaches frequency p, then the probability that it ultimately fixes is

1— e—2N01p
1 _ 672Na'1 :

If a sweep does take place then (conditioning on fixation) we obtain

~ ~ ~ ~ 1 =~ ~
dXQl = 0'1X01(1 — X()l) COth(NUlXol) dS + \/ﬁXOl(l — X()l) dW(S)

and from this it is easy to calculate the expected duration of the sweep. Writing
Tz = inf{s>0: Xo1(s) = 1‘ X01(0) = 1/(2N)}, we have (see for example
Etheridge et al. 2006)

E(T}i] = o%log(QNUl) +0 (i> (1.2)

g1

and the variance var|[Tyi,] is O(1/07). More generally, an analogous Green func-
tion calculation to that leading to equation (1.2) gives that the expected time
for the selected locus to reach frequency €(N) is log(2Na1e(N)) /o1 + O(1/01).
This is the same as the expected time for Xo; to increase from 1 — e(N) to 1.
On the other hand, for § = O(1), the time for Xo; to increase from § to 1 — &
is O(1/01). As a result, for large populations, during almost all the timecourse
of the sweep Xo; is either close to zero or close to one.

Now suppose that during the selective sweep of type 01 described by (1.1),

more specifically, when X, reaches a level U, another beneficial mutation with
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selection coefficient o2 occurs at a second linked locus in a randomly chosen
individual, and the recombination rate between these two loci is p. If we assume
that the arrival time of the second mutation is uniformly distributed over the
timecourse of the sweep of the first mutation and that N is large, then we can
expect either U or 1 — U to be close to 0 but > 1/(2N). The new mutation
can arise in a type 00 or 01 individual, forming a single type 10 individual in
the former case, and a 11 individual in the latter case. If the second mutation
arises during the first half (in terms of time) of the sweep of the first mutation,
then U is likely to be very small and it is more likely for a type 10 individual
to be formed. Otherwise, the second mutation arises during the second half of
the sweep and the formation of a type 11 individual is more likely.

The case of the second beneficial mutation forming a type 11 individual is
relatively straightforward. Since type 11 is fitter than all other types, its fixation
is almost certain once it becomes ‘established’ in the population, i.e. when the
number of type 11 individuals is much larger than 1. If the population size is very
large, then it only takes a short time to determine whether type 11 establishes
itself, and we can assume the proportion of type 01 individuals remains roughly
constant during this time. Hence the fixation probability of type 11 is essentially
its establishment probability, which is approximately 2(o9 + o1(1 — U)), twice
the ‘effective’ selective advantage of type 11 in a population consisting of 2NU
type 01 and 2N (1 — U) type 00 individuals.

The case of the second beneficial mutation forming a type 10 individual is far
more interesting. In order for both mutations to sweep through the population,
recombination must produce an individual carrying both mutations. The relative
strength of selection acting on the two loci now becomes important. The case
of o1 > 09 has been dealt with in Barton (1995) and Otto & Barton (1997).
Here, since type 01 is already present in significant numbers when the new
mutation arises (and type 01 is fitter than type 10), the trajectory of Xpp is
well approximated by the logistic growth curve 1/(1 + exp(—o1t)) until X1
reaches a level of O(1). At that point, fixation of type 11 is all but certain.
Barton (1995) then uses a branching process approximation to estimate the
establishment probability of a type 11 individual produced by recombination.
In particular, his approach is independent of population size. Not surprisingly,
he finds that the fixation probability of the second mutation is reduced if it
arises as a type 10 individual, but increased if it arises as a type 11 individual.
Simulation studies performed in Otto & Barton (1997) confirm these findings
in the case o1 > 0.

Gillespie (2001) considers the effects of repeated substitutions at a strongly
selected locus on a completely linked (i.e. there is no recombination) weakly
selected locus, extending his work in Gillespie (2000), where he considers a linked
neutral locus. He too sees little dependence of his results on population size,
leading him to suggest repeated genetic hitchhiking events as an explanation
for the apparent insensitivity of the genetic diversity of a population to its
size. Kim (2006) extends the work of Gillespie (2001) by considering the effect
of repeated sweeps on a tightly (but not completely) linked locus. This whole
body of work is concerned, in our terminology, with o1 > 5.
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The case of oo > o1 brings quite a different picture. The analysis used in
Barton (1995) breaks down for the following reason: because the second bene-
ficial mutation is more competitive than the first, type 10 is destined to start
a sweep itself if it gets established in the population. Once Xjy reaches O(1),
Xo1 is no longer well approximated by a logistic growth curve and in fact will
decrease to 0. The fixation probability of type 11 will then depend on the non-
linear interaction of all four types, {11,10,01,00}, and our analysis will show
that it is heavily dependent on population size. See Figure 1 below.

fixation probability

0.015 b

0.005 b

2N

Fic 1. Simulation results for fization probability of type 11 for the following initial condition:
the second mutation arises in a type 00 individual, when (2N)O‘7 individuals in the population
has the first mutation (i.e. are of type 01). Vertical bars denote two standard deviations.
Parameter values: 01 = 0.012, o2 = 0.02, p = 4 x 1075 (recombination coefficient).

This paper is organized as follows. In §2.1 we set up a continuous time Moran
model for the evolution of our population. In the biological literature, it would be
more usual to consider a Wright-Fisher model, in which the population evolves
in discrete, non-overlapping generations. The choice of a Moran model, in which
generations overlap, is a matter of mathematical convenience. One expects sim-
ilar results for a Wright-Fisher model. The choice of a discrete individual based
model rather than a diffusion is forced upon us by our method of proof, but is
anyway natural in a setting where population size plays a role in the results. A
brief analysis of our model, for very large IV, leads to our main rigorous result,
Theorem 2.3, which provides a method to calculate the asymptotic (N — 00)
fixation probability of type 11 when o9 > 1. We discuss the case of moderate
N in §2.3. The rest of the paper is devoted to proofs, with §3 containing the
proof of Theorem 2.3 and §4 containing the proof of Proposition 3.1. Results in
84 rely on supporting lemmas of §5.
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2 MAIN RESULTS 5
2. Main Results
2.1. A Moran Model for Two Competing Selective Sweeps

In this section we describe our model for the evolution of two competing selective
sweeps. We use the notation from the introduction for the four possible types of
individual in the population I = {00,10,01,11}, and assume that at the time
when the second mutation arises, the number U € {0,1,...,2N} of type 01
individuals in the population is known. From now on we use ¢t = 0 to denote the
time when the second mutation arises. As explained in §1, we may assume that
U is much larger than 1.

Let o € [0, 1] be the selective advantage of the second beneficial mutation and
o7y be the selective advantage of the first beneficial mutation (for some v > 0).
The recombination rate between the two selected loci is denoted by p which
we assume to be o(1). We use {(7,(,),n = 1,...,2N} to denote the types of
individuals in the population. At time ¢t = 0, we assume that the population of
2N individuals consists of 2N —U — 1 type 00 individuals, U type 01 individuals
and 1 type 10 individual. The dynamics of the model are as follows:

1. Recombination: Each ordered pair of individuals, (9,,(n) and (9,¢,) € 1,
is chosen at rate p/(2N). With probability 1/2, (9, () replaces (7mGm)-
Otherwise, (7,(m) replaces (MmCm).

2. Resampling (and selection): Each ordered pair of individuals, (9,,(nr,) and
(MCn) € I, is chosen at rate 1/(2N). With probability p(1mCm, mmCn)
given by

P, k) = 5 (14 (i = k) + 00 = D),

a type (NmCm) individual replaces (9,(,). Otherwise a type (9,(,) indi-
vidual replaces (7, Cm)-

Remark 2.1. Evidently we must assume o(1 + ) <1 to ensure that all prob-
abilities used in the definition of the model are in [0, 1].

Remark 2.2. If p and o are small, then decoupling recombination from the rest
of the reproduction process does not affect the behaviour of the model a great deal
and it will simplify analysis.

Let P denote the law of this Moran particle system, and r;; and r;; be the
rates at which X;; increases and decreases by 1/(2N), respectively, then

’I”;FO = NXlo[(1+U)(1—X10)—U(1+’}/)X11 —O'”yX()l]
+pN (2X11Xo0 + X10X11 + X10X00)
7‘1_0 = NXlo[(l—U)(l—Xlo)—l—O'(l'i"Y)Xll+0”7X01]

+pNX10(Xoo +2X01 + X11)
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o = NXo[(1+07)(1 = Xo1) — o(1+7)X11 — 0 X1
+pN (Xo0Xo01 + X11Xo01 +2X711X00)

Tor = NXoi[(1—07)(1— Xo1) +o(1+7)X11 + 0X10]
+pN Xo1(Xoo + 2X10 + X11)

. = NXu[(l+o(1+79)(1 - X11) —0X10 — 07Xo1]
+pN (2X10X01 + X10X11 + X1 X11)

rn; = NXi[(1—o(l14+9)(1 - X11)+ 0X10+ 0vXo1]
+pN X11(2X00 + Xo1 + X10)

o = NXoo[l — Xoo — (1 +7)X11 — 0X10 — 07 Xo1]
+pN (X01X00 + XooX10 + 2X01X10)

rog = NXoo[l — Xoo+o(1+7)X11 + 00X+ 07 Xo1]
+pN Xoo(Xo1 + 2X11 + X10). (2.1)

2.2. Analysis and Results for Large N

We are concerned primarily with the case of very large population sizes, which
is the regime where our main rigorous result, Theorem 2.3, operates. A non-
rigorous analysis for moderate population sizes based on very similar ideas is
also possible but will appear in Yu & Etheridge (2008).

To motivate our result, we present a heuristic analysis of the possible sce-
narios. The proof of our main result fills in the necessary steps to make this
rigorous. If the second beneficial mutation gives rise to a single type 10 indi-
vidual, then the process whereby type 11 becomes fixed must proceed in three
stages and our approach is to estimate the probability of each of these hurdles
being overcome. First, following the appearance of the new mutant, X;y must
‘become established’, by which we mean achieve appreciable frequency in the
population. Without this, there will be no chance of step two: recombination of
a type 01 and a type 10 individual to produce a type 11. Finally, type 11 must
become established (after which its ultimate fixation is essentially certain). Of
course this may not happen the first time a new recombinant is produced. If
type 11 becomes extinct and neither Xg; nor Xjq is one, then we can go back
to step two.

We assume the first mutation has been undergoing a selective sweep prior to
the arrival of the second mutation. Before the arrival of the second beneficial
mutation (during which X719 and X7; are both 0), we can write

XOl(S) = % + MOl(S) + /OS U’}/X()l(u)(l — X0 (u)) du,

where Mp; is a martingale with maximum jump size 1/(2N) and quadratic
variation (Mo1)(s) = S-2 [ Xo1(u)(1 — Xo1(u)) du. ie. (Mp;) is the unique
previsible process such that Mo (s)? — Mo1(0)? — (Mo1)(s) is a martingale. See
e.g. § I1.3.9 of Tkeda & Watanabe (1981). We drop the martingale term My; and
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approximate the trajectory of Xo; using a logistic growth curve, i.e. Xp1(s) &
1/(1+ (2N — 1) exp(—0+s)) which solves X0 = 54X (s)(1 — Xo1(s)) and
X01(0) =1/(2N). As discussed in §1, if we assume that the arrival time of the
second mutation is uniformly distributed on the timecourse of the sweep of the
first and N is large, then Xy; spends most of the time near 0 or near 1.

We divide into two cases.

1. The second mutation arises during the first half of the sweep of the first
mutation, i.e. when Xp; < 1/2.

2. The second mutation arises during the second half of the sweep of the first
mutation, i.e. when Xo; > 1/2.

In Case 2, Xq is close to 1 and it is most likely that the second mutation
arises in a type 01 individual to form a single type 11 individual, in which case
the fixation probability is roughly the same as the establishment probability of
type 11 arising in a population consisting entirely of type 01 individuals, which
in turn is roughly 20/(1 + o).

From now on, we focus on the more interesting Case 1. In what follows,
t = 0 will be the time of arrival of the second beneficial mutation. There it is
most likely that the second mutation arises in a type 00 individual resulting
in a single type 10 individual in the population. If we approximate the growth
of Xo1 by a logistic growth curve, then it reaches 1/2 at time a—lvlog(2N —
1) = % log(2N). Choosing the time of the introduction of the new mutation
uniformly on [0, Ul,y log(2N)] we see that at t = 0, Xo; ~ (2N)~¢, where ¢ ~
Unif|0,1].

The establishment probability for type 10 in this case is relatively easy to
estimate. Since oo > o1, type 10 either dies out becomes established before
Xop1 can grow to be a significant proportion of the population. Therefore the
establishment probability of type 10 is almost the same as a type 10 arising in
a population consisting entirely of type 00 individuals, roughly 2¢/(1 + o).

We observe that if type 11 does get established, then since it has fitness ad-
vantage over all other types, the probability that it eventually fixes is very close
1 (this follows from Lemma 3.2). Therefore we can concentrate on the behaviour
of X before X1 reaches say (log(2N))/(2N), which is still very small compared
to 1. After type 10 is established and prior to type 11 being established, we
approximate X719 and X1 deterministically. Until either X190 or Xo; is O(1),
both grow roughly exponentially, so assuming that type 10 gets established, we
have

1
2N

1

Xlo(t) ~ WQ

e”t, X()l(t) ~ a"yt. (22)

We divide Case 1 further into two sub-cases. See Figure 2 for an illustration.
Case la, ¢ < . The approximation (2.2) fails once either X1¢ or Xo; reaches
O(1), which occurs at time < log(2N) A a% log(2N). If ¢ < , then Xg; reaches

O(1) before X9, and will further increase to almost 1 (which takes time only
O(1)) before X1g reaches O(1). At this time, which we denote T4, the population
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t t

(a) Case la: ¢ =0.3,7 = 0.6 (b) Case 1b: ¢ = 0.7,y =0.6

Fic 2. Approzimate trajectories of Xo1 (solid line) and X10 (dashed line) when X11 is small:
these curves are obtained assuming they undergo deterministic logistic growth with initial
condition X19(0) = (2N)~' and Xo1(0) = (2N)~C. Parameter values: o = 0.02, (2N) = 108.
In Case la, Xo1 reaches almost 1 before being displaced by X190, but in Case 1b, Xo1 never
reaches O(1).

consists almost entirely of types 01 or 10. Type 10, already established but still
just a small proportion of the population, will then proceed to grow logistically,
displacing type 01 individuals until X1 is close to 1 at time T5. During [T, 75|
(of length O(1)), both X1 and X1 are O(1), so we expect O(pN) recombina-
tion events between them producing O(pN) type 11 individuals. Each type 11
individual has a probability of at least 20 /(1 + 07y) of eventually becoming the
common ancestor of all individuals in the population. So if we want to get a non-
trivial limit (as N — oo) for the fixation probability of type 11, we should take
p = O(1/N). When we use the term nontrivial here, we mean that as N — oo,
(i) the fixation probability does not tend to 0, due to a lack of recombination
events between type 10 and type 01 individuals, and (ii) nor does it tend to the
establishment probability of type 10, due to infinitely many type 11 births, one
of which is bound to sweep to fixation.

Case 1b, ( > 7. In this case, X1 reaches O(1) at time roughly 1 log(2N),
before Xo; does, and X1 is O((2N)?~¢) at this time. Furthermore, the biggest
X1 can get is O((2N)7~¢) since X0 will very soon afterwards increase to almost
1, after which X will exponentially decrease (since type 01 is less fit than type
10). Hence we expect O(pN'+7=¢) recombination events between type 10 and
type 01, and the ‘correct’ scaling for p is p = O(N¢~771) in this case.

In case la, we take p = O(1/N), then most of the recombination events
between type 10 and type 01 individuals occur when type 10 is logistically
displacing type 01, i.e. in the time interval [T}, T5]. During this time, we can
approximate Xjo9 and Xo; by Z1p and 1 — Zy, respectively, where Zig is de-
terministic and obeys the logistical growth equation with parameter o(1 — =),
twice the advantage of type 10 over type 01. We can further approximate X1
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by a birth and death process Z1; with deterministic but time-varying rates that
depend on Zp(. Specifically, the rates of increase and decrease for Z1; are the
same as rﬁ in (2.1), but with Xy replaced by Z19, Xo1 replaced by 1— Z1( and
X171 replaced by 0.

The probability that X;; gets established, i.e. reaches

011 = [log(2N)]/(2N),

is then approximated by the probability that the birth and death process Z1;
reaches d11. The latter can be found by solving the forward equation for the
process Z11, which can be found in (3.3). We define the fixation time of the
Moran particle system of §2.1:

Tpip = inf{t > 0: X;;(¢t) = 1 for some ij € I}.

We observe that the Markov chain (Xog, Xo1, X10) has finitely many states and
the recurrent states are R = {(0,0,0),(0,0,1),(0,1,0),(1,0,0)}. Every other
state is transient and there is positive probability of reaching R starting from
any transient state in finite time. Therefore

Trig < 00 a.s.

Our main result, Theorem 2.3 below, concerns Case la, which is the most likely
scenario if v is close to 1.

Theorem 2.3. If { <~ <1 and p = O(1/N), then there exists § > 0, whose
value depends on p, o, v, and (, such that

20 (11)

P (X0 (Tpia) = 1) = ToP5,

(To)| < N7?

for sufficiently large N, where p(*)(t) solves the forward equation (3.3).

In the above, 12+—UU corresponds to the establishment probability of type 10,
(11)

while p; ’(T) approximates the establishment probability of type 11 condi-
tioning on type 10 becoming established. Figure 3 compares fixation probabil-
ities obtained from simulation, our non-rigorous calculation (which we briefly
discuss in §2.3 below), and the large population limit of Theorem 2.3. In Fig-
ure 3(a) we hold pN constant in this simulation, and observe that the fixation
probability of type 11 increases but does not change drastically as N becomes
large. The reason for the drop in the fixation probability of type 11 when N
is small may be because in this case, the early phase for Xy, is very short
and hence grows quickly to reduce the establishment probability of type 10. In
Figure 3(a), we use a population size of 2N = 50,000 to approach the large
population limit of Theorem 2.3. At 2N = 50,000, it takes roughly 12 hours on
a PC to obtain one data point in Figure 3, which is run with 20,000 realisations.
Apparently this population size still results in underestimates of the limiting
large population limit.
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Fic 3. Fization probability of type 11: circles denote data points from simulations with vertical
bars denoting one standard deviation. (a) varying population size: the solid line denotes prob-
abilities obtained using our non-rigorous calculation, and the dashed line denotes the large
population limit of Theorem 2.3, with p(2N) = 0.2. (b) varying p(2N): the solid line plots the
large population limit of Theorem 2.3, and the simulation uses population size 2N = 50, 000.
Other parameter values: o = 0.02, ( = 0.3 and v = 0.6.

We expect a similar result for Case 1b, for which we provide an outline here.
We take € < (v —()/(2+7) and t; = :=<log(2NV), then at time ¢;, we expect

X10 to be either 0 (with probability approximately };—g, as in Case la) or

O((2N)~¢) and Xy, to be roughly (2N)1~97=¢ < (2N)~2¢. Since X, and X1,
can be expected to be quite small before t;, they exert little influence on the
trajectory of X0, which jumps by +1/(2N) at roughly the following rates:

T;FO %N(l"’—o'""p)XlOa 10 %N(l —0+p)X10.

Hence before t1, 2N X1y resembles a continuous-time branching process Z with
generating function of offspring distribution in the form of u(s) = %(14—04— p)s+
(1 =0+ p)— (1+p)s. Using Theorem I11.8.3 of Athreya & Ney (1972), we can
calculate E[e W] for W = lim;_,o e~ Z(t) and conclude that W is distributed
according to }I—Zigéo(a:) + exp(lfd—‘ﬂrp:r) dx for x > 0. Hence the conditional
distribution function of X10(¢1)|X10(t1) > 0 resembles Ea:p(“';%(QN)’e), an
exponential distribution with mean 1"’2‘7—0”(2N )¢, as N — oo.

From time t; onwards, until either X1 gets very close to 0 or Xy; becomes
much smaller than O((2N)1~977¢), we can assume that the paths of Xy; and

X7 resembles those of Zy; and Z;¢, respectively, where

dZv = Zwl(1+0)(1 = Zio) — 07Zo1] dt
dZy1 = Zol[(l + 0"7)(1 — Z()l) — 0'Z10] dt

with the initial condition Zio(t1) drawn according to Exp(*£Z2(2N)~¢) and
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Zo1(t1) = (2N)1=97=C As in Case la, we can then approximate Xi; by a
birth and death process Z;; with rates the same as rlil from (2.1) but with
X0 replaced by Z19 and X1 replaced by Zp1. The probability that Z1; reaches
611 can then be found by solving the forward equation for Zi;. Finally, we
integrate this probability against all initial conditions for Z;¢, drawn according
to Ea:p(“';—:p@N)*E). The proof of such a result is more tedious than that of
Theorem 2.3 but makes use of similar ideas.

2.3. Brief Comment on Moderate N

For moderate population sizes, the observation in Case la of §2.2 that Xg;
increases to close to 1 before X1 reaches O(1) breaks down. We can, however,
compute the distribution function f7 of the random time 77¢.s5,, when X hits
a certain level 19, assuming that Xo; grow logistically before Ti¢.s,,. From
T10.5,, onwards and before X;; hits 611, Xj0 grows roughly deterministically,
displacing both type 10 and type 00, so we can approximate X1; by Z11, a birth
and death process with time-varying jump rates in the form of 7 in (2.1),
but with X9, Xo1 and Xy replaced by their deterministic approximations.
Assuming T1¢.5,, = t, we can numerically solve the forward equation for 7,
which is directly analogous to (3.3), to find the probability that Z1; eventually
hits d11, which we denote by pii) (t). The dependence ofp(ll) on t comes through

est

the initial condition X¢; for the ODE system, which depends on Tig.5,,. The
fixation probability of type 11 is then approximately [ p(ll)(t) fr(t) dt. This is

est
the algorithm we use to produce the solid line in Figure 3(a) and is given in its

full detail in Yu & Etheridge (2008).

3. Proof of the Main Theorem

We first define some of the functions, events, and stochastic processes needed
for the proof, then give some intuition, before we proceed with the proof of
Theorem 2.3. We begin by describing a deterministic process Yio and a birth
and death process Y11 (t) which, up to a shift by a random time, are Z19 and
Z11 described in §2.2, respectively. They approximate the trajectories of Xjq
and X711, respectively, after the establishment of type 10. To describe the (time-
inhomogeneous) rates we need the solution

L(t;y0,0) = [1 + (i - 1) e_‘%} - (3.1)

Yo

to the logistic growth equation L(t; yo, 0) = yo+0 fg L(s;90,0)(1—L(s;y0,0)) ds.
In what follows, ag = ¢/(37) is a constant, ¢y, c2, c3 are constants (slightly
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smaller than O(1)) that we specify precisely in Proposition 3.1, and
1.01log(2N)

Qg
to = —1og(2N), teariy = , 3.2
1 1—c 1.02
tmid = 1 , tiate = —— log(2N).
‘ o(l—7) BT T oy o&(2N)

These deterministic times roughly correspond to the lengths of the ‘stochastic’,
‘early’ (an upper bound), ‘middle’, and ‘late’ phases of Xy, whose role is de-
scribed in more detail in §4. During the time interval when Yig is between c;
and 1 — ¢1, whose length is exactly t,,;q, there are birth events of Z1; corre-
sponding roughly to recombination events between type 10 and 01 individuals.
For t € [0, tiiq), we define

Yio(t) = L(t;er,0(1—7))
BH(z,1) Nz[(1+o(1+7)(1 = 2) = (0 = p)Y10(t) — (7 — p)(1 = Yio(?))]
+2pNY10(t)(1 — Y1o(t))
B (1) = Nz[(1-0c(l+7)+2p)(1—2)+(c—p)Yio(t)
+(oy = p)(1 = Yio(1))],

and for t > t,,;4, we define

Yiot) = 1
B(zt) = NA+oy+p)(l-2)
B (z,t) = N —-o0oy+p)z(l—=2).

We then take Y77 to be a birth and death process with birth and death rates
BT (Yi1,t) and 87(Y11,t), respectively (i.e. Yi; jumps by +1/(2N) at rates
BT (Yi1,t) and BT (Y11,t), respectively), and initial condition Y3;(0) = 0. Tt
is absorbed on hitting d11.

It is convenient to write k- =k — 1/(2N) and ky = k+ 1/(2N). Y35 is run
until time ¢,,,;4 +t1ate. The probability that Y7; hits §11 before then can be found
by solving a system of ODE’s. Let p'!) satisfy

Do) = 5% (b (0 + 57 (b ) B0 — (8% (k1) + 57 (1) (1)

for k = 1/(2]\]), . .,5111, where 5111, = 511 - 1/(2N), and

Do) = 5 (1/@N), 0B (1) — 50,0580
jtpfﬁf)() = p* (5117,,15)1)((53? (t) = B~ (6u, )51 (8) (3.3)

with initial condition p{""(0) = 1(4_gy. Then
]P(Yll hits 611 before ¢,,,;q4 + tlate) = p((;ﬁ)(tmid + tlate)' (3.4)
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We use the following convention for stopping times:

Tijw = Wf{t>0:X;; >a}, Tz, =mf{t >0:Z>2z} (3.5)
Sy, z,diff = inf{t>0:Y() #Z(t)}

for any 4j € {00,01, 10,11} and processes Y and Z, and define stopping times

Too - TlO;cl + tinia + tlat67
S10.01,0ec = Inf{t > 0: there is a recombination event

between a type 10 and a type 01 individual before time t}.

We define events

E, = {Xio(ty) >0}
Ey = {Tw., <Ti/en) A (to + tearty)} N {Xo01(T10,e;) > 1 —c1 — ca}
Es = {|X10(t) — Z1o(t)| < ¢3 and Xoo(t) < /cq for all
t € [Those,, Tz19:1—e A T11360, ]}
Ey = {Tzp1-c; <Ti16,,}
Es = {Xu({t)+Xwt)>1—eciforallt > Tz 1-c, }
Es = {X11(Tw)+ X10(Ts) =1}
E; = {Xu(t)=Z1(¢t) for all t € [Tho.e,, Too A T11:50, ]}
Es = {Tug, < Too or X11(Too) = Z11(Too) = 0}

We observe that T'1,1/2n) = 510,01,rec- First we outline the intuition behind
these definitions: ty is the length of the initial ‘stochastic’ phase for Xig. At
to, with high probability Xio either is O((2N)%~1) or has hit 0 (event EY).
In the latter case, there is no need to approximate Xjy any further. On the
other hand, if E; occurs, then type 10 is very likely to be established by ¢y and,
with high probability, grows almost deterministically to reach level ¢; (slightly
smaller than O(1)) at time Thg.c,. Furthermore, as discussed in §1, in Case 1la,
since { < +, with high probability Xo1(Tho,c,) is close to 1. Hence conditional
on Fy, the event FEjs is very likely.

For paths in E5 N E7, we define

Z1o(Those, +t) = Yi0(t), Z11(Tiose, +1t) = Y11 (1) (3.6)

to be the approximations for the trajectories of X719 and X1, respectively, from
time Ti.., onwards. For convenience, we define Zio(t) = Z11(t) = 0 for ¢t <
T10.c,. With the convention of (3.5),

TZm;lfcl = TlO;cl + tmidv

and we observe that Zio(t) = 1 for t > Tz, 1—¢,. Since Xo1(Thoe,) ~ 1,
Xoo(Th0;e,) is very small and is unlikely to recover because type 00 is the least
fit type. During [Th0:c,, T 2Z19:1—c1 ], With high probability, type 10 grows logisti-
cally at rate o(1 — ), displacing type 01. Hence conditional on FEy N Ey, F3
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is very likely. During [T10.c,, T Z10:1—c, ), the definition of Z;; takes into account
recombination events between type 01 and 10 individuals that produce type 11
individuals at a rate of p(2N) X1 X710, which in the definition of Z11, is approx-
imated by p(2N)Z10(1 — Z19). Notice that we can approximate Xo; by 1 — Z19
since we assume throughout that X737 < 611, which is very small. Outside the
time interval [Tho.c,, T2,0:1—c, ), €ither Xig is very small or very close to 1 (which
means Xp1 is very small), hence we ignore any recombination events. Because
Z11 closely approximates X1, conditional on F3N F>N Ey, event F7 has a high
probability.

After Tz,5:1—¢,» X11 + Xio is likely to remain close to 1 (event Es5) and hit
1 at time T (event Eg). We ignore any more recombination events between
type 10 and 01 and Z; is a time-changed branching process during this time.
If Z11 has not hit d11 by time Tz,,,1—¢, (event E;), then we continue to keep
track of Z11 until T, at which time it most likely has already hit either §1; or 0
(event Fyg). In the latter case, we regard type 11 as having failed to establish and
since X1 is most likely to be 1 (event Eg) at T, the earlier mutation has gone
extinct. If X717 hits 011 before T, we regard type 11 as having established and
hence it will, with high probability, eventually sweep to fixation (Lemma 3.2).

Proposition 3.1 below estimates the probabilities of events F; through FEj.
These are ‘good’ events, on which we can approximate the establishment proba-
bility of type 11 by the probability that Z;; hits 11 by time T,. Proposition 3.1
is essential for the proof of Theorem 2.3, and will be proved in §4.

Proposition 3.1. There exists positive constants d19,3 and 6104 > 0 whose
exact value depends on o, v and (, such that ci,ca,c3 in the definition of
Ei,...,FEg are all < N=%03 and for sufficiently large N,

l—0o+p
1+o0+p
P(ESNEy) < C, . N70103

P(ESN By N Ey) < C,.y o N70103
P(EENE,NE3sNEyNEy) <O,y pN7002
P(ESNE;NE3sNEaNEy) < C,. g N7002,

Consequently, we have (f) P(ESNEsNEyNEy) < C,.oN"%103. Further-
more,

a) |P(EY) - < Cpro N 70100
1 Py

b

—~ T~~~
)
—_ = ~— —

(9) P(EfNE2NEL) < Cpyo(N7008 4 N70101)
(h) P(EENE;NEyNE;) <C,., N %04,
Lemma 3.2. |]P)(X11(ij) }é 1) — ]P)(Tll;én < oo)| S NIOg 17117;;2;;

Proof. On {T11,5,, < oo}, X11 dominates X11, a birth and death process with
initial condition X11(Ti1.5,,) = d11 = [log(2N)]/(2N), jump size 1/(2N), and
the following jump rates

Tv‘ii_l = N(l + U’}/)Xll(l — X11)7 fl_l = N(l — oY + 2p)X11(1 — Xll)-
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Using standard Markov chain techniques, we may conclude

l1—oy+2p

P({TXu;l > TX11;07T11;511 < oo}) < (2N)10g ey

which implies P({ X11(Tfiz) # 1, Ti1:6,, < 00}) < (2N)"8 ¥ . Since {X11(Ttiz) =
1, Ti1.5,, = 00} is a set with probability 0, we have the desired result. O

Proof of Theorem 2.5. Recall from (3.2) that ag = (/(37) and to = 2 log(2N).
We first show that we can safely ignore E. Let

Eg = {Xll(t) =0 forallt S to}.

Comparing with (2.1), we see that the jump process X1 with initial condition
X10(0) = 1/(2N), jump size 1/(2N), and the following jump rates

o= N1 +0)X10 + 3pN, 7o = N(1—0)X1
dominates X;q for all time. Then
dX10 = dM + (6 X1+ 1.5p) dt

where M is a martingale with maximum jump size 1 /(2N) and quadratic vari-
ation (M) satisfying d(M) = 5% (2X10 + 3p) dt. Hence

5 L 30\ o 3p L 3p\ o
EXio)=—+-—"—]e"—- L <[ —+ L)€
[K10(t)] (2N+2U)6 20 ~\anv T2s )
We recall Burkholder’s inequality in the following form:

E [sup IM(S)IP] < GE [<M>(t)P/2 +sup |M(s) — M(s_)@ :

s<t s<t

which may be derived from its discrete time version, Theorem 21.1 of Burkholder (1973).
We use this and Jensen’s inequality to obtain

1/2 C to . 1/2
E {sup |M(s)|] < FE {sup |M(s)|2} < = (1 + N/ E[X10(s) + 1.5p] ds)
s<to s<tg N 0
C C _ 1/2 _
< —4 == 1 ato < (a0/2)-1 '
S v (pto+ (N~ +p)eo) " < C, ,N (3.7)

Therefore

to .
E [sup Xlo(s)} <E [sup |M(s)|} + 1.5pto + U/ E[X10(s)] ds < C, o N1,
0

SSto SSto

Since X1¢ dominates X1, we have

P (sup X10(s) > (2N)2“°_1> <C,,N"%.

SSto
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On {sup,;, X10(s) < (2N)?*°~1}, the number of recombination events between
type 10 and 01 during [0, to] is at most Poisson(2p(2N)?%~1ty), hence

P(ES N Ey) < P(ES) < Cp (N~ + N(2a0-1)/2)

for sufficiently large N. On EqNEY, type 10 has gone extinct by time ¢¢, before a
single individual of type 11 has been born, hence type 11 will not get established,
let alone fix. Therefore

P ({Th1.5,, <00} NE) <P(ESNES) < C,, (N"% 4 N@aw0-1)/2) (38)

Now we concentrate on F; where type 10 has most likely established itself at
time ¢o. The nontrivial event here is EsNErNEyNE;. Let Eg1 = {Th1,6,, < Too}
and Egg = {T11;511 > TooaXll(Too) = le(Too) = 0}, then Eg = Egl U Egg. The
following events have small probabilities

P(ESNE)) < O, N 0103
P((Eg U E?) N E2 N El) S Cp,’y,a’(N_éw’S + N_610‘4)
P(Esa NE;NEENEsNE)) < C,qyoN7002, (3.9)

by Prop 3.1(b), Prop 3.1(g-h), and Prop 3.1(f), respectively, where the last esti-
mate above comes from the fact EFgs C FE4. There are two events with significant
pI‘Ob&bﬂitiGS: on Egg n E7 N Eg n EQ N El, we have Xll(Too) = O, XlO(Too) =1
hence type 10 fixes by time T, and on Fg; N E;y N Ey N By, X11 = Z1; hits
611 and get established by time T.,. On both these events, X1; = Z;;1 until at
least Too A Th1:5,,. The union of these two events, Egas N E; N Eg N Ez N Ey and
Eg1 N E7; N EyN Eq, and the three events in (3.9) is E7. On E; N E», for exactly
one of the two events {T11.5,, < oo} and {Tz,,;5,, < Two} to occur (i.e. either
the former occurs but the latter does not, or the latter occurs and the former
does not), one of the following three scenarios must occur:

1. X11 and Zy; disagree before T, i.e. ES;

2. Xy, and Zy; agree up to Two, but do not hit {0,011} before T, i.e. ES;

3. X11 and Z37 agree up to T, and X11(Tw) =0, but X10(T) < 1 thus al-
lowing the possibility of type 11 being born due to recombination between
type 10 and 01 individuals after T, i.e. E§.

Hence

|]P) ({T11;511 < OO} N El) -P ({TZ11;511 < TOO} N El)'
P(ESNE) +P(ESUES)NEsNE) +P(EsasNE; NESN Ey N EY)

<
< Op,»y,g(Nfg“’ﬁ +N*510,4)

by (3.9). From (3.8), we have

P (T11:6,, < o00) =P ({T115,, <00} N E1)|
= P({Ti1s, < o0} NES) <O, N™% 4 N(Zao—1)/2
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But by Proposition 3.1(a),

20
1+0

—010,3
< Cpy o N70005,

(e

We combine the three inequalities above to conclude

20
P (T11;511 < OO) - 1—|——0']P) (TZ11;511 < T00|E1)

|]P) (T11;511 < OO) -P (TZ11;511 < TOO|E1) P(El)l + CV/L’Yx‘T‘Z\/vi(sm’3
|]P) (T11;511 < OO) -P ({TZ11;511 < TOO} N El)' + CP;%‘TN_(;IO’S
< N7

for some 6 > 0, and then use Lemma 3.2, as well as (3.4) and (3.6) to obtain
the desired conclusion. O

4. Proof of Proposition 3.1

We divide the evolution of Xjy and Xy, roughly into 4 phases, ‘stochastic’,
‘early’, ‘middle’, and ‘late’, and use Lemmas 5.1, 5.2, and 5.3 for each of the
last 3 phases, respectively. Lemma 4.1 deals with the early, middle, and late
phases of Xo;. Because X¢; starts at U = (2N)~¢ > 1/(2N) at ¢t = 0, it has
no stochastic phase. Its early phase is between ¢t = 0 and the time when Xy
reaches co1,1. Its middle phase is between cp1,1 and 1 —coy 2, after which it enters
the late phase.

For type 10, since X19(0) = 1/(2N), whether it establishes itself is genuinely
stochastic (i.e. its probability tends to a positive constant strictly less than 1 as
N — o0). The stochastic phase lasts for time ¢y, when, with high probability,
either type 10 has established or it has gone extinct. If X1 reaches O((2N)%~1)
by time g, it enters the early phase, which is dealt with by Lemma 4.2. Part (b)
of that lemma says that if { < v (as mentioned before, we only deal Case la of
§1) then it does not reach ¢19 2 until Xo1 has entered its late phase, while part (c)
says that it does reach c19 3 at some finite time. The proof of Proposition 3.1(a-
b) reconciles various stopping times used in Lemmas 4.1 and 4.2, and prepares
for part (c) of Proposition 3.1, which deals with the middle phase of X1 during
which X increases from cjp3 to 1 — ci0,3, displacing Xo; in the process. The
cijk's we use throughout the rest of this paper are small positive constants, all
of O((2N)~%i+), whose exact values are specified immediately below (4.2).

Recall the definition of the logistic growth curve L(t; yo, 8) from (3.1). Through-
out the rest of this section, We use L(t; (2N)~¢,07) to approximate the tra-
jectory of Xjo during its early phase and ¢p1,, to denote the time when this
approximation hits x, e.g. to1,¢,,, below is when it hits cp1,1. Furthermore, we
use to1,4,y to denote the time this approximation spends between 2 and y. Thus

L(tor.z; (2N) ™%, 07) = x and L(to1 44 7,07) = y.
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We also define
/ _
tOl;lfcm,g - t01;001,1 + t0170~9001,1,1—001,2'

In the above, t01,0.9¢,.1,1—co1 » 15 the length of time for which we use the event Ay
in Lemma 4.1 below. On the event A; defined in that lemma, X¢; reaches 0.9¢1 1
at time to1,¢,, ,, after which event A, ensures Xo; grows to levels slightly smaller
than 1 — cp1,2 after another time period of length #01,0.9¢0, ,,1—co; - RoOughly
speaking, the time when L(-; (2N)~¢, 0y) is between 0.9co1,1 and co1 1 is counted
twice. We observe that

1. (2N) -1
Loticor: = Py S
v Co1,1
té)l;l—cmg = t01;1*601,2 + t01,0.9601’1,601’1 (41)
1
1 1 09es — 1
= —{log|((2N)¢ - 1) —1)| +log 22§
a7y €01,2 -1
Co1,1
We recall that ag = % and define the constants required for the rest of the
proof, as well as c;, c2, and c3 as required by Proposition 3.1:
¢ 1-¢/v
= A
ay 47 4 )
1—(/y vb10,2
b = -1, b = b = d
10,0 ap + ap , 010,2 5 V10, 90
¢ vb10,2
b = 2. b =b ===
01,0 30 oLl 01,2 3
vbio2 do1,1  vbio2
6 = —_— < = b — b _b 5 5 = — = ” 5
01,1 g =3 (b10,2 — bo1,1 01,2), 010,2 60 510
d100 = 2Ncio,0(ci0,0 + co1,0); 0101 = (ao — a1)/4,
1 = (10,3, C2 = (2N)7601’1/2, C3 — (2N)7610’2 (42)

and ¢;j ; = (2N) %3+, These choices imply aj +b1g.2 +bo1.2/7 < 1 — /7, which
in turn implies the following:

1 1
(1 —aq)log(2N) +logcip,2 + ; log co1,2 > ; log((QN)C - 1),

1 1 1
log((2N)1=%1 — (2N)®) — 1o ( —1>——10 ( —1>
B((2N)'7" = (2N)™) ~ log ( 55— Jlog (o

1 1 1
> ~log((2N)¢ — 1) + — log —
v v

0.9’
log((2N)'=% — (2N)) —1 -1
og((20) = = (2N)®) ~ 1ok (52—~ 1)
1 1 goe — 1
>~ {log [((21\1)@‘_1)( —1)]+1og% = Oty ey, (4:3)
o Co1,2 o -1 X

for sufficiently large N. This will be needed in Lemma 4.2.
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Lemma 4.1. Let Ry = Tll;l/(2N) N T10;610’2. We define

Ay = {Xoi(s) <0.9L(s; (2N)_<, o) for some s < to1co, , A Ro1}
Ay = {Xo1(s) < L(s = to1:c,.,30.9c01,1,07) + (2N)~%11 for some
S [t01;C01,1 ) t:)l;l—c(n,g A ROl]}
A = {Xuo(s) + Xor(s) € 1= @N)04/2 for some s € [thy-ay, . Si00nrec)}
Then

(@) P(A1) < Cprp o N-0-0/4
(b) P(AQ N Ai N {tOI;cm,l S R()l}) S (2N)7601’1
(c) P(AsnA3NATN {t61;1—001y2 < Ro1}) < CN~Y2,

Consequently,

]P((A3 UAsUA4)N {té)l;lfcm,g < ROl}) < CP,%U(2N)_501’1~

Proof. Early Phase. Before the stopping time Ry, the jump rates of X
satisfies

+

TOl NXOl[(l—FO"}/—Fp)(l—XOl)— 1.10’61012],

>
< NXo[(l—o0v+p)(1 - Xo1) + Llocig].

To1
We take é =Xp,a=1 + p, 0 = o7, 0y = 1.10’01072, 0 = Co1,1, 0o = (1 — C)/4,
Y such that Y (t) = (2N)~¢ + f(f Y (s)(oy(1 =Y (s)) — 1.locio2) ds, and ug =
inf{t:Y(t) =01} > to1;eo,, in Lemma 5.1 to obtain

P (XOl(s) < 0.99Y (s) for some s < to1;c0,, A Rm) < Cp,%UNf(l*OM.

Prior to ug, Y is sandwiched between L(; (2N)~¢, 0y—1.20¢10,2) and L(-; (2N)~¢, o).
Since L(t; (2N)~¢,07) — L(t; 2N)~¢, 07 —v) < (1 — e ") L(t; (2N)~¢, o) for
v < o7, we have

Y (t) L(t; 2N)_<, oy —1.20¢10,2) > 6_1'20010’2tL(t; (2N)_C, o)

(
0.99L(t; (2N)~¢, o)

(A\VANAYS

for t = O(log N). Hence (a) follows.
Middle Phase. Before Ry;, X117 = 0. Using the jump rates of Xo; in (2.1), we
can write

tARo1
+/ Xo1(s)[oy(1 = Xo1(s)) — (0 + p) X10(s)] ds,

1
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where Moi(- A Rp1) is a martingale with maximum jump size 1/(2N) and

quadratic variation (Mo1)(t A Rop) = =2 utlAR“l Xo1(s)(1 = Xo1(s)) ds. We ap-

ply Lemma 5.2 with bo = XOl(tOl;coLl)a Uy = tol;c[n’l, U = té)l;l*(;()l’z’ 51 == blo)g,
62 = 00, € = b01,17 €1 = b0172, 63(t) = 64(t) = O, T = ROI and D1 = A(f Then
since b1072 > (b0171 + b0172) A %, we have
P({| Xo1(5) = L(s = to1;c00,1; X01(t01:001,1 ), 7)) > (2N) 211 for some
s € [t01;001,17t61;1—cm,2 A ROl]} N Ai N {t01;601,1 < ROl}) < (2N)7601’1a

where do1,1 is defined in (4.2). Now for paths in A{ N {fo1.c, , < Ro1}, we have
XOl(tOl;coLl) Z 0.9001)1 and hence

L(S - t01;601,1;X01 (t01;601,1)a U’Y) > L(S - t01;601,1 ; 0'9001,15 0'7)'

The desired conclusion in (b) follows.
Late Phase. On A N A5 N {¢ < Ro1}, since 0p1,1 < bp1,2, we have

01L;1—co1,2 =
Xo1(th11-cors) > L(th11—cer 5 — toticor 3 0.9¢01,1,07) — (2N) %01
> 11— Co1,2 — (2N)_501‘1.

Therefore XOO(t61;1—c012) < 2(2N)~%11, Before S510.01,rec; X11 = 0, and the
jump rates of Xgo satisfy

Taro < N(l — oY+ p)Xoo(l — Xoo), Too = N(l + oy + p)Xoo(l - XOQ).

By Lemma 5.3, P({suptz%l;licmg Xoo(t) < N0 /23 N AS N AS N {th11 oy, <
Ro1}) < CN~1/2 which implies the desired conclusion in (c). O
For the remainder of this section, we define the following events
Ay = {Xi(s) = 2N)®T ! for some s < tg A Totsee0 A Th1i1/28)
A = {Xiolto) € [1,(2N)*~ 1]}
Ay = ApnUApUEY
By = {to <Tot;eo10 NThis1/2n8)}
As1 = {Xi0(s) > cio,2 for some s € [to, th1.1_co, , A Ti1i1/28))}
Asy = {Tiose105 AN T1151/¢2n) = to + Learty}-

Lemma 4.2. Recall that tg = %2 1log(2N), d10,0 = 2N c10,0(c10,0 +€01,0), d10,1 =
(ap — ay)/4. We have
(@) P(A41) <2610,0t0 + Cpy e N ™M
P(As2 N A3 N By) < Cpy e N~ + 2610 0t0

l—o+p
l1+o+p
(b) P(AsiNASN By) < Cpry o N0101
(¢) P(As2NASNBy) <O,y pN7000

P(Ef N B4) - < 6510,0t0 + Cvp,'y,a'«Z\77a1 + P(BZ)
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Proof. Stochastic Phase. We define Ro111 = To1;e; 0 A Th1;1/(2n)- Before
T11;1/(2n), the jump rates of Xig are as follows:

riy = NXipl(l4+0+p)(1 - Xi0) — (07 + p) X0,
o = NXio[(1—0o+p)(1— Xi0)+ (07 + p)Xo1]-

We define n to be a jump process with 7(0) = 1/(2N), jump size 1/(2N) and
jump rates as follows:

o= No(l+0o+p), 110 =No(l— o+ p).

then prior to Sx,om.diff A Ti0ic100 AN Ro1,11, we have |rfy — T7J7f10| < 10,0 and
710 = 70l < 010,0- Therefore |Xi19 —n[ is a jump process with initial value
0, jump size 1/(2N) and jump rates at most 2d19,0, and we can estimate the
probability of | X109 — 7| becoming nonzero before ty:

P (Sx,0.m.diff < to ATi0ier00 A Ro1,11) < 2610,0t0- (4.4)

Since 7 is a branching process, Lemma 6.1(a) implies

P (Sup n(s) > (2N)“°+‘“1> S CoyoN™"
s<to
P(1 < nto) < @N)™~971) < Cpp g N
l—o+p l—o+p 95t _
P(n(tg) =0) - ———— < e 7 (2N) T,
‘ (n(to) =0) 1+U—|—p‘ = 14o0+p < (2N)

Using (4.4), we can replace n in the above three estimates by X if we allow
an additional error term. In particular,

P < sup  Xio(s) > c100 = (2N)a°+a1_1>

s<toARo1,11

= P < sup  Xi0(8) > 10,0, Sxyomdiff < to AT10se10,0 A R01,11>
s<toARo1,11

+P ( sup  X10(s) > €10,00 Sxiomdifsf = to AT10:c10.0 N R01,11>
s<toARo1,11

< 2010,0t0 +P ( sup  n(s) > ClO,O) < 2010,0t0 + Cpy, e N .

s<toARo1,11
Similarly, we can obtain the second statement of (a) and

l—0o+p

’]P)({Xlo(to) = 0} n Azl n B4) — Totp

’ < 2010,0t0 + P(As) + P(BY),

which implies the third statement in (a).
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Early Phase (Upper Bound). Before T’ 1.1 /(2x), the jump rates of X satisfy
T‘;ro < N(l +o0+ p)XIO(l — XlO), o = N(l—-0o+ p)Xlo(l — Xq0).

We takef = X107 o = 1+p, 9 =0, (50 = 0, 61 = 0.961072, 62 = 510)1 = (ao—al)/4,

Y(t) = L(t;Xlo(to), 20’), and ug = R10 = mf{t > 0: L(t;Xlo(to),20') > 51} in

Lemma 5.1 to obtain

P({Xlo(to + S) > 101L(S, XlO(tO); O') for some s > (Rlo A Tll;l/(2N)) - to]}
NASN By) < C, . o N~U70/4,

On AS N By © {X1o(to) € (2N)20-a1=1 (2N)@0+a-1)} we have

1 1
to+ Rio > — |aglog(2N) + log((2N)' =@~ — 1) —log -1
g 0.9010)2
2 t61?1—001,2
by (4.3) and the definition of ¢, , in (4.1). Hence if
Xio(to) € ((2N)®7 @71, (2N)moFe ),

then L(tlol;l—C()LQ —to; Xlo(to), 0') S L(Rlo; Xlo(to), 0') = 0.9010)2, which implies

(b).

Early Phase (Lower Bound). Before 7’11 /2, the jump rates of X satisfy
T‘;ro > N(l + 0'(1 — ’7))X10(1 — Xlo), T‘;O < N(l — 0'(1 - ’7) + 2p)X10(1 — XlO)-

We take & to be X1 shifted forward in time by to, @ = 14p, 0 = o(1—7)—p, 6o =
0, 01 = 1.0101073, 0o = 61071 = (ao — al)/4, Y(t) = L(t; Nao—a1—17 0'(1 — ’y) — p),
and wo = inf{¢: Y (¢) = 1.01¢10,3} in Lemma 5.1 to obtain

P({X10(to + s) < 1.005L(s; N*~~1 5(1 —~) — p)
for some s < ug A (Th1.1/2n) — to)} N AN By) < Cpyo N0

Since uy < teariy = ﬁ log(2N), the conclusion in (c¢) follows. O

Proof of Proposition 3.1(a-b). We define to = to + teqriy and

E21 = {TlO;Cl[),:; < SlO,Ol,Tac A\ t2} ,
B = {X01 (Tlo;clo,s) >1- €10,3 — (2N)7601,1/2},
Fl = {510701,7‘60 < T10;010,3 A\ (fg V t61;17c01,2)} ,

then Ey; N Eoy C Es. Before Tigeyy 5 A (t2 V tgl;l_c()m), the rate of recombi-
nation events between type 10 and 01 individuals is at most 4pNX19Xg1 <
4pNN_b10v3 < CpN_bva. Hence the total number of recombination events be-
tween type 10 and 01 individuals before T'o;c,0 5 A (t2 V th1,1—¢,, ,) i dominated

by a Poisson random variable with mean C,, ., , N0 log N. Therefore

P(Fl) < Cp)%UN—'ﬂ?m,s/S' (45)
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On Ff, we have 81010117«86 > T10;C10,3 or SlO,Ol,rac > ty, We observe that

E5 NEFY = {Tioic105 > S10,01,rec V t2} N {S10,01,rec > T10ic105 V t2}
C {810,01,7"86 > t2; TlO;clo,g > tQ}- (46)

Therefore Lemma 4.2(c) implies
P(ES N FfNASNBy) <C,y g N70000, (4.7)

Let Fy = {T10;c102 < 101.1—cy » AN T1151/2n) )5 then reasoning similar to that
of (4.6) implies

FEN{tor1—corn = Tina/eny V Tioseio2} C {00100 V to1;1—cor » = Ti131/20) 1
which implies
P({t011—cor2 = T11;1/2n) V Th0se10,2} N B2 N FY N AT N By)

< P({Twici0 V t011-cor o = Tins1/(2n)} N E21 N FY NV A§ N By)

+P(Fy N A5 N By).
The first set on the right hand side satisfies
{T10;c102 V t01;1—c01.5 = Tins12vy } N Eo1 N FY

- {Tlo;clo,z \ t{)l;lfcmg > Tll;l/(2N) > T10;610,3 \ tQ} N Eoy
C {T10:c10., V f61;1_00112 > Ti1/2n) > ta > Thoier5 1 = 0,

therefore
P({t61;17c01,2 > Ti1,1/¢8) VY Thoie10.. N E21 N FY N A§ N By)
<P(Fy,NASN By) < Cpy g N 70102 (4.8)

by Lemma 4.2(b). On {té)l;l—c(,l,g < T11;1/(2N) \ TlO;clo,z}a we have Thoe10,5 2
T10:¢10.5 = t01:1—coy 5> therefore Lemma 4.1 implies

P({X10(T105e10,5) + Xo1(Th0:er05) < 1— (2N)0011/2} (4.9)
ﬂ{tél;l_cw’z < Tll;l/(2N) \Y TlO;Clo,z} N Eyr N Flc n Ai n B4) < Cp170N7501’1 .

Combining (4.5), (4.7), (4.8), and (4.9) yields

P((E§ U B§y) N Ay 0 AG 0 Ba VB < Gy (V70001 4 N70001 4 N0 /5),

where we also recall from Lemma 4.2 that A = A, N Ay, N E1. We further
combine the above estimate with the first two statements of Lemma 4.2(a) to
obtain

P((E3, U E3) N By N Ey)
< Cpo(N7011 f N70100 4 N=Tb105/8 510 ot + N 7). (4.10)
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It remains to show that Bf = {to > To1;c0,, V T11:1/(2n)} has a small prob-
ability. Let Fo = {To1;¢01.0 < to A Th1;1/(2n) )+ Before Thy.1 /2wy, the jump rates
of X satisty

ror < N+ 0y +p)Xoi(1 = Xo1), 791 = N(1 = 07 + p)Xo1 (1 = Xo1).

We take € = Xo1, a = 14+ p, 0 = 07, 5o = 0, 1 = 0.9¢o1.0, 02 = (1 — ¢)/4, and
Y (t) = L(t; (2N)~¢,07) in Lemma 5.1 to obtain

P (Xo1(s) = co1,0 for some s < t0150.9¢01.0 A T1151/(283)) < Cp,y,aN7(17<)/4-

By the choice of ag in (4.2), tg = % log(2N) = a_lv log(2N)$/3 < tor0.02N)-¢/8 =
£01;0.9¢01 0 therefore

P(F2) < P(To1;c01.0 < 101:0.9c01.0 A Th151/28)) < Op,’y,a'Ni(lig)/zl-

We observe that BN Fy C {to ATo1;eo,, > Th1;1/(2n) }- By an argument similar
to the one leading to (4.5), P(B§ N Fs) < C, .o N~¢/4 which implies

P(BS) < Cpryo(N~UO/4 4 N=C/4y, (4.11)

Combining (4.10) and (4.11) yields the desired result in (b). For part (a), we
combine the third statement of Lemma 4.2(a) and (4.11) to obtain the desired
result. O

Proof of Proposition 3.1(c-e). Recall that Z10(T10:c,0, +1) = L(t; 10,3, 0(1—7))
for t € [Tlo;clo,svTZ10§1—010,3]7 and TZlo;l—Clo,s = Tlo;clo,s + ﬁ log 1:10% We
work on t > Tho;e,, , throughout this proof. On E;NE7, we have Xo1(T10;e,0.5) >
1—cio3— (2N)‘501,1/2, XlO(TIO;cw,g) = ¢10,3 and XOO(TIO;cm,g) < (2N)—5o1,1/2_
We can then write down the following equation using the jump rates of Xig
in (2.1):

Xio(t) = €10,3 + Mio(t) + /t Xlo(s)[d(l — ’7)(1 — Xlo(s))

T10?010,3

—0X11(s) + 0yXoo(s)] + p(X11(s)Xoo(s) — X10(s)Xo1(s)) ds,

where Mg is a martingale with maximum jump size 1/(2N) and quadratic vari-
ation (Mi0)(t) = 5 thm;cm (L4 p)X10(8)(1 = X10(s)) + pX11(s) Xoo(s) ds. We

use Lemma 5.2 with = o(1 — ), u; =0, ug = ﬁ log 1;;};’3, 81 = d01,1/4,
02 = 00, €9 = €1 = b10,3 = 801,1/10, T = T11,5,, AT, (2515 €2(t) = —o X11 () +
oy Xoo(t), €3(t) = p(X11(t)Xoo(t) — Xo1(t) X10(t)), €4(t) = X11(t)Xoo(t), Y (t) =
Zl()(Tvlo;Cm,3 + t), and Dl = EQ N El to obtain

P (| X10(s,w) — Z1o(s,w)| > (2N) %102 for some w € Fo N Ey, (4.12)

-5
s € [T10;01o,3aTZ10;1*010,3 A T11;511 A Too;(QN)*%l,l/‘*]) < (2N) 102
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where 9192 = (01 — €1 — €2)/3 = 001,1/60, as defined in (4.2). The jump rates of
Xoo satisfy

T‘SFO < N[(l —07+p)X00(1 —Xoo) +2pX01X10], To0 > N(l +07+p)X00(1 —Xoo).

On E> N Ey, we have Xoo(T10;e10,) < (2N)~%11/2. Therefore by Lemma 5.3,

P sup Xoo(s) > 2N)P0/4 v N EyNEy | <CNTY2,
5€[T10:c10,3,T21011—c10,3)

We combine the above and (4.12) to arrive at the desired conclusion of (c).
For (d), we observe that the jump rates of X11410 = X11 + X0 satisfy

0 = NXu[(1+0+p)Xor + (14 0(1+7) +2p)Xoo]
+NXpo[(14+0(1 =) +2p)Xo1 + (1 + 0 + p) Xoo
i = NXul[(l—o+p)Xor + (1 —o(1+7)+ p)Xoo

+NX10[(1 - U(l - ’7) + p)X01 + (1 — 0+ p)XQO],

where we drop the terms involving X1, X5¢ in rfco and rlil, which correspond
to type 11 individuals replaced by type 10 individuals or vice versa. Therefore
X11+410 dominates 1 — 1 where we define 1 to be a jump process with initial
condition W(TIO;Clo,g) =1- X11+10 (Tl();clo,g) and jump rates of

ry =N —0o(l—=7)+pnl—n), r, = N1+0o(l—=7)+pn(l—mn).

Since n(TZw;l—Cm,s) <1- XlO(TZm;l—Clo,s) < €10,3 Ol EysN E3N Ex N Ey, by
Lemma 5.3,

P ({’I](t) Z v/ €10,3 for some ¢t Z TZ10;17610,3} n E4 N E3 N E2 n El) S ONil/Q.

This implies the desired conclusion of (d).

Let 1 be a time change of n by 1 —n, then 2N7 is a branching process and
the clock for 7 runs at the rate of at most 1.02 times that of n on {7(t) <
Veiog forall t > Tz,,.1 ¢, N EsN B3N By N Ey. By Lemma 6.1(b),

P({i1 (Tz10:1—c105 + 0.99%141¢) > 0} N Es N E3 N Ex N Ey) < CNeyg ge™ °8EN).

Hence P ({0 (Tz,p1—c105 + tiate) >0} NE4NE3NEy N Ey) < Ceyg3, which
implies (e) since T'z,;1—c10.5 + tiate = Too- O

Proof of Proposition 3.1(g-h). We define ¢4 and 10,4 such that ¢4 = max(\/c1 +
011, C2,¢3) < N~20104 gnd we let

SX,Z,far = inf{t > TlO;cl : |X10(t) — Zlo(t)| \Y Xoo(t) > C4}.
By Proposition 3.1(c,d), there exists d19,3 > 0 such that

]P)({SX,Z,far < Tll;éu} N E;N E1)
<P(ESU(EENE N E))NEsNEy) <C,q o N7002 0 (4.13)
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where we have used that on E4 N E3, Sx 7 far > T7,0:1—¢, and on Es, Xio(t) >
1-— \/a— Xll(t) >1— \/a— 611 and Xoo(t) <1- Xlo(t) — Xll(t) < \/a for
t > TZ10;1—01- Notice that on Fo N Fq, Xll(t) =0= le(t) for all t < TlO;cl-
For t < Sx,, . z11,diff N Sx,z far N Th1:5,,, We have

Irg 11 — | < Nénl(o — p)3cs + 011] + 2pN (3cs + 011) < ANd11cy

and similarly, |r§711 — 11| < 4N0d11¢4. Thus the absolute difference between
X411 and Zj; is bounded above by a Poisson process of rate 8 Ndi1¢q, which

stays 0 during [T10:¢,, T10;¢; + tmid + tiate] With probability at least 1 — 01/2 if

tmid + tiate < 021/4, which is satisfied by our choice of t,,:4 + tiate = O(log N).
Hence
P({Sx1,.z01.diff < Too A Sx.z.far A Tinsy } N B2 N Ey) < ¢,

We combine (4.13) and the above estimate to obtain

1/2 —
P({SXll,Zn,diff S TOO /\ Tll;én} m E2 m El) S 04/ + Cp,’Y,UN 610’3)

which implies (g).

Let F3 = {T2,,,10,56,:} = TZ10;1—c, }- Starting from Tz .1 ¢,, Z11 is a time-
changed branching process. We perform a time change of 1 — Z3; (from time
T7,,:1—¢, onwards) to obtain a branching process ZH, then the clock for le

runs faster than that of Z;; (at a rate of at most 1/(1 — d11) times before 71
reaches 011). From time Tz,,,1—., onwards, 0 and d11 are absorption points for
Z11(- NTz,,.5,, ), We use Lemma 6.1(d) below to deduce that

P ({le(TOO A TZu;511) S (0, 611)} NF3NE; N El)
P ({211(8) S (0,611) for all s < (1 - 611)TOO} NF;NEyN E1>

<
< (2N611)°Ch 0 exp(—0.9907(Too — Tz1:1-c1)),
< CP;%U(10g2 N) eXp(—O.QQoytlate) < Cp,'y,aN_élo‘4,

if we choose a sufficiently small 619 4. Therefore
P ({Z11(Tw) € (0,611), Tz1150 > Too} N F3 N Ea N E1) < Cpy g N7001,

On {Sx,,,z11.diff > Too NT11:6,, 1 X11 and Z71 agree up to Too AT115,, - There-
fore

]P)({lehzlhdiff > TOO7T11§511 > Tooqul(TOO) = le(TOO) € (0,611),
Ti140,611) = Trpi—er } N B2 N EL) < Cp iy g N700,

We can drop the condition T'1,(0,6,,3 > TZyp;1—c;, Since on {Sx,, z,, aifs >
T007T11;511 > ToouTll;{O,Jn} < TZ10;1—01}7 we have Xll(Too) = le(Too) = 0.
Hence

P ({T11.50, > Toos X11(Too) = Z11(Too) € (0,611)} N By N By N Ey) < C, oy g N70104
which implies the desired result in (h). O
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5. Supporting Lemmas

In this section, we establish Lemmas 5.1 to 5.3, one each for the early, middle,
and late phase. They are used for the proof of Proposition 3.1 in §4. Lemma 5.1
deals with the early phase and approximates a 1-dimensional jump process un-
dergoing selection by a deterministic function, where the error bound depends
only on the initial condition of the process, as long as the process is stopped
before it reaches O(1). Lemma 5.2 deals with the middle phase and uses the
logistic growth as an approximation. The main difference between the early
phase and the middle phase is the error bound: in Lemma 5.2, the error bound
depends on both the initial and terminal conditions of the process. Lemma 5.3
deals with the late phase, for which we only need to show that the process does
not stray too far away from 1 (or 0 for Xog) once it gets close to 1 (or 0).

Lemma 5.1. Let a > 1, 6 € (0,1), dp € [0,1/2] and x € (0,1] be constants.
Let € be a jump process with initial value £(0) = (2N)~% > (2N)~1, jump size
1/(2N), and jump rates

rt = N¢[(a+0)(1—¢) =], v~ = N¢[(a—0)(1 = &) + do].

Suppose Y is a deterministic process that satisfies

Y(t)=(2N)™" —l—/o Y (s)(0(1 —Y(s)) — do) ds.

Ifup = inf{t : Y(t) = 61} < (log2)/(3661 + &), then there exists 62 € (0,(1 —
x)/4] such that

P (|&(s) =Y (s)] > ANT%Y (s) for some s < ug) < CooN 7%,
Moreover, if € andé are jump processes such that é > ¢ > € before a stopping
time T, then P (é(s) < (1 —=4N7%2)Y (s) for some s < ug A T) < CpoN7%2
and P (&(s) > (L +4N"92)Y (s) for some s < ug AT) < CygN .

Proof. We can write

d€ = dMg + €(0(1 = €) = do) db, d(Me) = €01 =€) dt,
and consequently,
de™%e(t)) = dMe(t) — e P (0E(t)? + & (t)) dt (5.1)
A () = e 2e(t)(1 - £(1)) d.

2N

We define 7 = inf{t < ug : &(t) > 2461}, and take expectation on both sides
of (5.1) to obtain

E[e_‘g(t/w)é(t AT)] =(2N)"* - E [/0 ’ 6_95(95(5)2 +00&(s)) ds| < (2N)™™.
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As in the steps leading to (3.7), we use Jensen’s and Burkholder’s inequalities
to obtain

C C t 1/2
E { sup |ME(S)|:| < N + NTO;Q <E [/0 e ?"5¢(8) {52 ds])

s<INT
C Cu ([ e\ (42
<N tvirs (/0 e %(2N) ds) < CpgN~F2)/2 0 (52)

Since de =Y (t) = —e % (0Y ()2 + 6oY (¢)) dt, we use (5.2) in (5.1) to obtain

E [ sup e %*[e(s) — ¥(s)]]

s<INT

r AT
< Ca)gN_(H_m)/Q +FE / : e 95(0]€(5)? = Y (5)?| + 0olE(s) — Y (s)] ds]
LJo

r rt
< Ca)‘gj\/'—(l'f‘iﬂ)/2 + F / (3061 + 6O)e_es|§(s) — Y(S)|1{s§7-} d8:|
L/ O

IN

t
Co g N~(1F2)/2 —|—/ (3661 + 60)E [ sup e 7%|¢(s) — Y(s)@ ds'.
0

s<s'AT
Gronwall’s inequality implies

E sup 6_95|§(S) _ Y(S)|:| < CQ)QN_(1+1)/2€(3951+60)t < Ca79N_(1+m)/2,

s<tAT
since 7 < ug < (log2)/(3661 + dp). Let d2 € (0, (1 — x)/4], then
P(|&(s) =Y (s)| > N792726% for some s < ug A 7) < CooN7%,

We observe that for s < ug, (2N)~%el0=091-9%0)s <V (s), hence N7 /Y (s) <
27 e(001+00)s < 9w (0911+00)(l0g2)/(3001+00) < 4 je. N~7e% < 4V (s). Hence

P(|&(s) = Y(s)| = 4N~%2Y (s) for some s < ug A 7) < CogN %,

We can drop 7 in the event above, since |{(7) — Y (7)| > Y (7). The conclusion
follows. O

Lemma 5.2. Let 0,¢9,¢1 € (0,1) and ag,a1 > 0 be constants. Suppose Y is a
deterministic process defined from a stopping time uy onwards that has initial
condition Y (u1) = by > ag(2N)~ and satisfies

Y (t) = b +/ oY (s)(1 — Y(s)) ds.

u1

Let ug = up+ % log 1;:“ % such that Y (ug) = 1—b1 < 1—aq1(2N)~ . Suppose
T is a stopping time and & is jump process that takes values in [0,1], has jump
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size 1/(2N) and satisfies

tAT
EENT) = )+ MEAT)+ [ €001~ € + eals)] + als) ds

T

TR0 7 o)1 = €()) + eals) ds,

MNEAT) = o

U1

where |ea(t)], les(t)] < (2N)™%, eq(t) < 1 fort < T, and M is a jump martingale
with jump size 1/(2N). Furthermore, suppose on a set D1 € F(uy), we have
|€(u1) — bo| < (2N)7%. We define Dy = {T > w1} and &3 to be a constant
< ((51 Ada A %) — €9 — 61)/3. If 635 > 0, then

s€uy,us AT

P ({ sup  [€(s,w) — Y (s,w)| > (2N)_53} N D, ﬁDg) < (2N) 7%,
€l

Proof. Let D = Dy N Da. Notice that D € F(uy). Since

€01 = &(1t)) + e2(t)] — 0Y (£)(1 = Y (1) 1<y
< (2N)™ 4 0lE(t) — Y (1)1 — £(t) — Y (1)L e<ry
< (2N)" 4+ 0lE(t) — V(¢ 1<ty

~— ~—

we have

[§((ur + ) AT) =Y ((ur + 1) AT)1p < [§(ur) — Y (ua)]
(u1+t)/\T
+|M((u1 +t) ANT)1p| —|—/ [(2N)7%" +6|¢(s) — Y (s)|]1p ds.

U1

By Jensen’s and Burkholder’s inequalities,

C t t
E su M(sANT)1 §—+C\/—§C\/—a
|:u1 Ssﬁlzﬁrt | ( ) D|:| N N N

therefore

E { sup  [E(sAT)—Y (s /\T)|1D} < C\/%—FEH{(UQ —Y(u1)1p]

uy <s<uy+t
w4t
+2(2N)—51t+/ OE[|€(s) — Y (s)|[1{s<7y1p] ds.
Since E[€(s) — Y (s)|Liery1p] < Ellé(s AT) = Y(s A T)|Lp], and [¢(ur) -
Y (u1)|1p < (2N)~?%2, we have

t 1 t o
— < _
Plaaw Sl AT) =Y (s A T)llD} =¢ < N vt (2N)61> €
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< Flleo +

by Gronwall’s inequality. We observe that us — u; < %logﬁ
€1)log(2N) — log(apay)], therefore the estimate above implies

C(2N)®*e log N

apay

E[ sup |§(s/\T)—Y(s/\T)|1D} < (2N)—(51A62/\%)'

w1 <s<ugz
Since 0 < 5 < ((61 A2 A 3) — €9 — €1)/3, we have
E { sup |E(sAT) =Y (sA T)|1D} < (2N)~ 2%,
uy <s<ugz
which implies the desired conclusion. O

Lemma 5.3. Leta > 1,0 € (0,1), x € (0,1], ¢ > 0 and k > 0 be constants.
Let n < 1) be jump processes where n has initial value n(0) = 1 —¢(2N)™*, jump
size 1/(2N), jump rates

rt =N(a+0)n1 —n), r~ =N(a—0n1—n) + Nr,
and absorbing boundary at 1/2. For t < ¢(2N)~*/k (if k =0, then t = cx0), we

have

P (inf i(s) >1— (2N)””/2) >P (inf n(s) >1— (2N)m/2) >1-CN~/2

s<t s<t

Proof. We take § = 1 —n and perform a time change of 1 — ¢ on { to obtain a
process ¢ with jump rates

it =N(a—0)+ Nr/(1-£), 7 = N(a+0)E.

Let £,, be a jump process with initial condition &,,(0) = £(0) = ¢(2N)~%, jump
size 1/(2N) and jump rates

b = N(o— 0)&up + 2Nk, rpy = N(a + 0)Eup.

up
Before the stopping time 7 = inf{t > 0 : éup > 1/2}, éup dominates €. We can

write

dup(t) =AM, + (k= 08yp) dt,d(Mg, ) = %(H + (1)) dt.

Hence B[, (t)] = & + (¢(2N)™" — £) e and by Jensen’s and Burkholder’s
inequalities,

C O 2t ~ 1/2
E M; < 4+ — | Kt+ Elgup(t)] d
g te, 0] < 7 (seve [ B )
Ca,o _an1/2 _
< L (kt 4 c(2N)~*) /= < O, g N~ 0F2)/2
m( 2N)™) !
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if Kt < ¢(2N)~*, in which case

IN

P (sup Eup(s) = (2N) ™/ 2)

s<2t

P (sup Me(s) > (2N)~®/2 — ¢(2N)~* — 4f<at)
s<2t X

_ Ca79N_(I+1)/2 _
~ (2N)7=/2 —¢(2N)~* — Akt —

Ca QN_1/2.

On the set {sup,<y, Eup(s) < (2N)~%/2}, €, certainly does not reach 1/2 before
time 2¢. Hence &,,, dominates £ before 2t for w € {supy<oy Eup(s) < (2N)~#/2},

which implies P (supsgzt £(s) < (2N)*x/2) >1—CagN~1/2. Because € is the

process § after a time change of 1—¢, the clock for € runs faster than that of £, but
at most twice as fast before ¢ reaches 1/2. Therefore the estimate above implies

P (sup,<; £(s) < (2N)7/2) = P (sup,<y, &(s) < (2N)7*/2) = 1= CapN~1/2,
The conclusion follows. O

6. Appendix: A Result on Branching Processes

Lemma 6.1. Let €% be a branching process with £(0) = k and u(s) = as®> + b
be the probability generating function of the offspring distribution. Then

b(s—1)— (as — b)e(ab)t)lC

G(s,t) = E(s&k)(t)) — <a(s ) (as b)e_(“_b)t

(a) If k =1 and a > b, then

1. |[P(EM(t) = 0) — b/a] < be= (@70t /q.
2. PA<EW(t) < K) < CupKe (@0t jf K < ela=b)t /g,
3. P (SUPsgt €M (s) > K) < anbe(afb)t/K.

(b) If a < b, then P(€®)(t) > 0) < 1.2ke~(b—a)1,

(c) Ifa>b and k € [1, K], then P(¢®)(t) € [1,K]) < kC, , Ke ¢Vt

(d) If a > b and & is a branching process with an initial condition that has
support on [0,k], then P(&(t) € [1, K]) < kC, , Ke™ (@70t Consequently,

P(&(s) € [1,K] for all s < t) < kC, yKe™ (a7,

Proof. The formula for G(s,t) comes from Chapter IIL.5 of Athreya & Ney
(1972). From this formula, we deduce that

_pe—(a—b)t\F
b— be ) 6.1)

a — be—(a=b)t

P@Wﬂ=m=auw=(

For (a), we specialise to the case of k = 1 and a > b. We write £ = £, then
bl (a—bbe (o0 < @by
a(a — be=(a=b)t)y = g ’

PE(t) = 0) — - | =

a
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as required by (a.1). For s < 1, we have
e .
P <Et) < K)<s XY PEt) =i)s' = s 5 (G(s,t) — G(0,1)
i=1

B (a —b)%s
= (a — be*(a*b)t)(a(e(a*b)tsK(l — S) + 5K+1) _ bsK)'

where G(s,t) — G(0,t) can be computed from (6.1) using elementary algebra.
The dominant term in the denominator of the above quantity is e(@~?ts% (1 —s),
which achieves the maximum

e(afb)if ) 1 K B e(afb)if ) 1 K+1
K+1 K+1) K K+1

at s = K/(K+1). For sufficiently large K, this is at least e(®~?!/(3K). Therefore

_p)2K (a—b)t 1
P <&(t) < K) < hall £ oy < Cee <“e— _b) :
(a — be—(a=b)t) (ae(‘;;()' _ b) 3K

which implies the desired conclusion of (a.2), if K < e(@=?t/6.

For (a.3), we observe that M(t) = e~ (*~Y!¢(t) is a martingale with maxi-
mum jump size 1 and quadratic variation (M)(t) = fot e 2a=b)s (g 4 b)E(s) ds.
Burkholder’s inequality implies

¢
E [sup M(s)} < CH+C | e 2a=bs(q L p)E[E(s)] ds
s<t 0
¢
= C+C [ e 2 s(g 4 b)ela=Ds ds < O,y
0

Therefore E [sup,<; £(s)] < Cqpel®¥t, which implies (a.3).
For (b), we observe that

k) b—a k
P(¢l (t):()):(l_m) :

For sufficiently large ¢, we have

b—a)t _ (b—a)t _ a
belb—a)t _ ¢ _ ¢ b plbmayt _ &5 Le(b—a)t7
e 1= b= 11
therefore
be(b—a)t _, kl.1e—(b—a)t
b— S -
P(§(k)(t) =0) > (1 - b(bi)ta> S o L2ke (o)
elb—a)t _ o
> 1—1.2ke (b=
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if ¢ is sufficiently large and ke~ (=%t is sufficiently small.

For (c), we observe that £ = §§1) +§§1) +... +§,(€1), where 51-(1),2' =1,...,k
are independent copies of £&(1). Therefore

PE® () € [1,K])) < PEW € [1, K] for some i = 1,...,k) < kCypKe (@01

by part (a.2) of this lemma. Part (d) is a direct consequence of part (c). O
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