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Fluid Limit of Threshold Voter Models

on Tori

Xiaofeng Xue *
Peking University

Abstract In this paper, we are concerned with threshold voter models on tori.
Assuming that the initial distribution of the process is product measure with
density p, we obtain a fluid limit of the proportion of vertices in state 1 as
the dimension of the torus grows to infinity. The fluid limit performs a phase
transition phenomenon from p < 1/2 to p > 1/2.
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1 Introduction

In this paper, we are concerned with threshold voter models on tori. For integers
d and 7, we denote by T%(r) the d-dimensional torus {1,2,...,7}?%. In details,
for any = = (v1,22,...,2i,...,24) € {1,2,...,7}% and 1 < i < d, we define
vt e {1,2,...,7}% as

(L‘é: i+ 1if j=4dand x; <7, (1.1)

lif j=1dand z; =1.

On T(r), for any = € {1,2,...,7}% and 1 <14 < d, there is an edge connecting
x and 2. Therefore, T%(r) is a regular graph that each vertex has degree 2d.
Threshold voter model on T%(r) is with state space {0, 1}7°(") which means
that at each vertex there is a spin taking value 0 or 1. For any n € {0, l}Td(T)
and z € T%(r), we denote by 7(x) the value of z. For any t > 0, we denote by
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1 the configuration of the threshold voter model at moment ¢. For any ¢ > 0,

we define

_ =1l
Mt Slgl s

as the configuration of the process at the moment just before t. For any z,y €
T(r), we say they are neighbors if there is an edge connecting them, denoted
by z ~ y.

Now we explain how the process evolves. At moment 0, each vertex of T%(r)
takes 0 or 1 according to some probability distribution. Then, the process
evolves according to independent Poisson processes { N, (t) : t > 0} ,cpa(,y. For
each x, N, is with rate 1. The value of z may flip only at event times of N,. For
any event time s of N, if at s there are not less than d neighbors of = taking a
different value than ns_(z), then at the same moment the value of z flips from
Ns—(x) to ns(x) =1 —ns_(x), otherwise ns(x) = ns— (x). Therefore, the process

is a spin system with flip rates given by

Lif Zy:yr\«z 1{77(9)7577(1)} 2 d’

e(.m) = (1.2)

0 else.
The third section of [6] gives a precise introduction of spin systems.

Intuitively, 0 and 1 are two candidates of an election. Vertices taking 0 or 1
are respective supporters of 0 or 1. A vertex may change his choice when and
only when more than half of the neighbors holding a different opinion. That’s
why this model is called threshold voter model.

Threshold voter models are introduced by Cox and Durrett in [4], where
the threshold is assumed to be one. In [4], Cox and Durrett gives an impor-
tant additive dual process of threshold-one voter models and prove that the
threshold-one voter model initially with product measure with rate 1/2 con-
verges weakly to a stationary measure vy /5. In [5], Handjani proves a complete
convergence theorem for threshold-one voter models on lattices. She shows that
with whatever initial distribution, the process converges weakly to a convex
combination of three stationary measures dg, 61 and v /5. For threshold voter
models on lattices with threshold K > 1, Liggett and his partners did a lot of
important work on judging whether fixation (the process trapped in a state),
clustering (all the sites take the same value) or coexistence occurs. The explicit
results can be referred in [3], [7] and [§]. In [9], Xue study threshold voter



models on homogeneous trees and prove that the critical density of the model
is approximately to the proportion of the threshold to the degree of the tree.
Lanchier introduces an opinion dynamics model in [2], where each vertex is
with an opinion in [0, 1] and a vertex can mimic a neighbor only if the opinion
distance between the vertex pair does not exceed a threshold. The proof of a

crucial lemma in this paper is inspired a lot by the approach introduced in [2].

2 Main results

In this section, we give our main results. We consider that the initial distribution
of the process is product measure. We aim to describe the proportion of the
vertices in state 1 at any moment ¢ > 0. Of course the number of vertices in
state 1 is random at any moment, but we will show that as the dimension of
the torus grows to infinity the proportion of vertices in state 1 converges to a
deterministic process, which is called the fluid limit.

First we state some notations. For any A C T%(r), we denote by |A| the
cardinal number of A. For any p € [0, 1], we denote by p, the product measure
on {0,1}7°(" with density p. In detail, for any A C T4(r),

pp(n:m(z) =1,va € A) =plAl.

In latter sections we assume that r is a fixed integer and not smaller than 2.
For any t > 0, we denote by ntd P the configuration at moment ¢ of the threshold

voter model on T%(r) with initial distribution g,. Furthermore, we denote by
AP ={z e Tr) : P (z) = 1}

the set of vertices in state 1 at moment ¢. The following theorem is our main

result about the fluid limit of the process.

Theorem 2.1. Assume that r > 2, then for any T >0,

d,
lim sup ’M —pe”f|=0 (2.1)
d—4o00 0<t<T rd
in probability when p € [0,1/2) and
d,p
lim  sup A 1+(1—pet[=0 (2.2)

d—+o00 0<t<T Td

in probability when p € (1/2,1].



According to the symmetry of 0 and 1 in the voter model, it is easy to see
that [22) is a direct corollary of (ZT]). In latter sections we will only prove
&I).

Theorem 2] shows that when p < 1/2; the proportion of vertices in state

¢, which converges to 0 as ¢t grows to infinity. While when

1 has fluid limit pe™
p > 1/2, the fluid limit turns into 1 — (1 —p)e~!, which converges to 1 as t grows
to infinity. When p = 1/2, according to the symmetry of 0 and 1, it is easy to
see that

Pl () = 1) = 1/2
for any t > 0 and = € T%(r). As a result,

d,1/2
AP

E
rd

=1/2.

Therefore, the threshold voter model performs a phase transition phenomenon
from p < 1/2 top > 1/2.
To prove ([2.10), we only need to show that for any e > 0,

. R il
dll)riloo P(Ogl?éT{ e } < —€)=0. (2.3)
and
: Er
dgrfooP(Oil;ET{ T T pe }>e€) =0, (2.4)

We will prove ([Z3]) and (Z4)) in Section Bland [l

3 Proof of (23)

To prove (Z.3)), we introduce a Markov process {(; },>0 with state space {0, 137
to bound |A%?| from below. For any x € T%(r), if (o (z) = 0, then z is frozen in
state 0 forever. If (o(x) = 1, then x waits for an exponential time T, with rate
1 to flip to 0 and be frozen in 0 forever. {7’ },cpa(,) are independent. In other

words, {(;}+>0 is a spin system with flip rates given by

1if ¢(x) = 1,
ez, Q) =4 =) (3.1)
0 if ¢(z) = 0.

We write (; as Cf’p when (o is with distribution p, on T4(r). We denote by

GI? = {x e THr) : ¢P(2) = 1)



the set of vertices in state 1 at moment t.
The following theorem shows the connection between (; and the threshold

voter model 7;.

Theorem 3.1. There exists a couple of {n"*}i>0 and {¢P}is0 such that for
any t >0,
Gfﬁﬂ C Ag,P'

Proof. For any n,¢ € T%(r), we write > ¢ if and only if n(x) > ((x) for any
x € TYr). According to (L2) and 1)), for any 1 > ¢,z € T(r),

(3.2)

As a result, Theorem Bl holds according to Theorem 1.5 in Chapter 3 of [6].
O

Now we construct a martingale about ¢; which is important for the proof of
2.3).

Theorem 3.2. For anyt > 0, let F; = o{C%? : s < t}. Then, {‘p6 r‘}t>0 is a
martingale relative to {F; : t > 0}.

Proof. Conditioned on G&* = A,

d, d,
Eth p| = EA|Gt p|

=B Ltryy = 9 PGP (@) =1)

r€A T€A
=Y P(T, >t)=|Ale” (3.3)
z€A

for any ¢ > 0.
According to Markov property, for any ¢t > s > 0,

n(lGe"!
pe -t

1

| 7o) = ——Egan|GIP.

By (3,
Eqan|GEP | = |GEPle

Therefore,
(1% 5
pe‘t

s
- opes




and the proof completes.

Now we give the proof of (Z3)).

Proof of 23). According to Theorem B]

P( inf {|A?)p| —pe '} < —€) < P(_inf {|th>P| —pe '} < —¢)
o<t<T ' rd = No<i<T' pd
qup €2
< P( sup | t_t| —rd)? > —2r2d).
o<t<T PE€ p

a,
According to Theorem B.2] %’j‘ is a right-continuous martingale and therefore

G}P
| t |—Td]2

[

pe*
is a positive right-continuous submartingale. Then according to Doob inequality,
qup €2 2 de
P( sup [| t |_Td]2> _T2d) < p [| T |_Td]2
oet<T pet P2 2p2d " pe=T
et d,p d, —T72
= WEHGf | —r%pe "%

Notice that,

EIGF|= Y P(¢P(x) =1)

z€T(r)

= > P(P)=1T,>T)

zeT4(r)
= Z pe_T:rdpe_T.
€T (r)

Hence,
E[|GF?| — r'pe~"]? = Var(|GF"|)

=Var( > Leteigory)
z€T(r)

= > Var(ligogo)
z€T(r)

< rdP( P (z) = 1) = ripe=T.
As a result,

d, —T

|A§l,p| - 2T el
— pe }<—6)§mrpe = -

P ogl?éT{ rd




and
|A dpl

lim P( inf {

pe t} < —€) =0.
dotoo  ro<t<T' pd

4 Proof of (24)

In this section, we give the proof of ([24)). First we introduce some notations.

For any ¢ > 0, we define

B&P = {z € T4r) : ni"P(z) = 0},
CoP = {x e Tr) Z niP(y) > d},

Yy~
D*P = {z e Tr) Zn y) < d},
Yy~
Ed,p U Cd P
s<t

For any © € ALY, we define
7. = inf{t : P (z) = 0}

and
FP — {x e AP . 1, >t}

The following two lemmas are crucial for our proofs.
Lemma 4.1. ForanyT >0 andt <T,
AP C {x € APP\ EFP P (x) = 1} U ESP. (4.1)
{z € AZP\ EEP . P (2) = 1} = {w € APP \ ESP 2 7, > t). (4.2)
Proof.
AP C (AFPN\ BEP) U EP?.

P () < d for any s < t.

For any x € Af’p \ E%pv 77td’p(17) =1 and Zu:yw Mt

According to the definition of the threshold voter model, 0 may flip to 1 when
and only when there are not less than d neighbors in state 1. Then, if ng Plz) =0,



2 can not flip to 1 during [0,¢] and hence n{"F(x) = 0, which is contradictory.

Therefore, x € Ag’p and hence
AP\ B € (A7 B 0 A,

which gives ([d1).
For any = € AP, if 7, > t then " (z) = 1 and hence

{z € AP\ ESP . 7, >t} C {x € AP\ EFP : pP(z) = 1}.

For any x € (AP \ EZP) 0 A%P if 7, < t, then z flips from 0 to 1 at some

moment s € (7,,t]. Then,

which is contradictory to that x does not belong to E%p . Therefore,
{z € AJP\ EFP i nP(z) = 1} C {z € AJP\ ESP : 1y > t},

which gives (22)).

O
Lemma 4.2. For anyT >0, € >0 and p < 1/2,
: |E7”)
a,
Lemma shows that limg_, o ‘IETZP‘ = 0 in probability when p < 1/2,

which is very important for us to control [A??|. We give the proof of Lemma
at the end of this section.
Now we give the proof of (Z4]).

Proof of 24). By (@), for any t < T,

d, dp\ g, d, d,
[ATPI < I(AQ7\ ER") N APP+ |EZ",

and hence

AP (A" \BF") VAT d
{ Ttd >pe !t +ef C {1 7:‘2 L >pe ' +¢/2} U{|ET"| > ¢/2}.
Therefore,

d,p Ad,p Ed,p ﬁAAd,p

P( sup {l td | pe '} >€) <P( sup {|( 0"\ 7;1> L |—pe_t}>e/2)

o<t<T T 0<t<T r

d,
|E7”
+ P( > €/2). (4.4)



By ([@.2),

d, d, d, d, d, d,
[(AgP\ Ep?) VAP | = {a € AgP \ B - 7 > t}] < [FP).

Therefore,
AP\ ERP) 0 AP
P sup{|( 0 \ 7;1) t |—p€7t}>6/2)
0<t<T r
d.p d.p
<P( sup {l td | pe '} > ¢€/2) < P( sup || e pe 'l >€/2). (4.5)
o<t<T T o<t<T ¢

Notice that {7}, Adw are independent and identically distributed. For any

T € Ag’p , T is with exponential distribution with rate one. Therefore

d
{F""} 50 = {GP hiso.

Hence,
Lo -
lim P( su I >€e/2
d—+o0 (O<t£)T| | / )
. |G ’p| ot 4€Tp
=1 P 2 li =0 4.6
d—1>r-|I-loo (Oiltlg{r' T | = 6/ ) d—1>r-|I-loo 62’[”d ( )

as we have shown in section

24) follows from (@3), (£4), (D), (EL).

Now we only need to prove Lemma[L2 For any integer k € {0,1,2,...,2d}
and ¢t > 0, we define

H{P(k) ={z e T%r): Y ni"(y) =k},

Yy~
I[P(k) = {z e Tr): > mf = JH"0),
Yy~ 1>k
d, , d,
JiP(k) = {z € T(r) Zmp <k :UHtp(l)-
Yy~ 1<k

We introduce two lemmas to prove Lemma

Lemma 4.3. Assume that p < 1/2, then for any q € (p,1], € > 0,

182 (|2
d—+o0 T



Proof.
d,
E|Iy*([2dq])| = E Z 1{zyw ng® (y) > |2da)}

—ZP > 0" (y) = [2dg))

yy~x

P(> " n5"(y) > |2dq)), (4.7)

y:y~0

where O is a fixed vertex on T%(r).
Since n? is with distribution 11, {70 (y)}y:y~o0 are independent and iden-
tically distributed with

P(ng?(y) =1) = p=1-P(iz"(y) = 0).
Therefore, according to law of large numbers,

Yo P (W)
Jm == (48)

in probability.
By (@), (£8) and Chebyshev’s inequality,

i p(7(2daDI

d—+o0 rd
< Jim —EIIo’p(L2d i)
= lim_ %P(y;o W) > 2dg))
d.p
<d£rfoo 6P(w —p>09(g—p)) =0.

O

Lemma 4.4. There exists €, > 0 such that for any p € (1/2 — €,,1/2), there
exists C(p) > 0 such that

Cd;P

70 1 4o
d—+oc eC(P)d

in probability.

Proof.
EICG?| =r'P( Y n"(y) > d

y:y~0

10



According to Cramér’s Theorem (See Chapter two of [I]),

) 1 d,
Jim —log P( Zono P(y) > d) = —K(p),
Yy~

where
K(p) = —logl4p(1 —p)] > 0
when p < 1/2. K(1/2) = 0 and K(p) is continuous with p, so we can choose

sufficiently small €, such that
logr — K(p) >0
when p € (1/2 —¢,,1/2).
For p € (1/2 —¢,,1/2), we let

_ logr — K(p)

C(p) 5

> 0.

Now we only need to show that for any M > 0,

. lefsd
A P

When p € (1/2 —¢,,1/2),

< M) =0. (4.9)

E[COP) =rP( Y ngP(y) > d) = exp {2dC(p) + o(d)}.
y:y~O

Then according to Chebyshev’s inequality, for sufficiently large d,

d.p d,p
P(|Co | M) < Var(|Go™) (4.10)
eC(:D)d exp {4dC(p) I O(d)}
Now we calculate Var(|Cg P,
Var(|C37|) = E[CgP” — (E|CGP))?
d,
=E( Z 1{21“,% 776“)(;/)2d})2 - [po( Z Mo p(y) > d)]2
zeT4(r) y:y~O
= > > P(Y wtw=d Yy myt(z) = d) (4.11)
z1€T4(r) x2€T(r) YYy~T1 Ziz~To
— [P Y mgt () = A
y:y~O0

For any x1, 22 € T4(r), we define

N(xy,m2) ={y € Td(T) DY~ XL Y~ Tk

11



According to the structure of a torus, |N(x,y)| < 2 and
d
{z € TUr) : N(z,z) # 0} = 2d + 4(2) = 2d° (4.12)

for any z,y € T(r).
If N(x1,22) =0, then

P> n"(z)>d, Y miP(w) >d) =[P( Y ngPy) =d)*. (4.13)

zizeox wiw~ T y:y~0O

If N(x1,22) # 0, then by |[N(z1,x2)| <2 and Cramér’s Theorem,

PO mim(z) 2 d, S ngP(w) > d)

ZiZzVTI wiwnNT2
<P( > ) zd-2 Y giP(w) >d-2)
SEN (51 002) WEN (o1 )
=[P( > mP)z=d-2)]
2EN(21.9)
P(> 0 m5P(y) = d-2)
y:y~0O
=exp{—2dK (p) + o(d)}. (4.14)

By (412), @I3) and (£14),
oo PO it =d Y net(z) =d

mler(r) x2€T4(r) Yy~T1 ZiZ~To
P(> 2 4 27942 exp{—2dK (p) + o(d)}
y:y~0
=[P Y i 12 + exp{d(logr — 2K (p)) + o(d)}. (4.15)
yiy~0
By (&II) and @I3),
Var(|C4?|) < exp{d(logr — 2K (p)) + o(d)}. (4.16)
Then by [@I0),
G|
P( < M) < exp{—dlogr + o(d)}

eC(P)d

and hence

Jm P(ae



O
Now we give the proof of Lemma The proof is inspired a lot by the

approach of moving balls between boxes introduced in [2].

Proof of Lemma[{.3 It is easy to see that the threshold voter model is an at-
tractive spin system (See Section 3.1 of [6]). Hence when p; < p2 < 1/2,

EdﬁDl
L2

d,p2
g<pEr”l o

rd

P(

r

So we only need to deal with the case that p € (1/2 —¢,,1/2).
According to the flip rates given by ([TZ), |AYP| evolves as follows,

|A%P| 41 at rate |B&P N CHP,
|APP| — (4.17)
|A%P| — 1 at rate |AJP N DIP),

We set 2d + 1 boxes by, b1, ...,baq. At t = 0, we put |Hg’p(/€)| balls in box by,
for k € {0,1,2,...,2d}. For each k, we say bj_; is the left box of by and bg41
is the right box of by.

Now we introduce four approaches of moving balls between boxes. In the
first approach, we move balls according to the evolution of ntd P such that at any
t > 0, there are |H{""(k)| balls in box by, for each k. Each vertex in T%(r) has
2d neighbors, therefore, at rate |B&? N C*?|, 2d balls move to their right boxes.
At rate |A; N D&P|, 2d balls move to their left boxes. |Cf“P| is the sum of the
numbers of balls in boxes {by }a<k<24-

To control |Ctd P| from above, we introduce a second approach of moving
balls. We denote by by(¢) the number of balls in by, at t and define

R 2d
Co=") bi(t).
k=d

In this approach, we never move balls to their left boxes. For any ¢t > 0, we
move 2d balls to right boxes at rate CA't. These 2d balls are chosen and moved
as follows. Let
j1 =sup{k < d:bg(t) >0}
and
Ji =sup{k < ji—1 : bi(t) > 0}

forl=2,3,....

13



Let .
T=inf{k: Y b;(t) > 2d}.
=1

If 7 < 400, then we move bj, (t) balls from bj, to bj, 41 for each [ < 7 and move
2d — Z;_ll bj, (t) balls from b;_ to b 1. If 7 = 400, then we move b;(t) balls
from b; to bj4q1 for each | < d and pick 2d — 27:_01 bi(t) balls randomly from
boxes {by}a<r<2a and put these 2d — 37— by (t) balls in bog.

In the second approach, we choose 2d balls which are nearest to by to move
right. This approach makes the total number of balls in boxes {by}a<k<24
increase as fast as possible. We never move balls to left boxes, so when a ball
reaches by, with k > d, it will never return to any b; with j < d. As a result, for

any M > 0,
P(|E$?| > M) = P(| User C?| > M) < P(Cr > M). (4.18)

We modify the second approach at ¢ = 0 to obtain the third approach. Let
po = 1/44+p/2 € (p,1/2). At ¢t = 0, we pick all the balls in boxes {by :
|2dpy] < k < d— 1} and put these balls in by. Then, we still move balls as
the way in the second approach. We denote by C; the total number of balls in
boxes {bx}a<k<24 at t. The third approach accelerate the moving-ball process
in the second approach, since the original several steps of moving balls in boxes
{bk : [2dpo| <k < d— 1} are finished at 0.

Therefore,

P(Cr > M) < P(Cr > M). (4.19)

Notice that in the third approach, Cy = |Ig P(12dpo )| and there are no balls
in by for |2dpg] < k < d at t = 0. Then it takes not less than [d(1 —2pg)] steps
of moving balls to make C add 2d. Inspired by this phenomenon, we construct
the fourth approach. In the fourth approach, there is only one box. At ¢t = 0,
we put |Ig’p(t2dpoj)| balls in the box. {Y;};>1 are independent and identically
distributed random variables with exponential distribution with rate 1. Further
more, we assume that {Y;};>1 are independent with ng’p. For each j > 1, we
define

31d(1=2po)] Y,
1=(j—1)[d(1—2po) | +1 |Ig’p(\_2dp0J)| +2d(j - 1)

T =

and

J
tj = ZT[.
=1

14



We add 2d balls in the box at t; for each j > 1. For t & {t;},>1, the balls’
number stay still. We denote by CN'fl P the balls’ number at . Then

CiP = |17 (|2dpo))| + 2dj

for t € [t;,t;41).

Notice that % is with exponential distribution with rate a for any a > 0. So
7; is the sum of |d(1—2po)] 1.i.d random variables with exponential distribution
with rate ég,p +2d(j — 1). The number of balls in the box takes 7; to increase

to CN'g’p +2dj from CN'g’p +2d(j—1). Compared the third and fourth approaches,
P(Cr > M) < P(CEP > M). (4.20)

By (@I8), (19) and (£20), we only need to show that

~d,p

. Cr
dEI-PooP( p > e) =0 (4.21)
for any e.
Notice that,
~d,p . _ ~d,p
P(E <o) > p(Egr < Cgrerin, 07 < o)
r T
~ ~ 197 (|2d _
— p(cs{m < ngpelfgpov B (E«d o)) < ce 1fz~Tpo),
By Lemma [£3]
I$7(|2d _
lim P(7| 0 (Ld Po))l < ce 1*42TP0) =1.
d—+o00 T

Therefore, to prove [@21), we only need to show that

lim P(C&P > CdPer2m ) = 0. (4.22)

d——+oo
According to Lemma 44 for p € (1/2 —¢€,,1/2),
: ~d,p < C(p)d —
dggrnooP(CO <e )=0 (4.23)
for some C(p) > 0.
P(C7 > Civemom) <P(CL? > Cfremsm |C37 > C®))

+ P(CgP < €0, (4.24)

15



To distinguish the dimension d, we write t; and 7; as t? and TJd. Let

Ci"(e =t — 1)

Kqg=| 53 |.
Conditioned on C§? > @1 for each d,
lim Kg=+o0 (4.25)
d——+o0
and
~ ~ AT Ka
P(C3? > CyPe™m) < P, <T) = P(Y_ ' <T). (4.26)
1=1
For j > 1, conditioned on ég’p,
Ld(1 — 2po) ]

CyP+2d(j — 1)

We choose sufficiently small § such that § < 0.1 and

4T
eT1-2ro 3.9T
log = > .
1—06+ deT=2r0 1—2pg
For j > 1, let
7 _ 1le—:_;_i>1—5,
0 else.
If Ka oo
d
Z
1=1%1
1-9
Ky - ’
then
Kg Kq
0.9d(1 -2
Stz D gt ol
=1 1=for, Co +2d(l = 1)
Kq
2d
=(045-09p0) > = +o0(1)
1=[6K 4] Co’ +2d(1—1)
CIP2dK,
> (0.45 — 0.9po) / ~dt +o(1)
CeP12d6 K,
4T
eT=2r0
= (0.45 — 0.9po) log +o(1)

1— 6+ dettm
> 1.75T

16



for sufficiently large d.
Therefore, for sufficiently large d,

Z
d 1=1 %1
P( lE_l 7 <T) < P( 1d <1-9). (4.27)
By the definition of 75,
TJd d 1 [d(1—2po)]

for each j > 1.

Therefore, according to the law of large numbers,

P(T—Jd>1—5)>1—i (4.28)
Er¢ 10

for sufficiently large d.
Let {W;};>1 be independent and identically distributed random variables
with

1
P(W1:1):1—E:1—P(W1:0).
By (@29), for sufficiently large d,
Kq d Kq
4 Z W
P(EELZL <1 -§) < P(EEL<1-9). 4.29
Rt ) (129
Since Ky — 400, according to law of large numbers,
Kq
W
3 =1 """ - _ _
dEr-lI-looP( Ky <1 6) 0
and
= 2
lim P(&==—<1-46)=0. 4.
d—g{loo ( Ky o 6) 0 (4:30)

(#22) follows from [@23)), @24), (@20), (ZZ7) and (£30). We have shown that
Lemma (2 follows from ([@22]). The proof is finished.
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