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INFINITE DIMENSIONAL STOCHASTIC DIFFERENTIAL EQUATIONS
FOR DYSON’S MODEL

LI-CHENG TSAI

ABSTRACT. In this paper we show the strong existence and the pathwise uniqueness of an
infinite-dimensional Stochastic Differential Equation (SDE) corresponding to the bulk limit
of Dyson’s Brownian Motion (DBM), for all 8 > 1. Our construction applies to an explicit
and general class of initial conditions, including the lattice configuration {x;} = Z and the
sine process. We further show the convergence of the finite to infinite-dimensional SDE.
This convergence concludes the determinantal formula of [12] for the solution of this SDE
at g = 2.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper we study the well-posedness of the infinite-dimensional SDE,

Xi(t) = X,(0) + Bi(t) + f / 6u(X(s))ds, i € . (1.1)

where X(s) = (... < Xo(s) < Xi(s) < ...) describes ordered particles on R, B;(t), i € Z,
denote independent standard Brownian motions, and the interaction ¢;(x) takes the form

Hx) =2 lm Y — (1.2)

2 k—oo 4= xz‘—%"
Jili—il<k

with § > 1 measuring its strength. The interest of such SDE arises from random matrix
theory. Equation (1.1) represents the bulk limit of DBM, which describes the evolution of the
eigenvalues of the symmetric and Hermitian random matrices with independent Brownian
entries, for = 1,2, respectively, see [6, 15].

The difficulty of establishing the well-posedness of (1.1) lies in the long-range and singular
nature of ¢;. Indeed, for a particle configuration x with a roughly uniform density, we have

1

|3 —93j|

= 00, (1.3)

jiii
so the only way (1.2) converges is by canceling two divergent series from j < i and j > 1.
Further, as we argue in Remark 2.9 in the following, unlike the case of finite dimensions, the
Bessel-type repulsion of ¢; alone does not prevent finite time collisions, i.e. X;(t) = X;11(1).
Alternatively, under the framework of [13, 14], equation (1.1) formally has the logarithmic
potential —33 ", _.log|z; — x;[. However, due the logarithmic growth as |z; — z;| — oo,
such a potential is still ill-defined even under a limiting procedure as in (1.2), suggesting a
considerable challenge for establishing the well-posedness of (1.1).
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At 5 =1,2,4, this challenge has been largely overcome thanks to the integrable structure
of DBM. This starts with [23] constructing the equilibrium process as an L? Markovian semi-
group. Combining the theory of Dirichlet form and the theory of determinantal or Pfaffian
point processes, [17, 18] obtain the weak existence for near-equilibrium configurations. The
recent work of [20] further shows the strong existence and pathwise uniqueness at equilib-
rium. In a different direction, [12] constructs infinite-dimensional DBM as a determinantal
(in spacetime) point process, for general, out-of-equilibrium, configurations at § = 2. This
construction, as a point process, is not directly related to solutions of the SDE (1.1).

In this paper, we attack the problem, for all § > 1, without referring to the integrable
structure, whereby establishing the strong existence and pathwise uniqueness of (1.1) (see
Theorem 1.2). As our techniques do not refer to a specific equilibrium measure, Theorem 1.2
holds for an explicit, out-of-equilibrium configuration space X*¢(«, p, p), which, loosely speak-
ing, consists of particle configurations with a roughly uniform density p=* > 0. In particular,
the space includes the lattice configuration {z;} = Z and the sine process (see Lemma 8.2).
For infinite-dimensional interacting diffusions with C§ potentials, an out-of-equilibrium re-
sult is first established in [7]. With the logarithmic potential, Theorem 1.2 is the first
out-of-equilibrium result on well-posedness.

Further, by establishing a finite-to-infinite-dimensional convergence, in Corollary 1.6 we
show that the determinantal point process constructed in [12] coincides with the unique
strong solution given by Theorem 1.2, for a class of out-of-equilibrium configurations. This
has also been obtained in the recent work of [22, Theorem 2.2] for the equilibrium process
at = 2.

The main idea here is to use the monotonicity of the gap process {Y,(t) }aerL, where Y, (t) :=
Xat12(t) — Xqoq/2(t) and L := % + 7Z, based on a certain simple observation of ¢;. Such
monotonicity allows us to conveniently identify the long-range and singular effect of ¢; on
X. Although the techniques employed in this paper are standard, they are applicable only
in a careful setup that captures the monotonicity. This monotonicity of {Y, ()} is new,
and in particular differs from that of [1, Lemma 4.3.6].

Remark 1.1. For § > 1, we shows that particles stay strictly ordered, X;(t) < X;;1(t), for
all time, almost surely. For 5 € (0, 1), however, one expects finite time collisions to occur.
Due to this fact, proving well-posedness, even in finite dimensions, requires extra effort (see
[2]). We do not pursuit the case € (0, 1) here.

Besides the bulk limit of DBM (1.1) considered here, the edge limit is also a related subject
of interest. The interest lies in random matrix theory and the Kardar—Parisi-Zhang univer-
sality class (see [3]). Based on the aforementioned theory of Dirichlet form and determinantal
point processes, [19, 21] obtain well-posedness results of the corresponding SDE, and [I1]
constructs the corresponding determinantal point process. A multilayer generalization of
DBM, the corner process, is studied in [3, 9] and the references therein. In [1, 5], the notion
of Brownian—Gibbs property is introduced to characterize the edge limit as a line ensem-
ble, and is further generalized to the corresponding property for the Kardar—Parisi-Zhang
equation.

1.1. Definitions and Statement of the Results. We begin by defining the spaces X («, p)
and X™8(cv, p,p). This is done by considering their corresponding gap configurations. More
explicitly, let W = {x € R? : 2; < x;,1,Vi € Z} denote the Weyl chamber (of particle
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configurations), and let u denote the map into gap configurations:

u: W — (0, oo)L, L:= % + Z, u(x) := (Tay1/2 — Ta—1/2)acL, (1.4)
which is made bijective by augmenting the zeroth particle coordinate, as
T W S R (0,00)%, U(x) = (20, u(x)). (1.5)
For a € (0,1) and p > 0, we consider the following space of gap configurations
Y(a,p) = {y € (0,00)" : [y]a,, < o0}, (1.6)
‘y|a,p = sup {}E(O,m) (Y) - p} |m‘a}7 (17>
mezZ\{0}
where ¥7(y) denotes the average over a generic finite set Z:
S(y) =177 (wa)? Szly) == S(y), (1.8)
acl

with the convention (i,j] = [j,7) (and similarly for (i, ), [i,]], etc) and X{(y) := 0. We
define X (o, p) := u='(Y(a,p)). That is, X(a, p) consists of particle configurations whose
corresponding gap processes satisfy (1.6). Similarly, for p > 1, we define X™8(«v, p,p) :=
u N (Y(a, p) NR(p)), where

R(p) = {y € (0,00)" : Slg% Elom (¥) < oo}. (1.9)

We proceed to defining the process-valued analogs of X'(«, p) and X™8(«, p, p). To simply
notations, we often use x and y, instead of x(+) and y(+), to denote processes. Let Wy :=
{x € C([0,00))% : x(t) € W,Vt > 0} denote the process-valued analog of W. By abuse of
notation, we let w and @ act on Wy by u(x)(t) := u(x(t)) and by u(x)(t) := u(x(t)). With
Yr(a, p) and R7(p) denoting the analogs of YV (a, p) and R(p) as follows

Vr(a,p) = {y € C(0,00))" s [9(3)]ap < 00, ¥ > 0}, (1.10)
Rr(p) = {y € C([0,00))" : E[Osgp . El0m (¥) <00,V = O}, (1.11)
where C (]0,00)) :={y € C([0,00)) : y(t) > 0,Vt > 0}, (1.12)

We( d)e)f)ine Xr(a, p) == u(C([0,00))xV7(a, p)) and X7 (ev, p, p) := u~H(C([0, 00)) x (V7 (x, p))
R(p))).

Recall from [10, Definition 5.2.1, 5.3.2] the notions of strong solutions and pathwise unique-
ness of SDE, which are readily generalized to infinite dimensions here. Let B(t) := (B;(t))iez
denote the driving Brownian motion, with the canonical filtration .Z2 := o(B(s) : s € [0,]).
Hereafter, we fix 5> 1, a € (0,1), p > 0 and p > 1 unless otherwise stated. The following
is our main result.

Theorem 1.2. Given any x™ € X(«,p), there exists an Xy(«, p)-valued, FB-adapted so-
lution X of (1.1) starting from x™. If, in addition, x™ € X" (a, p,p), this solution X takes
value in X7 (o, p,p), and is the unique X (v, p, p)-valued solution in the pathwise sense.

Remark 1.3. For any x € X7 (a, p), one easily verifies that (limg—eo D <k M)
li—j|<k T:(0)—z,

converges uniformly in ¢ € [0,#], for any fixed i € Z and ¢ < oo. Further, the limit
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¢;(x(t)) takes values in L7

loc

X7 (o, p)-valued processes.

([0,00)), so in particular the r.h.s. of (1.1) is well-defined for

Proceeding to the result on finite-to-infinite-dimensional convergence, we consider the
finite-dimensional version of (1.1):

Xi(t) = Xi(0) + By(t +B/ $i(X(s))ds, i € [ir, 2] N Z. (1.13)

Let Wizl .= [x € REV2INZ g0 < g1 0 € [i1,45)} denote the finite-dimensional Weyl
camber. Recall from [I, Lemma 4.3.3] that, for any given x™ € W2l there exists a
C([0, 00))l12IN%_valued strong solution X of (1.13) with P(X(t) € Whvizl vt > 0) = 1,
which is unique in the pathwise sense. In Section 7 we show

Theorem 1.4. Fizing x™ € X"(«, p,p), we let X be the X™ (v, p, p)-valued solution of (1.1)
starting from x™, and for

i =max {i:z" <n}, i, c=min{i:z">-n}, L,:=[i,(x),i(x)], (1.14)

n n n

we let X™ be the C([0,00))“""Z-valued solution of (1.13) starting from (x™™)cr,. We have
the following finite-to-infinite-dimensional convergences:

(a) For any fizedt >0 and i € Z,

sup |X['(s) — Xi(s)| — 0, almost surely, as n — oo; (1.15)
s€[0,t]

(b) For any fizedt > 0,1 € Z and p’ > 1,
E( sup | X['(s) — Xi(s)|)p — 0, asn — oo; (1.16)

s€[0,t]

(¢) For any open Oy,...,0;, CR and sy,...,s;. € [0,00),

(H)o n{x; <s3>}ﬂn) ﬁE(H)O A {Xi(5)) ez

j=1
Remark 1.5. Hereafter, the limit n — oo as in Theorem 1.4(a)—(b), are understood to be
for all n large enough such that Z,,  i. The sequence {n : n € Z-(} can in fact be replaced
by any sequence tending to infinity, but we focus on the former to simply notations.

As mentioned in the preceding, for g = 2, [12] shows that {X['(s) :i € L,,s € (0,00)} is
determinantal with an explicit kernel function, and that, for x* € KT := KT, NKT2NKTs3,

KT, := {x EW: Sruloj ‘ Z %1{3:1 # 0}’ < oo},

><OO as n — .

KTy := U {XEW Z 1{:527&0}<oo}

a€e(1,2)
ICTg::U{XGW:sup{\:cZ\\/l Z }<oo},
a>0 €7 | LL’] Ty ‘
as n — 0o the kernel function converges to K*"(+, «; «, +) given as in [12, (2.3)]. Indeed, since

X'8(a, p,p) C KT1NKT, combining this result of [12] and Theorem 1. 4( ) we immediately
obtain
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Corollary 1.6. Fizing = 2, we let X be the X(«, p, p)-valued solution starting from
x" € X(a, p,p) NKTs. We have that {X;(s) :i € Z,s € (0,00)} is determinantal with the
kernel function KX (+, «;«,+).

The rest of this paper is outlined as follows. In Section 2 we present a proof of Theorem 1.2,
which is detailed in Section 3-6. Among these, Section 3 settles the monotonicity (2.13)
and well-posedness of certain finite-dimensional SDE, and Section 4-6 handle the relevant
propositions as indicated in their titles. Section 7 consists of the proof of Theorem 1.4. In
Section 8, we prove that near-equilibrium solutions (defined therein) are X7%(«, p, p)-valued,
to unify the construction of [17] with ours.

Acknowledgment. LCT thanks Alexei Borodin for suggesting this direction of research,
Amir Dembo for many fruitful discussions, and the anonymous reviewers for improving the
presentation of this paper. LCT is partially supported by the NSF through DMS-0709248.

2. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.2

Throughout this paper we use lower-case English and Greek letters such as z,y, o, v, u
to denote deterministic variables or functions, among which i, j, k, £, m,n denote integers,
and a, b denote half integers. We use upper-case English letters such as X, Y, I, J to denote
random variables, use the calligraphic font (e.g. A,Z) to denote deterministic sets, and use
the Fraktur font (e.g. 2(,7J) to denote random sets. We let ¢ = ¢(t, k,...) denote a generic
deterministic positive finite constant that depends only on the designated variables.

The first step is to reduce the equation of particles, (1.1), to the equation of the gaps. To
this end, we consider the interaction of the gaps

Na(¥) = Na(u(X)) := Gar1/2(X) — Pa—1/2(x), (2.1)
= yia - wa(ytu y)v (22>
consisting of the (Bessel-type) repulsion terms 1/y, and the compression terms 1, defined
as
1 y
— , for y > 0,
Yq : [0,00) x (0,00)F = [0,00), ta(y,2):=4 2 Z.:|Z§>1 Z(ai) (Y + 2(ari)) (2.3)
0 , for y =0,
where 2z == Y ;2 and (a,i) := (i,a) (as mentioned before). We have the following
equation for (Xo,Y) := u(X):
t
Xo(t) = Xo(0) + Balt) + 5 | n(¥(9)ds (2.4)
0
t
Y, (t) = Y, (0) + Wo(t) + ﬁ/ n.(Y(s))ds, a€lL, (2.5)
0

where W(t) := u(B(t)), and, by abuse of notation,

) = @ 03) = 3 (5 - ),

i1 —4,0) 2?/(0,:’)

Clearly, (1.1) is equivalent to (2.4)—(2.5) through the bijection u, and one easily obtains the
following
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Proposition 2.1.

(a) If Y is an Yr(a, p)-valued solution of (2.5), defining Xy € C([0,00)) by (2.4),
we have that u=1(Xo,Y) is a Xr(a, p)-valued solution of (1.1). Further, if Y is
(Vr(a, p) N Ry(p))-valued, then (X, Y) is X (a, p,p)-valued; if Y is FW-
adapted, then u=1(X,,Y) is FB-adapted.

(b) Conversely, if X is an Xr(«, p)-valued solution of (1.1), then u(X) is a Yr(a,p)-
valued solution of (2.5). Further, if X is X («, p, p)-valued, then u(X) is (Y7 (a, p)N
R7(p))-valued; if X is FB-adapted, then so is u(X).

With this proposition, it now suffices to prove

Proposition 2.2. For any given y™ € Y1 (o, p), there exists a Y1 (o, p)-valued, F W -adapted
solution Y of (2.5). Moreover, if y™ € R(p), then Y € Ry(p), and Y is the unique
(V7 (a, p) N Ry (p))-valued solution in the pathwise sense.

We establish Proposition 2.2 in two steps: the existence, as in Proposition 2.3, and the

uniqueness, as in Proposition 2.4. Defining the partial orders

y <y’ €[0,00]" if and only if y, < 3, Va € L, (2.6)

y(+) <y'(+) if and only if y(¢t) < y'(¢), Vt >0, (2.7)
we call Y the greatest S-valued solution of (2.5) if, for any S-valued weak solution Y’ defined
on a common probability space with Y'(0) < y™, we have Y'(+) < Y(-) almost surely.
Proposition 2.3 (existence). For any y™ € Y(a, p), there exists a Y (a, p)-valued, FW -
adapted solution Y of (2.5) starting form y™, which is the greatest Yr(c, p)-valued solution.
Further, if y™ € R(p), then Y € Rr(p).

Proposition 2.4 (uniqueness). Let Y and Y™ be (V7 (c, p) "R (p))-valued weak solutions
of (2.5) defined on a common probability space, starting from a common initial condition
y"o If Y™ () <Y (.) almost surely, we have Y™(+) = Y"(+) almost surely.

Indeed, Proposition 2.2 follows by combining Proposition 2.3-2.4. In particular, the pathwise
uniqueness follows by applying Proposition 2.4 for Y = Y and Y = Y’, where Y
is the greatest solution as in Proposition 2.3, and Y’ is an arbitrary weak solution with
Y'(0) = Y(0).

Proposition 2.3 is established in two steps: by first considering the special case y™® €
[v,00)%, v > 0, and then the general case y™ € Y(a, p). For the former case, we construct
the solution of (2.5) by the following iteration scheme,

YO (1) = yi* + W, () +ﬁ/ s, acl, (2.8a)
Y (1) =y 4+ W,(t) (2.8b)
ﬁ/ <7 — @DQ(Y;”)(S),Y("_I)(S)O ds, a€l, né€Zy.

That is, we let Y. ? be the Bessel process (driven by W, ), and for n > 1, we let Y™ be the
solution of the following one-dimensional SDE

Y0 = Y0) +Wal0)+ 5 [ (% (Y (s), Z<s>>)ds, (2.9)
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for given Z = Y™ 1. Letting

Y(v) = {y € (0,00)": wﬁl&f Som) (y) = v}, (2.10)
V() = {¥(+) € Ce((0.00))" : Iminf inf Lo, (y(s)) 2 7% 2 0f, (211)
X = U’Y>02(7)a 27‘ = U'y>027-( )> (212)

in Section 5 we prove

Proposition 2.5. Fiz v > 0. For any given y™ € [y,00)%, there exists a Yr(v)-valued,
W_adapted sequence {Y" }n€Z>O satisfying (2.8). Further, such a sequence is decreasing,
i.e.

YO > YO (L) > YO () > (2.13)

almost surely. Defining the FW -adapted process Y™ (t) = lmn_mY )(t), we have that
Y () s the greatest Y. -valued solution of (2.5). If y™ € R(p), then Y>) € Ry (p).

For the general case y™ € Y(a, p), we consider the truncated initial condition (y™ V ~) :=
(Y V ¥)aer, v > 0, and let YV be the Y ~valued solution starting from (y™ V ~) given by
Proposition 2.5. As YY7 is the greatest solution, for any decreasing {71 > 7o > ...}, the
sequence {Y Y7}, is decreasing. In Section 6, we prove

Proposition 2.6. Let y™ € Y(a,p) and Y7 € Y. (v) be as in the preceding. Fiz an

arbitrary decreasing sequence 1 > ~; > 5 > ... — 0. Defining the .F ¥ -adapted process
Y, (t) = lim, o0 Y,/ (t), we have that Y is the greatest X (o, p)-valued solution of (2.5).

As for Proposition 2.4, letting
Ein(t) = Y (VP(1) = YM(1)), (2.14)
aE(il,ig)
with Y™ (+) < Y®(-), we have |[Y2P(t) = V()] € By () < Bonoo)(t). Va € (ir,i).
With this, in Section 4 we prove
Proposition 2.7. For any t > 0, supseo ) E(—00,00)(5) = 0, almost surely,

from which Proposition 2.4 follows immediately.

2.1. Outline of the Proof of Proposition 2.5-2.7. The key step of proving Proposi-
tion 2.5 is to establish the monotonicity (2.13) of {Y(™},. This, as well as many other
monotonicity results (e.g. that Y() as in Proposition 2.5 is the greatest solution), are con-
sequences of the following simple observation:

Valy,2) <Yaly',2), if y <y, (2.15)
¢a(y> Z) > ¢a(y> Zl)a if z < Z/a (2'16)

which is clear from (2.3). A basic tool we use to leverage (2.15)—(2.16) into the monotonicity
of {Y™1, is the following comparison principle for deterministic, one-dimensional integral
equations. Let

y <y if and only if y(t) < y(t),Vt € [t',¢"]
denote the restriction of (2.7) onto [t/,t"].
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Lemma 2.8. Fizing t' < t" € [0,00), we let w € C([t',t"]), and let f*, f* € C((0,00) x
[t',t"]) be locally Lipschitz functions in the first variable. That is, given any compact K C
(0,00), there exists ¢(K) > 0 such that

|2y, t) = 2 01 [, 1) — 1) < c(K)ly =),
forally,y' € K and t € [t',t"]. If y**,y" € C([t',t"]) solve the follows integral equations

y"r(t) =y (') + (w(t) —w(t')) + /t [Py (s),s)ds, Y teltt"], (2.17)
y"(t) =y (') + (w(t) —w(t)) + / Uy (s),s)ds, Yt et 1], (2.18)
and if f*(y, ) < [y, +), Yy € (0,00), and y™(t') < y"*(t'), then
ylw S[t',t”} y*r.

With (., s) and f(+,s) being locally Lipschitz, Lemma 2.8 is proven by standard ODE
arguments using Gronwall’s inequality. We omit the proof. Equipped with the monotonicity
of {Y™}, the next step is to take the limit n — oo in (2.8b), and show that the r.h.s.

converges to the appropriate limit. The major challenge here is to control f(f Y(%)()ds,
which we achieve by showing

11[10f}Y J(s) >0, almost surely, for all t > 0. (2.19)
s€|0,t

Remark 2.9. For any § > 1, the non-existence of finite time collisions, (2.19), cannot be
achieved solely by the local Bessel-type repulsion (3/y,). To see this, rewrite the interaction

A1a(y) (as in (2.1)) as

Bna(y) = p (y% - KIH — 2yi71 + (terms involving multiple gaps)).

Estimating the strength of the first three terms (which dominate when particles come close
together) by their coefficients, we find that the term (5/y,) comes just enough to balance
B2 H(Yar1) "t + (Ya—1)"']. One may continue this estimation to higher orders. By grouping
terms according to the number of gaps involved, one finds that the strength of positive and
negative terms always balance. This differs from the finite-dimensional case, where a residual
term contributes positively when summing over all gaps.

The idea of proving (2.19) is to utilize the global property of conservation of average
spacing £(y(t)) = M, i) (—o0,00) B(ir,io) (¥ (t)), assuming such a limit exists. To see the
intuition of such a quantity being conserved, note that for a generic solution X of (1.1) we
have

Z( . )(Y(S)) s=t _ Xi2 (3) — Xil (3) s—t
1,12 - P Zl
_ Bm (t) - 21 ¢22 S ¢i1 (X(S))
= 2 — 1 "‘ 5/ ( 19 — 11 iy — i )ds, (2,20)

where Y (t) := u(X(t)). Letting (i1,i2) — (—00,00), assuming |¢;, (X(s))[, |¢i,(X(s))| <
lig — 1], we find that (Y (t)) = k(Y (0)), V¢t > 0, i.e. the average spacing is conserved. With
Y ™ satisfying (2.8b), following the preceding type of argument, we show that (Y () (¢)) >
k(Y )(0)) = p, ¥t > 0 (see Lemma 5.4-5.5), which roughly speaking implies 3, ) (Y (t)) >
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|m —m/| /¢, ¢ < oo, outsides of large windows. This then allows to control the strength of
1 (Y)(t)) outsides of a certain large window, whereby reducing the problem to finite
dimensions.

The main step of proving Proposition 2.6 is to show Y € Yr(«,p). To this end, in
Section 6, we partition L into certain mesoscopic intervals Ay, b € L, (see (6.1)) and
simultaneously estimate ¥4, , (YY" (s)), Vn € Zso,b € L. This yields that the mesoscopic
average of Y(s) over A,y is at least £ (see Proposition 6.3). Using this as a ‘seed’, we
estimate the global density 3o, (Y (s)), |m| > 1, via (2.20) to obtain Y € Yy (a, p).

To prove Proposition 2.7, in Section 4, we derive the following equation

t
Blsin(0) = Buiolt) + 8 [ (L306) = Lio) = L{(9) + L (o)) ds, Ve =¥, (221)
t/
that describes E;, ;,)(t) in terms of certain boundary interactions L (s), defined as

up lw
LE(s) 1 3 Y(@j’(s)_y“”(s). (2.22)
Z 2 Y (9)Yey) ()

J€(i,400)

With E, :,)(0) = 0, equipped with (2.21), in Section 4, we prove Proposition 2.7 by

showing fo LjE )ds — 0, along some suitable subsequence i, — +00. To see the intuition
of this, note that for each j, the denominator of the j-th term in (2.22) is approximately
pli — z'|2. As for the numerator, with YV, Y" € Y(a, p), we have

|m|—>oo

S0 (Y2(5) = Y (5)) |l 2255 0,

for all o/ < «, suggesting that the numerator is at most » la|=®". Combining these

bounds yields LF(s) — 0 as |i| — oo0.

a€(i,j)

3. COMPARISON AND MONOTONICITY

We begin by establishing the monotonicity (2.13). Recall the definition of Y() and Y7 (7)
from (2.10)—(2.11).
Proposition 3.1. Fizing y™,z™ € Y(7), v > 0, we let {YD} ) and {ZD}7 be Y. (7)-
valued sequences satisfying (2.8), with YD (0) = y™ and ZD(0) =z™, i =0,...,n
(a) The sequence {Y@n s decreasmg Y(0 ()>...> Y(" (+).
(b) If y™ > 2", we have YO (+) > Z0(.), forz-()
Proof. We begin by showing that
y — Ya(y, z(s)) is uniform Lipschitz over [0,00) x [0,t], ¥Vt >0, Vz € Vr. (3.1)

To this end, with 1, defined as in (2.3), we estimate the expression

1 y -y
,lvba(ya Z(S)) - wa(y,> Z(S)) =5 : (32)
3,2 TF a0 T 2an @)
With y,4" > 0, we bound the r.h.s. by 27y — /[ 37, 451 (2(ai)(s)) 7%, which converges
uniformly over [0, ], for any z € J_ (7). Hence (3.1) follows.
We now prove Y0~ D(.) > Y@ (.) by induction on i. For i = 1, by (3.1), we have
that —1be(+, Y©(£)) is uniformly Lipschitz. With —t,(ye, YO (£)) < 0, and Y.” and v\"
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solving the respective equations (2.8a) and (2.8b), applying Lemma 2.8 for y"P = Y? and
g =YY we conclude YO(+) > Y®(.). Assuming Y0-D(+) > YO(.), i > 1, by (2.16)
we have —t,(y, YO V(1)) > —tho(y, YO(£)). With Yo” and Y™ solving (2.8b), applying
Lemma 2.8 for 4™ = Yo" and y™ = Y™™ we conclude Y (+) > Y+ (.). This completes
the proof of (a).

As for (b), the case i = 0 follows directly by applying Lemma 2.8. For i > 0, by (2.16),
we have that

Z(+) < YO(+) implies — vy, Z(s)) < ~vuly, Y(s)),
so, by induction, the case ¢ > 0 follows by the preceding comparison argument. U

Next, we establish a backward lower-semicontinuouity for a generic process of the form
(3.6). To this end, we consider Q" := (Q} )aer € (C([t1,00)) N C(t1,00))",

t
QU(t) = Walt) ~ W) + [ ~L—ds, t>1. (3.3)
t1 Qa (S)
the Bessel process starting from 0 at ¢, and let Q{*2 := sup,cp;, 4,) Qi (t). Indeed, for L, :=
%—FQL and Lg = ]_—I—Ll,

{Q"(+)}aeL,,i = 1,2, are i.i.d. collections of processes. (3.4)
Hence, by the Law of Large Numbers, we have
Jim %, Q) = E((Q1")) = glt2 = t1,p) < oo, (3.5)

Hereafter, for generic processes Y (+) and Y (), we adopt the notations
Y(#,t") = sup Y(s), Y(#,t"):= inf Y(s),
sE[t/ ] selt! t"]

Y (', t") = (Ya(t',t")aer, and Y (¢, ") := (Y, (', ")) acL-
Lemma 3.2. Leta € L, Y* € C,([0,00)), F € L}, ([0,0)), {% }+>0 be a filtration such that

loc

Y*, F and W are 4 -adapted and that W is a Brownian motion with respect to 9. If F >0
and if Y* solves the equation

t 1
Y*(t) =Y™"(0) + W,(t) + B/ ( — F(s)) ds, a€l, (3.6)
o \Y(s)
then, for allt’ <t" € [0,00), we have
YH(") =Yt ) = sup (Y(H") = Y7(s)) < QL ("), (3.7)
Se[t/,t"]

sup  (Y*(1) = Y*(s)) < Q" == sup QL(1), (3.8)

s<te[t! t] telt/ ¢

almost surely.

Proof. To the end of showing (3.7), fixing s; € (#,¢”), we consider the process Y*' €
C4([s1,00)) defined as

Yo(t) = Y (s1) + Wal(t) — Wa(s1) + B/t Y%(s)ds’ t> sy, (3.9)
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which is a Bessel process starting from Y*(s;) at time s;. With Y* and Y*' satisfying (3.6)
and (3.9), applying Lemma 2.8 (for [t/,t"] = [s1,t"], y™® = Y1, ¢!V = Y* f®(y,s) = By
and f™(y,s) = B(1/y—F(s))), we obtain Y*(+) <[5, 1 Y*1(+), and therefore, with Y*(s;) =
Y (Sl),

Y (") — Y*(s1) < YO (") — Y™ (s1). (3.10)

We next compare Y and @3'. They solve the same equation, (3.3) and (3.9), with different
initial conditions Y*'(s1) > 0 = Q3*(s1). Hence, applying Lemma 2.8 for (¢',t") = (s1+¢,t"),
e > 0 (sothat Y*1 Q% € Cy([s1+¢,t"])), conditioned on {Y*'(s1+¢) > Q%' (s14¢)}, and then
sending € — 0, we obtain Q%' <[5, » Y*' almost surely, thereby f;l Y%(s)ds < f; %(S)ds.
Plugging this in (3.3) and (3.9), we obtain

YR (") =Y (s1) < QaH(t") — Q5 (s1) = Q3! (). (3.11)

Next, as Q%! and Q% solve the same equation on [sy, "] with the initial conditions Q! (s;) =
0 < Q% (sy), by the preceding comparison argument we obtain Q%1 (#”) < Q% (¢"). Combining
this with (3.10)-(3.11), we arrive at Y*(#) — Y*(s1) < Q% (t"). As this holds almost surely
for each s; € (t',t"), taking the infimum over s; € (#,t"”) N Q, using the continuity of Y*(+),
we conclude (3.7).

As for (3.8), taking the supremum over ¢’ € [t,#'] N Q in (3.7), using the continuity of
Y*(+), we obtain

sp (V- int i) = s (00 - < s QL) =i

et i) seft,t"] s<te[t!, 7] et i)
O

For the rest of this section, we establish the the well-posedness of certain finite-dimensional
SDE. We begin with the one-dimensional equation (3.12) in the following, which is a gener-
alization of (2.9).

Lemma 3.3. Let t' > 0 and F : [0,00) x [t';00) = R be random, such that
s+ F(y,s) is C([t',00), R)-valued and FW -adapted for all y € [0, c0),
y — F(y,s) is Lipschitz, uniformly over (y,s) € [0,00) x [t',t], for all t > 1/,
F(0,t) =0, forallt > t.

FN -measurable Y™, the equation

t (st> + F(Y(s), s))ds (3.12)

has a C([t', 00))-valued, FW -adapted solution starting from Y™ at t', which is the unique
Ci([t', 00))-valued solution in the pathwise sense.

Given any (0, 00)-valued,

Y@ZY“+MMO—WﬁW+/

t

Remark 3.4. Equation (3.12) for /' = 0 describes the Bessel process of dimension (8 + 1).
At the critical dimension § + 1 = 2, it seems that any F' < 0, even if uniformly bounded,
may be strong enough to drive the solution Y to 0 within a finite time. However, for the
type of F' we consider here, with F'(0,s) = 0 and F(-, s) being uniformly Lipschitz, we have

F — F(0
sup sup [y~ F(y, s)| = sup sup (. 5) (0, 5)
Se[t’7t} y>0 Se[t/,t] y>0 Y — 0

< 00, Vt > 0. (3.13)
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This in particular implies that |F(y,s)| — 0 linearly (in y) as y — 0, which suffices for
Y € Cy([t',00)). The same applies for (3.19) in the following.

Proof. To show the uniqueness, with F'(-,s) being uniformly Lipschitz, the only problem
is /y not being Lipschitz at y = 0. This problem is solved by the standard localization
argument: by first considering the localized process Y (t A T°), T° := inf{t : Y(t) > 4},
proving the uniqueness for ¢t € [0, 7] (by Gronwall’s inequality), and letting § — 0, (whence
T% — oo by the assumption Y € C, ([t', 0))).

As for existence, following the standard argument (c.f. [I, Lemma 4.3.3]), we construct a
solution Y up to the first hitting time S° of any given level § > 0. With pathwise uniqueness,
Y%, § > 0, are consistent for different values of 6, so it suffices to show S? — oo as § — 0.
If /> 0, this is easily achieved by comparing Y and QY on [/, S%]. Indeed, if F' > 0, by
Lemma 2.8 we have Q" <50 Y°. With Q" € OL((t',00)), this implies S° — oo.

For the general case, F' # 0, we show S° — oo by the method of Lyapunov function (c.f.
[1, Lemma 4.3.3]). Applying Ito’s formula to the semimartingale log(Y?( « A S?%)), we obtain

tAS?
. -1
log (Y°(t A S%)) =logy™ + MG + / <(55(7))2 + (Y°(s)) TR (Y?(s), s))ds, (3.14)
0 S
where MG is a martingale with zero mean. Further localizing (3.14) w.r.t. 77 ATy, where
T7 :=inf{t > 0:Y°(t) > r} and T3 := inf{t > 0 : sup,>o{ly " F(y,t)|} > r}, and taking
expectation of both sides, with 5 > 1, we arrive at

logr 4 (log 6)P(S° < t ATT ATy) > logy™ — tr.

From this, P(lims_,oS° = oo) = 1 follows by letting 6 — 0, ¢ — oo and r — oo in order,
provided P(lim,_, o, T = 00) = 1 and P(lim, o, Ty = c0) = 1. The latter follows immediately
from (3.13). To show the former, we apply the preceding construction for the case F' > 0 to
obtain the C'y([t', 00))-valued process Y’ such that

Y/(t) = Y™™ + Wa(t) — Wa(t') + /t (Y/ﬁ(s) +F(Y'(s), s)_,_) ds,

where F'(y,s)y denote the positive part of F(y,s). Note that F(y,s)y indeed meets the
prescribed conditions of this Lemma, and is in particular uniformly Lipschitz because

|F<y78)+ - F(ylv 8)+‘ |F(y78) B F(ylv S)|

sup - < sup -

yy' 0 vy =/ yhy' >0 ly =/l
With F(y,s) < F(y,s)4+, by Lemma 2.8 we have Y°(+) <5 Y'(+), thereby concluding
P(lim, o 77 = o0) = 1. O

We next consider the equation (3.19) as follows, which is a finite-dimensional version of
(2.5) with external forces. For A C R, we let ¥7\(y,z) and n/(y) denote the restriction of

ta(y,z) and 1(y) onto [0, 00) x (0, 00)"™,
1 y
My, 2) =5 , (3.15)
2. A%M Xai) (Y + Zai)
7 (y) = = = ¥ (Ve ), (3.16)

which indeed satisfy the following analog of (2.15)—(2.16),
vy, 2) <V 2), fory </, (3.17)
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Uiy, z) = U (y,2), forz <7, (3.18)

By abuse of notation, we let u and u, defined as in (1.4)-(1.5), act on the space W2l
whereby u : W2l — (0, 00) x (0, 00)@2)" i5 also a bijection.

Lemma 3.5. Let iy < iy € Z, T := (iy,i2) NL, ' >0, Z* € C([t',00))F be FW-adapted.
For any 7Y -measurable Y™ € (0,00)%, the equation

Ya(t) = Y"(t) + (Wa(t) — Wa(t)

| 3.19
+BL (ME(Y (s)) + Ya(s)Z:(s))ds, t>t, a€l (3.19)

has a Cy([t',00)) -valued, FW -adapted solution starting from Y™, which is the unique
Co([t', 00))*-valued solution in the pathwise sense.

Proof. The uniqueness follows by the same argument as in the proof of Lemma 3.3. As
for the existence, following the proof of Lemma 3.3, we construct the solution Y° up to
the first hitting time S° := inf{t > 0 : Y°(¢) < 6, for some a € Z}, and then using the
method of Lyapunov function to show S° — oco. Recall that Yij) = Zaem) Ya. With
E(Y) = D (ij)cir.in) 108 Y(i ) being the Lyapunov function, applying Ito’s formula to the
semimartingale £(Y?( « A S°%)), we obtain

E(YO(t A S%) = E(y™) + MC + / (F(Y(5)) + f2(Y2(s), Z°(5)))ds.

where MG is a martingale with zero mean, and

hly)= ) (1 > Bnily) - ! )

(2,5)C(i1,32)

Rya= Y Y e

(ivj)c(ilviQ)

Following [1, p 252], one obtains fi(y) = (8 — 1)27' 37, .. (x5 — 2:)"? > 0, where x :=
u10,y). Let T/ := inf{t > 0 : Y?(t) > r, for some a € Z}, and Ty := inf{t > 0 :
Ff2(Y2(t),Z*(t)) > r}. With fi(y) > 0, similar to the proof of Lemma 3.3, it now suffices to
show P(lim, o, 7] = o0) = 1 and P(lim, . 75 = oo0) = 1. The former, similar to the proof
of Lemma 3.3, is proven by comparing Y? to the process Y’, defined as the unique solution
(given by Lemma 3.3) of

Ya(t) = YUE) + (Walt) = Wat)) + B / ((V2s) ™ + Vi) Za(s)|ds, aeT.

As for the latter, with Tl_)ya <1, Va € (i,7), we have |fo(y,z)| < B|I|3Zae(ij) |24|. From
¥ P

this, P(lim, ., 75 = 0o) = 1 follows since Z* € C([t’, 00))~. O

Remark 3.6. The preceding proof of pathwise uniqueness depends only on Gronwall’s in-

equality, so the uniqueness in fact holds more generally for random Z = J, where J is not
necessarily independent of W.



14 L.-C. TSAI

Next, we establish a comparison principle for the equation (3.19). To this end, for Z C L,
we let

y <*y' if and only if y, < v/, Va € Z,
Y <o ¥ if and only if y,(t) < y,(t), Va €T, t € [t',1"]
denote the restriction of (2.6)—(2.7) onto Z and [t/,t"].

Lemma 3.7. Fizingt' <t" € [0,00), I1 < I € Z (possibly random), we let J := (I, ) NL,
Z" and Z"™ € C([t',t"])?, and Y™, Y™ be the C([t',t"])-valued solutions of (3.19) with
the respective external forces Z'P and Z™, i.e.

Yor(t) = Y, (t) + (Wa(t) — Wa(t))

+5/ (na (Y™ (s)) + Y, (s)Z2(s))ds, te[t',t"], a€T, (3.20)
(t) = Wa(t'))
+B/ (ma(Y"™(s)) + Y, "(s)2l(s))ds, te[t',t"], a€T. (3.21)

V() = Y, (t) + (Wt

If 7 <2, . Z", and Y"™(t') < Y (t'), then

t/ t”
YW <ﬁ, w1 Y, almost surely. (3.22)

Remark 3.8. Note that here we do not assume W, (+) conditioned on (I;, I5) is a Brownian
motion or even a martingale.

Proof. For each finite, deterministic interval Z := (iy,i2) N L, we consider the iteration
sequence {Y(”)’I}ZZO C C([t',00))* as follows, which is the analog of (2.8) for (3.20):

YV MWI(t) = VI (¢) 4 (W, () — W,(t)) (3.23b)

YV OL(#) = VP () 4 (Wa(t) — Wo(t)) + B ds, acT, (3.23a)

+5 (Y(” — U (Y0 (s), YO (s)) + YJ”)’Z(S)ZZZP(S)> ds, acT.

Such a sequence is constructed inductively by applying Lemma 3.3 for F(y,s) = 0 (when
n = 0), and for F(y,s) = ¥X(y, YOVI(s)) + yZ'(s) (when n > 0). In particular, such
F(y, s) indeed satisfies F'(0,s) = 0, and by the same calculation as in (3.1), y — F(y,y'(s))
is uniform Lipschtiz continuity for y’ € C. ([t', 00))%.

With Y ™7 solving (3.23) and Y solving (3.21), following the comparison argument as
in the proof of Proposition 3.1, we obtain that

Y(O)J(') 2%&’,1&”} Y(l)ﬂ(') 2%&’,1&”} e zar’tu} Ylw('). (324)
With this, defining the limiting process Y*(¢) := lim,,_,o, Y™(t), we have
Y5 > Y (3.25)
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In (3.23b), letting n — oo, by the dominated convergence theorem we obtain
¢ 1
|| (G — T, YOI ) £ YO0 20) s
t/

— / WE(Y*(s)) — Y(s)Z™(s))ds, VaeT.

Hence Y* solves (3.20). This automatically implies that Y* is C([t', 00))-valued, and with
(3.25), we actually have Y* € C([t/,00)). As the C([t', 00))-valued solution of (3.20) is
unique (by Lemma 3.5 and Remark 3.6), we must have Y* = Y"P. Combining this with
(3.25), we conclude (3.22). O

4. UNIQUENESS, PROOF OF PROPOSITION 2.7

Fixy™ € Y((a, p)NR(p)) and YV(+) < Y™ (+) € (V7 (a, p)NR7(p)) as in Proposition 2.7.
Recall that Bz(s) := >, (Y.%(s) —Y¥(s)) and that LF(t) is defined as in (2.22). We begin
by proving (2.21).

Proof of (2.21). By abuse of notation, we let ¢;(y) := ¢;(w~1(0,y)). Summing (2.5) over
a € (i1,12), and using (2.1), we obtain the equation

> Vil e [ oY) - (Y, (4

a€(i1,i2)

for a generic Vr(a, p)-valued solution Y of (2.5). Now, substitute Y for Y and for YV in
(4.1), and take the difference of the results. With ¢;(Y'"(s)) — ¢;(Y™V(s)) = L (s) — L; (s),
we conclude (2.21). O

= (Blz(s) - Bl2 S

Fixing m € Z-o (which will be sent to oo later), for i € [+m, +2m] we decompose L:(s)
into the long-range interaction

1 Vil (s) = Y (s)

LE(s) =5 Y A W (4.2)
2 e (4 3m,+00) Y (8)Yi(s)
and the short-range interaction
1 VP (s) = Y (s
PRETEES gl 152 w3)
’ 2 Y5 ()Y (%) (s)
) (i.5)

je(i,x3m] (i
The main step of the proving Proposition 2.7 is the following estimates. Recall the definition
of ¢q(t,1) from (3.5).

Lemma 4.1.
(a) For any t > 0, we have

Lf = sup sup {Efm(s)} — 0,  almost surely. (4.4)
5€[0,t] i€[£m,+2m)] '

(b) For any t' <t" € [0,00) such that q(t" —t',1) < §, we have

t//
lim  inf }/ L (s)ds =0,  almost surely. (4.5)
t/

m—00 {€[+m,£2m
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Proof of Part(a). Fix arbitrary i € [£m, £2m] and s € [0,¢]. With Y*, YV € Vr(a, p), we
have
sup  { B0, (Y™(s) = Y™(9)[4]*} = N < o0, (4.6)
s€[0,t],J€Z
and X ;) (Y™(s)) — p, uniformly in s € [t/,¢"], as |j| — co. Combining the latter with
Yl:\l):VQm] (S) = }/’(10W] ( ) Ylowi2m ( ) we obtain
liminf inf  {[j|” lYlﬂmJ (0,t)} > 2.

m—00 je(£3m,d00)

As YW € C,([0,00)), Va € Z, from this we further deduce
inf inf  {[j|” 1Y(i2m] (0,)} =: D > 0.

MEZL>o jE(£3m,+00)
Inserting this and (4.6) into (4.2), we conclude Lfm(S) <& > jsamd %, from which (4.4)
follows. u

We proceed to proving Part(b). The preceding argument yields a bound on me(s) which
is uniform over i € [+m, £2m]. Such a uniform bound cannot be achieved for the ;short—range
interaction Lfm(s), because, for example, Y € Y. (a, p) does not imply Ygfj)(s) > |j—il/c
for small |j —i|. Instead, we proceed by constructing certain ‘good’ index set 6:17 . 7 0, such
that L7 (s) is controlled for i € jS,k'

To construct Q5f; ., letting p’ € (1, 00) denote the Holder conjugates of p, i.e. 1/p+1/p' =1,
for fixed s € [0, oo) and m € Z~, we consider the set

A, (s) == {a eL:|YP(s) — YV(s)| > |m\—a/<3p’>} (4.7)

of ‘bad’ indices, where the corresponding terms in the numerator of (4.3) may be large at
time s. For A C L, i,i' € Z, let

|(,5) N Al
g(i,i’) (A) = Ssup ——————
e 17 —1l
denote the maximal cumulative occurrence frequency of A when searching to the right (when
i" > 1) or left (when i’ < i) over the interval (i,7'), starting from i. Consider the set

s) = {i € [£m, £3m] N Z : g4 13m) (A (s)) > m_o‘/3} (4.8)

of ‘bad’ indices, where the occurrence of 2,,(s) may be large over the interval (+£m,+3m).
The sets 2, (s) and ji( ) are constructed for a fixed s. We now fix ¢’ < ¢ as in Lemma 4.1,

let Tp == {t' + & _t W)k and consider the set

1 ,
N = {z‘eZ:EZHier@(s)} gm—a/<3p>}, (4.9)

s€Ty

JE(

m

consisting of ‘good’ indices ¢ such that {J7 (s) 2 i} occurs rarely alone the discrete samples
s € Ti of time. The set ‘ﬁi & 1s constructed for bounding the numerator in the expression
(4.3). As for the denominator, we consider

h(z,])(y) = inf E(zz (Y> (410)

' e(i,j]NZ
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and define

&, ={i € [Em, £2m] N Z i € M, hgasm) (X (E,17)) > £} (4.11)

m,k?

Let L;)h = " > et Lin(s) denote the k-th discrete approximation of f;” L}, (s)ds.
Having constructed 05372 w» we proceed to establishing a bound on Lfn]f for ¢ € @i p Let

P = supyez Z(g,n) (Y™ (#',t")), which is almost surely finite as Y™ € R (p).

Lemma 4.2. For all m,k € Z~q, there ezists ¢ = c(t" —t', p,p) < 0o such that
clogm
me/(3p’)’
m.» We let ¢ < oo denote a generic constant depending
only on t” — ', p, p. We begin by bounding the expression L - m(8), for s € Ty, to which end
+

we consider separately the two cases i) {JE(s) # i.}; and u) {3 (s) 2 s}
i) In (4.3), using Y™(s) < Y"(s) and h, 3m) (Y™ (#,¢")) > £, we bound the denomi-

3
nator from below by (|j — i.|p/3)%. As for the numerator, we divide Y(Lilij)(s) - Y(lzwj)(s) =
ZGE(Z])(Y P(s) — Y¥(s)) into two sums subject to the constraints {a ¢ 2,,(s)} and {a €

2, (s)}. The former sum, by (4.7), is bounded by m~=*/Gr)|j —i,|. As for the latter, we
apply the Holder inequality to obtain

Y (1Ya2(s) = Y (9))) (Ha € An(s)})

a€(ix,j)
1/ 1/p'
<X vrer) (Y Haets)})
a€(ix,5) a€(ix,5)
. . . . 1/p
< (17 = i P)Y (gis ) (B (8)) 15 — i) 7.

With i, ¢ 3£ (s), we have g, +3m) (A (s)) < m~/3 so the last expression is further bounded
by cPY/Pm=/GP)|j —i,|. Combining the preceding bounds yields

Lih, < (1+ PY?) Vi, € &7, (4.12)

Proof. Fixing k,m € Z-, and i, € M=

Lz:'E,m(S> < c(1 4 PYPym=o/) Z |] _Z*| < (14 PYPym=/GM logm.  (4.13)

— 2
FE(ix,%3m) 17 =]
i) Using Y (s) > Y™(s) in (4.3), we bound the j-th term by 1/Ylw )(s). This, with
Bi 3my (Y (E, 27)) > £, is further bounded by ([j — i.|p/3)~" Consequently,
Ly () < clog(m +1). (4.14)
Although the bound (4.14) is undesired (— as m — 00), the corresponding case
{s €T :TJE(s) 2 i} occurs at low frequency < m a/ ') Hence
T N e
- > {3k (s) 2 i} LY, (s) < clog(m + 1)m /G, (4.15)
SETE
Averaging (4.13) over s € T, for {s € T : £ (s) # 4.}, and combining the result with (4.15),
we conclude (4.12). O

Next, we show that ®i & is nonempty for all large enough m.

Lemma 4.3. We have liminf (inf [S5 k\) > 1, almost surely.

m—00 k€Z~q



18 L.-C. TSAI

With ijuc defined as in (4.11), proving |& | = 1requires finding i € [£m, £2m) such that

hitam)(y) > & fory = Y™(#,t"). This is conveniently reduced to estimating S, (),
J € [£2m, £3m], by the following lemma.

Lemma 4.4. Let y € [0,00]", i < i < if and iy < iy < iy, where it,if € 7 and
iy € ZU{Foc}. If, for somey € (O 00),

then there exists it € [iT,i3) N IL such that h ;= £ (y) =7

Proof. Without lost of generality we consider only the + case. Let f be the counting function
fZ—-R, i~ Zae(i”) Yo, and let £ := {(z,v(xz —i])) : x € R} denote the straight line of
slope v passing through (i, 0). By (4.16), the graph of f is above £ for all i € [iJ, i3] N Z.
Hence, letting

i ==sup{i € [if,i7]NZ: (i, f(i)) is not above L} > i,
we clearly have f(l) (2*) >, for all i € [ig i3 |NZ, which is equivalent to it it Hy) =~ O

Proof of Lemma 4.3’. Fixing m, k € Z~o, to simply notations, we omit the dependence on
m, k of the index sets (e.g. MF := N7 ) and let Y5 := Y ¥(,#")1{a € M* £ 3}. We show

E(imij)(\?i) £, Vj € [£2m,£3m], V large enough m. (4.17)

This, by Lemma 4.4 for (zli,zét,zgt) = (dm,+2m,+3m), implies the existence of [+ €
[+£m, £2m)NZ such that h+ 1gm) (Y*) > £. For such 1=, we have h(j+ 13 Y™, ) > g
and i}([:l:J:l::tl) > § > 0. The later implies I* € M*, and therefore I* € &*. Hence, it suffices
to prove (4.17).

To the end of showing (4.17), with Y= defined as in the preceding, we begin by estimating
|(91F)¢]. To this end, as M* is defined in terms of A(s) and T*(s), we first establish bounds
on |A(s) N (£m,+3m)| and |I*(s)|. Fixing s € [¢/,#"], with N as in (4.6) and 2((s) as in
(4.7), we have

12(s) N (£m, £3m)| < |2A(s) N (0, £3m)| < EMN < (3)1-5 N, (4.18)

a/(3p’)

Proceeding to bounding |J£ ()|, we require the followmg inequality: for any finite A C L,
n € Z~go, we have
1Zy| <n|A|, where Z, :={i € Z: gi1o)(A) >n"'} CL. (4.19)

To prove this inequality, we image a pile of n particles at each site of A, and topple the
particles to the left (for +) or right (for —) in any order, so that each sites of L contains
at most one particle. Letting A C L denote the resulting set of particles, we clearly have
* C (AL F 1) and |AE| = n|A|, thereby concluding (4.19). Now, with 3% (s) as in (4.8),
combining (4.18) and (4.19) for A = 2A(s) N (£m, +3m) and n = [m*/3], we arrive at

[3%(s)] < [m*1[2A(s) N (£m, £3m)| < 6Nm'~3.

Now, with 91* as in (4.9), we have 1{i ¢ M*} < ma x ser. 1{i € 7(s)}. Summing both
sides over ¢ € Z, we arrive at

|(MH)e| < = Zwi )ms < 6Nm'"~, (4.20)

sETk
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where o := (1 — —) > 0.

We proceed to proving (4.17). Fix j € [£2m, £3m]. With Y+ defined as in the proceeding,
we have

Ewm)(Y5) = By XYV, 1") —

Iw gt 41 +\c 1
‘]:Fm| Z Xa (t>t )1{a€(m ) j:2}

(£m.J)
For the last term, with |3F—1||(‘ﬁi)c| < 6Nm~ (by (4.20)) and Y € Ry (p), we have
Z Y #"1{a € (M*)° £ 1} “=25 0, uniformly in j € [£2m, £3m].

j:
17 & ml |

Consequently, to prove (4.17), we may and shall replace Y+ with Y™(¢, ). Applying the
continuity estimate (3.7) for Y* = YV, we have

S m ) (X 11) 2 By (YN (") = Eem (Q7(")).

With Y € Yr(a,p), the first term on the r.h.s. converges to p as m — oo, uniformly in
J € [£2m, £3m]. With q(t"—#',1) < £, by (3.5), the last term contributes > —£ as m — oo.
Combining the preceding we conclude (4.17). O

Based on Lemma 4.2-4.3, we now prove Lemma 4.1(b).
Proof of Lemma 4.1(b). By Lemma 4.2-4.3, we have that

inf L% < (14 PY)em™/Cr) log(1 4 m).
i€[£m,£2m|

Since the constant ¢ does not depend on £, upon letting k — oo, by the continuity of Y"P(+)

and Y¥(.), the Lh.s. tends to (infiesm +om) ft, m.i(8)ds). Consequently, further letting
m — 00, we complete the proof. O

Proof of Proposition 2.7. Fixing arbitrary ¢ > 0, we partition [0,¢] into j. equally spaced
subintervals [t;_1,%;], j = 1,..., j., so that q(t/j., 1) < § (for q(¢,1) as in (3.5)). By (2.21),
we have

Bovialtinnt) < Byt 8 [ (L5060 + Lo o) s
where Ey;, ;,)(tj1, ;) := SUD,eft,_, 1,] Eirin) (8) by our convention. Letting (i1,42) — (—00, 00)
and combining the result for j = 1,..., j,, we obtain
i
Ev.00)(0,1) < Slelrgcl)Onf/ (Lf(s) + LZ;(s))ds. (4.21)

Now, with L;(s) = L, (s) + Lfm(s), we have
tj tj i
inf / LE(s)ds < inf / LE, (s)ds+  sup / LE (s)ds.
i€[+tm,£2m] 1€[+m,+2m] i1 ’ i€[£m,x2m] Jt;_, ’

Applying Lemma 4.1 to bound the r.h.s., letting m — 0o, and plugging the result in (4.21),
we thus conclude E(_ o)(0,t) = 0. O
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5. EXISTENCE, PROOF OF PROPOSITION 2.5

Fix v > 0 and y™ € [y,00)" as in Proposition 2.5. We consider first the special case of
equally spaced initial condition, z™ := ~ = (...,7,7,...), and construct the corresponding
iteration sequence {Z(™},cz.,. For n = 0, ZO is the Z#W-adapted Bessel process (as in
(2.8a)) starting at . Recalling Y(7) and Y.-(v) are defined as in (2.10)(2.11), we check
that Z(©® is Y. (v)-valued.

Lemma 5.1. We have Z©) € Y (7).
Proof. Fix arbitrary t > 0. With Z{” satisfying (2.8a) and Zéo)(O) = 7, averaging (2.8a)
over a € (0,m) using W,(t) = Bat1/2(t) — Ba—1/2(t), we obtain
inf {Som (Z(O)(s))} —y> - s?p} |m| ™! B (s) — Bo(s)|.
s€l0,t

s€[0,t]
Upon letting |m| — oo, the r.h.s. tends to zero, whereby Z(® € Y () follows. O

For n > 0, we construct the .#W-adapted, Y (7)-valued process Z™ by induction on n,

using Lemma 3.3. That is, ﬁxmg n > 0, for each a € L, we let Z™ be the unique solution of
(3.12) for F(y,s) = —lpa(y, Z("=V(s)), assuming Z"~ D is the FW- adapted, Y (v)-valued
process satisfying (2.8). For Lemma 3.3 to apply, we indeed have that F'(0,s) = 0, that
F(y,s)is #W-adapted (since Z("~Y(s) is), and that F(+,s) is uniformly Lipschitz, by (3.1).
This yields the unique .#W-adapted, O ([0, 00))"-valued process Z™.

To complete the construction, we show that Z is also 27(7)—Valued. To this end, we

first establish the shift-invariance of Z". We say Z : [0,00) — [0, 00)" is shift-invariant if
Z(+) " (Zari(+)aer = 6:(Z(+)), Vi € Z.
Lemma 5.2. The processes Z0, ... Z™  constructed in the preceding, are shift-invariant.
Proof. We prove by induction on j the stronger statement

(ZD(+), W(+)) = (6,Z9(+),6,W(+)), VieZ (5.1)
This is clear for j = 0. For j > 0, with ¢,(y,z) as in (2.3), we have ¥,;(y,z) =
¥a(y,0:(z(s))). Using this in (2.8b), we obtain

ZSQZ( ) =7 + Wa-i-z +ﬁ/ <Z(J)

a+z

—@Da(Zé]_H( ), 6; (Z(j_l)(s)))>ds.

Combining this with the induction hypothesis, we then deduce that Z := 6;(Z")) solves

20 =1+ W)+ 8 | (Zg=tulZu(s).Z(s))ds. ael (52
for (Z', W') =" (20-1) W),

Indeed, Z\9) also solves (5.2). By Lemma 3.3, for each a € L, the solution of (5.2) is unique in
the pathwise sense, so the system of SDE (5.2) must also enjoy pathwise uniqueness. Since
pathwise uniqueness implies uniqueness in law in finite dimensions (e.g. [10, Proposition
5.3.20]), by first considering a € Z := (iy,12) € L and letting (iy,i2) — (—o0, 00), we obtain
the uniqueness in law of (5.2). This completes the induction. O
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Equipped with Lemma 5.2, we proceed to showing Z™ e Y(v). To this end, letting
Neirsi2) (Y) = D ae(in in) Na(Y) (Where Na(y) is defined as in (2 2)), we will use the following
readily verified identity (c.f. (2.1)) in the proof of Lemma 5.3:

n(i1,i2)(y) = 77?5,@2)(}’) - 77?2,22)(}’% (53)
where i_ := (’Ll VAN Zg) < ’i+ = (’Ll V Zg) and
1 1
up R
n(il,i2)(Y) T Z 2, t Z 2Y(isi) (5.4)
ic(inia] “7 D ig(igay) T7 020
W ~lw, ~lw,—
n%h,iz)(y) = 77(“—:_2)('3/(21 i) y) + n(ihiz)(y(h,iz)a y)> (55)
~lw,+ Z
. 5.6
iy, Z2)(2 y) = p (;EOO) 2(2 + i)Y, )

Note that the expressions 7, ,)(y), 77&‘1) i2)( y) and 77(21 ir)(¥) are well-defined for all y € V(7).

Lemma 5.3. Let Z( . Z(” , with {ZWY) € Yo () and Z0 € C([0,00))%, be as in
the proceeding, we have Z ) € Y(7).

Proof. Let Vi . 1(s) = E(i) ) (ZM) (s)). With ZM € € (]0,00))", fixing ¢ > 0, it suffices to
show (lim 1nf|m|_>Oo Vi6.m(0,8)) = . We achieve this in two steps by showing

i) ‘ l‘im Vio.m) () >~ almost surely, for each fixed s" € [0,];
m|—o0 ’

i1) 1‘1:(1‘1 inf Vg ( ) >~ almost surely.
m|—oo

i) Fixing s’ € [0,¢], we begin by deriving a lower bound on Vg, (s'). With Z=V () >
Z(")(-) (by Proposition 3.1), by (2.15) we have

= a(Z(5), 2870 (9)) 2 St = Ya( 2070 (s), 2071(5)) = ma(Z20 70 (5)).

Insertmg this into (2.8b), summing the result over a € (0,m), and dividing both sides by
|m|, with > y Wa(s") = Bu(s') — Bo(s'), Zl(ln)(O) = v and (5.3), we have

a€c(0,m)

Vi) 2 7+ B~ Bos) — 20 [ @ opas. 67

As im0 (M| (B (s") — Bo(s'))) = 0 almost surely, it clearly suffices to show

!

/ |m/|~ 177(0 m)(Z("_l)(s))ds — 0 almost surely, as |m| — oo. (5.8)
0

With {Zs () (s') }acL being shift-invariant (by Lemma 5.2) and having a finite first moment
(since Z(™ (s") < Z(0(s")), by the Birkhoff-Khinchin ergodic theorem, we have that Viom ()

converges almost surely (to a possibly random limit) as |[m| — oco. Using this, we further
reduce showing (5.8) to showing

!

/ Im _ln%‘(’{m)(z("_l)(s))ds — 0, as |m| — oo, (5.9)
0

where = denotes convergence in law.
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We proceed to showing (5.9). This, with (5.5), amounts to estimating 75" (y) := 75" (yz, ¥),
for T := (0,m) and y = Z™V(s). With Z"" satisfying (2.8b), by (3.8) we have that
Z8 () < 287(0) + QO = 4 + Q. Combining this with (3.5), we have

N::sup{V" 1(0 s'): mEZ} < 00

(0,m)

With Z("~) € Y_(), we have D := inf {V’;gl(o, §),i # o} > 0. With

lW _ = Yo _JO,m]) lw,+ _ - Y(=|ml,0)
(0, Z Mo, mp) (¥) = Z VN

=1 Y(=ilmhYy i=1 Y(0,)Y(=|ml,i)
so by the preceding bounds we then have
’ 1 1W$ (n—1) a.s.
/0 | 0 ) (Z Z DT \m|N> 2550, as |m| — 0o, (5.10)

=

Next, using the shift-invariance of Z("~V, we have

w, n— distr w, n— w, n—
n}(],:f|m|)(z( 1)(5)) = n%ojm‘)(@ﬂm(z( 1)(3))) = 77%0 ;F\m\ (Z( 1)(5))-
Combining this with (5.10) yields

/

/ [l = 00y (207D (5))ds = 0, as [m] = oo,
0

From this and (5.10) we conclude (5.9), thereby completing the proof of (7).
ii) With (), this is achieved by a continuity estimate based on (3.7). To this end, partition

0, ] into j. equally spaced subintervals 0 =ty < ... < t;, = t. For each a € L, with zim

satisfying (2.8b), we apply (3.7) for Y* = ™. Averaging the result over a € (0,m), we
obtain

Vo (ti=1:5) = Vi (t5) — Bom) (Q¥ (t5-1))- (5.11)
Letting |m| — oo, by (i) and (3.5), we have
lim inf Vi . (t-1,t5) > v — q(t/js, 1)

|m|—o00 ———=

Combining this for 7 = 1,..., j,, using the readily verified inequality

liminf f,,(0,%) > ml?{hmmffm( j—1, ) )}, fm(+) :]0,00) = R,

we thus conclude (Liminfj, o0 Vg, (0,2)) = v — q(t/j*,1), almost surely. With j* being

arbitrary, the proof is completed upon letting j* — oo, (whence ¢(t/j*, 1) — 0). O

Having constructed the iteration sequence {Z™}, for z™ = ~, with Z(™(+) > Z™+1(.)
(by Proposition 3.1), we let Z(t) := lim, s Z3" (t) > 0 denote the limiting process. We
next establish a lower bound on the average spacing of Z().

Lemma 5.4. We have Z™) € Y (v) almost surely, where

V() = {y(+) :[0.00) = [0,00)" :liminf inf Lo, (y(s) =7, % 20} (5.12)

|m|—o0 s€[0,t]
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Proof. Fixing t > 0, we let V2°(s) := ¥7(Z()(s)), and recall that V3(s) := B7(Z™(s)).
As already mentioned in the proof of Lemma 5.3, since Z(™ is shift-invariant for n € Zs
and (hence) for n = oo, and since each Z{" as a finite mean for n € Z-q U {00} (because
Z(>)(s) < Z9(s)), by the Birkhoff-Khinchin ergodic theorem, the limits

Vi(s) = Hm Vi(s) V()i Tm V()

exists almost surely.
As in the proof of Lemma 5.3, we proceed by first proving VV*°(s) > ~ almost surely, for any

fixed s € [0,¢]. With Z{(s) < 28 (s) < Z(s) < v+ Q%*, we have that (V6 (8) ez i
uniformly integrable, for n € Z>, U {oo}. Consequently, we have

E(V'(s) = m E(Vim(9) = lm E(S0m(Z"(5)) = E(Z{(s), ¥n € Zzq U {oo}.

|m|—o0

With Zf/g(s) N\ ZS;)(S), we thus conclude E(V"(s)) — E(V>°(s)). Combining this with
Vr(s) > Vo(s) > 0 (as ZM(s) > Z>®(s) > 0), we further obtain that V"(s) — V>(s)
almost surely. By Lemma 5.3, V*°(s) > « almost surely, so V>°(s) >« almost surely.

Now, letting n — oo in (5.11), we obtain

Voo i1, 1) = Vg () — Bom) (Q" (tj-1))-

With this and V*°(¢;) > ~, the proof is completed by following the same continuity argument
as in the proof of Lemma 5.3(17). O

Now, we turn to the initial condition y™ € [y,00)" and construct the corresponding
iteration sequence and limiting process.

Lemma 5.5. Let y™ € [y,00)% be as in the preceding. There exists a Y (v)-valued,
FW-adapted, decreasing sequence {Y"}nez, satisfying (2.8). Further, with Ya(oo)(t) =
lim,, o0 YA™ (1) > 0 denoting the limiting process, we have Y ) € V().

Proof. To construct such a sequence {Y"},, as seen from the proceeding construction of
{Z"},, it suffices to show Y™ € Y_(v). This follows directly by induction on n using
Proposition 3.1, which assures Y™ (+) > Z™(.). Letting n — oo in the previous inequality,
we obtain Y(*)(+) > Z(*)(.), thereby concluding Y () ¢ Yo (7). O

With Y () constructed as in the preceding, we proceed to showing that Y(*) is in fact a
Y (7)-valued solution. This is done in a slightly more general context as follows.

Proposition 5.6. Let {Y["}}nez>O be a nonnegative decreasing sequence such that either

i) (2.8b) holds; or
i) Y solves (2.5) for all n.

Let Y2Ut) = limy,_oo Y () denote the limiting process. If Y™ € Yo(v), v >0, and
Yl(0) € (0,00)%, then Y™ is q Y (v)-valued solution of (2.5).

Proof. Fixing t > 0 and a, € L, we begin by showing
Yl(0,¢) >0,  almost surely. (5.13)
This is achieved by first showing that there exists J* € (a,,+00) N Z such that
(% o) (XY 10(0,8)) > 2, (5.14)
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(where hz(y) is as in (4.10)), and then, using (5.14) to reduce the problem to finite dimen-
sions, whereby showing that Y!*1(0,¢) > 0, Ya € (J~,J"). Without lost of generality, we
assume ¢ is small enough such that ¢(¢,1) < 7/2, since the general case follows by parti-
tion [0,¢] into small enough subintervals. With v, solving an equation of the type (3.6),
applying (3.7) for Y* = Y™, we obtain

E(a*,m) (X[n}((], t)) > 2(tu,?n) (Y[n] (t>> - E(a*,m)(QO(t))'

Sending n — oo and |m| — oo in order, with Y*/(¢) € Y/ (v) and (3.5), we obtain

lim inf {2 orm) (z[ool(o,t))} >y —q(t,1) > 1.

|m|—o0

From this we obtain some random I* € (a,,+00) N Z such that Z[a*,i)(X[w](O,t)) > 3,
Vi € (—oo,I7|U[I*, 00). Combining this with Lemma 4.4 for (i7, 45, i3) = (a, £ 3, I, £00)
we obtain the desired J* € (a,, £00) N Z satisfying (5.14).

Equipped with (5.14), we proceed to truncating the equation of Y™, (2.8b) or (2.5), at
the finite window J := (J—,J%). To this end, we express (2.8b) and (2.5) as a system of

finite-dimensional equations with external forces (i.e. (3.19)), as

Y(t) = Y["l(O) + W, (t)
+ 5/ na a YM( )) + Y;z[n](S)Z;*(S))dS, Vacd, (515)

where the external force Z:*(s) := z**I (Y (s), Y2 !(s)) takes the form
Ay yY) e { Ay.y') = (W, y) — iy, y) — ¥i" (y,y')), for (2.8b),

2A(y) = W (v,y) , for (2.5).
With {Y"} being decreasing, by (3.18) we have
Uy, Y () = iy, Y ) = 0, 0 (y, Y (s)) < 0t (y, YIMI(s)),

LAY (s), YU(s)) > 22A(YI(s)). Further, with 42 (y,y) as in (3.15), we have
22y) > =L > (Yo goten) 2. Using (5.14), we thus conclude

Zi(s) = 27 (YP(s)) = = (in/2) 7 = ¢ > —o0.
i=1
With this, letting Y @1:22) be the C' ([0, 00)) )™ valued solution of (3.19) for Z*(s) = c*,
by Lemma 3.7 we have Y™ >f0 q Y? € O, ([0,00))°. As a, € T, letting n — oo, we conclude
(5.13).
By (5.13), we now have

Yl e yon{y:[0,00) = R :y(0,£) > 0,¥t > 0}". (5.16)

With this, we now let n — oo in the equation for Y™ (2.8b) or (2.5). By the dominated
convergence theorem, we have
t

1 ¢ 1
lim fds = / ﬁds < 00,
n=00 Jo Yy (s) 0 Ya(s)
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t t
lim [ b (VYU (s))ds = / $a (Y, YI¥I(5))ds < o0,
0

n—oo 0

t t
i [ (YY) = [V, Y 6)ds < oc,
so Y™l solves (2.5). This automatically implies that YI*I € C(]0,00))*. With (5.16), we
thus conclude that Y™l € Y. (7). O

Proof of Proposition 2.5. Combining Lemma 5.5 and Proposition 5.6, we conclude that Y ()
is a Y (7)-valued solution of (2.5). To show that it is the greatest solution, we consider
a generic a Y_-valued solution Y’ with Y’(0) < y™. With Y’ and Y solving the re-
spective equations, (2.5) and (2.8), following the comparison argument as in the proof of
Proposition 3.1, we obtain that Y’(+) < Y®™(.), Vn € Z>,. Upon letting n — oo we obtain
Y'(+) < Y®)(.). Next, assuming yi]n € Rr(p), with Y(oo) solving (2.5), applying (3.8) for
Y* = Y™ we have (Ya( S0P < (Y + Q)P < 2°((yi)P + (Q%')P). From this and (3.5),
we conclude Y € Ry (p). O

6. EXISTENCE: PROOF OF PROPOSITION 2.6

Fixing y™ € Y(a,p) and a sequence 1 > v > v > ... — 0, we let YV be as in
Proposition 2.6. Let m; := Lzl/aj, for « > 0, and m; := —my; for i < 0. For any fixed
k € Zo, we construct a partition { Ay, }per of L by letting mk = my,

Ab,k = (771';_1/2, 771{;_1/2), ./4]11;1g = Ab,k ﬂ ]L (61)

This partition is constructed so that [Aj,| ~ k(ﬁlﬁ)‘ 1 /2)1_a. More precisely, with [Ay,| =

m‘kal/Q — fhff“_l/z and |y — x| < |ly| — |z] <[y —2], Vo <y € [0,00), we have

A 2 ES105" ] 2 | h (magugeny) s (6.2)
bl < TEE (0] + )5 < [ gy + 1) 1. (6.3)

With (6.2)-(6.3) and ¥4, ,(y) = W{“ > ac(o, m;;H/z)(y) — D acoik L) ()|, we have
‘E(O,m)(}’) - P‘ \AL |‘y‘ap(‘mb+1/2‘l “+ |mb 1/2|1 a) < %‘y‘a,pv (6.4)

where |y|a,, is defined as in (1.7). Hereafter, we assume k € Z- is large enough so that
{Apx}o is nondegenerated: i.e. A,y # 0, Vb € L.

Recall that Y (t) := lim, oo Y (¢). The main step of the proof is to establish lower
bound on ¥ 4,, (Y(s)), uniform in s € [0,¢]. To this end, we will repeatedly use the following

inequalities (6.5)-(6.6). Recall n;*(y) and 7y (y) are defined as in (5.4)—(5.5).

Lemma 6.1. Let Y* be a Y -valued solution of (2.5), K CZ C K' C L be nested intervals,
and s < s" € [0,t]. We have that

S(Y'()) 2 Ee(Y'(5)) |,m| [ o B @), ©3)

SV (5) < 9t () + s [ £ BEO 4 Y, 69
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where
BE(t) = sup [B;](0,1), A (y) - Ya
IKNZ| e |IC Z| EKZ;\K
and KC' denotes the closure of K'.
Proof. Let T := (iy,12) N L. With Y* satisfying (2.5), we have
DY), =6 [ ne(Y ()ds+ (Buls) = Bu()| _, (6.7)

acel

Expressing the Lh.s. as

PR ACOED R ACIEE SR O]

ack ackl a€Z\K

1y

By (3.8) we have ZaGI\IC YE(s)|5= < Yackni @o 7 and with Y*(s”) > 0, we clearly have
daenk Ya (S)5Z5 5> — > acxnk Ya (s'). Combining these with (6.7), and dividing both sides

s=s’

by | NZ|, with (5.3), we conclude (6.5)—(6.6). O

Recalling the definition of ¢(t,1) from (3.5), we begin by establishing the following pre-
liminary estimate.

Proposition 6.2. Fizt < oo and let T < 0o be such that q(7,1) = 305. For anyt, € [0,t—7],
if there exists K, € Z~o such that

Sa,,(Y(t)>2 WeL, k> K,, (6.8)
then there exists some K € Z~q, satisfying the tail bound
P(K > k) <exp (—kl/a/c), where ¢ = c(y™, a, p,t, ) < 00, (6.9)
such that
Sa,, (Y(5) > 2, Vs€ltot.+7], beL, k> K, VK. (6.10)

Proof. Throughout this proof we let ¢ < oo denote a generic finite constant depending only
on y™, a,p,t, 3.

Fixing arbitrary n € Zsg, we let Spy := inf{s > t, : ¥4, (Y"(s)) < §} and T} :=
(t« + 7) A (infper, Spx). With Y (t) := lim, o YY" (t), proving (6.10) amount to proving
Ty = t. + 7, for all k > K, where K € Z- satisfies (6.9). However, as T} involves in-
finitely many A, b € L, it is not even clear, a-priori, whether T}, > t.. We circumvent
this problem by truncating 7}, as follows. Consider the Y (v,)-valued solution Z of (2.5)
starting from (..., %, Vn,--.), given by Proposition 2.5. With Z being shift-invariant (by
Lemma 5.2), fixing arbitrary ¢ € Z-g, by the Birkhoffthinchin ergodic theorem, we have
im0 Bt am) (Z(0,8) = Z > 0, 50 B(qp2m)(Z(0,1)) > Z := Z’ for all |m] large enough,
lm| > M,. With this, applying Lemma 4.4 for (if ,zét,zg) (+4, £ My, +00), we obtain
My € [+l,£00)NZ such that

hate 100y (XV7(0,1)) > hiary 1+00)(Z(0, ) > Z" > 0. (6.11)
Having constructed M., we set
{bell Ay, C(M_,M)}=:(J_,J)NL, J_<J, €Z,
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and define the truncation of T}, as Tj, := (t, + 7) A (infye(s_ s,) Sbk). Instead of proving

Ty = t.+ 7, we prove Ty, = t, +7 for all large enough ¢ (which yields T}, = t. +7 upon letting
¢ — ), or equivalently

ZAb’k(Yv%(fk)) >L Wbe(J_.,Jy), k> K, large enough ¢, (6.12)

27
where K satisfies the tail bound (6.9).
To the end of proving (6.12), fixing arbitrary b € (J_, J,), we let A := (Ay_1x U Ay U
Api1x) denote the union of three consecutive intervals, and apply (6.5), for arbitrary fixed
T := (i1,142) N L satisfying A, C (i1, 12) C A to obtain

E YV'yn T 3p Tk YV'Y'rL )d B B N 6 13

With Eﬁb .(t) defined as in Lemma 6.1, letting

Bi(t) i=sup {B1(0,4) : j € [ o k0] (6.14)
we clearly have
B, (1) < 2 (Bia(t) + Bl (1)), (6.15)
Further, by (6.2)—(6.3), we have
|Ayer il /| Ayl <16, Vb EL, k € Zsy, (6.16)
SO
M, Q7)< 16(8 4., (QF7) + By, (Q1F7)). (6.17)

As {B;(+)}; is i.i.d., following standard arguments we show that, there exists Ky € Z-,
satisfying the tail bound (6.9), such that

BE(t) < |AL 2. B4, (QFHFT) < 2¢(1,1) = o, (6.18)
S, (Y (0,8)) <24 p+29(t,1) = e(p,t),  WbeL, k> K, (6.19)

Deferring the proof of (6.18)—(6.19) until after this proof, we proceed to bounding the in-
teraction term A]L ‘771 ¥(YV7(s)) for the suitable Z. The endpoints of such Z will be chosen

from certain seeds Ibi, which we now construct. Fix k > K,V K,. By the continuity es-

timate (3.7) and the bound (6.18), we have ZAbyk(XV“’”(t*,Tvk)) > EAb,k(YV“f”(TVk)) — 305+

Further, as s + 34,,(Y"7"(s)) is continuous, by (6.8) we have EAb’k(YVV"(Tk)) > £,
SO EAbyk(XVV"(t*,Tk)) > & — 55 > £ With this, applying Lemma 4.4 for (iy,i5,i3) =
(ﬁl’gﬂ/z,ﬁ%’gﬂ/z,ﬁlﬁi), we obtain I;- € [ﬁlijl/z,ﬁl’gil/z) N Z such that
hir ik, (YVV"(t*,Tk)) > 2. (6.20)
Having constructed I;-, we set Z =3 := (I_, I, ), where
L= { 0 e == B herni, (621

and proceed to bounding | Ai |’)71W(YV'Y7L( s)).
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Letting Y* := YY" (¢,,T;) and Y := Y (t., Tk), with 75 (y) and 72"* (2, y) defined as
n (5.5)-(5.6), we have 2" (Y (s)) < 32, _, " (Y5, Y*). Further, by (6.19) and (6.16) we
have Yy <Y 3 < c|ANL| < ¢ AL 'x|. Using this to bound (Y5, Y*), we obtain

Iw V; ~lw,o L *
" (Y'Y (s)) T3 (C|Ab,k|aY
s = § . (6.22)
| Al | Al Ayl + Y(IU VY (1, 0

o=+ o=t ie(l,,000)

With (6.11) and (6.20), we have
Y 2 (0= L)a A (S, = L)a) + (1= Ma)a 2, (6.23)

where (...)x denote the partitive/negative part. By (6.21), ‘A%Hl/lk C (Lo, mh ) if I #
M, and by (6.16) we have |'A%i:|:1/2,k| < c|AE];ijFl/27k|, SO

(6= Lo)e A, = L)x ) 2 2= L)e A (s — L))
> %((z’ CL)a A (M — Ii)i>.

Combining this with (6.23), and inserting the result into (6.22), using the readily verified
inequality

> 1 1 4 BEz

; TG T (=) GAm) T+ =g = g oel@ T+ 2o (W)

for & = c| Ay | >0, p = |My — I.| > 0 and z = cZ’' > 0, we arrive at

|A ‘77‘, (YV'yn( )) > AJL ‘log(‘A k‘)—i‘CR;_—'—CRb_,

_ 1+(JAY [+ 1 ML —11])/ | AL |
where Rl:,IE = (|A]§;k|Z’) 1log(UbjE) and UbjE = 1+k\Mi Ii|/;’ . With UjE <l+c¢ WTI)_]}:H
and U,” < 1+ |A5,|/Z', we have

1 log(1 4 |Ay.l/2")
RE < ¢ mi { , ’ } 6.24

b =ML L7 AL 2 (6.24)

Further, by (6.2) and (6.21), we have that | Ay [ > 2| Ay, .| > 2k(]1i| 4 1)'~*. Using this
to replace | Ay, | with (|/=| +1)'~* in (6.24), and lettlng ¢ — oo (whereby |My| — o), we
find that sup{R; : b € (J_,J, ),k € Zoy} — 0, as £ — oo. Consequently,

(6.25)

T,
ﬁ[(ﬂmjww»@S@lmwm>um

for all large enough ¢ (i.e. £ > L, L = L(Z') < o0).
Now, inserting the preceding bounds, (6.15), (6.17)-(6.19) and (6.25), into the estimate
(6.13), we arrive at
3p 10g(|~'4]z];k‘) P 2(| Ay k‘1/2 + ‘Ab+1 i'7?) 2

S YV’Yn TV > — — T AN
.Ab,k( ( k)) 4 AL ‘A | 100 ‘Ab,k‘ 25'
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Al 2 A 2
for all £ > K,V Ky and large enough ¢. By (6.16), we have —=1* HLE < 8l AY, |=1/2,

Ay 1|
Hence, with [Ay,| > |A1/2k| > 11/ the r.h.s. is indeed > £ for all large enough k, i.e.
k > ko, where kg = ko(p) < oo. From this we conclude (6.12) for K = Ky V k. O

Proof of (6.18)~(6.19). We let ¢ = c(y™, a, p, t, 3) < oo denote a generic finite constant and

Ky 1nf{k€Z>0 BY < |AL3, Whel, k:’zk:},
Ko = inf {k € Lo+ B, (QH77) < 2(r.1), YhEL, K > k}

Indeed, P(|B;|(0,1) > | A ]"?) < exp(—1| A}, ]). Summing this inequality over
{(j. b, k) = j € [mg 1/2>mb+1/2] bel, k' >k}
using (6.2), we obtain P(Kp > k) < cexp(—2k'/*). As for Kq, with (3.4) and E(Q}," ") =

1/2
q(7, 1), we have the large deviation upper bound P(3 4, ,, (Q"**7) > 2¢(7, 1)) < exp(/ LAy )
Summing this inequality over all b € L and k' > k as in the preceding, we conclude
P(Kq > k) < cexp(2k*/®).

Turning to establishing (6.19), following the preceding argument we have P(Kj > k) <
cexp(LkY®), where K, := inf{k € Zo : £4,,(Q"") < 2¢(t,1), Vb € L, k' > k}. Combining
this with (3.8), we obtain 24,, (Y "(0,1)) < 4,,(YV(0)) + 2q(t,1), Wb € L, k > K.
Further, with YY" (0) < ~, +y™, by (6.4) we have ¥4, (YV"(0)) < v, +p+ck™' <
1+ p+ ck™'. From this, we obtain ki, € Z- such that EAbyk(?v%(O, 1) <24 p+2q(t,1),
Vk > K4V kin. This completes the proof of (6.18)(6.19) for Ko := KpV KqV KoV k. [

Equipped with Proposition 6.2, we proceed to proving the following uniform density esti-
mate.

Proposition 6.3. For anyt > 0, there exists some K € Z~g, satisfying the tail bound (6.9),
such that

Y4, (Y(s) > 8, Vse[0,t], beL,n € Zs, k> K. (6.26)
(

Proof. By (6.4) we have ¥4, , (Y )) > p — ck™'. Hence for all large enough k: k > ko =
ko(p, y™), we have 3 4,, (Y (0)) > 4 , Vb € L. With this and 7 as in Proposition 6.2, applying
Proposition 6.2 for t, = 0 and K, = kg, we conclude (6.26) if ¢ < 7. To progress to t > 7, we
show that, actually, ¥4, ,,(Y(7)) > 2 for k further chosen large enough. This is achieved by
improving the estimation following (6.13). In this estimation, the contribution the interaction
term and E{f are made arbitrarily small by choosing large enough k, but the term @g stays
bounded away from zero. This problem is resolved by changing k +— k¢, which corresponds
to grouping ¢ consecutive intervals of {A}p to form a new, coarser, partition {Apge}e.
Fixing arbitrary Ay ge, we let A+ = Aypi1/2)+1/2,1 denote the neighboring ‘small” intervals,
and form the spliced interval A=A U Apre U Ay, Let 7' be such that A, C Z' C A
With such interval Z' replacing Z as in (6.13), we obtain

Al T A T AL -
)\ﬁb,kZ(QQ ) < |,|4HA+| 2A+ ((‘;207 )_'_ ‘JI41L | EA, (QO’ )7 (627)

where A} := Ay NL. By (6.2)-(6.3), we have that |A%|/[A},,] — 0 as £ — oo, uniformly
in b € L, so, the term (6.27) is made arbitrarily small by Choosing ¢ large enough. With
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this improvement of the estimation of (6.13), we obtain that ¥4,,, (Y(7)) > 2 for all
n € Zso, k > ko V K and some ¢; = {1(p), which then allows us to apply Proposition 6.2
for K, = l1(ko V K) and t, = 7. Iterating the preceding procedure i, := [t/7] times, we
conclude (6.26). O

Recall the definition of Y () from (5.12). Indeed, the uniform lower bound (6.26) implies
that Y € Y (p/2). Combining this with Proposition 5.6 for Y = YV we obtain that Y
is a Y (p/2)-valued solution of (2.5). We next show that the bound (6.26) actually implies
Y € Vr(a, p).

Lemma 6.4. Let Y* be a Y (v)-valued solution of (2.5), v > 0, starting from y™ €
Vr(a,p). 1If, for each t > 0, there exists K' € Z~q such that (6.26) holds for Y*, then in
fact Y* € Yr(a,p).

Proof. Fixing arbitrary t > 0, as y™ € Yr(a, p), proving Y* € Yr(«, p) amounts to proving

sup { sup |Zo.m) (Y*(s) —y™)] \m|a} < 00. (6.28)
s€[0,t] ~ mEZ

To this end, we assume without lost of generality |m\ > mf. Let Ky be as in (6.18)-(6.19)
and let K := K'V Ky. Set K := (0,m), let Ub:b,AbK, b~ < b", be the smallest such
interval that contains K and let K' := (mj*_, /z,ﬁzgi n /2). Partition [0,¢] into j equally
spaced subintervals [t;_1,%;], j = 1,...,j., each with length t/j, < 7, where 7 is as in
Proposition 6.2. Applying (6.5)-(6.6) for [s',s"] = [t;_1,t;] and Z;, 7 C R such that K C
7;,T; C K', we obtain

se[tlnf 0l E(O,m) (Y ( )) > E(Om (Y* j— 1 | / ds — Rm, (629)
[sup ]E(o,m) (Y*(s)) < Eo,m)(Y* Tl / 771’ ))ds + R, (6.30)
se tj,1 ts
where R, := %(E (t) + A& (Qli—ts) + )\E(Y*(tj_l))). With BX'(t), AKX (y) defined as in
Lemma 6.1, BbK( ) as in (6.14), and I, K’ as in the preceding, we clearly have that
1 ~ Ry ¥
fom = [m] > (Bzf((t) + AL Za, , (Q9Y) + | Ay B4, (Y (tj—l))>’
bilb—by|<1

Further applying (6.18)-(6.19), we have that R,, < ‘m‘(|mb++3/2|1 4+ |ﬁ1£i_3/2|1_a) <

c|m|~®. Plugging this in (6.29)—(6.30), and combining the result for j = 1,..., j,, we arrive
at

inf S (Y*(s) > Som(y™) Zﬁ/t Y*(s))ds — c(t)|m|™, (6.31)

s€[0,t]

SUD S0, (Y*(5)) < Efoum m+2ﬁ / S (Y (9)ds + e(t)lml . (6.32)

s€[0,] i1 ud

Proceeding to bounding the interaction terms, we fix j € {1,...,j.}. With ¥4« (Y"(t;)) >
£, Vb € L, and q(t; —t;_1,1) < q(7,1), following the same procedure of obtaining (6.20), we
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obtain
I € [mngl/2,mbﬂ/2) NZ  such that by 4o (Y (tj1,t;) > §, Wb € L. (6.33)
Now, set Z; = (I _y o By ;) and I = 3" = (1" _, . 1,5, ). Using (6.33) to bound

ny (Y*(s)) (as in ( )) we obtain
mrthy (Y7(s)) <
Next, by (3.8) we have YJ(O t) <yt 4+ QY. With k¥ (y) and 72" (2, y) as in (5.5)(5.6),

we have
(Y () < TR+ QYL Y () + T (U + Q.Y (s), Vs € [t t]. (6.35)

Further, by 3, € K', y™ € Y(a, p) and (6.19), we have y n QY < clp+qt, 1)K NL| <
c(p+q(t, 1))\m| Using this and (6.33) to bound 75" (y + QY*, Y*(s)), we obtain

g(|mb*—3/2| + |ﬁ1b++3/2‘) < % log|m|, Vs € [t;_1,t]. (6.34)

L + Q3 Y7 (9) < w5 logml, Vs € [, 1], (6.36)
Combining the preceding bounds (6.34), (6.35) and (6.36) on the interaction terms, and
inserting the result into (6.31)—(6.32), we conclude (6.28). O

Proof of Proposition 2.6. As stated in the preceding, Y is a J(p/2)-valued solution of (2.5).
With this, combining Proposition 6.3 and Lemma 6.4 we obtain that Y € Vr(«, p). To show
that Y is the greatest solution, let Y’ be a Yr(a, p)-valued solution with Y’(0) < y™. By
Proposition 2.5, YV the greatest Yr-valued solution, so, with Y'(0) < (y™V=,,) = Y "7 (0),
we must have Y'(+) <YY" (.). Letting n — oo we conclude Y'(+) < Y(.). O

7. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.4

7.1. Proof of Part(a). Fixing x™ € X™(a, p, p), we let i, £,,, X € X#(a, p, p) and X" €
C ([0, 00))*""% be as in Theorem 1.4. We consider the correspondmg gap processes: y :=
u(x™) € (V(e,p) NR(p)), Y = u(X) € (Y(a,p) NR(p)), Y" := u(X") € C1([0,00)) M
and let

* *

Y (t) = (Y, "(1)), o0 € (0,00, Y, "(1) =Y (t)1{a € L,} + ool{a ¢ Ly}

That is, Y is constructed from Y” by declaring all gaps to be oo outsides of £,,. Hereafter

we adapt the convention é := 0, so in particular

XI'(t) = o + Bi(t) + 5/t os(Y ™(s))ds, Vi€ Ly, (7.1)
0

where, recall that (by abuse of notation) ¢;(y) := ¢;(u='(0,y)). We begin by showing that
Y'" is decreasing.

Lemma 7.1. We have that, almost surely, Y *(+) > Y 2(+) > ... > Y(+).
Proof. For the gap process Y™, by (7.1), we have
Y'(t) =y + Wa(t) + 5/ Y"(s))ds, Vae€ L,, (7.2)

where n»(y) is defined as in (3.16). With this, applying Lemma 3.7 for 3 = £, NL, Y =
Y", Z%® = 0, YV = Y ZW(g) = —(YH(s)) T lgsmt Ve (Y YY) we conclude
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Y"(+) > Y (L), whereby Y "(+) > Y "*(.). Similarly, Y ™(+) > Y(-) follows by
applying Lemma 3.7, for 3 = £, N L. U

An immediate consequence of Lemma 7.1 is the following convergence of the gap process.

Lemma 7.2. For any fixedt > 0, a € IL and p' > 1, we have

sup |V, ™ (s) — Ya(s)| <2 0, (7.3)
s€[0,t]
N P’
E( sup [V;"(s) = Ya(s)l) 0, (7.4)
s€[0,t]

as n — Q.

Proof. By Lemma 7.1, the limiting process Y(t) := Y ™(t) exists, and satisfies Y>°(+) >
Y(-) € Y (p). With thls letting n — oo in (7.2) for any fixed a € L, using the dominated
convergence theorem, one easily sees that the terms on the r.h.s. converges to the correspond-
ing terms (for Y*°), whereby concluding that Y is in fact a ))-(p)-valued solution of (2.5),
(c.f. Proof of Proposition 5.6). However, by Proposition 2.5, Y is the greatest such solution,
so we must have Y® =Y. For any fixed a € L, this implies P(lim,, ., Y, "(s) = Ya(s)) = 1,
Vs > 0. As {Y, "}, C O([0,0)) is decreasing, by Dini’s theorem, this further implies the
desired uniform convergence of (7.3). Fixing arbitrary large enough n’ € Z.q such that
L, > a, we have Y, 7(0,t) < Y,7(0,t), ¥n > n’. With this and (7.3), by the dominated
convergence theorem we conclude (7.4). O

By (7.3), it suffices to prove (1.15) for the special case ¢ = 0. To this end, we rewrite (2.4)
and (7.1) for i =0 as

Xo(s') — Xo(s) = Bo(s) — Bo(s) + A / "G (Y(s))ds + B / T OE (Y (5))ds, (7.5)

X2(s') — X2(s) = Bo(s') — Bo(s) + 5 / (Y (s))ds + B / (Y Ms))ds,  (76)

for s < " and generic Z := [i~,i*] 3 0, where ¢g(y) == > ,cr (0 %(i(;) and @5 (y) =

do(y) — ¢Z(y) denote the interaction within and outside of Z, respectively.

Now, fixing t > 0, K € Z~q be as in Proposition 6.3, and Ili:j be as in (6.33) for Y* =Y,
where j =1,..., j. indexes the equally spaced partition 0 =ty < ... <t; =t witht/j, <7
and 7 is as in Proposition 6.2. Taking the difference of (7.5)-(7.6) for (s, s’) = (¢;_1,t;) and

=7, := [Ib], IF ] and combing the result for j = 1,..., j,, we arrive at

sup [Xo(s) = X(5)] < ﬁi‘, |16 ) = gy sl

s€[0,t]

+/32 (1 o]+ O

By (7.3), the first term on the r.h.s. of (7.7) tends to 0 as n — oo, for each fixed b < co.
With this, it suffices to estimate the last term in (7.3).

(7.7)
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Lemma 7.3. Lett > 0, K € Z,, Ilfj and Ty ; = [IbJ,J | be as in the preceding. There
exists ¢ = c(t,y™, p) such that

bl |65 (Y (5))| < e(isy0) ™ + (b —1/2)7°, (7.8)
S 66" (Y "(5))] < e(f 1)~ +clb—1/2)7, (7.9)

forallbe LN (2,00),j=1,...,j., n € Zxp.

Assuming the estimates (7.8)—(7.9), we proceed to completing the proof of (1.15). Inserting
(7.8)—(7.9) into (7.7) and letting n — oo yields

hmsup{ sup | Xo(s) — Xg;(s)|} < el 1),
n—00 s€(0,t]
for any fixed b € (2,00) N L. From this, further letting b — oo, we conclude (1.15) for i =0
and hence for all i € Z.

Proof of Lemma 7.5. Fixing such b,n, j and s € [t;_1,t,], welet J:= T ; and ¢ = c(t,y™, p) <
oo denote a generic finite constant. To prove (7.8), we express 15 as (JY)°U B, where JV is
the ‘symmetrized’ interval and ‘B is the ‘boundary’ interval, defined as

3V = [=1",1"], where I' := (I,; V|7, }]), B:=7"\7.
With this, we similarly decompose ¢ (Y (s)) as
0 (Y(s) =" (Y(s)) + 05 (Y(s)). (7.10)
Proceeding to bounding the interactions on the r.h.s., we clearly have
Ve Y(—m 0)(3) - Y(O m)(s) B 1
o (Y(s) = 7 TR ler (Y (9)] < v (1D
‘ I;m 2}/(077”)(8)}/(_"%0)(8) 0 I/\<;<IV 2}/(077”)(8)
By (6.33), we have
Yioum (8) = §(Im| = 115, ) = ¢lml, VIm| > I, (7.12)

where the last inequality follows since b > 2. With Y € Y7 («, p), we have |Y(_n0)(s) —
Yio,m)(s)] < ¢/m|*=. Using this and (7.12) in (7.11) we obtain

68" ( |<cZ

IV<m

W< Y stmgw/m. (7.13)

IN<|m| <1V

)~ < ey 12)” %

With mX = | (Ki)Y?], we have
1< (1)1 < (mbH/z/mb 12) S1+e(b—1/2)7 (7.14)
Inserting (7.14) into (7.13) then yields |¢g ( )| <e(b—1/2)7%, from which (7.8).

Turning to proving (7.9), recalling £, := [i.,i}], we let £ = (—i",i"), where " :=

n’n

(it Aliz]). With ¢3° (Y ™(s)) = ¢, ”\j( (s)), similar to (7.10), we decompose ¢3 (Y ™(s))
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as ¢ (Y"(s)) = 5 © (Y™(s)) + ¢F (Y"(s)), where B’ := (£, \ J)\ (£ \ 3Y), is the
boundary interval. To further bound the interactions on the r.h.s., similar to (7.11) we have

R S
IV<m<i® 2Y( m 0)( )Y(Ozn)(s)

B 1 1
90 (Y "(s))] < oy n ()+ Z W)(s)’

(@AVIN)<|m] (0:m) IN<|m|<v T (Om

<iv
where iy = (¢} V |i |). With Y "( ) > Y(s), from (7.12) we further obtain

LMNTY *n *n *n
o5 (Y () <e > WD/(—m,O)(S) — Yo ()1, (7.15)
IV<m<in
. c c
|95 (Y " (s))] < ] + > ]
(IAVIN) <[] <i¥ A< Jml<IY
< clyngvylog (i /i) + clog (1V/17). (7.16)

With x™ € X"8(a, p, p) and i as in (1.14), we have 1 <i"/i" <1+ c(i¥)™*. Using this and
(7.14) in (7.16), we conclude |¢g (Y "(s))| < ()~ +c(b—1/2)7°

It remains only to bound the expression (7.15). To this end, we fix IV < m < i"*. With
Y" solving (7.2), similar to (6.31)—(6.32), we have

n > - - —
B S04 (Y(5) 2 Som (¥ § 5 / (Y (s))ds — em .
Sl[lp} E0,4m)(Y"(s)) < Eo,2m)(y™) + E B/ _771; "(s))ds + em™,
s€|0,t ti—

for any Z;, 7% such that (0,+m) C Z;,Z; C L,. Hence, with y e V(a, p),

sup [Y(5 s (8)—mp| < cm'™ a‘i‘Zﬁ/ e (Y dS—ﬁ-Zﬁ/ 771/ ))ds.

s€[0,t]
Proceeding to bounding the interaction terms, by (3.8) we have YI* (0,t) < y + Q

N (Y "(s) ST (R + Q7Y (s)), Vs € [t ty],

where ﬁIZW’i(z, y) is defined as in (5.6). With Y(+) <Y ™(+), we further obtain

T+ QUL Y (s) < (0 + QULY (). mE(Y () < (Y (s))
With this, applying the bounds (6.34) and (6.36) for Y* =Y on the interaction terms, we

obtain

sup Y0 1m)(s) — pm| < em'™ ¥m > mi. (7.17)
s€[0,t]

Inserting this into (7.15) yields |5 © (Y '™(s))| < ¢/(IV)™ < c(my 1)~ whereby com-
pleting the proof. O
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7.2. Proof of Part(b). By (7.4), it suffices to prove (1.16) for ¢ = 0. This, by (1.15) for

i = 0, is further reduced to showing the boundedness of {E(|X¢[(0,1))? }nez.,, for all p’ > 1.
To this end, fixing arbitrary p’ > 1 and ¢ > 0, we combine (7.6) and Lemma 7.3 for b = 5/2
to get

XE1(0,1) < TB(0,) + (1 + (k) +5Z/ 65O ($)ds, (T18)
for £; := [1:5/2’]., I5+/27j] and ¢ = c(t,y™, p) < co. We proceed to establishing a bound on the
last term.

Lemma 7.4. Let £; :=[I~; ., ];/2]]. There ezists ¢ = c(t) < oo such that
5/ bo? (Y (5))|ds < ekl (B*+ (14 p)my), Vn€Zso,j=1,...,j. (7.19)

where B* := Zie[fﬁ}fg,fﬁg{] | Z|(0, t)

Proof. To simply notations, ﬁxingj =1,..., 7, we let I* := I::tt5/2] and £ := [I~,IT].
Letting ¢ (y) == >, ee\(i) Sign(i—J) denote the restriction of ¢;(y) onto £, we define

Z Z DA (7.20)

LE[I~ix] 0 €(ix I*] 6t 1€ ix]

where the last equality is easily verified by substituting in the preceding definition of ¢ (y).

With qﬁ;f(y) defined as in (7.20), we indeed have |¢g(y)| < 502(y) + 5&1(y), so, instead of
proving (7.19), we establish the corresponding bound on ‘/‘tl;j—l 5? (Y ™(s))ds for i, = 0, —1.
Fix i, = 0,—1 and ¢ € [I7,4,]. With X" satisfying (7.1), we have

S:tj tj .
) + ﬁ/ ne,re) (Y "(s))ds,
s=tj1 ti—1

where, recall that 1g,r+)(Y) = X ic(ir+) Ma(¥). With 174(y) = Gar1/2(y) — Ga—1/2(y), we have
N6+ (y) = ¢r+(y) — ¢i(y), for all y € Y(a, p). Further decompose the last expression as

¢§+ (y) - ¢f(y> + 7722"[+)(Y), where

Y@, 1+) Y@, 1+)
UEi,H)(Y) = Z + Z .

iore Yo (Y1) + Ya+0) oyt Y- Y, + Yer))

Yiiry(s) = (Br+(s) — Bi(s)

S:tj,1

With ¢, (y) > 0, we then obtain
tj
2V(0,1) + 2B° + B / gy (Y () ]ds > B / "s))ds.  (7.21)
ti—1

For the integral term on the Lh.s., using A 1oo) (Y ™(5)) > hirt 1oo)(Y(tj-1,8;)) > &,
Vs € [tj_1,t;], we obtain

16,1 (Y "(5))] < clog(Y(i 1+ (s) +1).
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Plugging this in (7.21) yields
G / (=i (Y™ (s)))ds < 2B" + c(Yg(tj-1,1)) + 1) < ¢(B" + (mg)' ™ + 7z p),
tj 1

where the last inequality follows by (7;17). Summing this over i = I~ ... i,, using (7.20),
we conclude the desired bound 3 f;’il oF (Y'(s))ds < em& (B + (mf)1= + p). O

Now, inserting (7.19) into (7.18), and taking the p’-th moment of both sides, we arrive
at E(JX7[(0,6) < ¢+ EmL)% + B(B*)%). With mX := [(iK)= |, by (6.9), we have
E(mi)% < co. As for E((B*)?'), applying

(Zl{m —m} Y |F|)

jelm, ,mk je€[—m,m]
)\ 2
<Z< ! >mE< 3 \Fi|)> (7.22)
m20 jE€[—m,m)|

for F; = |B,](0,t) and i = 3, we obtain E((B*)?") < €D mso(2m+ 1)(P(mf > m))l/z, which,
by (6.9), is finite. From this, we conclude the desired bound

E(IX§1(0, ) < e(t,p), VL, 3 0. (7.23)

7.3. Proof of Part(c). Fixing sq,...,s;, € [0,t] and open sets Oy, ..., 0;, C [—r, 7], we let
L, :=sup{|i| : i € Z such that X(s) € [—r,r|, for some s € [0, ]} denote the maximal rele-
vant index and similarly define L., := sup{|i| : ¢ € Z such that X;(s) € [—r,r], for some s €
[0,t]}. We begin by establishing the following tail bound on L,, and L.

Lemma 7.5. For any fived p' > 1, there exists ¢ = c(t,r, p,p’) < oo such that
P(L, > () < 077,

for all 0 € Z~y and n € Z~o U {o0}.
Proof. We prove only the tail bound for L,, n < oo, as the one for L, is proven similarly.
Fixing p’ > 1 and n,l € Z~q, we let ¢ = ¢(t,r, p,p’) < oo denote a generic finite constant.
Indeed, L, > ¢ only if | X['[(0,¢) <r for i = £ or —(, whereby

P(L, > 0) < P(M(O,t) < 7‘) n IP’<|XfZ|(O,t) < 7“).
As X7'(s) = X§(s) + Y, (s), letting Y := infseo Y5, (), we have P(|X% z|(0 t)y <r)<
P(YS, <r+|X{F(0,t)). Next, by (7.17) we have

Vi, > (bp—cl' =) 1{mf <t} > lp—cl'™" —cmy.
From this we conclude

<|X (0,1) < 7“) < IP’(E— e < e 4 TXP(0, t))

<cl” P(E( 1)+ E(IXF(0, )" )

By (7.23), E(|X2](0,t))” < oo, and, with m¥ := | K'/*| and (7.22), we have E(mi)?" < oo,
thereby completing the proof. O
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For any ¢ € Z-q U {oo}, we let fi(x) = ;*:1 |O; N {xi}s<¢|. Our goal is to show
E(foo(X™)) = E(fxo(X)) and E(fx (X)) < co. The latter follows directly from Lemma 7.5:
E(fo(X") <E(2L,+1) < c(t,r, p) < 0.
To prove the former, we write
E(f (X)) — E(fa(X)) = ")~ (X)) + (7.24)

+ (E(fo(X
E(fi(X)) — E(fs(X)). For any fixed ¢ < oo,
)) = 0, as n — oo. Further, by Lemma 7.5

where f] := E(foo(X")) — E(f¢(X")) and f2 =

by §11.15), we clearly have E(f,(X")) — E(f,(X
E| foo(X") = fo(X")] < E((2Ly + 1)1{Ln > £}) < 27 E(2L, + 1) < c(t, 7, )5,
| fu(X) — f(X)] < E((2Loo + DUL > ¢}) € 71E(@Lo + 1) < clt,r: o).

Hence letting n — oo and ¢ — oo in (7.24) in order, we conclude the desired result.

8. REGULARITY OF NEAR-EQUILIBRIUM SOLUTIONS

We begin by defining near-equilibrium solutions. Let U denote the space of all simple
point processes on R. That is, the space of all Z>(-valued Radon measure x such that
x({z}) < 1 for all z € R. Fixing § = 1,2,4 hereafter, let N € U denote the sine process
(see, e.g. [17, (2.17), (9.3)] for the definition). With v : W — U, (2i)iez — Y ;cy 0z, denoting
the map from labeled configurations to unlabeled configurations, we say a weak solution X
of (1.1) is near-equilibrium if there exists Sgne C U such that P(N € Sgne) = 1 and that
P(v(X(t)) € Ssine) = 1, for all t > 0. The motivation is to relate the solutions constructed in
[17] to that of this paper. In [17], a near-equilibrium solution is constructed for each initial
condition x™ € Sqine.

Remark 8.1. In [17], the interaction ¢;(x) is defined slightly different as

Gi(x) = Iy o0 D01 i m, which is clearly equivalent to (1.2) for al x € X (a, p).
We first show that the sine process is v(X"¥(a, 1, p))-valued.

Lemma 8.2. We have P(N € v(X"(c,1,p))) =1, for a € (0,1/2) and p > 1.

Remark 8.3. Neither the determinantal or Pfaffian structure is directly used in the proof
of Lemma 8.2. More precisely, letting

G, = (inf {o’ : N([«/,2]) = 0},sup {z’ : N([z,2]) =0}) CR

denoting the gap around z, and |G,| denoting the length of G, in the following proof of
Lemma 8.2, we use only the translation invariance and the following two properties of N:

E(N([l’l,.]fg]) — (LUQ — .]71))2 S clog(2 —+ ‘.flfg — LU1|>, Vxl S Ty € R, (81)
Ee"%l < 00, Vv eR, (8.2)
which are proven in [16, Section A.38] and [24, Theorem 5|, respectively.

Proof. Throughout this proof, we let ¢ = ¢(a, p) < oo denote a generic finite constant. Our
goal is to prove N € v(X(a, 1)) and N € v(R(p)) almost surely. These conditions, by the
duality relation

{x([0,7]) < n} ={xpys, >r}, wherexeW, x;, <0< x,41, X :=v(x),
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are equivalent to

Sup IN([0,7]) = |r[||r]*"" < o0, (8.3)
su ZP < oo, 8.4
mEI% { |Q5m| IZ(Y;W | | } ( )

where &, := {(7,7) = G, : * € R,G, C [0,m]} denote the set of all gaps contained in
[0, m].
We begin by proving (8.3). Let Z; := [(j — 1)/, j¥/) for j € Z=¢ and Z; := —Z_; for

J € Z-o. Combining (8.1) and the Chebyshev’s inequality, we obtain

P(IN(Z;)| = 2|L]) < elZ;|~*log|Z;] < clj** = log]5,

P(|IN((0, ) = l3l] = 171"7) < elg|7**** log 1.
With a < 1/2, the r.h.s. are finite when being summed over j € Z \ {0}. Consequently, by
the first Borel-Cantelli lemma have

sup N(L)IT] ™ < oo, sup [N(0,5]) = ljl|lj'~ < o0, (8.5)

JEZ\{0} jezZ\{0}

almost surely. Now, fixing arbitrary » € R, we let j, € Z-( be such that r € Z; , and let
k. € Z;, N Z be arbitrary. With N([0,r]) < N([0,k.]) + N(Z;,), we obtain

IN([0,7]) —r|rot < ‘N([O, k) = ko |r® 4k — et 4 N(Ij*)ro‘_l.

Further using |r| > (|7.] — 1)/* and (8.5), we conclude (8.3).
Turning to (8.4), letting &/ denote the set of all gaps in [0, m] with length greater than

1, we have
sup{ﬁ Z |I\p} <1 ‘@m\ Z |ZJP.

meZ " Te®, Te®!,
Further, for each Z € &;,, we must have ZNZ # 0, so > 7cg (|ZF) < 3207, |Gyl With
N([0,m]) =1 < |8,,|] < N([0,m]), by (8.3) we have lim|m|_>oo% = 1 almost surely.
Consequently, letting G := (G})ez, we have
1
sup {W Z |I|p} <C+ CSU%{ZI[)O,m](G)}> (8.6)
m me

mEZ 1e®,,

for some C' < oo almost surely. As the sine process is translation invariant, G is shift-
invariant. With this, by (8.2) and the Birkhoff-Khinchin ergodic theorem, we obtain that
i) o {2, (G)} = G < oo almost surely, so in particular the r.h.s. of (8.6) is finite
almost surely. O

Lemma 8.4. Any Wr-valued weak solution X of (1.1) such that P(X(t) € X™(a, p,p)) =1,
forallt > 0, actually takes value in X™(«, p,p). In particular, any near-equilibrium solution
of (1.1) is actually the X7¥(c, 1, p)-valued solution given by Theorem 1.2.

Proof. Let Y := u(X). Fixing arbitrary t > 0, by (3.8) we have Y (0,¢) < Y (0) +Q%'. With
this and Y (0) € Rr(p), by (3.5) we obtain Y € Rr(p).

It now suffices to prove Y € YVr(«,p). This, by Lemma 6.4, amounts to proving the
bound (6.26) and Y € Y (p). The latter, with Y being a weak solution of (2.5) satisfying



INFINITE DIMENSIONAL SDE FOR DYSON’S MODEL 39

P(Y(t) € Y(p)), YVt > 0, is proven by the continuity argument in proof of Lemma 5.3(ii).
Turning to proving the bound (6.26) (recall that A, is defined as in (6.1)), we partition [0, ¢]
into equally spaced subintervals [t;_1,%;], 7 = 1,..., ji, each with length t/j. < 7, where T
is as in Proposition 6.2. Similar to (6.4), here we have

S (Y (1)) 2 p = 2 1Y (8 ool 1o

With X(t;) € X™(a, p,p), by (6.2), the last term tends to zero as k — oo, so there exists
K € Zs such that ¥4, (Y (t;)) > 3{, Vji=1,...,7, b€ L and k£ > K. Combining this
with Y (t;-1,t;) > Y(t;) — Q%% (by (3.7)), and (6.18) (choosing K larger if necessary),
we obtain (6.26). O
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