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Travelling wave solutions to the KPP equation with branching noise
arising from initial conditions with compact support
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Abstract

We consider the one-dimensional KPP-equation driven by space-time white noise and extend the con-
struction of travelling wave solutions arising from initial data fo(z) = 1 A (—z V 0) from [I7] to
non-negative continuous functions with compact support. As an application the existence of travelling
wave solutions is used to prove that the support of any solution is recurrent. As a by-product, several
upper measures are introduced that allow for a stochastic domination of any solution to the SPDE at
a fixed point in time.
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1 Introduction

1.1 Motivation

Consider non-negative solutions to the one-dimensional stochastic partial differential equation (SPDE)

Ot = Opgu+ Ou— u? +uzdW, >0,z €R,0>0 (1.1)
u(0,z) = up(z) > 0,

where W = W (t,x) is space-time white noise and # > 0 a parameter. The deterministic part of this
SPDE is (after appropriate scaling, cf. Mueller and Tribe [I3] Lemma 2.1.2]) the well-studied Kolmogorov-
Petrovskii-Piskunov-(KPP)-equation (also known as the Kolmogorov- or Fisher-equation). In Bramson [2]
the existence of a family of non-negative travelling wave solutions to this deterministic partial differential
equation (PDE) is established. Including the noise term, one can think of u(¢,z) as the density of a
population in time and space. Leaving out the term u — u?, the above SPDE is the density of a super-
Brownian motion (cf. Perkins [I5, Theorem II1.4.2]), the latter being the high density limit of branching
particle systems that undergo branching random walks. The additional term of fu models linear mass
creation at rate § > 0, —u? models death due to overcrowding. In [14], Mueller and Tribe obtain solutions
to (L)) as limits of densities of scaled long range contact processes with competition. The same techniques
can be extended to obtain solutions to SPDEs with more general drift-terms, see Kliem [9].

The existence and uniqueness in law of solutions to (ILI) in the space of non-negative continuous
functions with slower than exponential growth C;. . is established in Tribe [I7, Theorem 2.2]. Let
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7 = inf{t > 0 : u(t,-) = 0} be the extinction-time of the process. By [13, Theorem 1], there exists a
critical value 6. > 0 such that for any initial condition ug € C;\{0} with compact support and 6 < 6.,
the extinction-time of u solving (L)) is finite almost surely. For 6 > 6., survival, that is 7 = oo, happens
with positive probability.

Let Ro(u(t)) = Ro(t) = sup{x € R : u(t,x) > 0}. Then Ry(t) = —oo if and only if 7 < ¢t. Extending
arguments of Iscoe [7] one can show that Ry(u(0)) < co implies Ry(u(t)) < oo for all ¢ > 0. Using Ry as
a (right) wavefront marker, we look for so-called travelling wave solutions to (II]), that is solutions with
the properties

(i) Ro(u(t)) € (—o0,00) for all t > 0, (1.2)

(i7)  w(t,- + Ro(u(t))) is a stationary process in time.

In [I7, Section 3] the existence of travelling wave solutions to ([LI) is shown, in [I7, Section 4] it is
established that for > 6. any travelling wave solution has an asymptotic (possibly random) wave speed

Ro(u(t))/t = A € [0, 291/2] for t — oo almost surely. (1.4)

Strict positivity of A remains an open problem if # is not big enough.

To construct a travelling wave, [I7] proceeds as follows. Use Ri(u(t)) = In ([ exp(z)u(t,z)dz) in
place of the wavefront marker Ry(t) and take as initial condition fo(z) = 1A (—z Vv 0) in (II)). Then the
sequence (v7)ren with

T
vy the law of T_l/o u(s, -+ Ri(u(s)))ds (1.5)

is tight and any limit point v is nontrivial. Starting in ug with distribution v, shifted by Ry, one then
obtains a travelling wave solution to (L.I]).

The investigation of survival properties of solutions to (ILI]) is a major challenge, where the main
difficulty comes from the competition term —u?. Without competition, the underlying “additive property”
(cf. [I5] pages 167-168 and 159] in the context of Dawson-Watanabe superprocesses with drift) facilitates
the use of Laplace functionals. Including competition, only subadditivity in the sense of [13] Lemma 2.1.7]
holds.

It is quite common to first investigate the behaviour of solutions to SPDEs dependent on a parameter
0 for 6 very large respectively very small (see for instance [13] and [I7, Proposition 4.1¢)] in the context
of (LI, Mueller and Sowers [12] and Mueller, Mytnik and Quastel [II] for KPP-type perturbed by a
Fisher-Wright white noise). In the first case, to establish survival, a fruitful technique turns out to be
comparison with N-dependent oriented site percolation with density 1 — p (cf. Durrett [4, Chapter 4]).
For 6 big enough the influence of the stochastic part of the SPDE can be neglected on appropriately
chosen time- and space- intervals and the linear drift of fu dominates by far the influence of competition
by —u?. This allows for a first comparison with the solution to the corresponding PDE whose ability
to “generate and distribute mass” forward in time is known. A second comparison of the latter with
N-dependent percolation concludes the respective argument. Indeed, use that if the density of open sites
is high enough, percolation occurs (cf. [4, Theorem A.1]). In the second case where > 0 is small enough,
the overall mass can be dominated by a stochastic process that goes extinct with probability one. Finally,
comparison techniques can be used to show that the chance of survival is non-decreasing in 6 (cf. [13]
Lemma 2.1.6]). In particular, the existence of 6. > 0 follows.

For 6 > 0. close to criticality comparison with N-dependent oriented percolation is a difficulty, as
competition increases dependence in space. Recall the construction of solutions to (L)) in [14] by means
of limits of densities of scaled long range contact processes with competition. For the nearest-neighbor
contact process, Liggett [10l Theorem 2.28 of Chapter VI] gives a full description of the limiting law of

a solution: for gleontact] Héconmcﬂ, the limiting law is the weighted average of the Dirac-measure on the

zero-configuration and the upper invariant measure of the process (cf. [I0l VI(1.1)]), where the weight



on the former coincides with the extinction probability. A particularly interesting question is if such a
complete convergence result holds true in the present setup? Note in particular that the result in [I0]
holds for any initial distribution. In Horridge and Tribe [6, Theorem 1] such a result is given for all § > 6,
under the assumption that the initial condition ug has property [6, (6)], that is, is “uniformly distributed
in space”. But what can be said for solutions to (ILI]) with initial conditions with compact support when
we condition on survival? Is a similar result valid?

1.2 Notation and background

As a state space for solutions to (ILI]) the space of non-negative continuous functions with slower than
exponential growth C; . defined as follows, is chosen. Let CT be the space of non-negative continuous
functions on R, then

tem>

={feCt | fla< coforall A >0} with | f|= sup\f( ) el (1.6)

tem

Equip C;f,, with the topology given by the norms || f ||y for A > 0. Note that d(f,g) = Y, cn(1IA
| f = glli/n) metrizes this topology and makes C;t.. a Polish space. Let (C([0,00),C.L,.), U, U, U(t)) be
continuous path space, the canonical right continuous filtration and the coordinate variables.

Write (f,g) = [ f(z)g(z)dz and use = to denote weak convergence of probability measures. Next,
recall the following notatlon and result from [17].

Notation 1.1 (equations (2.4)—(2.5) of [I7]). Consider the generalized equation
8tuzamu—i-a—keu—ﬂu—fyzﬂ—i-u%dw (1.7)

with o, 3,7 € C([0,00),C;t, ). We may interpret o as the immigration rate, § — (3 as the mass creation-
annthilation rate and v as the overcrowding rate.

A solution to ([ILT) consists of a filtered probability space (2, F,F,P), an adapted white noise W
and an adapted continuous Ctem valued process u(t) such that for all ¢ € C°, the space of infinitely
differentiable functions on R with compact support,

@mx@=wm»@+[ﬁw$¢m+w—5@—w@w$wms (1.8)

+ [ ods+ [ [luts.a o,

If in addition P(u(0,z) = f(z)) = 1 then we say the solution u starts at f.
Theorem 1.2 (Theorem 2.2a)-b) of [17]).

a) For all f € Cif  there is a solution to (L) started at f.

tem

b) All solutions to (LT) started at f have the same law which we denote by P/*57. The map
(f,a,B,7) = PHPY s continuous. The laws PHBY for f € C,t.. form a strong Markov fam-
1ly.

We now introduce additional notation used in the present article.

Notation 1.3.

1. A solution to (L) is defined as in Notation [I1 above with o = = 0 and v = 1. By Theo-
rem[12, existence and uniqueness in law of solutions to (1)) started at ug € C;5,, hold and the laws
P, = Pu000%Y of such solutions form a strong Markov family on C([0,c0),C; Use E,, to denote
respective expectations.

tem

em)



2. In what follows denote ui(x) = u(t,x), abbreviate uy = u(t) = u(t,-) and write uguo)(az) for u(t,z),

starting at u(0,z) = up(z).

3. Let 7 = inf{t > 0: u(t,-) = 0} be the extinction-time of the process and denote the right wavefront
marker by
Ro(f) =sup{z € R: f(z) > 0} and write Ry(t) = Ro(u). (1.9)

For arbitrary f € C;t, \{0}, Ro(f) € (—o00,00]. By the last two lines of [17, Lemma 2.1] (note
that in the latter case |x| has to be replaced by x; also see Remark [7.]] below) Ry(0) < oo implies
Ry(t) < oo almost surely for all t > 0. Further adopt the obvious conventions Ry(t) = —oo on

{7 <t} and u (- + Ro(t)) =0 on {1 < t}.
Analogously define the left wavefront marker by Lo(f) = inf{x € R: f(x) > 0}.

4. Forv € P(C;,

), the space of probability measures on Cy

tem>

denote P, (A) = fcj Ps(A)v(df). (Borel
measurability in f follows from the continuity of the map f Py on Cihos cf. Theorem[12h).)

5. Use CI to denote the space of non-negative continuous functions with compact support and note that
due to the compact support property, uy € CI for allt > 0 if ug € CF. The compact support property
follows for instance by reasoning as at the beginning of [0, Section 2] or using [17, Lemma 2.1].

Constants may change from line to line.

1.3 Main results

The first main result of the present article is an alternative construction of travelling wave solutions in
case 6 > 0.. The initial condition fy from [I7] is replaced by an arbitrary non-negative continuous function
go € C with compact support. As extinction (that is 7 = inf{t > 0:u; =0} = inf{t > 0: (u,1) =0} <
00) happens with probability 0 < Py (7 < oo) < 1, we condition on non-extinction to obtain non-zero
travelling wave solutions.

Definition 1.4. For 0 > 0., go € C\{0} let vp € P(C;

tem

) be given by
T
vr(A) = T_l/o Py (us(- + Ro(s)) € A | 7 = o0)ds, (1.10)

that is, vy is the law of T_lfOT us(- + Ro(s))ds under Py, (- | 7 = 00) € P(C([0,00),Cit,))-

Remark 1.5. For 0 > 0., gy # 0 this yields in particular (recall Notation[.3-4) P,, € P(C([0,),C.t,.))
with

T
]PVT (B) = (]P)go (T = OO))_lT_l/O IEgo []]-{T:oo}Pus(~+Ro(s))(B)] ds, (111)
where 0 < Py, (1 = 00) < 1.

The sequence (vr)ren is in the sequel shown to be tight for 6 > 6.,g90 € CI\{0} fixed. Every
subsequential limit v yields the (not necessarily unique) law P, of a travelling wave solution, that is under

P,, (I2) and (3] hold.

Theorem 1.6. Let 0 > 0. and gy € CI\{0}. Every subsequential limit of the tight sequence {vy : T € N}
from Definition[1.7) yields a travelling wave solution to equation (LII).

We work with the original wavefront marker Ry(t) and show in particular that the wavefront marker
of the limiting solution is zero with probability one.

Proposition 1.7. Let 0 > 6., go € CI\{0} and let vy, be a subsequence that converges to v. Then
v({f: Ro(f)=0}) =1 and Py(u(t) Z0) =1 for all t > 0.



The uniqueness of the law of travelling wave solutions remains an open problem. Is the wavespeed
deterministic and/or does it depend on fy,go? In how far does it depend on 6 > 6. and is it strictly
positive (for 6 big enough, cf. [I7, Proposition 4.1c)])? In the latter case, does the same hold true for
lim sup, ., Ro(u(t))/t?

Survival is possible only if the overall mass and Ry(t) — Lo(t) with Lo(u(t)) = Lo(t) = inf{z € R :
u(t,z) > 0} grow to infinity over time (see Proposition Bl below). Recall the definitions of recurrence,
transience and local extinction of the support of a process from Pinsky [16, Definitions, p. 239-240]. Here
we formulate the definition of recurrence in the context of SPDEs.

Definition 1.8. The support of the process u(t) is recurrent if
Py, </u(t,a:)]lB(m)dm >0 for somet>0| 1= oo> =1 (1.12)

for every ug € CI\{0} and every open set B C R.

A consequence of the existence of travelling waves constructed from compact initial conditions is our
second main result which shows that the solutions to the SPDE (II]) have recurrent support.

Theorem 1.9. Let 6 > 0. and gy € CT\{0}. Then the support of the process u(t) is recurrent.

We obtain as a by-product of the proof that the supremum of the process does not decrease to zero
over time almost surely (see Lemma [6.I]). The idea of the proof is that “a travelling wave comes back”.
By monotonicity one obtains similar results for any initial condition in C;f,,. This result is a first step
in the direction of obtaining a more detailed view on the behaviour of surviving solutions to (LIJ), in
particular in near-critical regions # > 6. where no results except for [6, Theorem 1] are known to the
knowledge of the author. It remains an open problem to give a complete convergence result.

The present article additionally introduces upper measures that allow for a stochastic domination of
solutions to (LI)) starting in initial conditions of arbitrary support respectively support bounded to the
left or right (cf. Remark [28]). In the first case we obtain a second construction for the unique translation
invariant stationary distribution in the convergence result of [6 Theorem 1].

1.3.1 Comparison with the construction in [17]

In [I7, Section 3], fo(x) = 1 A (—x V 0) € C, is fixed as initial condition. Note that for § > 6.,
P4 (7 = 00) = 1, so there is no need to condition on survival. Instead of the wavefront marker Ry(t),
Ri(t) = Ri(u(t)) = In (f exp(:z:)u(t,x)dm) is used. Taking these changes into account, VF and IP’,I}‘;ZI are
constructed as in Definition [[.4] and Remark above. For 6 > 6., tightness of the sequence (VT)EI%IN is
established in [I7, Lemma 3.7]. By [I7, Theorem 3.8] every subsequential limit v yields the law P
of a travelling wave solution.

As remarked in [I7], the proof that the limit point is non-trivial seems easier using the wavefront
marker Ry rather than Ry. To establish the recurrence result in Theorem [[.9], the use of the wavefront
marker Ry is more suited. As a result, a substantial part of the work to follow goes into establishing a
result in the spirit of [I7, Lemma 3.5]. By means of domination methods it is shown that the slope of the
corresponding linear function only depends on # but not on the initial condition gy € C. Due to the use
of the wavefront marker Ry, an additional argument becomes necessary to obtain the properties of any
subsequential limit v as detailed in Proposition [[.71

1.4 Outline

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2luseful technical properties are recalled and upper measures
that allow for a stochastic domination of solutions to (II) are obtained. In particular, the unique



translation invariant stationary distribution in the convergence result of [6, Theorem 1] is obtained as the
unique weak limit of a sequence of dominating measures. In Section [B] the blow up of the overall mass
and support of a solution conditional on survival is established. Estimates on the right wavefront marker
are derived in Section @l They are used in Section Bl to construct travelling wave solutions arising from
initial conditions with compact support. We show in particular that the wavefront marker of the limiting
solution is zero with probability one. Finally, in Section [@ the recurrence of the support of a solution
conditional on survival is shown.

2 Self duality and upper measures

As detailed in [6, Section 1.2], the following self duality relation for (II]) holds: Let u,v be independent
solutions to (L) with ug € C;t, ,vg € C;. Then we have for 0 < s <,

tem>

E[e—ﬂ“(t%”@”] _ E[6_2<u(s>,v(t—s>>] _ E[e—zw(o»v(t»} , (2.1)

We extend this to arbitrary vg € C;f, as outlined below.

First approximate vy by a monotonically increasing sequence {v((]n)}n oy I CI such that v(()n) T vo.

Adapt the reasoning of [I7), (12)—(13)], based on a coupling technique of Barlow, Evans and Perkins [I],
(1)

inductively as follows. For n = 1, let u be a solution to (L)) started at up = vy’ and defined on
(Q, F, F;,P). Define a random C;., -valued process by

B(w)(t,z) = 2u(w)(t, x). (2.2)

Let (recall the notations (C([0,00),C.t,,), U, Uy, U(t)) from below (L8) and P/*57 from Theorem [L2)

tem

tem)7 ]:(2) =F x uv ]:t(2) = ]:t X Z/[t (23)
WW(w, f) =uw), vw, f)=U(f), ww,f)=uD(w, f)+ow,f).

Then there is a unique probability P on (9(2),]: (2)) such that for F'€ F,G € U,

0@ = Q x ¢([0,00),C

PO(F x @) = / Lp(w) P87 =0") 0B (G) p(dw). (2.4)
Q

The integrand on the right hand side is measurable by the continuity of the map (f,a,3,7v) + P87

(cf. Theorem [[2). The techniques of [1, Theorem 5.1] show that w solves (LI} with wy = v(()z) (on a
possibly enlarged probability space where Q) is replaced by Q) x C([0,00),C;5, ). The idea for the
construction of v is to add an independent white noise (to that for u) and to obtain v (conditional on )
as a process with annihilation due to competition with u. To establish the existence of a white noise for
w, a solution to (1) (cf. Notation [[T]), one may have to enlarge the probability space.

Now proceed inductively. For n > 2, let ug = v(()n), (Q,F, F,P) = (Q(”),f(”),}"én),]?(")) and use

(n+1) _(n)
]P’(UO ") 0.5()1 in the integrand of (24]) in the n-th step of the construction. By Ionescu-Tulcea’s

theorem (see for instance Klenke [8, Theorem 14.32]) there exists a uniquely determined probability
measure P’ on  x (C([0,00),C;t )N such that for F € F,G € U®",

tem

P(F x G x (X2,:1C([0,00),C5))) = PUFY(F % G). (2.5)

tem

Use the above inductive construction to obtain a coupled sequence of solutions u(™ to (L) on (Q X
(C([0,00),C;t, )N, F x UN,P') with initial conditions uén) = fué") satisfying ugn)(a:) < u§n+1)(x) for all

tem

t >0,z € R. Let uy =7 limy, oo ugn). By (2.5) and the tightness of the sequence P (n) for n — oo, u has
0

6



law P, (cf. Theorem [[.2]). Equality in (2.1)) then follows by using monotone convergence for each term
separately.

Note that we do not claim that u is a solution to (LI]) as we did not prove the existence of an
appropriate adapted white noise for this limit. The uniqueness in law is sufficient for the required result

@)

Remark 2.1 (monotonicity and domination by a superprocess). In what follows we frequently make use
of the following two properties. Note in particular the discussion at the beginning of [0, Section 2].

(i) (monotonicity)
Let ug, vy € Cft,, satisfy ug(x) < vo(x) for all z € R. Reason as above (use PUo—"00.B)1 jn @7))
to see that on a common probability space, there exist solutions u(t,z) and v(t,z) to (L)) with initial
conditions ug respectively vy such that u(t,z) < v(t,z) for all t > 0,2 € R almost surely. Once
again, the idea is to construct the increment v —u as a process with annihilation due to competition
with u by means of an independent (of u) white noise.

i € N such that ug(z) < Zm% (x) for all

x € R. Without loss of generality decompose uy, = 2121@8) with g(()i) € Ct

tem>

Next consider initial conditions go,ﬂ(()z) € Ct,,i

i € N satisfying
gg) (x) < Eg) () for all i € N. Then, on a common probabz'lz'ty space one can construct solutions

oD 7 1ieN to (1) with initial conditions 1)0 Zl<z<[ uo ,I € N respectively ué),z eN
such that '
u; =1 lim ng) has law Py, and satisfies w,(x) < Zﬂtz) () (2.6)
I—o00 - =
for allt >0,z € R almost surely.

Indeed, we shortly outline how to extend the construction of [22)—-2X5) to this case. Using mono-

tonicity, let v, @Y be a coupled pair of solutions on some probability space (Q, F,F;,P) to (L)

started at g(() ) respectively u( ) such that le)(:n) < Ugl)(x) forallt > 0,z € R almost surely. Induc-

tively construct solutions g(”“),ﬂ("H) on Q) = Q x (C(]0, 00), Cttm))%, n € N by considering

Nw, f,9) =0 (w), vlw f.9) =U(f), ww, fg)=u"(wfg)+vwfg), (2.7)
t(w, f,9) =U(g), @(w,f,g9)=2vw,f9) +70w,fg)
and for '€ F and G, H € U,
PMHD(F x G x H) (2.8)

= [ ) [ Lot PO ) ED TS 1) pl 02 ) )
Q) C

tem

with the three random C;._ -valued processes B, A and B given as

tem
B(w)(t,2) = 20" (w)(t, ), (2.9)
Aw, f)(t,z) = 2g(")(w)(t,x)f(t,x) and B(w, f)(t,z) = 2f(t,x).
Note that in this step, w,w solve (LI]) with w, = y(()"ﬂ) respectively wy = H(()"H). The claim in

8) now follows from 1) and le)(x) < ﬂﬁl)(fﬂ)-

(ii) (domination by a superprocess for 6 > 0)
Recall from [6, (7)] that there is a coupling of a solution u to (L)) starting in ug € C;.,, with a
solution u to )
Ol = Oppt + 0u + uzdW, 1y = ug (2.10)



so that u(t,x) < a(t,x) for allt > 0,2 € R almost surely. u is the density of a one-dimensional
Dawson- Watanabe superprocess with constant mass creation 0 (cf. [15]) and (use the notations Py,
and T in what follows to indicate the use of a coupling with an appropriate @)

Py (r <t)>Pyu(F<t)= exp<_12€<7zg’61>> (2.11)

(cf. [13, Ezxercise I1.5.3]). Furthermore, reason as in the proof of [6, (10)] to get for arbitrary
—co<a<b<ooandt >0,

inf Py, (r <t) > C(0,t,a,b) > 0. (2.12)
up€CT :supp(ug)C[a,b]

The main result of [6] is that for § > 6. there exists a unique translation-invariant stationary measure
p € P(CL,) with u({f : f # 0}) = 1 that is a stationary distribution for (II). They give sufficient
conditions for its domain of attraction in [6, (6)]. Note that in [6l (6)] the condition is uniform in =z,
where {7} : t > 0} denotes the heat semigroup, and thus does not extend to compact initial conditions
but includes for instance all positive constant functions. See the paragraph below [6l (4)] for a motivation

of the proof of this theorem. p is further characterized by its Laplace functional
/e_2<f’g>,u(df) =P,(r <o0), forgecC;. (2.13)

In what follows we give a second construction of u as the unique weak limit of a sequence (7)o
for T'— oo, where pup can be thought of as a dominating measure at time 7' to any solution to (ILI) with
ug € C;t,,, (look ahead to Corollary for a precise statement of this result).

tem

Proposition 2.2. Let T > 0 be fized and ) € C;5,. such that ¥y (z) 1 00 as N — oo for all x € R. Then
ﬁ(ugfm)) = ur for N = oo in P(C+ ), where pr is uniquely characterized by its Laplace functional

tem

/ 2D pr(df) = P(D < T, forall g € CF, (2.14)

with
79 = inf{t >0: 4 = 0} . (2.15)

Proof. The Kolmogorov tightness criterion for a sequence of laws of C;7 valued random variables (X ) yen
is stated in [I7, (2) and below]: it is sufficient to show that

(i) {L((Xn,e7)} yey 1s tight,
(ii) for all A > 0 there exist C' < co,p > 0,7 > 1,£ < A such that for all N € N,

E[|Xn(z) — Xn(2)P] < Cla — /|7 for all |z —2/| < 1. (2.16)

To check condition (i) first let
o(z) = e m3VIFE > el (2.17)

so that ¢ € C?, ¢ > 0. Apply [I7, Lemma 3.3] in what follows. First observe that ¢ € ® = {f :|| f|[x< o
for some A\ < 0}, the space of functions with exponential decay, where || f ||x= sup, |f(z)|exp(—A|z|).
Moreover,

T x z? 1
o) = A wnd 6o0) = 000) (s — g ) €0 @29

8



and

¢xw($) 1 l‘2 1 1
== 5 - s < ,
) ‘ o) | 1T T2 |arepn| St (2.19)
B=¢lleo= €2,
v =(¢,1) < (el_%H, 1) = 26/ e *2dx = 4e < .
0
Hence [I7, Lemma 3.3] yields for all p > 2, N € N that
P p
E[((uf™), e )] <EB[((ui™,6))] < C6.p,7) (2:20)

and we obtain
P((uff™e 1) > &) < P, 0) > K) < 8 (. 0))"] <

[17, Lemma 3.4] yields for all § > 0,p > 2 and |z — 2/| < 1,

C(evpv T) Kj>00

= 0. (221

EHU’%N)(@ — ug?’N’(x’)

p} <CO,p, Tz —2'|P> 1. (2.22)

Choose p > 4 to obtain (ii) with C = C(0,p,T),y=p/2—1>1and £ =0 < A for A > 0 arbitrary. It
(¥n) f ot +
follows that <£ <uT ))NEN is tight in P(C;L,,,).

Finally we show that £<u§fp N )> Nzoo pr. To this goal we investigate the Laplace functional of the

subsequential limits of E(uéﬁb N )>: Let (Ng)i be a subsequence such that E(u;b Nk)) ko pr in P(Ci,)-
We obtain for ¢ € CF arbitrary
(YN,
/ e 259y (df) = lim E[e‘2<“T " ,¢>] = lim B[e=20mi)] = p((uf),1) = 0) (2.23)
k—o0 k—o0

Here we used the duality from (2I)) in the second equality and the definition of ¢ together with domi-
nated convergence in the last step. Use the definition of 7(%) to rewrite the above as

/ =209 1y (df) = P(T<¢> < T) . (2.24)

Uniqueness of the limit ur follows as the Laplace functional uniquely characterizes a measure.
It remains to show that ([@224) holds for all ¢ € C; Let ¢, € CI,¢n T ¢. By monotonicity,

tem*

P(T(¢) < T) < IP’(T(%) < T) for all n € N. By the continuity of f +— P; on Cit ., limsup,,_ Py, (ur €
{0}) < Py(ur € {0}) = P(r¥) < T) and lim,, oo P(7(®") < T) = P(7(¥) < T) follows. Use dominated
convergence to pass to the limit in the left hand side of ([Z24]). O

Remark 2.3. Let T > 0 be arbitrarily fized. By Theorem [I.2, £<u§“T)> = gy for all t > 0. Indeed,

use self-duality to see that the Laplace functionals coincide: for all ¢ € C.L,,,

o209 = [y [e209) untap) = [ B[00 ) = Bo| [ H0Prta)| 229
— B[P (7 <)) = Bo(r T 1) = [ 20 up (af)

holds.



Proposition 2.4. For T > 0 fived, {uzy,t > 0} is tight in P(C;5,,). In particular, priy = p fort — oo
in P(Cit,,) where p satisfies ZI3) for all g € CF.

Proof. We obtain from [I7, Lemma 3.4] and Remark 23] for all § > 0,p > 2,|z — 2/| <1 and ¢t > 0,
/ |f(x) = f(@)|" prre(df) = /EfHuT/2(33) — g2 (2] pegr 2 (df) < C0,p,T)|z — /[P (2.26)

Similar reasoning, using [I7, Lemma 3.3] yields [((f,e”"))Puri(df) < C(0,p,T). Reason as at the
beginning of the proof of Proposition [Z2to obtain (i)—(ii) of the tightness-conditions applied to {pri¢, t >
0}. It follows that {744, t > 0} is tight in P(Cy,,) for T > 0 arbitrarily fixed. The reminder of the proof
is analogous to the proof of Proposition Z22lonce we observe that for any ur, = v € P(C.L,,) with T), — oo
we have for ¢ € CI arbitrary,

[0 = fim [ 209 @) B fim (e < 1) =B (59 < 0), (2.27)

the last by monotone convergence. This concludes the proof. O

We obtain in particular the following from the above proofs.

Remark 2.5. Use self-duality to get for all T > 0 and ¢ € C;.

tem’
/ =250 o (df) = IP><T<¢’> < T) sup E[ —2<ugt, ¢>} (2.28)
djectem
and for all ¢ € CF,
(%)
/e ) p(df) = ( @) < oo) = tlim sup E[e‘kuTwﬂ"ﬁﬂ . (2.29)
— 00 ¢€Cttm

Corollary 2.6 (Upper measure). Let ug € C;.,. and T > 0 be arbitrarily fived. Then there eists a

coupling of a solution u(*) to (LI) and a random continuous process (upy)e>0 with values in Ct,, such
that
ungii(a:) <wur,(x) forallt> 0,2 € R almost surely (2.30)

and L((up,,)i>0) = Puy-

Proof. Choose a sequence (1n)nen as in Proposition 2.2]such that ¢y > ug. By reasoning as in (2.2])—(2.35])
one can construct a monotonically increasing sequence of solutions uw© ™) N e N to (CI) with initial
conditions ug respectively ¢y, N € N on a common probability space. For T' > 0 fixed, let u}._, () =1

limpy 00 ugp]i)t(x), t >0,z € R. Then up . has law P, by Proposition and Theorem O

Remark 2.7 (Remark on notation). Let G be a function from C;., to R. In what follows we often use
the notations L(u}) and E[G(u})] in place of uy and [ G(f)u(df) to remind the reader of the dominating

property of jit.
Remark 2.8 (Left upper measure and right upper measure).

(i) By analoguous reasoning to the above one can use non-decreasing sequences (y € C,, such that
(n(x) T oo forx <0 and (n(z) =0 for x > 0 to prove that for T > 0 arbitrarily fized there exists

a left upper measure vy € P(C,L,,) uniquely characterized by its Laplace functional

/e_2<f’g>UT(df) = IP’(<]1(_OO70)( ), u(T)> = 0) for g e ngm (2.31)
and such that E( (e )> = vr in P(CgL,,). Moreover, L(u, (v T)) = UTtt.
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(ii) For ug € Ctem with Ro(up) < 0 and T > 0 arbitrarily fized, using (1 > ug in the construction, one
obtains analoguously the existence of a coupling such that

ungii(a:) < u}it(x) for all x € R, t > 0 almost surely, (2.32)
where ﬁ((u}’it)tzo) = P, holds. Note in particular that such a coupling yields
Ro(ug,?ii) < Ro(ui}’ﬂrt) for allt > 0 almost surely. (2.33)
One can further show that there exists a coupling such that for T > 0 fized,

ui}it( ) <upi(x), forallt >0,z € R almost surely. (2.34)
(iii) The construction of a right upper measure kp by means of {n(x) = (n(—x) and corresponding
properties follow analoguously. We will use the notation L(u;"") = k¢ in what follows.

Corollary 2.9. For ¢ € C;t . and T > 0 arbitrary,

* ¢7 1
Bl{up ¢)] < 0722 (2.35)
y o Pyg(ur|eco #0)
o - g, P o
and
[ttt <o(6.1). (2.37)
Proof. Use ([ZI4]) and coupling with a superprocess (see Remark 2I)ii)) and (ZII) to see that
. d —oA(ukd) d ()
— (— - 7 = (— —_— < .
El(ur, o)) = (-1/2) 35| B[e2009] = (cp| | B(r <) (2:38)
P(r0 <T) -1 P(7) <T) -1
1/2) 1 — 1/2) 1 —
= (=1/2) lim S < (=1/2) lim S
_261<)‘e¢:9>T _ 1 20\ <¢,1> <¢ 1>
- = f— —_— - 7&79T fr— 77
=12 i A (255, e S

The second claim follows by analoguous reasoning. For the third claim, let M > 0 fixed, ¢,, € CI,n € N
such that ¢, 1 ¢. By Proposition [24] and (2:35]),

<¢n, >

/ (£, 6n) A M) () = Jim / (F.6a) A M) () < Jim 00T 96, 7). (239

Use monotone convergence first for M — oo, then for ¢, T ¢ to establish the claim. O

3 Blow up of the overall mass and support

Proposition 3.1. Let § > 0. and ug € C;5,,\{0}. Then the overall mass process satisfies in the limit

tem
Py, <tli>m (ug, 1) =00 |7 = oo) = 1. (3.1)
Moreover, if ug € C,
P,, (tlggo (Ro(t) — Lo(t)) = oo | 7 = oo) ~1. (3.2)

11



Proof. If the process has infinite mass at all times, the first claim is trivial. Thus, without loss of generality
let (up, 1) < oo in what follows (otherwise condition on the first time the process has finite mass). Consider
M € N arbitrary such that < ug,1 >< M. Set Ty = 0 and

T =inf{t > Ty + 1: (u, 1) < M}, meN, (3.3)

where we set inf ) = co. Next observe that

Puo(Tin < 7) = Pug(Tin < 7, T < 00) = Ey,

m—1
Eyo [L(Tyn < 7, T < 00) | Fr, s H 1T < 7,T; < oo)] .
=1

(3.4)
Using the strong Markov property of the process v = u(*0) and the definition of T} = Tl(uo) we get as a
further upper bound

. (u) m—1
P (u) <T1<"Tm1> < T<u(T7S)*1>,T1< ey < oo> ]l<T(“0) < rluo) o) o oo)] (3.5)
Ty 1 1

i=

E.,

(u )
< Euo []P’ug?o) <1 <T T,S 1 ) H ]]_( < T(uo) T.(UO) < OO)] )
P

Let ppy = sup uo (1 < 7), then we obtain by iterating the above

ug:{ug,1)y<M

m—1
Puo (T, < 7, T < 00) < parEy, [H IT; < 1,T; < 00)
i=1

<Pir (3.6)

To obtain an upper bound on py; we will dominate u by a superprocess . Now (2.I1]) yields

—20M
sup Py,(l<7)<1-— exp< _6> . (3.7)
ug:{ug,1y<M l—e
Hence py; < 1 and
Puoy (T < 7) = Pyuy (T, < 7,10 < 00) < pity — 0 for m — oo (3.8)

for all ug € C;5,,, satisfying 0 < (ug, 1) < M. By continuity of measures, this finally gives with 7}, = T,%M)

as above,

Py, <hﬂ£f<ut, 1) < oo, 7 = oo) = lim Py, (hgnlnf(ut, 1) <M, 7= oo)

M—o0

< lim IP’UO<T( )<TVmENT—oo>
M~

< lim lim P, <T( )<7')

M — 00 m—00

< lim lim
~ M—oo m—>oopM

=0,

which proves the first part of the claim. The second part can be shown by similar reasoning, using (2.12))

in place of ([2.I1)). O
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4 Estimates on the right wavefront marker

One of the first results is the almost sure finiteness of the positive part of the right wavefront marker of
ui}’l (recall Remark 2.8|(ii)) for times 7" > 0. Indeed, the expectation turns out to be linearly bounded in
time T'.

The strategy to the proof of such a result is as follows. For fixed T" > 0, consider (ui}j2 +t) >0 For
t=0, u;j2 might or might not satisfy Ry(7'/2) = Ry (u;j2) < 00, but one shows that with high probability,
to the right of some large enough R > 0 it only has finite mass. For the remaining time 7'/2, kill off
enough parts to the right of R to regain Ry(7T) < oo for this part of the solution. For the part to the left
of R, use the compact support property. Note that this strategy works for (ILI]) as local patches of high
mass immediately get “beaten down“ due to the additional drift of —u?. Therefore the speed of the right
front of the support of a solution over a fixed time-interval is determined rather by the shape of the right
wavefront than by the overall shape of the solution.

Remark 4.1 (Notation involving non-continuous initial conditions). In the following three lemmas and
the subsequent proof of Proposition [{.5 initial conditions to (L)) appear that involve indicator functions
and thus are not continuous. This notation should be understood as explained below and is only used as
an abbreviation to facilitate following the main idea of the proofs.

Forv e P(Ct,,),t >0,ACR,F:Ct,, — R" measurable, denote
/ Epp,Fu)v(df) = inf / E 1 F (ue)] v(df). (4.1)
¢€Ctem7¢21A

The proofs should then be executed for appropriate ¢ fized in place of 1 4(+). Only in the conclusion of the
proofs the infimum over ¢ € C, ¢ > 14 is taken to conclude the claims.

Lemma 4.2. For 6 >0 and 0 <T <1,

E |:E *,1

uT/Z]]'(foo,Tl/‘l](.)

[0V RO(T/Q)]] <O, (4.2)
Proof. Recall the notation of Remark 2.8 We first bound

E |:E *,1

uT/21(7w7T1/4](')[0 V Ro(T/Q)]:| < T1/4 + /Ef(_+T1/4)1(0070](,)[0 V RQ(T/Q)] ’UT/Q(df) (4.3)

< opl/d > .
<orV4 4 / /T1/4 Prrr1/ay1 () (0;:;1;/2 Ro(s) > R) dR vrys(df)

Lemma from the Appendix yields for R > g > 0 arbitrary,

/4 1/4\2
_ q—x+T
]P)f(‘+T1/4)]]-(—oo,0](') <0<igg/2 Ry(s) > R) <CO+(R-97? /2 /_oo exp (—( 5T ) > f(z)dx.
(4.4)

Abbreviate
(4.5)

_ T1/4)2
0T (@) = 1oy uy (@) exp<—<q e ) ,

2T

then by (2.36),

dR.
(4.6)

oV Ro(T/Z)]] <2V | (64 (R—q)2) T2 lim 22T (ur2le<0 #0)

E|E .
¥ T1/4 A—07F 2\

uT/21(7007T1/4](-)
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By the crude bounds Pgrq.11 (ur/2leco # 0) < Pgiran (r>T/2),1—e™* <z for x > 0 and @2II),

E [E o dR.  (4.7)

uT/Q]]'(foo,Tl/‘l]('

T/2)| < 27t/ / e et
Jov Ro(r/2]| <20 [ (0 (- ) T

Choose ¢ = R/2 and recall that 0 < T <1 to get, using 1 — exp(—xz) > C(c)z for 0 <z < ¢,

00 T1/4 (R/2—atrT1/4)2
E[Eu*,l — (,)[OVRO(T/2)]} < 2T1/4+C(9)(1+T—1/2)T—1/ / e~ o1 dxdR
T/27 (=00, T1/4] T4 J _ 0
(4.8)
oo 2
g2T1/4+0(9)(1+T—1/2)T—1T1/2/ 4T dR
T1/4

< 2TV £ C(O)(1 + T~ V2)e wri/2,
which concludes the proof. O

Lemma 4.3. For 0 >0,0<T <1,R>0 and n € N arbitrary,

—1/2 _o\ — ((n—1/2)R)>
E [Pu?;Q]l(nR,(n+l)R](')(T = T/2)} S C(H)T (9 + (R/Q) ) € 4 . (4'9)
Proof. Domination by a superprocess and (2.11]) yield
-1 EN
E[Pu;}zl(nR,(nﬂ)R](')(T - T/Z)} <oOrT E[<UT/2]1("R’("+1)R}(.)’ 1>] ' (4.10)
To further bound the right hand side, use (Z36]) and Lemma [T.2] to obtain
Pyy () (Ut )2l (nr,00) # 0)
*,l o . (—00,0) 3
E[<UT/2’ ]]-(nR,oo)()>} - )\gnolJr 2\ (411)
-2\ 0T/2 0 (¢ — )
<C(0+(nR—q) ?)e exp| — o5 dx
2
<C®) 0+ (nR—q)?) T2eir
with ¢ = ¢(n, R),nR > q > 0 arbitrarily fixed. The choice ¢ = (n — 1/2)R gives the claim. O
Lemma 4.4. For 0 >0,0<T <1,R>0 and n € N arbitrary,
E|E .. [(0V Ro(T/2))?] | < 4((n+1)R)? + C(0)T—1 /2~ (4.12)
Ug oL (nR,(n+1)R) (*) = ’ ’

Proof. To get a first upper bound, apply Lemma [T 2 to f € C;  with Ry(f) < (n + 1)R, to obtain

tem

Ef| sup (0V Ry(s))?
0<s<T/2

g((n+1)R+Q)2+/

2RP; <R0(T/2) > R) dR (4.13)
(n+1)R+Q

o0

< ((n+ DR+ Q) +C(0) /( e R0+ (R / exp (-%) F()dzdRR

with @ > 0 and § = G(R), R > G > (n + 1)R arbitrary. Integration against vy /2(df) yields as an upper
bound to the right hand side in (ZI2]),

(e.o]

(n+1)R+Q)*+C(h) /

LI GRS e PRt

14



with

[n,R,§,T] (¢ —x)?
UEE(2) = g i r) (@) exp | =55 | - (4.15)
Dominate u*! by «* and then apply (Z33) to get as a further upper bound
(n+ 1R+ Q> +C(O)T! / R (9 +(R- 4)—2) (Wl BT 1ygR. (4.16)
(n+1)R+Q

With the substitutions R+ (n+ 1)R = R, §+ (n+ 1)R = § and & = (n + 1)R + z this reads
(n+1D)R+Q)*+CO)T™* / (R+ (n+1)R) (0 + (R —q)72) (wI-LRETI 1) R (4.17)
Q

for R > q > 0. Choose Q = (n + 1)R and ¢ = R/2 to conclude that this in turn can be bounded from
above by (recall that we assume 0 <7 < 1)

o _ _ =2 0 z 2
H(n+1)R) +C(O)T / R0+ (R/2)2) e tor / M dzd R (4.18)
(n+1)R —-R
(n+)R)2 [ R R\ 2 A2
<4((n+1R?+CO)T Ve mor — 9+<—> e Fr 2 dR
( B) ©) (n+1)rR VT 2T VT
n 2
< 4((n+1)R)? + CO)T V2~
which completes the claim. O

Proposition 4.5. For 0 >0 and 0 <T <1,

E [0 V Ry (u;lﬂ < ooV (4.19)

Proof. Let R = T'/*. Apply the monotonicity property from Remark (i) to the following countable
sum of initial conditions to get

E [o V Ry (u;l)} _E [Eu;;2 0V RO(T/2)]} (4.20)
<E [Eu%l(m [0V Ro(T/2) } +) E [E Lo ey Jov RO(T/2)]} .

n>1

The first term can be bounded by C(6)T/* by Lemma To bound the summands of the second
term, apply Cauchy-Schwarz’ inequality twice: For fixed n € N and with the abbreviation f = f(w) =

u?b(w) . ]l(nR,(n+1)R}(‘) we have
E[Ef0V Ro(T/2)]) = E[E;[(0V Ro(T/2)L(r>1/2]] < E[(Ef[(0V Ro(T/2))?] By(r > T/2))"] (a.21)
< (E[E;[(0V Ro(T/2)2]] E[Ps(r > T/2)])* .

To bound the first factor use Lemma [£4] to bound the second factor use Lemma Collecting
terms, we obtain

E[O V Ry (u;l)] (4.22)
n )2 n—1 2 1/2
OTY 3 <{ n+1)R)* + C(G)T—l/%—“éi%m} COTV2 (0 + (R/2)7?) H!ﬁ“’) .

n>1

15



Recall the choice R = T4 to conclude

(n—1/2)2
E[o V Ry <u;l)] < COTV +CO)e T S (n+1)% w1 < C(6) T/ (4.23)
n>1
as claimed. O
Lemma 4.6. For all 0 > 0,7 > 1,
E [0 V Ry (u;l)} < C(O)T. (4.24)

Proof. We first note that for all n € N, E[O Y Ro(u:{l)] < 00. Indeed, use induction: The claim follows

for n = 1 directly from Proposition Suppose the claim holds for n fixed. Remark [2Z8(ii) yields a
*,1

coupling such that ugu” )(- + Ro(ui')) < v holds a.s. with £(v) ~ v1. As a result,

Elov Ro(u:’il)} <E [0 v Ro(u;’l)} +E [o V Ry <u§“3’l>(. v Ro(u,’;’l))ﬂ (4.25)
<E [o v Ro(u;’l)} FE[0V Ro(v)] < co.

Use Remark 2:8[(ii) and Proposition 4.5 again (let Ro(t) — Ro(s) =0 for 0 < s <t and u(s) = 0, then
the well-definiteness of the differences in wave-markers follows by the above) to obtain

E [o V Ry (ui}’l>] <E [o V Ry (u*{’lﬂ (4.26)
+ LTilE{EW [0V (Ro(1) — RO(O))]] +E [E% 0V (Ro(T — |T]) — Ro(0))]
n=1

<|T] E[o vRo(u’;vl)} +E[o \/RO(U;I_LTJ)] < (|T] +1)C(6)
and the claim follows for all T' > 1 after an appropriate change of constant. O

Corollary 4.7. For all > 0 and ug € C,, with Ry(up) < 0 there ezists C(0) < oo independent of ug
such that

E,, [0V Ro(T)] < C(0) (T v T1/4) (4.27)
for all T > 0.
Proof. The claim follows by Proposition .5 Lemma and monotonicity. O

Recall the definition of Lo(f) = inf{x € R: f(z) > 0}.

Lemma 4.8. Suppose 6 > 0 and go € CT\{0} arbitrarily fized. There exists C(0) < oo independent of go
such that for all T > 0,

Ego [l Ro(D)|L 1] < [Ro(g0)| + | Lo(g0)| + C(0) (T v T/) (4.28)

holds.
Proof. Corollary 4.7 yields

Egy 0V Ro(T)] < [Ro(g0)] + Eg[0V (Ro(T) ~ Ro(0))] (4:29)
= | Ro(g0)] + Eq (-4 (0 [0V Rol(D)] < |Rogo)] + C(0) (T v TY*).
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Further consider v(z) = u;(—x) for all t > 0, where u is a solution to (ILI]) starting in go. As g has
compact support, vo € CI and v is a solution to (L)) starting in vy. Note in particular that

Ro(UT) = —LQ(’LLT) on {T < T} (4.30)
and E,, [0V Ro(T)] < |Ro(vo)| + C(6)(T v T'/*). Then

[0V Ro(T)] + Egy[—(0 A Ro(T)) Lz (4.31)

Ego[[Ro(T)|1{r>1y] = Eg,
< Eg [0V Ro(T)] + Ego [ (0 A Lo(T)) Lirsmy] = Ego [0V Ro(T)] + Eyo [0V Ro(T)]

and the claim follows. O

‘For the remainder of the article assume 6 > 6., unless otherwise indicated. ‘

We now prove a result in the spirit of [I7, Lemma 3.6]. Recall the definition of P, with v = v (go)

from (CII)).

Lemma 4.9. If 0 > 6.,t > 0 and gy € C\{0}, then there exists C(go,0,t) such that for all a > 0,0 <

s<tandT >1,
C(go,0,t
Bur(|Ro(s)] 2 a) < T2 00, (1.32)
In particular, for 0 <t <1,

C(g(]v 0)t1/4

Pur(|Ro(s)] = a) < . (4.33)
holds.
Proof. The claim is obvious for s = 0. We bound first for s > 0,a > 0,
1 T
]P)VT(RO(S) 2 CL) = W/O EQO []]‘{TZOO}PUT-(~+R0(T))(RO(S) 2 a)] dr (434)
1 g 1 1
< _ > = =) > .
< ey [ B () 2 o] < () 2
Using Proposition and Lemma this yields for all s > 0,
1 C(9) (s v st/
P, (Ro(s) > a) < EE[O V Ry (ulﬂ < w (4.35)

To prove the second half of the lemma, we follow the reasoning of the proof of [I7, Lemma 3.6]. First
observe that (by Lemma [4.8 above the integrands are well-defined and Fubini’s theorem can be applied)

T
E,.[Ro(s)] = ! o7 / Ego [1{r=co}Eu, (-+Ro(r) [Ro(s)]] dr (4.36)

Py (7 = oo)T J,
1 T
" Pyy(r=00)T /o Egy [Lr—oo) (Bo(r + 5) = Ro(r))] dr

_ m ( /T ", [1r—oey Ro(r)] dr — /0 "By [Lr—c Ro(r)] dr> .

Use
EVT [RO(S)] < EVT [0 v RO(S)] - aPVT(RO(S) < —CL) (437)

17



and rearrange terms to conclude

Pyr(Ro(s)) < —a) (4.38)
1 1 T+s s
<= {EI/T [0V Ro(s)] — Py (r = oo)T </T Ego [L{r=oc} Ro(r)] dr — /0 Ego [1{r=o00} Ro(r)] dr)}

For the second and third term on the right hand side, Lemma [£.§] yields

T+s

T+s
- / Ego [Lr=coyRo(r)] dr < C(go, 9)/ (1 + (7’ v r1/4>) dr (4.39)
T T
respectively
/ Ego [L{r=cc}Ro(r)] dr < C(go, 9)/ (1 + <r v 7‘1/4>) dr. (4.40)
0 0

For the first term reason as in ([£30) to see that
Eur [0V Ro(s)] < B[OV Ro(u)] < C(6) (5 51).

Collecting terms we get for T > 1,

PVT (RO(S) < —a) (4'41)
< 2 {0(9) (8 v 81/4> + 0(90,9)%8 (1 + <(T +5) V(T + 8)1/4>> n 0(90,9)%8 (1 N <s y 31/4))}

1
<

—{c®) (svs1) + Cloo,0)s(1 +5) + Clgo, 0)s (1+ (s v /1) ) }

a

and the claim follows. O

5 Construction of travelling wave solutions arising from initial con-
ditions with compact support: Proof of Theorem and Proposi-
tion [I.7]

We are now in a position to prove the analogue of [I7, Lemma 3.7].
Lemma 5.1. If 0 > 6. and gy € CJ\{0} then the sequence {vy : T € N} from Definition[1.]] is tight.

Proof. The proof is similar to the proof of [I7, Lemma 3.7], except for the changes detailed below. To
not confuse the reader in what follows, we note two small misprints in [I7] that are without influence
on the rest of the proof. Namely, in the second and third line of the system of equations in the proof
of Lemma 3.7, it should read U(t,- + Ry(t)) respectively U(t,- + Ri(t — 1)) instead of U(t,- — Ri(t))
respectively U(t,- — Ry (t —1)). To adapt the proof to our setting, change all the wavefront markers from
R; to Ry, initial conditions from fj to go, condition on the event {r = oo} and proceed analogously to
[17] until one obtains terms I and II. To bound term II, use that P, (|Ro(1)| > a) < C(go,0)/a by
Lemma L9l Term I can be bounded as in [I7]. Note that [I7] uses the definition of the wavefront marker
Ry to show that vp({f : (f,¢1) < 1) = 1. As we use Ry instead, we proceed differently.
Indeed, reason as above to conclude for N € N and a,d > 0 arbitrary,

vr({f : {f,¢1) > N}) <P, (|Ro(0)] = a) +6/T (5.1)
T
+ (]P)go (r= OO))_lT_l /6 Py, (]P)us,(;(-—i-Ro(s—é)) (<u57 ¢1) > Ne_a)) ds.

Choose § small enough, then a big enough to see that the first two terms can be made arbitrarily small,
uniformly in 7" € N. For the last term choose N big enough and reason as in (Z.17)—2.21)). O
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To prove the analogue of [I7, Theorem 3.8|, that is Theorem [[L6] we first need to prove a statement
along the lines of [I7, (27)—(30)]. The first property and the second part of the third property (< oo)
follow directly from the definition of Ry. The remaining properties are replaced by the statements in
Proposition [ 7l Before proving this proposition, we prove the following first.

Lemma 5.2. Let 0 > 0. and gy € CT\{0}. Let t >0 and a,m >0, 0 < b < 1 be arbitrarily fived. Then
Py ((ur(- + Ro(ur)), L(—2a,00)(-)) < m) (5.2)

C(O)b!/4 T4t Cgo, 00014 ppm
<[ (1=E9D ) o i + (1)
a T a
for all T € N.

Proof. We have by Remark

1

T
Puri (Ro(b) < —a) > 7 =) /0 Ego [L{r=00}Pusyi(-+Bo(s+0) (Ro(b) < —a)[ds.  (5.3)

(T + )Py,
Monotonicity at time s + t yields (recall the notation with non-continuous initial conditions from Nota-
tion [4.1])
PVT+t(RO(b) < —CL) (5.4)
1 T
= T+ DBp(r = ) /0 g | (e P Ol (00, 1) <7 < D)

X Pr o aa)Ousse(+Ro(s+1)) (Bo(b) < —a)] ds.
The first probability in the product can be bounded below by
]P)IL(,za,oo)(')us+t(~+Ro(S+t))(<u07 1> <m,T < b) (5.5)
—20—m
2 P1 ooy (usse(+Ro(s+t) (U0, 1) <m) — <1 —e 1*6"”’) :

where we used (2.I7)) in the last line. For the second probability in the product in (5.4]) we have

. C(0)b'/*
Pi, o auyOsse(tRoss) (Bo(®) < —a) = P(Ro(up') < a) = (1 - %) Vo (56)

by Markov’s inequality and Proposition We obtain
Pur (Ro(b) < —a) (5.7)
(1- <) g

= T 5 OBy (r = )

<1 — 6_261*6%) T
- ) /0 Eqgo [Lir=oc] ds

(T + 1)Pgy (1 = 00

C(0)b!/* o
N TL—H& { ((1 - %) v 0) P ((1e(- 4 Ro(u0)), L2 00)()) < m) = (1= e 727 } ‘

Use Lemma and rearrange terms to see that

T
/0 Eg, []l{T:oo}]?n(,%m)(.)us+t(.+RO(s+t)) ((uo, 1) < m)} ds

T C(0)b/4
Py ((ue(- + Ro(ur)), L(—2a,00) (1)) < m) T+t ((1 - %) Vv 0> (5.8)
C(g(), 9)1)1/4 T —20_—m __
< _ _e—0b
- a T+t (1 ¢ )
which concludes the proof. O
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We now have all the ingredients together to prove Proposition [[7l Recall that by Lemma [5.1] there
exists a subsequence vr, converging to some v € P(C;L, ).

Proof of Proposition[1.7} By definition of v and Ry(t) = Ro(ut) we have vp({f : Ro(f) = 0}) =1 for all
T > 1. As the set {f € C;t,, : Ro(f) < 0} is closed,

v({f : Ro(f) > 0}) < lim wr, ({f : Ro(/) > 0}) =0 (5.9)

follows.
Next let ¢ > 0 be arbitrarily fixed. Let m > 0 small and A > 0 big. We obtain with ¢1(x) = exp(—|z|)
and as vy, = v yields P,,, = P, by Theorem [[.2]

P,(us =0) <P, ({(ug, 91) < e_zAm) < linni)ionof Py, (<ut, ¢1> < 6_2Am) (5.10)
< limint {B,y, (Ro(®) > A) + Py, (el + Ro(t)), L1y () < m, [Ro(t)] < 4)}.

The first summand can be bounded by Lemma and we get as a result

000t it By, (- + Folt))s Lagy()) < m). (5.11)

A n—00

P,(uy =0) <

Choose b = 1, m small enough and A big enough in Lemma [5.2] to see that the second summand becomes
arbitrarily small. By further increasing A the first summand becomes arbitrarily small, too. This proves
the second half of the proposition. Moreover, v({f : —oo < Ry(f) < 0}) = 1 follows.

Consider the case t = 0. Let a > 0 arbitrarily small and M, X > 0 big. Let ¢, (z) = exp(—A|z + al),
then

PL(Ro(0) < —a) < P, ({0, 6a1) > M) + P, ((uo, d0,\) < €M) (5.12)
The first term can be bounded using Corollary and reasoning as in (2.39]) by
P, ((uo, pap) > M) < M 10{¢q1,1). (5.13)
This yields
P, (Ro(0) < —a) < 2—]\3 T liminf Py, ((uo, L(aja0)()) < e /20). (5.14)

Choose M big enough to make the first term small. Set m = exp(—Aa/2)M. Note that for a, M fixed,
m can be made arbitrarily small by choosing A arbitrarily big. To make the second summand arbitrarily
small, apply Lemma 5.2 by first choosing b small enough such that b'/* /a is small and afterwards choosing
m small enough. Hence, for all @ > 0, v({f : Ro(f) < —a}) = P,(Ro(0) < —a) = 0 and the remaining
claim follows. O

Proof of Theorem [1.4. We first introduce a set of approximating wavefront-markers tailored to Ry(f).
Note that Ro(f) is not continuous on C;f,.. In what follows let m > 0 and N € N be arbitrarily fixed.
For f € C  set

tem

R™N(f) = Rm’N(f]l[_MN}) =sup{z € [-N,N]: f(z) > 0and (f,1(z <-< N)) >m} (5.15)

with the convention that sup() = —N in the above. We note that m ~ R™Y(f) € [N, N] for all
fect,, and
R™N(f) 1 Ro(f1l-nn) V (=N) =t RN (f) as m | 0T (5.16)

Let ® € CI be a fixed smooth function supported on (—1,0) such that [ ®(z)dx = 1, use * to denote
convolution of functions and set ®,,,(x) = (1/mg)®(z/mg) for my > 0 fixed. Finally set

RY (1) = (g * RV (1)(0) = /0 " o (—m) RN (f)d. (5.17)

20



- and takes values in [N, N]. By [5, Theorem 8.15], RY (f) —
RON(f) for mg | 0F. By definition of ® and R™"(f) we further have R™ (f) < RY (f) < RN (f) for
all m > my.
In what follows let ¢ > 0,e > 0 be arbitrarily fixed. By Lemma and Proposition [[7], there exists
N = N(t,e) € N big enough such that

Tsplg\)] Py, (Ro(ur) # RO’N(ut)) + Py, (Ro(uy) # RO’N(ut)) <e. (5.18)

This wavefront marker is continuous on C;

By Lemmal5.2], Proposition[[.7land the definition of R%O (f), forall § > 0 there exists mg = mq(t,e, N, d) >
0 small enough such that

sup P, (0 < R™N(wy) — RY (u) < 8) + P, (0 < RON(wy) — RY (w) < 6) <e. (5.19)
TeN

Let v, be a subsequence that converges to v. Then Theorem yields P, = IP,. Hence, there exists
a compact set K = K(t,e) C C;\,, big enough such that

tem
sup Py, (us & K) +Py(us & K) <e. (5.20)
neN
Let F : C;f,, — R be an arbitrarily fixed bounded and continuous function. By the characterization of

compact subsets of C;5 = (see for instance the introduction of [I7]), there exists 6 = 6(K, F, N) > 0 small
enough such that

sup sup sup |[F(f(-+b)—F(f(-+b+a))| <e (5.21)
0<|a|<6 0<|b|<N fEK

To complete the proof, let t > 0,6 > 0 and F : C;},, — R bounded and continuous be arbitrarily fixed.
Choose N € N big enough such that (5I8) holds and compact K C C,., . big enough such that (520
holds. Then choose § > 0 small enough such that (5.2I]) holds and subsequently mg small enough such
that (519) holds. From (G5.I8])-(G.2I) we conclude that

Sup By, ([Pl + o)) = Fal-+ R (u)] (5.22)
ne

+ B [|F(us(- + Rolur))) = Flus(- + Riyy (ur)))]] < 3¢ | Flloo +e = €(F)
holds. By the continuity of R%O( f), we further have for all ¢t > 0 fixed,

‘E,,Tn [F(ut( — R%O (ut)))] —E, [F(ut( — R%O (ut)))] | — 0 for n — oo. (5.23)
Together with (5.22) this yields
By [F(ur(- + Ro(uy)))] — v(F)] (5.24)

< €(F) + |E, [F(u(- + RY, (w)))] — v(F)]
= e(F) + | lim By, [Fun(-+ By ()] = v(F)|

< 2(F) + | lim By, [F(u(- + Ro(w)))] — V(F)‘

n—oo

n— o0

Tn
= 2¢(F) + | lim (P, (7 = 00)T},) " /0 Ego [Lrmoo} F(usqe(- + Ro(usse)))] ds — I/(F)‘

Tn
= 2¢(F) + | lim (P, (7 = 00)T},) /0 Ego [Lr—oo} F(us(- + Ro(us)))] ds — I/(F)'

n—o0
= 2¢(F),

where in the second inequality we used that both limits exist. Take ¢ — 0T to see that under P, the one-
dimensional marginals of (u;(-+ Ro(u¢))) >0 have law v. It is straightforward to check that the process is
also Markov. The process is therefore stationary in time and with Proposition [[.7] the claim follows. [
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6 Recurrence

Proof of Theorem[LQ Let {vr}ren be as in Definition [L4] and vz, a subsequence that converges to v for
k — oo as given by Lemma 5.l For M > 0, ¢ € CI let

Ap gy ={9 €C;t,, - I|z| < M such that ¢ > ¢o(- — 2)} C C,f,,,. (6.1)

tem

By tightness of {v7, }ren and Proposition [L7] for all € > 0 there exist M > 0 big, ¢ € C\{0} small and
ko € N big enough such that
T, (AM,¢0) >1—c¢, Vk > k. (6.2)

The definition of v7,, Fubini-Tonelli’s theorem and the analogue for the travelling wave to the left of the
support yield by means of a proof by contradiction, that M > 0, ¢ € C\{0} can be further chosen such
that

Pgo(Vn € N 3t > n:u(- + Ro(t)) € Aprg, and uy(- + Lo(t)) € Arrg, | 7=00) > 1 — 2e. (6.3)

Before we continue with the proof of Theorem [I[.9] we establish the following result first.

Lemma 6.1. Let 0 > 0. and v € CI, then
PQO(V’I’L eNJt>n: ut+1(- + Ro(t)) > Yy and ut+1(- + Lo(t)) > g | T = OO) =1 (6.4)

Proof of LemmalG ]l First observe that for M > 0, ¢y € CH\{0} arbitrary, there exists § = §(M, ¢o, 1) >
0 such that

i > . .
‘xl‘ggwpdm('—w)(ul > 1)o) > 26 (6.5)

The idea of the proof of (6.4]) is a geometric series type of argument. To this goal, set 79 = 0 and

Tn = Tn(M,¢p) = inf Jrl{ut(- + Ro(t)) € Ango and us(- + Lo(t)) € Anmg}, n €N (6.6)

t>Tn 1

with the convention that 7, = —o0 if 7,,_1 = —o0 or if the infimum is taken over an empty set. Let € > 0
be arbitrarily fixed. By (6.3]), we can choose M > 0,¢¢ € CI\{0} such that

]P’go(li_>m T =00 | T=00)>1-2e. (6.7)

Let D > 0 be arbitrary, to be chosen later on. By Proposition B.I] and the compact support property,
there exists Iy € N big enough such that

Py, ({ li_)m Tn =00} N{Ry(7;) — Lo(m5) > D,Vi > Iy} | T =00) > 1 — 3e. (6.8)
Next fix K, I € N arbitrary with I > Iy. Condition on F;,_ . to get
Po( ) ({m > —o} 1 {Bo(r) — Lo() > D} (6.9)

ne{l+1, ., I+K}

N {um+1(’ + RO(Tn)) A u‘rn-i-l(' + LO(T")) =z wo}c) ‘ = OO)

_ 1 c
< Pg, (T:oo)]EgO |:]]-{TI+1>_OO}]]-{RO(TI+1)_LO(TI+1)>D}]]-{UTI+1+1('+R0(TI+1))/\UTI+1+1('+L0(TI+1))Z¢O} X

X ]]-{TI+K71>_OO}]]-{RO(TI+K71)_LO(TI+K71)2D}]1{’U‘TI+K71+1('+R0(TI+K*1))/\'U‘T[+K,1+1('+L0(TI+K71))Z'I,ZJO}c

X Ly k>—00t L Ro(rr4 k)~ Lo(rr4.0)> DHEo ]l{uT1+K+1('+RO(TI+K))/\UTI+K+1('+LO(TI+K))Z7/}O}c |]:TI+K” '

22



Reason as in [13] Lemma 2.1.7] to see that for D € R, D > Ry(¢o)—Lo(¢o), there exists a coupling such
that wu(®0) (90 =D)) 4, (¢o+0(—=D)) are solutions to (II)), starting in ¢g, ¢o(-—D) respectively ¢o-+do(-— D)
such that u(%0), 4(#(=D)) are independent and

ul®) | (0(=D)) _  Botoo(=D)) oy inf{s >0: Ry (ugqso)) > L (ugm(-—m))} , (6.10)

By the compact support property and (G35 it follows that there exists D = D(M, ¢o,10,0) > 0 big
enough such that

. . , > 2. .
AL B B a0 —Dr—a) [ﬂ{ulszWO(,_D,)}] = (6.11)

By monotonicity in the initial condition we obtain, for I € N big enough, as an upper bound to the last
term of the right hand side of (69),

L k> —o0} L{Ro(rr4x0) Lo (i) > D} Ego []l{uTHKH(.+R0(TI+K))/\uTHK+1(~+Lo(n+K))>¢o}c | Friore| (6:12)
<1-06%
Iteration of the argument results in the upper bound % to ([6.9)).
By (6.8]) and this upper bound, we finally have for K € N arbitrarily fixed,
Pgo ({¥n € N 3t > n: w1 (- + Ro(t)) > tho and ue1 (- + Lo(t)) > 1o} | 7= 00) (6.13)
< 3e+ Ih—>Holo IP’QO< ﬂ <{Tn > —oo} N{Ro(m) — Lo(m) > D}
ne{l+1,.. . I+K}
N {ur 1.+ Bo(m)) Atin, 1(- + Lo(m)) > %0} | 7 = o)
<3e+ (1)K /P, (1 = o0).
Choose K — oo and let € | 0T to conclude the claim. O
Continuation of the proof of Theorem[L.9. Let vy € CI\{0} arbitrary. Set 7o =0 and
T = 700 = t>%inf1+1{ut+1(- + Ro(t)) > ¢o and w1 (- + Lo(t)) = ¢o}, n €N (6.14)
with the convention that 7,, = —oo if 7,1 = —oco or if the infimum is taken over an empty set. We

remark at this point already that 7, is not a stopping time itself but that 7,, + 1 is. By Proposition B.1]
and Lemma [6.1]

Py, ( Tim [Ro(7n) V (—Lo(7n))] = 00 | 7= 00) = Pyy(lim 7, =00 | 7 = 00) = 1 (6.15)
follows, where we set Ry(—o0) = —Lg(—00) = —oo and note that 7,41 — 7, > 1 as long as —00 < T41.

We complete the proof with the help of the following lemma. Its proof follows below.

Lemma 6.2. Let 0 > 0.. For arbitrary ¢ > 0 there exists 1y = o(€) € CI with Ry(1) = 0 such that
for  B(K)={3t>0:Ry(t) > K} wehave Py (B(K)°|T=o00) < 16€, VK>0  (6.16)

We only prove recurrence, that is property ([LI2]), in case B = (—1,1). The proof for general open
B C R is analoguous. Let go € CI\{0} and T > 0 be arbitrarily fixed. Recall that solutions to (L)) take
values in C([0,00),C;L,,). We show in what follows that

tem

Py, (3t > T : supp(u(t,-)) N (=1,1) #0 | 7 =00) > 1—16¢ for all > 0. (6.17)
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Let € > 0 be arbitrarily fixed and ¢y = (€) as in Lemma By (6.1%]), conditional on the event
{7 = o0}, with probability one, there exists (a random) n € N such that 7,, = %T(Lwo) > T'. Assume without

loss of generality that Lo(7,) = Lo(u(:qo)) < Lo(g) (recall that Ry(¢9) = 0). The other case follows by

similar reasoning. By definition of 7,,, h(x) = u(%igzl(:n + Lo(7)) > vo(x). We can therefore construct a

coupling of solutions to (LLI]) satisfying
~ h
uf) oo o) = 0 (@) 2 "™ (a) (6.18)
for all t > 0,z € R almost surely. From Lemma .2 it follows that conditional on the event {7(#0) = oo},
there exists (a random) ¢y > 0 such that Ro(ugfo)) > —Lo(7,,) with probability at least 1 — 16€. Thus,
by the coupling in (6I8]), there exists (a random) s > 0 with 7, +1 < s < 7, + 1 4 ¢o such that

Supp(uggo)) N(=1,1) #0.

Tn case u¥®) dies out after a time-period of length 7(¥0) we restart the argument at a time %,(30’ >

7':7(7/90) + 7(#0) m > n. Another geometric series type of argument concludes the claim. O

Proof of Lemmal6.2. For é > 0 arbitrarily fixed, we will prove the existence of ¢y € C, symmetric around
zero, such that (G.I0) holds for all K > Ry(1g). The claim then follows by the translation invariance of
solutions to ([IIJ).

Consider arbitrary go = g, for now independent of € (only at the end we shall choose ¥y = 1g(€))
but symmetric around zero. Set

A= A() = {limsup Ro(i’,s%)) < oo} . (6.19)

n—oo

As go = 1) is an initial condition that is symmetric around zero, we obtain by (6.I5]) and symmetry,

1
5-
(6.20)
To establish (G.10), first observe that there exist My = My(€, 1) > 0 and Ny = Ny(€, 1o, My) € N big
enough such that with

Py (A | 7 = 00) = Py, <lim sup Ro(7) = 00 ‘ T= oo> = Py, <lim sup(—Lo(7)) = o0 ‘ T = oo> >

n—o0 n—o0

A= A(yg) = { sup Ro(7n) < Mo} (6.21)

1<n<Np
we have (for two sets A, B denote symmetric difference by AAB = (AN B¢) U (A°N B))
Py, (AAA" | T =00) <& (6.22)

Choose My = My (€, 0, Mo, No, Lo(10g)) big enough such that

IP’%( sup |Ro(7n)| < M ‘ T = oo) >1-—¢ (6.23)
1<n<Np

Indeed, apply (G.I3) with go = ¥y and Lemma Note that for all K € R, B(K)¢ C A(t¢y) holds.
Together with ([6.22]) this yields

Py (B(K) | 7= 00) <Py, (B(K)*NA" | 7=00) + ¢ (6.24)

By (€23),
Py (B(K) N A | 7= 00) < &+ Py, (BK)* N A’ 1 {|Ro(7x,)| < My} | 7= 00). (6.25)
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Condition on Fz, 41 (recall that 7, + 1 is a stopping time) to obtain with the help of (G.IH),

Eyo [Ewo []le)cmA’mﬂRo(mo>|<M1}]l{r:oo} | fﬁvﬁl“

Pyy(BUK)? N A" {|Ro(7y)| < Mi} | 7= o0) = Pt = oo)

(6.26)

_ Ey, [BA’O{\RO(%NO)KMl}]l{%N0>—oo} Pz (BE)Y)

Py (T = 00)
By definition of 7., uzy +1(- + Ro(7n,)) = vo on {7y, > —oo}. Monotonicity therefore yields

By [ﬂA/m{|Ro(%NO)I<M1}] Py, (B(K + My)%)

Py (B(K)* N A"0{[Ro(n,)| < Mi} | 7=00) < —
Py (T = 00)

(6.27)

and we conclude
Py (B(K)® | 7= 00) < 28+ Py (A )Py, (B(K + M) | 7 = 00) + Py (T < 00) /Py, (7 = 00).  (6.28)
Recall that B(K + nM;)¢ C A(yy) for n € N arbitrary. Iterate the above argument to finally obtain

Pyo(B(K)C | 7 = 00) <2 4 Py (T < 00) /Py, (T = 00) (6.29)
+ Py (A"){ 26 4 Py (T < 00) /Py, (T = 00)
+P¢0(A)[2€+P¢O(T < OO)/RZJO( =00) + -
+ By (A)Py, (BE +nMy)® [ 7= 00) - }

(26+P¢0(T < OO)/]P’wo T = Z P¢0 A, ]P’wo(A/))
k=0

Using (620) and (622]), conclude that

P¢0 (A,) < P¢0 (A, ‘ T= OO)P¢0(T = 00) + ]P)lbo (T <o00) (6'30)
< (Pyo(A | 7= 00) + Pyy (AAA" | 7= 00)) Py (T = 00) + Py, (T < 00)
< (% + g) P¢0(T = OO) +P¢0(T < OO)

Finally choose vy = 1(€) such that Py, (7 < co) < €. For € small, this yields Py, (A") < 3/4 and
Py, (B(K)® | T = 00) < 16¢ (6.31)

follows for € small enough. This completes the proof. O

7 Appendix

To clarify the comment at the end of [I7, Lemma 2.1], observe the following:

Remark 7.1. Let u be a solution to (L) started at ug € C;,,. Suppose for some R > 0 that ug is
supported outside (R — 2,00). Then fort > 1,

e oo [ _@=(r-1)?
P / /R ug(x)drds > 0) < 48(1 + H)e /e 1w wo(x)de. (7.1)
0
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Proof. The first part of [I7, Lemma 2.1] yields that if vy € C;f,,, is supported outside (—(R + 2),00) then
a solution v to (1) started at vy satisfies

P t oovs(:n)d:nds>0 =P t Rvs(x)dxds>0 (7.2)
e e

(| = (R+1))2
< 48(1 +0)e€t/e_ i vo(x)dz

—(R+2)
< 48(1 + e)e"t/ e

—00

(—z—(R+1))?
- at vo(z)dz.

Set vo(+) = up(- + 2R) and use the shift-invariance of solutions to (1)) to get

topee o [ _@=(r-1)?
P / / us(x)dzds > 0) < 48(1+ 0)e /e w ug(z)de (7.3)
0o JR

as claimed. O
The next lemma provides us with a similar statement for ¢t > 0 arbitrarily small.

Lemma 7.2. Let R > r > q > 0 arbitrarily fized. If ug € C;l, is supported outside (—R, R) and u is a
solution to (L)) starting in ug, then fort >0

]P></Ot /_ us(z)drds > 0) <C(O+(R-r)?) eet/ (1 A ’x‘\/_ER> exp (—W) ug(z)dz, (7.4)

where C' is a constant. If ug is supported outside (q,o0), then

P</Ot /TOO ug(x)drds > 0) <C(0+(r—q)7?) eet/ <1 A q*fi) exp (—%) ug(x)dz.  (7.5)

Proof. We follow in main parts the reasoning of the proof of [I7, Lemma 2.1] and only indicate the changes
where necessary. Let 0 < ¢, € C° such that {z : ¢.(z) > 0} = (—r,7). For A > 0 let £*(t,x) be the
unique non-negative solution of

In [I7, (10)] it is shown that
Mt x) < h(x) =20+ 12(|z| — )2 for all |z| > r, A > 0. (7.7)

Set Y*(s,x) = €Mt — s,x) for s € [0,¢] and ¢t > 0 fixed. Reason as in the proof of Dawson, Iscoe and
Perkins [3, Lemma 3.5], (3.2.21)—(3.2.24), leaving out (3.2.23) (note that we use A and &, 1) where [3] use
0 and w,@). To account for the additional term of 8¢ in (T.6]), we add this term in the definition of £ but
note that [3, (3.2.21)] remains unchanged. Analoguous reasoning then leads to

A<693¢>‘(8,$)) = 2, (2) (7.8)
and
t s o
&\t x) = AEG [ / " (Bs)e Jo'¢ “—”’Bv’d”ds] ) (7.9)
0

where E denotes expectation with respect to Py, the law of Brownian motion starting in z. In case
|z| > R > r,

€Nt 2) < BE[1(r,en€(t — Tn, B(Th))e' ] (7.10)
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follows with Tr = inf{t : |B(t)| < R}. Next reason as in [3, (3.2.11)—(3.2.12)], using (7)) and the
definition of Tk to obtain

Mt z) < PE(Tr < t)h(R)e? < 4 h(R) P (Bl g i R) (7.11)
P2
< Ce”h(R) <1 Vi ) exp<—w>

/\7
|| — R 4t

<

for some constant C.
Recall from [I7], (9)] that

E[exp<—)\/0t(us,¢r>ds>] > eXp<—<u0,§>‘(t,-)>). (7.12)

Take A — oo and use 1 — e ® < z for x > 0 to conclude

IP( /0 t /_ us(z)dwds > o) < Ch(R)e" / <1 A |x|\/_i R> exp (-W) o () da (7.13)

concluding the proof of the first claim. The second claim follows as in Remark [Z.1] above. O
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