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OPTIMAL SURVIVING STRATEGY FOR DRIFTED BROWNIAN
MOTIONS WITH ABSORPTION

WENPIN TANG AND LI-CHENG TSAI

ABSTRACT. We study the ‘Up the River’ problem formulated by Aldous [Ald02], where a
unit drift is distributed among a finite collection of Brownian particles on R, which are
annihilated once they reach the origin. Starting K particles at x = 1, we prove Aldous’ con-
jecture [Ald02] that the ‘push-the-laggard’ strategy of distributing the drift asymptotically
(as K — 00) maximizes the total number of surviving particles, with approximately %\/F
surviving particles. We further establish the hydrodynamic limit of the particle density,
in terms of a two-phase Partial Differential Equation (PDE) with a moving boundary, by
utilizing certain integral identities and coupling techniques.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper we study the ‘Up the River’ problem formulated by Aldous [Ald02]. That is,
we consider K independent Brownian particles, which all start at x = 1, and are absorbed
(annihilated) once they hit z = 0. Granted a unit drift, we ask what is the optimal strategy
of dividing and allocating the drift among all surviving particles in order to maximize the
number of particles that survive forever. More precisely, letting B;(t), i = 1,..., K, denote
independent standard Brownian motions, we define the model as an R%-valued diffusion
(Xi(t);t > 0)E,, satisfying

tAT;
Xi(t) =1+ Bt 1)+ oi(s)ds. (1.1)
0
Here 7; := inf{t > 0 : X;(¢) = 0} denotes the absorption time of the i-th particle, and the
strategy is any [0, 1]%-valued, {B;(t)}£,-progressively measurable function (¢;(t);t > 0)K,
such that 7% ¢,(t) < 1, V¥t > 0. Our goal is to maximize U(c0), where

U(oc) := lim U(t), U(t) := #{i : X,;(t) > 0},

t—o00

Here U(t) actually depends on K, but we suppress the dependence in this notation, and
reserve notations such as Uk (t) for scaled quantities. Inspired by the ‘Up the River: Race
to the Harbor’ board game, this simple model serves as a natural optimization problem
for a random environment with limited resources. For K = 2, [MS06] obtains an explicit
expression of the law of U(t), and for large K, numerical results are obtained in [Han13] for
the discrete analog of (1.1).
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Focusing on the asymptotic behavior as K — oco, we prove that the optimal strategy is
the naive push-the-laggard strategy

¢Z(t) = 1{Xi(t):Z(t)}7 where Z(t) = IIlll’l{XZ(t) : XZ(T,) > O}, (12)
which allocates all the unit drift on the laggard Z(t).

Remark 1.1. Due to the recursive nature of Brownian motions in one-dimension, ties do
occur in (1.2), namely P(#{i : X;(s) = Z(s)} > 1, for some s < t) > 0, for all large enough
t. Here we break the ties in an arbitrarily fixed manner. That is, any strategy (¢;(t))E,
satisfying

Z ¢i(t) =1 (1.3)

i X (t)=Z(t)

is regarding as a push-the-laggard strategy. As the analysis in this paper is independent of
the exact choice of breaking the ties, hereafter we fix some arbitrary way of breaking the ties
and refer to (1.3) as the push-the-laggard strategy.

Furthermore, we prove that, due to self-averaging, U(oc0) is in fact deterministic to the leading

order, under the push-the-laggard strategy. More explicitly, U(oo) =~ %K 1/2 " Define the
scaled process

Uk (t) == =U(tK).

=
The following is our main result:
Theorem 1.2.
(a) Regardless of the strategy, for any fized n < oo and v € (0, 1), we have
P (Ug(o0) <=+ K7) 2 1-CK™, VK <o, (1.4)

where C' = C(n,7) < oo depends only on n and 7y, not on the strategy.
(b) Under the push-the-laggard strategy, for any fixed v € (0, %) and n < oo, we have

P (|Ux(o0) = [ <K )>1-CK™, VK < oo, (1.5)
where C'= C(y,n) < oo depends only on vy and n.

Remark 1.3. While the exponent 1~ of the error term in Theorem 1.2(a) (originating from
the control on the relevant martingales) is optimal, the choice of exponent v € (0, %) in
Theorem 1.2(b) is purely technical. The latter may be improved by establishing sharper
estimates, which we do not pursue in this paper.

Theorem 1.2 resolves Aldous’ conjecture [Ald02, Conjecture 2] in a slightly different form.
The intuition leading to such a theorem, as well as the the main ingredient of proving it,
is the hydrodynamic limit picture given in [Ald02]. To be more precise, we consider the
diffusively scaled process XX (t) := \/LEXZ-(tK) and let Zx(t) := -~ Z(tK) denote the scaled

VK
process of the laggard. Consider further the scaled complementary distribution function
Uk (t, ) = g=#{ X (t) > a}, (1.6)
and let p(t,x) = ﬁexp(—g—i) denote the standard heat kernel. Under the push-the-

laggard strategy, we expect (U (t,z), Zx(t)) to be well-approximated by (U,(t,z), z(t)).
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Here U, (t, ) and z,(t) are deterministic functions, which are defined in two separated phases
as follows. For t < %, the absorption phase, we define

t
U, (t,x) :=2p(t, x) +/ 2p(t — s, x)ds, Vit < %, x>0, (1.7)
0

Z(t) =0, Vt<3. (1.8)

For ¢t > 1, the moving boundary phase, letting p"(t,y, z) := p(t,y —z) +p(t, y+ ) denote
the Neumann heat kernel, we define

U (t,x) :=2p(t, x) +/0 PNt —s,2,(s),2)ds, Vt>1i x> 2(1), (1.9)

N =

where z,(t) is the unique solution to the following integral equation:

( z.(- +1) € C(R}), nondecreasing , z,(3) = 0,
| vt =50 =) (0.0.0 - Ty L10)

t
= [ p(t — s, 2:(t) — z:(s))ds, Vt € (3,00),
\ 2
As we show in Section 3, the integral equation (1.10) admits a unique solution.

The pair (U,, z,), defined by (1.7)—(1.10), is closely related to certain PDE problems, as
follows. Let ®(t,y) := P(B(t) > y) denote the Brownian tail distribution function. For
t < 1, a straightforward calculation (see Remark 1.4) shows that the function U.(t,z) in
(1.7) is written as the tail distribution function of us (¢, ):

U,(t, ) :/ ui(t,y)dy, Vvt <1, (1.11)
where uy(t, x) is defined as

u(t, ) = —20,p(t, z) + 40(t, z). (1.12)

It is straightforward to check that this density function u; solves the heat equation on x > 0
with a boundary condition wu;(t,0) = 2:

Oy = %&mul VO <t < %, x>0, (1.13a)
u(t,0) =2, Y0<t<s3, (1.13b)
l}gl(ul(t, x) 4+ 20,p(t,x)) =0, Vo >0. (1.13c¢)
For t > %, we consider the following Stefan problem, a PDE with a moving boundary:
2z € C([3,00)) nondecreasing, z(1) =0, (1.14a)
Opy = %&mug, Vit > %, T > 25(t) (1.14b)
us(3, ) = ui(3,2), Vo>0, (1.14¢)
us(t, 5(t) =2, Vt >4, (1.14d)
2L 2 (t) + 10,ua(t, 20(1)) = 0, Vt > 1. (1.14e)

As we show in Lemma 3.1, for each sufficiently smooth solution (us, 22) to (1.14), the func-
tions U, (t, ) := [  ua(t,y) Liy>=. 1)y dy and z,(t) := 2o(t) satisfy (1.9)—(1.10) for ¢ > 1.
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Remark 1.4. To see why (1.11) holds, differentiate (1.7) in z to obtain 0,U,(t,z) =
20,p(t,x) —2 fg 7=p(t — s, 7)ds. Within the last integral, performing the change of variable

Y := =, we sce that fot p(t —s,2)ds = 2®(t — s, x). From this (1.11) follows.

Remark 1.5. Note that for Equation (1.14) to make sense classically, one needs us(t, z)
to be C! up to the boundary {(¢,2(t)) : t > 0} and needs 23(t) to be C!. Here, instead of
defining the hydrodynamic limit classically through (1.14), we take the integral identity and
integral equation (1.9)—(1.10) as the definition of the hydrodynamic limit equation. This
formulation is more convenient for our purpose, and in particular it requires neither the
smoothness of u, onto the boundary nor the smoothness of z,. We note that, however, it
should be possible to establish classical solutions to (1.14), by converting (1.14) to a parabolic
variational inequality. See, for example, [Fril0]. We do not pursue this direction here.

Before stating the precise result on hydrodynamic limit, we explain the intuition of how
(1.13)—(1.14) arise from the behavior of the particle system. Indeed, the heat equations
(1.13a) and (1.14b) model the diffusive behavior of (XX(t)); away from Zg(t). In view of
the equilibrium measure of gaps of the infinite Atlas model [PP08], near Zx(t) we expect
the particle density to be 2 to balance the drift exerted on Zg(t), yielding the boundary
conditions (1.13b) and (1.14d). The function —20,p(t, z) is the average density of the system
without the drift. (The singularity of —20,p(t,z) at ¢ = 0 captures the overabundance of
particles at ¢ = 0 compared to the scaling K'/2.) As the drift affects little of the particle
density near t = 0, we expect the entrance law (1.13c). The absorption phase (¢t < %)
describes the initial state of the particle system with a high density, where particles are
constantly being absorbed, yielding a fixed boundary ZK( ) &~ 0. Under the push-the-
laggard strategy, the system enters a new phase at ¢ ~ 5, where the density of particles is
low enough (< 2 everywhere) so that the drift carries all remaining particles away from 0.
This results in a moving boundary Zg(t), with an additional boundary condition (1.14e),

which simply paraphrases the conservation of particles % f;;b us(t,y)dy = 0.
The following is our result on the hydrodynamic limit of (Uk (¢, z), Zk(t)):

Theorem 1.6 (hydrodynamic limit). Under the push-the-laggard strategy, for any fized
€ (0, &) and T,n < oo, there exists C = C(T,~,n) < oo such that

7 96

3 ( sup  {|Ux(t,z) — U (t,2)|ti} < CK‘V> >1-CK™, VK <oco, (L15)
te[0,T],zeR

3 ( sup | Z(t) — 2 ()] < C’K"Y) >1-CK™, VK <. (1.16)
te[0,T]

Remark 1.7. The factor of ¢1 in (1.15) is in place to regulate the singularity of U U (t, ) and
U, (t,z) near t = 0. Indeed, with U, (¢, z) defined in (1 11) for ¢ < 1, it is standard to verify

that sup,cp U, (t, ) diverges as \/% as t | 0. With Uk (¢, z) deﬁned in (1.6), we have that

(7;((0, x) = VK1, /z which diverges at z = 0 as K — co. This singularity at ¢ = 0 of
U (t, ) propagates into ¢ > 0, resulting in a power law singularity of the form \t|_%.

The choice of the exponent % in (1.15) is technical, and may be sharpened to % as discussed
in the preceding, but we do not pursue this direction here.

Under the push-the-laggard strategy (1.2), the process (XX (t)); is closely related to the
Atlas model [Fer02]. The latter is a simple special case of diffusions with rank-dependent
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drift: see [BFK05, CP10, CP11, IPB*11, IK10, IKS13], for their ergodicity and sample path
properties, and [DSVZ12, PS14] for their large deviations properties as the dimension tends
to infinity. In particular, the hydrodynamic limit and fluctuations of the Atlas-type model
have been analyzed in [CDSS, DT'15, HJV15].

Here we take one step further and analyze the combined effect of rank-dependent drift and
absorption, whereby demonstrating the two-phase behavior. With the absorption at x = 0,
previous methods of analyzing the large scale behaviors of diffusions with rank-dependent
drift do not apply. In particular, the challenge of proving Theorem 1.6 originates from the
lack of invariant measure (for the absorption phase) and the singularity at ¢ = 0, where a
rapid transition from K particles to an order of K2 particles occurs. Here we solve the
problem by adopting a new method of exploiting certain integral identities of the particle
system that mimic (1.7)—(1.10). Even though here we mainly focus on the push-the-laggard
strategy under the initial condition X;(0) = 1, Vi, the integral identities apply to general
rank-dependent drifts and initial conditions, and may be used for analyzing for general
models with both rank-dependent drifts and absorption.

Outline. In Section 2, we develop certain integral identities of the particle system X that
are crucial for our analysis, and in Section 3, we establish the necessary tools pertaining to
the integral equation (1.10). Based on results obtained in Sections 2-3, in Sections 4 and 5
we prove Theorems 1.6 and 1.2, respectively.

Acknowledgment. We thank David Aldous for suggesting this problem for research. WT
thanks Jim Pitman for helpful discussion throughout this work, and Craig Evans for point-
ing out the relation between (1.14) and parabolic variational inequalities. LCT thanks Amir
Dembo for enlightening discussion at the early stage of this work. LCT was partially sup-
ported by the NSF through DMS-0709248.

We thank the anonymous reviewers for their careful reading of the manuscript.

2. INTEGRAL IDENTITIES

Recall that pN(t,z,y) denotes the Neumann heat kernel, and let ®(¢,z) := P(B(t) < z) =

1 — ®(t, z) denote the Brownian distribution function. With z,(¢) as in (1.8) and (1.10), we
unify the integral identities (1.7) and (1.9) into a single expression as

U, (t,z) = 2p(t, z) + /t PN (t— s, 2.(s),2)ds, YVt >0, x> 2(t). (2.1)

Essential to our proof of Theorems 1.2 and 1.6 are certain integral identities of the particle
system X = (X (t);t > 0) that mimic the integral identities (2.1). This section is devoted to
deriving such identities of the particle system, particularly Proposition 2.6 in the following.

As it turns out, in addition to the particle system X, it is helpful to consider also the
Atlas models. We say that Y = (Y;(¢);t > 0)I", is an Atlas model with m particles if it
evolves according to the following system of stochastic differential equations:

dY;(t) = 1{Yi(t):W(t)} dt + dBZ(t) for 1 <i<m, W(t) = mm{Y}(t)} (22)

We similarly define the scaled processes Y, (t) := \/L?Yi(tK) and Wi(t) := \/L?W(tK). Note

that here K is just a scaling parameter, not necessarily related to the number of particles in
Y.
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To state the first result of this section, we first prepare some notations. Define the scaled
empirical measures of X and Y as:

Hy (') T \/E § (i:XK (£)>0} 6X1K(t)(°> (23>
K 1
() = 22- Sy (). (2.4)

For any fixed # > 0, consider the tail distribution function ¥(t,y,z) := P(B2(t) > vy),
y > 0, of a Brownian motion B2", starting at B2*(0) = x and absorbed at 0. More explicitly,

U(t,y,z) =ty —z) — D(t,y + x), (2.5)
which is the unique solution to the following equation
v (t,y,x) = %8yy\lf(t,y,x),w, y >0, (2.6a)
U(t,0,z) =0,Vt >0, (2.6Db)
U(0,y,7) = 1iz00)(y), Yy > 0. (2.6¢)

Adopt the notations ty =t + +, 77 := K~'; and ¢/ (t) := ¢;(Kt) hereafter.

Lemma 2.1.
(a) For the particle system (X (t);t > 0), under any strategy, we have the following
integral identity:

<:uf{a\11(%> ',ZL')> = éK(tKax)

+ Z/ K(s)pN(tx — s, X[ (s),2)ds + Mg (t,r), VtER,, x>0,
i=1 70
where
Gi(t,x) = VEU(t, =, 2), (2.8)
1 K t/\TZ-K
Mgk(t,z) = — Nitg — s, XX (s), 2)dBX(s). 2.9
) = 30 [ 9= X648 (2:9)
(b) Let (Y;(t);t > 0); be an Altas model. We have the following integral identity:
(W 0(f, = ) = (. O(t, @ = +))
! (2.10)
— / p(tx —s,x — Wk(s))ds — Ng(t,x), Vte Ry, xR,
0
where
1 t
Nk(t,z) = — t — s, Y5 (s) — x)dBE(s). 2.11
.0) = 7 3 [ ol 5. 7 (6) — 0B ) .11

Remark 2.2. To motivate our analysis in the following, here we explain the meaning of
cach term in the integral identity (2.7). From the definitions (1.6) and (2.3) of U (t,z) and
1K we have that lim._o(uX, (e, -, 2)) = Uk(t,z), so it is reasonable to expect the term
(uf, ¥ (%, +,2)) on the Lh.s. to approximate Uk(t,z) as K — oo.



OPTIMAL SURVIVING STRATEGY FOR DRIFTED BM 7

Next, consider a system (X2°(t);¢ > 0)X, of independent Brownian particles starting at
z = 1 and absorbed at 2 = 0, without drifts. Letting X (¢) := \/%X?b(Kt) denote the
diffusively scaled process, with the corresponding scaled tailed distribution function

U3 (t,0) = i - XK (1) > a}, (2.12)
it is standard to show that

E(UP(t,2)) = VK P(X®(Kt) > VKz) = VKU (Kt,1,VEKz) = Gg(t, x). (2.13)

That is, the term Gy (t,#) on the r.h.s. (2.7) accounts for the contribution (in expectation)
of the absorption.

Subsequent, the time integral term ZZ 1 fo .)ds arises from the contribution of the
drifts (¢;(t))5, allocated to the particles, while the martingale term M (¢, x) encodes the
random fluctuation due to the Brownian nature of the particles.

Proof. Under the diffusive scaling XX (t) := \%Xi(tK), we rewrite the SDE (1.1) as

AXE(t) = oK (OWVKd(t ATE) + dBE(t A 7). (2.14)

Fixing arbitrary ¢t < oo, x > 0, with ¥ solving (2.6a), we apply It6’s formula to Fj(s) :=
Uty — s, XX(s),z) using (2.14) to obtain

Fitntl) — xf/ Ntg — s, XX (s), 2)ds + M; g (t, ), (2.15)

where M, i (t,z) := Ot/wi PN (tx — s, XE(s),2)dBX(s). With ¥(s,0,2) = 0, we have F;(t A

) = U(+, XX (t),z). Using this in (2.15), summing the result over ¢, and dividing both

sides by V'K, we conclude the desired identity (2.7). Similarly, the identity (2.66) follows by
applying It6’s formula with the test function ®(tx — s,y — x). O

Based on the identities (2.7) and (2.10), we proceed to establish bounds on the empirical
measures pl and v/, Hereafter, we use C' = C'(a, 3, ...) < 0o to denote a generic determin-
istic finite constant that may change from line to hne, but depends only on the designated
variables. In the following, we will use the following estimates of the heat kernel p(t, x). The
proof is standard and we omit it here.

[p(t,2) = p(t,2')| < Cla)la — /|t %, o €(0,1), (2.16)

p(t,z) — p(t', 2)| < Cla)|t — /|5 ()~ 2", a€ (0,1, ' <t < oo. (2.17)
We adopt the standard notations |||, := (E |¢]")= for the L™-norm of a give random variable
§ and | f|pe(q) := Sup,eq | f(2)| for the uniform norm over the designated region €.

Lemma 2.3. Let (Y;(t);t > 0); be an Atlas model. The total number #{Y;(0 )} of particles
may be random but is independent of o(Y;(t) — Y;(0);¢t > 0,4 = 1,...). Let vE to be as in
(2.4). Assume (Y;X(0)); satisfies the following initial condition: given any o € (0,1) and

n < 0o, there exist D,, D, ,, < 0o such that
P (#{Y:(0)} < K) > 1 —exp(— 2 K7), (2.18)
16 Lo |l,, < Daulb —al*, Vb —al > 7. (2.19)
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For any given T' < 0o, we have

-«
[{vE, Law)ln < Clb—al® (( ) +1), Vi <|b—a|, s<T, (2.20)
1E pltr, » — 2))ln < CtiZ (g—f()kTa +1>, Ve eR, st <T, (2.21)

where C = C(T,a,n, Dy, Dy, ,,) < 0.

Proof. Fixing such T, &, n and [a, b], throughout this proof we use C' = C(T, a,n, D, Dy ) <
oo to denote a generic finite constant. To the end of showing (2.20), we begin by estimating
(w5, L)l = E((vE, 144)). To this end, we set x = b,a in (2.10), take the difference of
the resulting equation, and take expectations of the result to obtain

E((v, ®(%.b— ) = D(f,a— +))) = E(/1) + E(J2), (2.22)

s K>
where

Ji= vy ®(sr,b— +) = Pls,a— ),
Jy = —/0 (p(sx — u,b— Wi (u)) — p(sg —u,a — Wg(u)))du.

Further, with |b — a| > K™%, it is straightforward to verify that

(I)(%J)_y)_q)([(?a_y) Z %]—[a,b}(y)' (223)
Combining (2.23) and (2.22) yields
v, Ll < CE() + CE(J). (2.24)

With (2.24), our next step is to bound E(J;) and E(J2). For the former, we use ®(tx,b—
y) — P(tg,a —y) = f;p(tK,z — y)dz to write J, = f:(l/é(,p(s;{,x — +))dx. Taking the
L™-norm of the last expression yields

b
||J1||m§/ H(l/é(,p(sK,x—-»Hmd:z, VYm € N. (2.25)

Further, as the heat kernel p(t,y — x) = \fp(l £=) decreases in |y — x|, letting I; (¢, z) :=
v VA G+ DV and = |7 AJj + 1], we have

(vt p(t, -

p(1,7.) (w5, 1, (tw)>H
(2.26)
<Z\/, 1]* ||<571[th>||m

JEZ

Set m =n, s =0 and t = sk in (2.26). Then, for each j-th term within the sum, use (2.19)
to bound ||<I/0 s 11 (se0)) ln < Cly/5k |, followed by using ). p(1, j.) < oo. This yields

—1

||<VOKvp(8K7 ¢ x)>||n < CSKT (227)
Inserting (2.27) into (2.25), we then obtain

b a1 a—1
| J1]]n < / Csi? de < C|b—als;? . (2.28)
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As for Jy, by (2.16) we have

14+a

|J2| S C/ |b — a|°‘(uK)_7du < C|b — a|°‘ (229)
0

Inserting (2.28)—(2.29) in (2.24), we see that (2.20) holds for n = 1.

To progress to n > 1, we use induction, and assume (2.20) has been established for an
index m € [1,n). To setup the induction, similarly to the proceeding, we set x = b,a in
(2.10), take the difference of the resulting equation, and take the L™ -norm of the result to
obtain

e (5,0 = ) = (5,0 = Dllmss < [illmss + [ T2l + [ Tsllmer,
where J3 := NK(S, b) — Nk (s,a). Further combining this with (2.23) yields
s e lmss < Clldtllmss + Cllallmss + Cll Tsllme1- (2.30)

For ||.J1||m+1 and ||.Ja||m+1 we have already established the bounds (2. 28) (2. 29) so it suffices
to bound || J3||m41. As J3 is a martingale integral of quadratic variation f Jo W& p*(u, «))du,

where p(u,y) = p(sxk — u,a —y) — p(sg — u,b — y), we applying the Burkholder-Davis—
Gundy (BDG) inequality to obtain

il < <= / 05, 51ty M (2.31)

The induction hypothesis asserts the bound (2.20) for n = m. With this in mind, within the
integral in (2.31), we use 1 < m to bound the ||| my1 norm by the ||+ ||m norm, and write
1, PP (s, ) i < s B2 (s )l < 1B, ) ooy (v B, +)) [l (2.32)

To bound the factor |p(u, «)|rem@) on the r.h.s. of (2.32), fixing (20 — 1), < 8 < a, we
use (2.16) to write

1+8

[B(u, )@y < Clb—al(sx —u)™ 72 . (2.33)
Now, within the r.h.s. of (2.32), using (2.33),
(v, Du, )| < (v p(sk —u,b— «)) + (v plsk —u,a = +))
and (2.26), we obtain
115

(i (s )| mps < Clb—al (s —u)™ 2

Zﬁ P13 (32 I L) I ) (2:34)

r€a,b

By the induction hypothesis, [|[(v, 17(sx—ua)llm < C(VSK — u)a((—vsl‘;\/%")l_o‘ + 1). Using
this for z = a,b in (2.34), and combining the result with (2.31), followed by ., p(1, j.) <
C', we obtain

v 5 (u, +))

Inserting this bound (2.35) back into (2.31), followed by using # < Ko=)z < |h—q|?*F,
we arrive at

||']3Hm+1 < C‘b - a‘2a/0 ((SK - U)_¥UKQT71 + (SK — u)_1+a77ﬁ)du.

w1 < CJb a|ﬁ((sK — )P ug T+ (s — u)—1+%i). (2.35)
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Within the last expression, using the readily verify inequality:

/ (s —u) " ug~%2du < C(01,0)s% 7%, Wiy, 0, < 1, (2.36)
0

we obtain || J5]|2,.; < Clb— a|**sy 5 < Clb— al?**. Using this bound and the bounds (2.28)-
(2.29) in (2.30), we see that (2. 20) holds for the index m + 1. This completes the induction

and hence concludes (2.20).
The bound (2.21) follows by combining (2.26) and (2.20). O

Next we establish bounds on pf.

Lemma 2.4. Letn,T < 0o and o € (0,1). Given any strategy,
_lta
X, L) lln < CIb—al*sie 2, V]a,b] C Ry with |b— al > oz Vs < T, (2.37)

1S pltes e — @)l < Ct Esn &, VzeR, s,t<T, (2.38)
where C'= C(T, a,n) < 0o, which, in particular, is independent of the strategy.
Proof. With ¥(-,y, z) defined in the proceeding, it is straightforward to verify that
¢ L) < V(g%,y.0) = U5, y,0), V[a,b] C [§,00), satisfying [b—a| > = (2:39)

The idea of the proof is to follow the same general strategy as in the proof of Lemma 2.3.
However, unlike (2.23), here the inequality (2.39) does not hold for all desired interval
la,b] C Ry, but only for [a,b] C [£,00). This is due to the fact that W¥(¢,0,2) = 0. To
circumvent the problem, we consider the shifted process (X™(t);t > 0)X,

tho}
AX"Mt)=14+n+ Bi(tNol') + / ¢i(s)ds, where o' := inf{t : X" (t) = 0}.
0
That is, X™(t),i = 1,..., K, are driven by the same Brownian motion as X (¢), drifted under
the same strateqy ¢(t) as X(t), and absorbed at = 0, but started at x = m + 1 instead of

2 = 1. Define the analogous scaled variables as X" (t) := LX-’”(Kt), ol = K- lom,
/"Lt m o) = Z 6XKm
XK m(t
We adopt the convention that X°(t) = XX(t) and p;"° = pX. Under the proceeding
construction, we clearly have that X" *(t) = X (t) — 1, V¥t < ¢!, so in particular
e Nl = J=b— ) <M ([a,b]), Ve, b C R, (2.40)

For the shifted process X () = (X/™(t))K,, by the same procedure of deriving (2.7), w
have the following integral identity:
<:ut \II(K> ) )) = éK,m(tKax)

(2.41)
+ § / oK (s)pN(ti — 5, X/ (s), x)ds + My n(t,x), YteRy, x>0,
- 0

where

Grm(t,z) = VEKU(t, L (2.42)

ﬂ\s



OPTIMAL SURVIVING STRATEGY FOR DRIFTED BM 11

K tATK

1 i
Mg pm(l,z) = —= g / P (t —s,XiK’m S),x dBiK s). 243
K, ( ) /—Ki < J (K ( ) ) ( ) ( )

Having prepared the necessary notations, we now begin the proof of (2.37). Instead of
proving (2.37) directly, we show

_lta
(™ L)l < Clb — af sy 2

(2.44)
V]a,b] C oo) with |b—a| > —=, Vs <T,

[0
for all m = 1,...,n. Once this is established, combining (2.44) for m = n and (2.40) for

= 1, the desired result (2.37) follows.
lemg la,b] C [\/ﬁ, o0) with [b—a| > f We begin by settling (2.44) for m = 1. Similarly

to the procedure for obtaining (2.24), using (2.41) for m = n and (2.39) in place of (2.10)
and (2.23), respectively, here we have

s L) I < CT + CE(TR), (2.45)
where J", J5" is defined for m =1,...,n as

I = éKm<sK, > — Grem(sK, D),

Kn

Z J A L R R R R

As noted in Remark 2.2, expressions of the type J;" account for the contribution of the
system with only absorption, while J3" encodes the contribution of the drifts ¢ (s)ds. The
singular behavior of the empirical measure ™ at s = 0 (due to having K > v/ K particles)

is entirely encoded in J/™. In particular, recalling from (2.12) the notation U3P(¢,x), by
(2.13) we have

Crem(0,0) = Gren(0,0) = J#{X"(0) +m € (0,8} = VK Lismcoyy

1:/%”) as K — oo, for any fixed s > 0 the absorption
mechanism remedies the divergence, resulting in converging expression for the fixed s > 0.
To see this, with G (t, z) defined in (2.8), we use 9,¥(s,y,z) = p™(s,y,z) and ¥(s,0,z) =0
to write

While this expression diverges (for a <

14+m
éK,m(tvx) = \/?/ "

0

P~ (s.y, z)dy. (2.46)

Letting z = a,b in (2.82), taking the difference of the resulting equations, followed by
applying the estimate (2.16), we obtain the following bound of J;", which stays bounded as
K — oo for any fixed s > 0:

1+m 1+m
TE VR _lta

I = VK/ D (051w, 0) = P (1,9, b)dy < C\/K/ it b—alody
0 0

_lia
SC’SKg b—al*, ¥Ym=1,...,n. (2.47)
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As for J3", similarly to (2.29), by using (2.16) and Zfil #X(s) < 1 here we have
| T3] <Z/ w)C|b — al*(u )_HTadu§C|b—a|°‘, Vm=1,...,n.  (2.48)

Combining (2.47)—(2.48) with (2.45), we conclude (2.44) for m = 1.
Having establishing (2.44) for m = 1, we use induction to progress, and assume (2.44) has
been established for some index m € [1,n). Similarly to (2.30), here we have

K™ Lo lmrr < CIP™™ + CIT ™ lnmm + CILT5 ™ - (2.49)

where J3" := Mg n(5,0) — Mg m(s,a). To bound || J3" ™| m+1, similarly to (2.31)-(2.32), by
using the BDG inequality here we have

195" s < S [ 5 o (2.50

where p™ (u,y) 1= pN(sxg—u, a,y)—p"(sx—u, a, y). For the expression ||{ufm+1 5N (v, )2>||mT+1,
following the same calculations in (2.32)—(2.34), here we have

n—m _1+B
[ ™™ () | < Clb—al (i —u) ™2

1
Y ———=p(Li)( D I ) (2.51)
jez VK U <m::|:a,:|:b )
where 8 € ((2a — 1), ) is fixed, j. := |j| A |j + 1] and
Ii(x) = Li(Vskg —u,x) =[x+ jvVskg —u, v+ (j + 1)Vsg — ul.

Since the empirical measure ,uf( "+ s supported on R, letting

Il (z) == [(v + jv/sxk —u)y, ( + jV/sk —u)y ++/sxk — u], we have
(Ha (@) = (pr
Further using (2.40) yields

<MuK,n—m’ 1IJ’(m)> < <:uu
By the induction hypothesis,

o A ,1I;(x)mR+> (pmm e )

nm—|—111

\/__,'_IH( )) (252)

14+«

™™ 1) llm < C(Vsie =) (ur) ™ (2.53)

Using (2.53) for x = +a, £b in (2.51), and combining the result with (2.50), we arrive at

b—af [ e
Hj m” +1 <C — (SK - U) 2 ux 2 du.
m K .

Within the last expression, further using \/—— < K~e=8)2 < b — af>**# and (2.36), w

148
obtain || J3"~ m||m+1 < Clb—al*s, 2 <Clb— a|2°‘sK . Using this bound and the bounds
(2.47)-(2.48) in (2.49), we see that (2.37) holds for the index m + 1. This completes the

induction and hence concludes (2.37).
The bound (2.38) follows by (2.37) and (2.51). O

Lemmas 2.3-2.4 establish bounds that are ‘pointwise’ in time, in the sense that they hold
at a fixed time s within the relevant interval. We next improve these pointwise bounds to
bounds that hold for all time within a relevant interval.
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Lemma 2.5. Let T, L,n < co and
Lo =[-K*+z,0+ K. (2.54)
(a) For any given v € (0,7), o € (27, 1] and any strategy,
p ((uf, 1, ) <t AKT, W< T, |2| < L) >1-CK™, (2.55)

where C'= C(T, L, a,y,n) < oo, which, in particular, is independent of the strategy.
(b) Letting v[ be as in Lemma 2.3, we have, for any o € (3, 3],
P 1,,) SK 5 W <T o] <L) >1-CK™, (2.56)
where C'= C(T, L,a,n, Dy, Dy, ,,) < 00, for Dy, Dy, as in (2.18)—(2.19).

Proof. We first prove Part (b). Fixing L,T,n < oo and a € (4,1], to simplify nota-

tions we use, C(ay,aq,...) < 0o to denote generic finite constants that may depend on
L., T,a,n,D,, D, ; and the designated variable a,as,.... To the end of proving (2.56), we
cover [—L, L] by intervals I; of length K~:

Li=[E G+ DK™, |j] < LK®.

Indeed, each I, , is contained in the union of three consecutive such intervals I;, so it suffices
to prove

P ((Wf 1) < LK1, Vj| <LKt <T)>1-CK™ (2.57)

5
By (2.20) we have, for any t € [+,T], # € (0,1) and k < oo,
I 1) e < Clk AL (LK) +1) < Clh, B(K™FF + K7F). (2.58)

With a > 1, fixing 4 close enough to 1 we have || (v, 1, )|k < C(k)K~17¢, for some fixed
e > 0. With this, applying Markov’s inequality we obtain

P((vf,1;,) > LK%) < O(k) K" (2.59)

Now, fixing & > (n + a + 2)e~! and taking the union bound of (2.59) over |j| < LK* and
t=t,:=(K2% 1</{¢<TK?, we arrive at

Pl 1,) <LK 5, Vj| < LK*1 <0< TK*)>1-CK™ (2.60)

To move from the ‘discrete time’ ¢, to ‘continuous time’ ¢ € [0, 7], we need to control v (I;)
within each time interval s € [t,_1,t,] := J;. Within each J, since each Y;%(s) evolves as a
drifted Brownian motion with drift < /K, we have that

PV (s) = VX(t)| S K *Vs€J) > 1—exp(—sK'™*) >1-CK™" ™ (2.61)

By (2.18), we assume without lost of generality the total number of Y-particles is at most K.
Hence, taking the union bound of (2.61) over £ < TK~2 and over all particles i = 1,2, ... <
K, we obtain

3 <sup VE(s) = YE(t)| < K=, Vi,¥1 < (< TK2> >1-CK™

seJy
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That is, with high probability, no particle travels farther than distance |/;| within each time
interval J,. Therefore,

P (Sup(l/f, 11]‘) S <I/§, 1Ij71UIjUIj+1>7 Vl S £ S TK2> Z 1— CK_n
seJy

Combining this with (2.60) yields the desired result (2.57).
Part (a) is proven by similar argument as in the preceding. The only difference is that,
instead of a moment bound of the form (2.58), we have from (2.37) the moment bound

e, L)l < CR)L 2478 < CUE 5178, (2.62)

for all k < co. With § > v, (2.62) yields (2.55) by same argument we obtained (2.58). [
Equipped with Lemmas 2.3-2.5, we proceed to the main goal of this section: to develop
integral identities (in different forms from (2.7) and (2.10)) that are convenient for proving
the hydrodynamic limits. Recall from (2.2) that W (t) is the analogous laggard of the Atlas

model (Y;(t);t > 0); and that Wi (¢) denotes the scaled process. For any fixed ¢, we define
the scaled distribution function of Y as

Vic(t,2) = S V() < o) = (0, 1 o). (2.63)

Proposition 2.6.
(a) Let (¢5(t);t > 0)E, be any given strategy. The following integral identity holds for
allt < oo and x > 0:

Uk(t,z) = Gr(t,z) + Z /0 i oE(s)pN(t — s, XK (s), x)ds + R (t, z). (2.64)

Here Ri(t, x) is a remainder term such that, for given any T,n < oo and v € (0, 1),
P <|RK(t,:c)| <Kt VLT, z e R) >1-CK™ (2.65)
where C = C(T,v,n) < 0o, and is in particular independent of the strategy.
(b) Let (Y;(t);t > 0); be an Atlas model, and let Wi (t) and Vi (t,z) be as in the preced-
ing, and assume (Y(0)); satisfies the conditions (2.18)~(2.19). Then, the following
integral identity holds for all t < co and v € R:

Vi(t,x) = /000 p(t,x —y)Vi(0,y)dy — /0 p(t — s, Wk(s),x)ds + Ry (t, x). (2.66)

Here Ry (t,x) is a remainder term such that, given any T,n < co and v € (0, 1),

P (|R’K(t,x)| <K, V<T, ze R) >1-CK™, (2.67)
where C' < oo depends only on T',n and Dy, D, .

The proof of Proposition 2.6 requires a Kolmogorov-type estimate, which we recall from
[Kun97] as follows.

Lemma 2.7 ([Kun97, Theorem 1.4.1]). Let T' < 00, a € R, and let F' be a C(]0,00) x R)-

valued process. If, for some a1, s, k € N and C7 < oo with ﬁ + k%z <1,

1F(0,0)[[x < C1, (2.68)
[F(t z) — F(',2)[[ < Ci([t = | + |z —2'|™),
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Vi, t' € [0,T], x,2' € [a,a + 1], then H|F‘L°°([0,T]X[a7a+1})Hk < Oy = Co(Ch, T, g, ag) < 0.

Note that, although the dependence of Cy is not explicitly designated in [Kun97, Theo-
rem 1.4.1], under the present setting, it is clear from the proof of [Kun97, Lemma 1.4.2,
Lemma 143] that 02 = 02(01, T, a1, O, k‘)

Proof of Proposition 2.6. The first step of the proof is to rewrite (2.7) and (2.10) in a form
similar to (2.64) and (2.66). To motivate this step, recall from Remark 2.2 that the term

(uf, (%, z, +)) should approximate Uy (t, ) as K — co. In view of this, we write
<:uz{(7 \Il(%v z, ')> = ﬁK(tv LE‘) + EK(tu .CL’),

where Ex (t,2) := (u, W(%, 2, +) — V(0,z,+)) = (1, ¥(+,2,+) — Lzoo)).  (2.70)

Similarly, for the the the first two terms on the r.h.s. of (2.7), we write
Gxl(tx.7) = Gk(t,x) + (Gk(tx. z) — Gk(t,x))

> [ oot = s, X () xds = 3 [ oo 5. XE(0))ds + Quleo),

where
Qx(t,x) := Z/O o (s) (PN (t — 5, X5 (s),2) — pN(tx — 5, X[ (s),2))ds. (2.71)

Under these notations, we rewrite (2.7) as

Uk (t,z) = Gr(t,z) + Z /0 o O (s)pN(t — s, XE(s), 2)ds + Ry (t, z), (2.72)
where
Ri(t,x) = (Gx(tx,z) — Gr(t,2)) — Ex(t,x) + Qi (t, ) + My (t, z). (2.73)

Equation (2.72) gives the desired identity (2.64) with the explicit remainders Ry (¢, ).
Similarly for the Atlas model Y, we define

Ere(u,t,z) = W dtg, 2 — ) — O(t,x — +)) (2.74)
Qo (t ) = /0 (Dt — 5,2 — Wic(s)) — pltx — 5,0 — Wi(s))ds.  (2.75)
Ry (t,z) := Er(0,t,2) — Ej(t,0,2) — Q% (t,x) + Nk(t, z), (2.76)

and rewrite (2.10) as

t
Vielt 2) = (W ®(tz — ) — / p(t — 5,7 — Wie(s))ds + Ric(t,2).
0
Further using integration by parts:

<Vé<a (I)(t>I - ')) = /R(I)(taz - y)dVK(an) = _/RVK(an)ayq)(tﬁE - y)dy>

we write

Vi (t,x) = /Rp(t, x—y)Vk(0,2)dy — /0 p(t — s,0 — Wk(s))ds + Ry (t, x). (2.77)
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Equations (2.72) and (2.77) give the desired identities (2.64) and (2.66) with the explicit
remainders Ry (t,x) and Ry (t,z), as in (2.73) and (2.76). With this, it suffices to show
that these remainders do satisfy the bounds (2.65) and (2.67). To this end, fixing arbitrary

T,n < oo and v € (0, i), we let C'(k) < oo denote a generic constant depending only on
T,n,o,v, Dy, D, p, and the designated variable k.
We begin with a reduction. That is, in order to prove (2.65) and (2.67), we claim that it

suffices to prove
P (|RK(t,x)| <Kt i Wt<T,zelaat 1]) >1-CK™, (2.78)
p <|R;<(t,x)| <K, Wt <T,z€laa+t 1]) >1-CK™, (2.79)

for all @ € R. To see why such a reduction holds, we assume that (2.78) has been established,
and take the union bound of (2.78) over a € Z N [—K, K| to obtain

P (|RK(t,x)| <K W< T |2 < K) >1- CK- (2.80)

To cover the regime |z| > K that is left out by (2.80), we use the fact that each XX (¢)
evolves as a Brownian motion with drift at most v K (and absorption) to obtain

P(Qg)>1-CK™, Qg:={X(t)| <iK, vt <TVi}. (2.81)

That is, with a sufficiently high probability, each particle X/ (t) stays within [~ K, $ K] for
all time. Use (2.72) to express Ry (t, ) = Uk (t,x) — f(t,2) — Gk (t, ), where

flt,z) == K, JAT oK (s)pN(t — 5, X[ (s),z)ds. On the event Q, the function z —
Uk (t,x) remains constant on R\ (=K, K); and, for all z > K,

K t/\TiK
[t 42) — K < Y / B8 ()P (t — 5, X5 (5), £x) — pN(t — s, X (s), £K)|ds
. 0

t
C
< 4p(t — s, 5)|ds < —.
< [ ainte— s Kpias <
From these we conclude that, on g,

C ~ C
sup |Ric(t,2)| < sup |Ryc(t 2)] + (= + sup |Gt 2)]) < sup |Ryclt, @) + .
zeR o] <K K o2k | <K K

Combining this with (2.80) gives the desired bound (2.65). A similar argument shows that
(2.79) implies (2.67).

Having shown that (2.78)—(2.79) imply the desired results, we now return to proving
(2.78)—(2.79). This amounts to bounding each term on the r.h.s. of the explicit expressions
(2.73) and (2.76) of Rk (t, ) and Ry (t,z). To thisend, fixingt < 7T, a € Rand z € [a,a+1],
we establish bounds on the following terms in sequel.

i) |Grlti, v) — Gi(t,z)|;

ui) QK(t z) and Qi (t, x);
iit) Ex(t,z), E%(0,t,2) and E)(t,0,z); and
iv) Nk(t,z) and MK(t x).
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(i) By (2.46) for m = 0, we have that

Gx(t,z) /\ﬁ N(s,y, x)dy. (2.82)

Applying the bound (2.17) for @ = 1 within (2.82), we obtain
|Gtk x) — 2p(t,z)| < CK it i, (2.83)

(#) Applying (2.17) for v = § in (2.71) and in (2.75) yields
Qu(t, )], Qi (t,2) < CK 3. (2.84)

(#i) For the Brownian distribution function ®(¢,y) = P(B(t) < y), it is standard to show
that ¢ — [®(tx,y) — ®(t,y)| decreases in ¢, and that |®(X,y) — ®(0,y)| < Cexp(—VK]y]).
Further, fixing o € (2, %) and letting I, , be as in (2.54), we write

exp(—VKy — z]) <11, (v) + Levn.. (y) exp(—VE |y — 2]) < 11, ,(y) + exp(—K72).

From these bounds we conclude

[@(%.y—2) — D0,y — 2)| < C(11,.,(y) + exp(—K*%)), (2.85a)

Dty — ) — O(t,y — 2)] < C(1y, . (y) + exp(—K72)), (2.85b)

(U (L,y,2) = W(0,y,2)| < C(1s, ur . (y) + exp(—K2)). (2.85¢)

Recall the definition of E(t,x) and E’( ,t,x) from (2.70) and (2.74). Applying (v, )
(yf€, +) and (uff, +) on both sides of (2.85a)—(2.85¢), respectively, we obtain

B (t,0,2)| < CWE 1, ) + Cexp(—K*2) (] 1), (2.864)

B (0,8,2)| < C(uf 11,.,) + Cexp(—K°7%) (1", 1), (2.86b)

|Erc(t,2)] < Cuf 1n,) + Ol 1r ) + Cexp(—=K*2) {1, 1g). (2.86¢)

On the r.h.s. of (2.86) sit two types of terms: the ‘concentrated terms’ that concentrate on
the small interval 1y, ; and the ‘tail terms’ with the factor exp(—KO‘_%). For the tail terms,
writing (5, 1r) = (", 1r) = J=#{Y;*(0)} and (1", 1r) < J=#{X*(0)}, and using the
bound (2.18) and #{XX(0)} = K, we bound the tail terms by CVK exp(—K* 2), with
probability > 1 — CK~". Further using VK exp(—K*"2) < CK™, we have

|Ex(t,0,2)] < C(vf*,1,.) + CK 7, (2.87a)
|Ej(0,t,2)] < C{vf 1, ) + CK ™7, (2.87b)
|Ex(t,z)] < C{uf,1p,.) + Clpt 1, )+ CK ™7, (2.87c)

with probability > 1 — CK~". Next, to bound the concentrated terms, we consider the
covering X := {1, , : |y| <a+1} of [-a—1,a+1]. With = € [a,a+ 1], we clearly have that
Iz o € X, s0 by Lemma 2.5 it follows that

<Vi[{’ 1Iac,a>7 <Vé{7 1Iac,a> S CK_'Y7 <Vi[{’ 1Iiz,a> S CK_FYt_%7
with probability 1 — C K", Inserting this into (2.87) gives
P (|Ek(t,0,2)| <CK, Vt <T,z €la,a+1]) >1-CK™", (2.88a)
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P (|Ex(0,t,z)| <CK ", Vt< T,z €la,a+1]) >1-CK™, (2.88b)
P (|Ex(t,2)| < CK 71, Wt < T,z € [a,a+1]) > 1 - CK™ (2.88¢)

(iv) The strategy is to apply Lemma 2.7 for F(t,x) := KY*Ng(t,x). With Ng(t,z)
defined as in (2.11), for such F' we have F'(0,0) = 0, so the condition (2.68) holds trivially.
Turning to verifying the condition (2.69), we fix t < ¢’ and z, 2’ € R. With Ng(¢,z) defined
as in (2.11), we telescope F(t,x) — F(t',2') into F} + Fy — F3, where

Fo=KY / fi(s, YX(s)dBE(s),  Fy= KV Z/O fols, Y/<(5))dBE (5),

By K0 [ g v ()i s),

fils,y) =pltx — s,y —x) —pltx — s,y — '), fa(s,y) =pltx — s,y — ') —p(ty — s,y — ')
and f3(s,y) = p(t — s,y — 2’). Similar to the way we obtained (2.31), here by the BDG
inequality we have

17315 SC(k)/O (s fils, ) lijeds, (1]l < C(k)/o (", Fa(s, +)*) lij2dls,

t/
IBI2 < Ok / 1, Fols, ) ads,
t

for any fixed £ > 1. On the r.h.s.,; the kernel functions fi, f2, f3 appear in square (i.e. power
of two). We use (2.16)—(2.17) to replace ‘one power’ of them with C(t — s)~ 1|z — 2/|2,
C(t — s)"1|t — ¢'|1 and C(t — s)"2, respectively, and then use (2.21) for a = 3 to bound
(v, £i(s, ) lk/2. 7 =1,2,3, whereby obtaining

s

t
IR < O(k) / |z — 2|2 ((t — 8) 7% + (t — 5)"1s7%)ds < O(k)|z — /|2,

]

t
|2 < C(k) / |t —t|3((t — )% + (t — 5)"Ts75)ds < C(k)|t — t']1,

s78)ds < C(k)|t — 1|3

=

IRl < C(k) / (=) F 4 (t—s)

We have thus verify the condition (2.69) for (a1, a2) = (3,3). Now apply Lemma 2.7 to

obtain ||| Nk| e (jo,r1x[a,a+1) |e < C(k)K~1. From this and Markov’s inequality, we conclude
p <|NK(t, 2| <K, Wt <T,z€laa+ 1]) >1- ()K= >1 - CK™ (2.89)

The term Mg (t, z) is bounded by similar procedures as in the preceding. The only difference
is that the estimate (2.38), unlike (2.21), introduces a singularity of Mg (t,z) as t — 0, so
we set Fi(t,z) == t 1KY Mg (t,x) (instead of F(t,z) := KY*M(t,z)). The extra prefactor

t1 preserves the moment estimate (2.69) since t1 is a-Holder continuous for all o < %.
Consequently, following the preceding argument we obtain
P ( sup  (t1|M(t,2)|) < K‘”) >1-CK™. (2.90)
te[0,T],x€[a,a+1]
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Now, combining the bounds (2.83), (2.84), (2.88) and (2.89)-(2.90) from (7)-(iv), we
conclude the desired results (2.65) and (2.67). O

3. THE STEFAN PROBLEM

In this section, we develop the necessary PDE tools. As stated in Remark 1.5, we take
the integral identity and integral equations (1.9)—(1.10), instead of (1.14), as the definition
of the Stefan problem. To motivate such a definition, we first prove the following:

Lemma 3.1. Let (us, 29) be a classical solution to the following PDE, i.e.,
z € C1((0,00)) N C([0,00)), nondecreasing, z(0) = 0,
uy € L=(D) N L' (D), and has a C*-extension onto a neighborhood of D,

where D := {(t,z) : t > 0,2 > 2(t)}, (3.1a)
Oty = %&muz, VO<t<T, x> z(t), (3.1b)
us(t, () =2, Vt>0, (3.1c)
2L 2(t) + L0,ua(t, 20(t)) =0, Vt >0, (3.1d)
Define the tail distribution function of us as ﬁg(t,l’) = f;o us(t,y)dy. We have
00 t
Us(t,x) = / pN(t,y,x)Ug(O,y)dy+/ pN(t — s, 20(s), 2)ds, Wtz € Ry, (3.2)
0 0
[ee] . . t
| a0 = ) (0200,0) = Taf0.)dy = [ ple = 5.22(0) ~ za(s))as. (33)
0 0

Proof. Instead of the tail distribution function Us(t, ), let us first consider the distribution
function Uy(t, x) := f;(t) us(t,y)dy. We adopt the convention that Us(t, z)|z<z) = 0. By
(3.1b), (3.1¢c)—(3.1d), Us(s,y) solves the heat equation in {(s,y) : s > 0,y > z(s)}. With
this, for any fixed ¢t > 0 and = € R, we integrate Green’s identity

10,((0yp)Us — p(9,Us)) + 05(pUz) = 0, where p = p(t — s,z —y), Us = Us(s,y),

over {(s,y) :e < s <t—e,y> z(s)+e}. Letting ¢ — 0, and combining the result with
Us(s, z2(s)) = 0 and (3.1c), we obtain

o0 t
U2(ta ZE') = / p(th - y)U2(0a y)dy - / p(t — 5T = Z(S))d87 vt e ]R-i-a r €R. (34)
0 0

Note that the preceding derivation of (3.4) applies to all x € R, including =z < 25(t).
Setting © = 25(t) in (3.4), on the Lh.s. we have Us(t, 22(0)) = 0. Further using Us(0,y) =
U,(0,0) — Us(0, 1), we see that (3.3) follows.

We now turn to showing (3.2). A straightforward differentiation, following by using (3.1¢)—
(3.1d), gives

8tU2(t, OO) = (9t/

22 (t)

o0

ws(t, 2)dz = — 2 (E)us(t, () + / %amug(t,x)dx
z(t)

= —22(1) — SOeus(t, (1) =0,
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so in particular Us(0, 00) = Us(t, 00). Consequently,
Us(t, z) = Uy(0,00) — Us(t, ). (3.5)
Further, as Us(t, )|z<0 = 0,
Us(t,z) = Us(t, z) + Us(t, —x)

[e'e) t
=/"qu%mUﬂmmw—/jﬁa—aAQJMa iz €R..  (36)
0 0

Inserting (3.6) into the last term in (3.5) yields

. o] t
U2(tax) = U2(O> OO) - / pN(t>y>I)U2(0ay)dy +/ pN(t - S>Z(S)ax)d8a \V/t,llﬁ' € ]R-i-'
0 0

Further using Uy(0,00) = [~ pN(t, y,2)Us(0, 00)dy to write

zumm—/p%wmwmwwzfp%ww@mww
0 0
we see that (3.2) follows. O

We next turn to the well-posedness of (3.3). The existence of a solution to (3.3) will be
established in Lemma 4.11, Section 4.2, as a by-product of establishing the hydrodynamic
limit of certain Atlas models. Here we focus the uniqueness and stability of (3.3). To this
end, we consider w € C([0,77) that satisfies

00 t
0 0
where f € L>([0,7] x R) is a generic perturbation. Define a seminorm
Wiy = sup{w(t) — w(t), 0 <t < ¥ < T} (33)
that measures how nondecreasing the given function is.

Lemma 3.2. Fizing T' < oo and fi(t, ), fa(t,x) € L>([0,T] x R), we consider wy and wsy
satisfying (3.7) for f = f1 and f = fo, respectively. Let L := sup{|wi(t)|, |we(t)] : t < T}+1.
There exists C, = C1(T, L) < oo such that

OiltlfT(wl(t) —wy(t) < C1 > (lwi0)] + | fil e orixmy + [wilfo 1)

i=1,2

fO’F all f1, f2 S LOO([O, T] X R) satisfymg Zi:1,2 (\wZ(O)\ + ‘fi‘LOO([O,T]XR) + |’UJZ'|/[0’T]) < C%
Indeed, when f; = fo =0, Lemma 3.2 yields

Corollary 3.3. The solution to (1.10) is unique.

Proof of Lemma 3.2. To simplify notations, let € := |fi|roomxr) + |folzo(0,1)xR), € =
|wilfo 7y + |welfy 7 and €” := [wi(0)] 4 |w2(0)].
Let

A@xwzlfp@z—yx@@x»—vx;wMy (3.9)
B /_ p(t)(U.(3,0) = Ui(3, = y))dy (3.10)
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denote the expression on the Lh.s. of (3.7). From the explicit expressions (1.11)—(1.12),
we have that 0,(—=Ui(3,2 —y)) = wi(3,2 —y) > 0, Vy < z, so &.A(t, z) > 0, Vz > 0.
Consequently, there exists ¢; = ¢1(T, L) > 0 such that

ANt 2)>c1 >0, VO<z<L, 0<t<T. (3.11)
Setting Cy := = V1 and ¢ := Cy(e + & +¢") < 1, we write wi(t) := wy(t) + 9 to simplify
notations, and consider the first time t* := inf{t < T : wy(t) > wi(t)} when w; hits w}.

Indeed, since Cy > 1, we have w;(0) < wy(0) + |w2(0) — wy(0)] < w2(0) + 6, so in particular
t* > 0. Taking the difference of (3.7) for (¢, f) = (t*, f1) and for (¢, f) = (t*, f2), we obtain

At w(t)) — At wa(t)) = A(t5, wd(t)) — A(t", wa(t*)) < & + /0 g*(s)ds,  (3.12)

where ¢*(s) := p(t* — s, wi(t*) — wi(s)) — p(t* — s, wa(t*) — wa(s)). Next, using wi(s) <
wa(s) + 0, Vs < t*, we have
wl(t*) — wl(s) = wg(t*) + 0 — w1(8> Z wg(t*) - ’UJQ(S). (313)

To bound the function g*(s), we consider the separately cases i) wy(t*) —wa(s) > 0; and )

wo(t*) — wa(s) < 0. For case (i), by (3.13) we have |wq(t*) — wi(s))]| > |we(t*) — wa(s)|, so

g*(s) < 0. For case (ii), using 0 > wy(t*) —wsy(s) > —&’ we have g*(s) < p(t* —s,0) — p(t* —
¢’). Combining these bounds with the readily verified identity

/tp(t — s,2)ds = 2tp(t, x) — 2|z|D(¢, |z]), (3.14)
0
we obtain
/ / (t* —5,0) — p(t* — s,€"))ds < 2t,p(t*,0) — 2t p(t*, &) + 2|¢|
=/ Z(1 — exp(— ) +2¢' < 4¢, (3.15)

where we used (1 —e™¢) < 24/€, V¢ € Ry, in the last inequality. Now, if * < T, combining
(3.15) with (3.12) and (3.11) yields d¢; < e + 4¢’, leading to a contradiction. Consequently,
we must have t* > T O

We next establish a property of (U, (t,z),z(t)), that will be used toward the proof of
Theorems 1.2 and 1.6.

Lemma 3.4. For any (U,(t, ), z(t);t > 3) satisfying (1.9)~(1.10), we have

(1.
Ut 2(t) = 7=, VE> (3.16)

1
2°

Remark 3.5. As (7*(15, x) represents the hydrodynamic limit of the scaled tail distribution

IK#{XZ-K(t) > x}, equation (3.16) is a statement of conservation of

particles within the moving boundary phase, in the hydrodynamic limit.

function Ug(t,z) =

Proof. Fixing such (U, (t, %), z,(t)), we define

U*(t + %, ZL’) = /Ooop(t, €r — y)(ﬁ*(%> 0) - ﬁ*(%, y))dy - /0 p(t — 5T = Z*(S + %))d‘s
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From this expression, it is straightforward to verify that, for any fixed T' < oo, U,(+ + %, ) €
C([0,T] x R)N L>([0,T] x R) solves the heat equation on {(¢,z) : t > 0,z < z,(s)}. Further,
U.(3,2)|s<0 = 0, and, by (1.10),

Udt+ 3, 2(t+3) = 0. (3.17)

From these properties of U, (t + %, x), by the uniqueness of the heat equation on the domain
{(t,z) : t € R,z < z,(t)}, we conclude that U, (¢ + 1, x)|x§z*(t+%) = 0. Therefore,

Ul +t,x) =Uds +t,2) + U3 +t,—2)

/0 Ny ) (T, 0) — Db y)dy — / Pt — 5, 2(s + 1), 2)ds,

:U*(%,O)—/OoopN(t,y, )01, y)dy — /t N(t— 5, 2(s + 1) 2)ds, Vo€ R,. (3.18)

Next, set ¢t = £ in (1.9), and write 2p(3,y) = p"(¢,0,y) to obtain

D=

U.(3,9) =p"(3.0,9) / N(E = s, 2.(8), y)ds. (3.19)

Inserting this expression (3.19) of U*(E,y) into (3.18), followed by using the semigroup
property [~ pN(t,y, 2)pN(5, 2, y)dy = pN(t + §, 2,9), we obtain

_ t+3
U*(t + %>I) = U*(%a O) _pN(t + %7 0, ZE') - / 2 pN(t -5, Z*(S + %)a [L’)dS
0
= U,(3,0) = U, (t+ L,2), VoeR,.
Setting © = z,(t+3) and using (3.17) on the Lh.s., we conclude the desired identity (3.16). [
As will be needed toward the proof of Theorem 1.2 and 1.6, we next show that z,(t) grows
quadratically near t = 1.

2

Lemma 3.6. For any solution z,(- + 1) to the mtegml equation (1.10), we have

hm{t (t+ =% (3.20)

Remark 3.7. For sufficiently smooth solutions to the PDE (1.14), one can easily calculate
ZZQ %(3) = —30naeua (3,0) = % by differentiating (1.14e) and (1.14b). Here, as we take the
integral equation (1.10) as the definition of the Stefan problem, we prove Lemma 3.6 by a
different, indirect method, which does not assume the smoothness of of z,.

Proof. We begin by deriving a useful identity. Write fot p(t —s,z)ds = — fo f Oyy (1
s,y)ds, use —0,, ®(t — s,y) = 20;Q(t — s,y), swap the double integrals, and integrate over
s € [0,t]. With ®(0,y) = 1j9,.)(y), we obtain

+ T —|z|
/0 Dt — 5. 2)ds = 2 / (Bt y) — gy (y))ds = 2 /_ O(t,y)ds.  (3.21)

— 00 o0

We now begin the proof of (3.20). Let A(Z,z) be as in (3.9). Recall from (1.11) that
OyU.(3,y) = —ui(3,y), for uy(3,y) defined in (1.12). Integrating by parts followed by a
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change of variable y — % yields

Mt) == [ 0,(0.04.0) - T (h)Blt. — )y

:VG/ un (3, VI (L, % — y)dy. (3.22)
0
From the explicit expression (1.12) of ui(3,y), we see that ui(3,+) € (R+) N L>(R,),
and that u,(3,0) = 2, dyui(3,0) = dyyui(3,0) = 0, and 0yyyu*(0) = T =: az. Using these
properties to Taylor-expand ul(%, Vty) in (3.22) yields
At @) =12 Ag(Z) — PA5(Z) + 3 Ay(t, ), (3.23)
where A4(t,z) is a bounded remainder function in the sense that 1;:((1)1 sup |A4(t, x)| < oo, and
Tz€R
Mafe) =2 [ ooty =2 [ a1y (3.24)
0 —00
As(x) = %/ y*O(1, 2 —y)dy. (3.25)
0
Insert the expression (3.23) into (1.10), we obtain
t
£2 Ao \/'% ) —t*A (w(t )+ t2 A4t w(t)) = /0 p(t — s,w(t) —w(s))ds. (3.26)

The strategy of the proof is to extract upper and lower bounds on % from (3.26). We
begin with the upper bound. On the r.h.s. of (3.26), using p(t — s, w(t) —w(s)) < p(t—s,0),
followed by applying the identity (3.21), we have that

12 Ag(22) — 2A5(8) + 13 Au(t, 2) < 12 Ao (0). (3.27)

Dividing (3.27) by 2 and letting ¢ | 0, we conclude that limy Ao(%) = Ao(0). As

x — Ao(x) is strictly increasing, we must have limy g wﬁ) = 0. Now, dividing both sides of

(3.27) by %, and letting ¢ | 0 using limgo =2 = 0, we further deduce that
ggf%mmﬁa—m<»—Ax>_. (3.28)
From the explicit expression (3.24) of Ag(z), we have that
9 Ao(0) = 1. (3.29)
Using (3.29) to Taylor-expanding the expressmn AO(%) (3.28) to the first order, we thus
conclude the desired upper bound lim sup; t—g <A3(0) =% = %

Having established the desired upper bound on “;(2), we now turn to the lower bound. Let

b :=lim 1nftw t2 . Since 0 < b < } < 00, there exists t,, | 0 such that

) — ] < &

L Vs € (0,t,). (3.30)
As t — w(t) is non-decreasing, by (3.30) we have
w(ty) — w(s)| = w(ty) — s(s) < (b2 +2) = (bs® = £) < (2 — %) + 22, Vs <t,.
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Taking the square of the preceding inequality further yields
w(t,) —w(s)]? < (22)? 4 PalassD 4 242 )2 ys <, (3.31)

Use this inequality (3.31) to write
Pltn = 5,10(tn) = w(s)) = Pt — 5, 28 ) exp (= ey (LEE= 442022 - 5)?) )
= p(t, — s, ﬁ)e:x;p(— w> exp(—%(tn—s)(tn+s)2>
> plt — 5, 28) exp (= 2822 ) exp (= (1, — 5)(26)?).

Within the last expression, using e™¢ > 1 — £ for £ = %(tn — 5)(2t,)?%, and using [p(t, —

S, ﬁ) exp(— %) < \/tli_s, we obtain
Pty — s, w(ty) — w(s)) > plt, — s, 22 ) exp (— 2alin)) _ 2y _ 6)3(2t,)%.  (3.32)

Now, integrate (3.32) over s € [0, t,], using the identity (3.21) to obtain

tn th%(%n) tn 2t2 5
/ Pt — 5, (k) — w(s))ds > e~ 2o / Pt — 5, 28)ds — 482(t,)}
0 0

= VRN 2) - 4R (5,3
> VI Ao(— Vg;)—C(tn)%, (3.33)

for some constant C' < co. Now, set ¢ = ¢, in (3.27) and combine the result with (3.33).
After dividing both sides of the result by 2 and letting n — oo, we arrive at

Jim (1) (Ro(25) — Ao(=2(t)1)) = A5(0) > 0. (3:34)

Using (3.29) to Taylor expand the expressions Ao(w(tz ) and Ag(—2(t t,)?), with

liminf, w(t" = b (by (3.30)), we conclude the desired lower bound b > A3(0) = %

O
4. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.6

Equipped with the tools developed previously, in this section prove Theorem 1.6. To
this end, throughout this section we specialize (¢X(¢) : t > 0) to the push-the-laggard
strategy (1.2). Recalling that 7; denote the absorption of the i-th particle X;(t), we let

Text = Max; T;, T = K 7oy (4.1)
denote the extinction times (unscaled and scaled). Under the push-the-laggard strategy,
Proposition 2.6(a) gives

Uk(t,z) = Gg(t,z) + /MTQXt N(t — s, Zx(s), x)ds + R (t, x), (4.2)

We first establish a lower bound on the extinction time.
Lemma 4.1. For any fivzed T,n < oo, there exists C = C(T,n) < oo such that
P( T >1T)>1—-CK™. (4.3)
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Proof. Consider the modified process (X2P(¢);t > 0),<;<x consisting of K independent Brow-
nian motions starting at « = 1 and absorbed once they reach = 0, and let 7/, := inf{t :
X;(t) = 0,Vi} denote the corresponding extinction time. Under the natural coupling of
(X2b(t)) and (Xi(t)); (by letting them sharing the underlying Brownian motions), we clearly

have 7oy > 7/,,. For the latter, it is straightforward to verify that

P(7

ext

<KT)= (P (22;(B(Kt) +1)< 0))K < exp(— = K1/2),

where B(+) denotes a standard Brownian motion. From this the desired result follows. [

By Lemma 4.1, toward the end of proving Theorem 1.6, without loss of generality we remove
the locahzatlon ATE in (4.2).

Next, using the expression (2.82) of Gk (¢, x), from the heat kernel estimate (2.16) we have

Gr(t,z) —2p(t, z)| < Cla)K 5t 2", Yae (0,1),  (4.4)

/ PNt = 5,2, 2) — PNt — 8,2, #)|ds < C(@)|z — #[*H5,  Vale (0,1).  (4.5)

For any fixed v € (0, 1) and o’ € (0, 1), taking the difference of (2.1) and (4.2), followed by
using the estimates (4.4)—(4.5) and (2.65), we obtain

|[7K(t>z) - ﬁ*(t,l’”
¢
<|Gg(t,z) —2p(t, z)| + / IpN(t — 5,2, Zg(t)) — pN(t — 5,2, 2')|ds + | Ri (L, )|
0

<CNETK T + C(v, ) sup | Ze(s) — 2(s)|, Ve € Rt < T,

s<T
with probability > 1 —C(n,T)K~". From this we see that the hydrodynamic limit (1.15) of
Uk (t, x) follows immediately from the hydrodynamic limit (1.16) of Zx. Focusing on proving

(1.16) hereafter, in the following we settle (1.16) in the absorption phase and the moving

boundary phase separately. For technical reasons instead of using t, = 5 as the separation

of these two phases, in the following we use 5 1K 27 for the separation of the two phases,
where vy € (0, 55) is fixed. More precisely, the des1red hydrodynamic result (1.16) follows

immediately from the following two propositions (by setting 5 =« in Part(a)):

Proposition 4.2. For any fized v < v € (0 and n < oo, there exists C = C(v,v1,n) <

oo such that
(a) for all f < 4~ and K < oo,

’96)

P (1Zi(t) — 50 < CK ™, Vi€ [0,3+ LK) > 1- CK ™, (4.6)
(b) for all K < oo,
P <|ZK(t) — 4| <CK™, vee L+ %K‘QV,T]) >1-CK™. (4.7)

We settle Proposition 4.2(a)—(b) in Sections 4.1-4.2 in the following, respectively. To this

end, we fix v < v € (0, %) n < oo and T < oo, and, to simplify notations, use C' < oo to

denote a generic constant that depends only on v, v, n,T.
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4.1. Proof of Proposition 4.2(a). Fix f < 4v;. We begin with a reduction. Since
ze(t)l;<1 = 0, by Lemma 3.6, we have SUP;< 14 1528 |2.(t)] < CK=* < CK~". From this,
we see that is suffices to prove

p (ZK(t) <KP w<ly %K‘25> >1-CK™. (4.8)
To the end of showing (4.8), we recall the following classical result from [Fel71].

Lemma 4.3 ([Fel71, Chapter X.5, Example (c)]). Let (B(t);t > 0) be a standard Brownian
motion (starting from 0), and let 0 < a < b < co. Defining p(t,a,b) == P(0 < B(s) +a <
b,Vs < t), we have

) = 3 b (PRI g (- PRED

n=0

With g < 4v < i, we have 45 < % —805. Fixing « € (40,

short-time estimate:

5 —83) C (0, 3), we begin with a

Lemma 4.4. There exists C' < oo such that
p (ZK(t) < KO, Vit < K‘QO‘) >1-CK™. (4.10)

Proof. We consider first the modified process (X#*(t):t > 0)X,, which consists of K inde-
pendent Brownian motions starting at x = 1, and absorbed at z = 0 and = = %K 27 Let

)A(ZK APt = \/LE)A(Z?“’(K t) denote the scaled process, and consider

Neb = #{i:0 < X)) < LK, vt < K72}, (4.11)
the number of surviving X X**-particles of up to time K~2¢. Let

phe = p(K™2 K3, LK) =P (0 < T(B(Kt) +1) < 3K, Vt < K7*).

From the definition (4.11) we see that N#® is the sum of i.i.d. Bernoulli(pj;) random variables.
Hence, by the Chernov bound we have

P(N® > 1Kpi) > 1 —exp (— LKpl). (4.12)
Specialize (4.9) at (t,a,b) = (K2, K™z, 1K) to obtain

P = Z Prnexp (—2@2n+1)*7), where pf, = sin(2(2n + 1)mK*"2).

n=0

2n+ 1)m

With a < 3, we have limK%oo(K%‘ap’K,n) =8 and |pf,,| < 8K 2, and it is straightforward
to show that

n=0
Consequently, pj > £ K =3 Inserting this into (4.12), we arrive at
P(N® > LK3) > 1 —exp(— & K*2) > 1 - CK ™

Next, we consider the process (X2P(t);t > 0)K,, consisting of K independent Brownian
motions starting at z = 1 and absorbed only at x = 0, coupled to (X2"(¢)); by the natural
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coupling that each i-th particle share the same underlying driving Brownian motion. Let

X™PR() = \/LXab(Kt) denote the scaled process, let T' := {X™*(K—2): 0 < X (1) <
K=Vt < K~} denote the set of all X** -particles that stay within (0, 5K %) for all

t < K72 and let N* := #I". We clearly have N2> > N b and therefore
P(N®(K~%) > Lgot2) > 1 - CK™. (4.13)
Now, couple (X*>¥(t)) and (X¥(t)) by the aforementioned natural coupling. On the
event {N** > LK a3} to move all XX-particles in I to the level z = K~ requires at least

a drift of N ab(%K ) > éK 3, while the total amount of (scaled) drift at disposal is K —2a+5

This is less than éK 2 for all large enough K. Consequently, the desired result (4.10) follows
from (4.13). O

Equipped with the short-time estimate (4.10), we now return to showing (4.8). Consider
the threshold function

() = K" 1ycg—20y H(VEK ) Lpn go2ay, (4.14)

and the corresponding hitting time 7 := inf{t € R, : Zx(t) > 2*(t)}. It suffices to show
P(r> 1+ 1K) >1—CK™™. To this end, by Lemma 4.4, without loss of generality we
assume 7 € (K~2*,1). As the trajectory of Zf is continuous except when it hits 0, we have
Zk(t) > z*(7). Hence at time 7, no particle exists between 0 and z*(7), or equivalently
U (1, 2% (1)) = Ug(7,0). With this, taking the difference of (4.2) at z = z*(7) and at z = 0,
and multiplying the result by /ZF, we obtain

hl—h2+\/7RKTZ — R (7,0)),
where hy := \/?(éK(T, 0) — G (7, 2°(7))), hy = VI Jy f2(s. Zk(s), z*(7))ds, and

fa(s,2,2") = pN(T —5,2,7) = pN(1 —5,20). (4.15)

Further using (2.65), for fixed § € (0, =2 —47), to control the remainder term (Rg (7, z*) —
R (7,0)), with 7 > K2 we have

hy <

with probability 1 — CK~". Given the inequality (4.16), the strategy of the proof is to
extract the bound 7 > 3 + 2 K27 from (4.16). To this end, we next derive a lower bound
on hy and an upper bound on hs.

With Gg(t,x) defined as in (2.8), we have

(4.16)

T 2 Yy a)2 y—a
hy = hy(K=%), where hy(a) = VK /“K_ (7% — L5 150 gy,

2

Taylor-expanding h;(a ) to the fifth order gives hy(a ) > a’hys + a*hyy — Cab, where his =
1

VKT foﬁ 6_y2/2(% — 5y%)dy and h14 = VK f“_ e y2/2( =+ 4y — 5y*)dy. Further
Taylor-expanding hlg and hi4 in \/— yields his > 3 1 KT and h14 > —= — [?T, and therefore

h > ia® — ta* — Ca®(& + a*) > $a® — La* — Ca®(K** 7' +a%), fora:K_ﬁ. (4.17)
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Turning to estimating hs, we first observe that the function fs(s, 2, 2’) as in (4.15) increases
in z, Vz < 7/, as is readily verified by taking derivative as follows:

V27 (T — 8)30, fa(s, 2, 2')
:Z/(e—(z—z’)2/2 _ e—(z+z’)2/2) . Z(e—(z—z’)2/2 + 6—(z+z’)2/2) + 226—22/2
> (e” G2 o 2Y (o G2 o m 2 9202 >,
Now, since ¢ — z*(t) is increasing for all ¢ > K —22 to obtain an upper bound on hy we
—2a
replace Zx(s) with z*(7) for s > K~2*. Further, with fOK PN(T —s,2,2)ds < CK™%, we

obtain hy < CK~*+ \/ZL [ fo(s, z*(7), 2*(7))ds. With 2*(7) = K~7/7, the last integral
is evaluated explicitly by using (3.14), yielding

2a
ho < Tha(K )+ CK™®,  where ho(a) =1+ ¢72" —2¢7/2 1 Qa/ eV 2dy.
Taylor-expanding hs(a) to the fifth order, we further obtain
hy < 7(a® — La'+Ca®) + CK™*, fora=K". (4.18)
Now, combining (4.16)—(4.18), we arrive at

a — C(K2% 1 4t + a 2K + a—2K2“4*1+5)
1— La?+ Ca ’

1
8 for a = K7°. (4.19)

With o and § chosen as in the preceding, it is now straightforward to check that, for a = K5,

% - %a’2 - C(KZO!—I + a4 _l_ a—QK—a ‘l’ a_2K2a471+6)
7
1 —$5a?+Cat
11,2
:12_71_522 + ( higher order terms )

=1+ K~*" + ( higher order terms ).
From this the we conclude the desired result: 7 > % + %K =27, with probability > 1 —CK™".

4.2. Proof of Proposition 4.2(b). To simplify notations, we let o := %+ %K‘QV. Define
the scaled distribution function of surviving X-particles as

and, to simplify notations, we let
U(2) := U, (L,0) = U.(3,2) :/ u(3,y)dy, (4.21)
0

where u(t,y) is defined in (1.12). Recall that v < 7 € (0, g5) are fixed. Fix furthering
Y3 < Y2 € (7,71), we begin with an estimate on Uk (¢, x):

Lemma 4.5. There exists C < oo such that

p <|UK(%,9:) Uy ()| < CK™2 Ve eR) >1—CK™, (4.22)

P (|UK(0K,:,;) U ()| < K™, Vo € R) >1-CK™ (4.23)
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Proof. With UK(t z) = Ukt 0) — Uk (t, :c) and U,,(z) defined in (4.21), we have that
Uk (t,7) — Us(x)| < 28up,cp Uk (t,y) — U.(3,v)|. To bound the r.h.s., we take the dif-
ference of the mtegral identities (4.2) and (2.1) to obtain

Uk (ta) — Up(L,2)|

<|Gx(t,x) — 2p(t, )| + 2p(t, x) — 2p(3, 7)) (4.24)
/ IpN(t — 5, Zx (8), 2) — pN(t — s, 2,(5), x)|ds + /l PN (t — s, 2,(8),x)ds  (4.25)
+ |Rk(t, )| (4.26)

We next bound the terms in (4.24)—(4.26) in sequel:

- Using (4.4) for o = 2, yields |G (t, ) — 2p(t, )| < CK~4»;

- Using (2.17) for v = 1, gives |2p(t, ) — 2p(5,2)| < C|5 —t], Vt > 3;

- Using (4.5) for o/ = :Yy—f and (4.6) for § = 47, we have
fot ‘pN(t -5, ZK(8)7 ZL’) _pN(t - S, Z*(8)7 SL’)|d8 < Csupsﬁt ‘ZK(S) - Z*(S>|a/ < CK_4V27
with probability > 1 - CK™™;

. N(t 2 . t N N 21 1
- Using p™(t — s, 24(5), s) < T’ we obtain f%p (t =5, 2:(5), 0)ds < /=]t — 5.
- Using (2.65), we have |Rg(t,z)] < CK™*2, Vt € [1,0k], © € R, with probability

>1-CK™.
Combining these bounds yields
Uk (t,2) — U(3,2)| S CK™2 4 Clt — L+ /2|t = 1|, Vte[d,ox] (4.27)

with probability > 1 — CK~". Substituting in ¢ = 1 in (4.27) yields (4.22). Similarly,
substituting in t = o in (4.27), with |0K—%\ = K;QV, we have, with probability > 1-CK ™™,

Uk (0, 7) — Up(L,2)| S OK™2 4+ K™ 4+ /2K 7 < K77,
for all K large enough. This concludes (4.23). O

Recall the definition of Atlas models from the beginning of Section 2. Our strategy of
proving Proposition 4.2(b) is to reduce the problem of the particle system (X(s);s > o) to
a problem of certain Atlas models (Y (¢) : ¢ > 0) and (Y(t) : ¢ > 0), constructed as follows.
To construct such Atlas models, recalling the expression of u (3, z) from (1.12), we define

_ uy (%, ), when o > K7,

we) = { 01(2 ) when z < K~ (4.28)
ul(%,z) , when = > 0,

u(z) =14 ui(3,0) =2, when — K~ <2 <0, (4.29)
0 , when z < —K %3,

Adopting the notation PPP(f(z)) for a Poisson point process on R with density f(z), for
each K < oo we let (Y (t; K):t > 0) and (Y(¢t; K) : t > 0) be Atlas models starting from
the following initial conditions

(Vi(0; K)); ~ PPP (a( (Y(0; K)); ~ PPP (u( (4.30)

#) =)
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and let W(t; K) := min; Y;(t; K) and W (t; K) := min; Y,(¢; K) denote the corresponding
laggards.

Remark 4.6. The notations Y ,;(¢; K), etc., are intended to highlight the dependence on K
of the processes, as is manifest from (4.30)._ To simplify notations, however, hereafter we
omit the dependence, and write Y;(t; K) = Y,(¢), etc., unless otherwise noted.

We let 7?(15) = LY, (Kt), denote the scaled process, and similarly for Y (¢), W, (t) and

VK
W (t). Under these notations, equation (4.30) translates into
(Y1 (0)); ~ PPP (u(x)), (YX(0)); ~ PPP (u(x)). (4.31)

— —K

We let V(t,z) = \/%#{Yi (t) < a} and Vi (t,z) = \/%#{Xf{(t) < x} denote the
corresponding scaled distribution functions.

Having introduced the Atlas models Y and Y, we next establish couplings that relate

these models to the relevant particle system X. Recall the definition of the extinction time
7K. from (4.1). We let

ext

X i=inf{t > ox : Zg(t) =0} (4.32)

abs

denote the first absorption time (scaled by K1) after og.
Lemma 4.7. There exists a coupling of (X*(s+1);s > 0) and (Y*(s);s > 0) under which
P(Wg(s) < Zkg(+s), Vs+i<rl)>1-CK™ (4.33)

ext
Similarly, there exists a coupling of (X% (s + ok);s > 0) and (?K(S); s > 0) under which
P (Wk(s) > Zg(s+0xk), Vs+ox <Th,ATh,) >1—CK™ (4.34)

ext

The proof requires a coupling result from [Sar15]:

Lemma 4.8 ([Sarl5, Corollary 3.9]). Let (Yi(s);s > 0), and (Y/(s);s > 0)™, be Atlas
models, and let W (s) and W'(s) denote the corresponding laggards. If Y'(0) dominates Y (0)
componentwisely in the sense that

m' <m, Y/(0)>Y;0),i=1,...,m, (4.35)

7

then there exists a coupling of Y and Y’ (for s > 0) such that the dominance continues to
hold for s >0, i.e. Y/(s) > Yi(s), i =1,...,m'. In particular, W'(s) > W(s).

Proof of Lemma 4.7. As will be more convenient for the notations for this proof, we work
with unscaled processes X (s + $K), X(s + oxK) and Y(s), and construct the coupling
accordingly.

We consider first Y and prove (4.33). At s = 0, order the particles as (W (0) = Y,(0) <
Y,(0) <--+), and (Z(3K) = X;(3K) < Xo(3K) < ---). We claim that, regardless of the
coupling, the following holds with probability 1 — C K"

#{Y,(0)} > #{X;(3K)}, and Y,(0) < X;(5K), V1 <i < #{X;(3K)}. (4.36)

Recalling from (4.20) that Uk(¢,z) denotes the scaled distribution function of X (t), with
Uk (t, z)|z<0 = 0, we see that (4.36) is equivalent to the following

P (V(0,2) > Ug(},2), Vo €Ry) > 1 - CK™ (4.37)
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To see why (4.37) holds, with (Y(0)); distributed in (4.31), we note that = — VKV (0, z),
r € [-K~%% 00) is an inhomogeneous Poisson process with density v Ku(z). From this, it
is standard (using Doob’s maximal inequality and the BDG inequality) to show that

sup |V (0, 2) — / g(y)dy‘ Hm < Cm)K™i, Ym>2. (4.38)

z€R K43

Further, with u defined in (4.29), we have

/ w(y)dy = U, (z) + 2K Vo > 0.

K43

m

Inserting this into (4.38), followed by using Markov’s inequality P(|¢| > K—%) < K~ % E(|¢|™)
for m = 8n, we arrive at

P (|ZK(0, ) — U (z) — 2K~42| < K%, Va € ]R+) >1-CK™. (4.39)
Combining (4.39) and (4.22) yields
Vie(0,2) = Ug(3,2) > —K~5 —CK™"2 4 2K~ Wz e R,, (4.40)

with probability > 1 — CK™". With 713 < 75 < %, the r.h.s. of (4.40) is positive for all K
large enough, so (4.37) holds.

Assuming the event (4.36) holds, we proceed to construct the coupling for s > 0. Let
7 :=inf{t > 1K : Z(t) = 0} be the first absorption time after time K. For s € [0,77 — 3 K),
both processes Y (s) and X (s + $K) evolve as Atlas models. Hence, by Lemma 4.8 for
(Y(s),Y'(s)) = (Y(s), X (s + 3K)), we have a coupling such that

Yi(s) < Xils +3K) V1<i < #HXGH)}, s € 0.m — §K).

At time t = 71, the system X loses a particle, so by reorder (Y,(r — 3K)); and (X;(71));, we
retain the type of dominance as in (4.36). Based on this we iterate the prescribed procedure
to the second absorption 7 := inf{s > 7 : Z(s) = 0}. As absorption occurs at most K
times, the iteration procedure yields the desired coupling until the extinction time 7.. We
have thus constructed a coupling of (Y (s);s > 0) and (X(s+ 2K) : s > 0) under which
(4.33) holds.

We now turn to Y and construct the analogous coupling of (Y (s); s > 0) and (X (s+oxK) :
s > 0). Similarly to (4.38), for V(0,z) we have that

xT

P (‘VK(o,z) - / ul(%,y)dy’ <K%, Vo> K‘V> >1-CK™ (4.41)
K=

1

As seen from the expression (1.12), u(2 55

29
derivatives, so in particular

‘ /Kx (3, 9)dy = (Un(z) = 2K7)

Inserting this estimate into (4.41), and combining the result with (4.23), we obtain that,
with probability > 1 - CK™",

VK(O,LL’) S UK(O'K,LL’) — 2K + K™ + CK_%/ S UK(O'K,LL’), Ve Z K_ﬁ/,

0) =2 and = — uy(5, ) is smooth with bounded

<CK™, Vz>K7.
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for all K large enough. This together with V (0, )|,<x—~ = 0 yields the following dominance
condition:

H{Y (00} < #{Xi(0xK)},  and Yi(0) > Xi(oxK), V1 <i < #{Y;(0)},  (4.42)

with probability > 1—CK~". Based on this, we construct the coupling for Y and X similarly
to the proceeding. Unlike in the proceeding, however, when an absorption occurs, dominance
properties of the type (4.42) may be destroyed. Hence here we obtain the coupling with the
desired property only up to the first absorption time, as in (4.34). O

We see from Lemma 4.7 that Wy and W, serve as suitable upper and lower bounds
for Zx. With this, we now turn our attention to the Atlas models Y and Y, and aim at
establishing the hydrodynamic limits of W and W . To this end, recalling from (3.8) the
definition of |« |/[O,T] and that 7" < oo is fixed, we begin by establishing the follow estimates

on |WK|’[07T} and |W i 7.

Lemma 4.9. There exists C' < oo such that
P([Wiljpz < CK™5)>1-CK™, (4.43)
P([ Wyl <CK™5) > 1= CK™, (4.44)

Proof. The proof of (4.43)—(4.44) are similar, and we work out only the former here.
At any given time s € Ry, let us order the Y-particles as W(s) = Y1(s) <Yy(s) <... <

Y n(s), where N := #{Y;(0)}, and let G;(s) := Y;11(s)—Y(s) denote the corresponding gap
process. We adopt the convention that Gy(s) := oo if i +1 > N, so that G(s) := (G;(s)),
is [0, oco]*>°-valued.

We begin with a stochastic comparison of the gap process G(s). More precisely, given
any [0, co]*°-valued random vectors £ and ¢, we say & stochastically dominate ¢, denoted

& = (, if there exists a coupling of ¢ and ¢ under which & > (;, i = 1,2,.... Since (Y;(0)) is
distributed as in (4.31), with w(z) < 2, Vx € R, we have that

G(0) = é) Exp(2). (4.45)

By [Sarl4, Theorem 4.7], for any Atlas model satisfying the dominance property (4.45), the
dominance will continue to hold for s > 0, i.e., G(s) = Q.- Exp(2). (Theorem 4.7 of [Sar14]
does not state G(s) = @3-, Exp(2) explicitly, but the statement appears in the first line of
the proof, wherein 7 = @;-, Exp(2), c.f., [Sarl4, Example 1] and [PP08].)

Having established the stochastic comparison of G(s), we now return to estimating |W g lfo.17-
The seminorm |-, 7, defined in (3.8), measures how nondecreasing the given function is.
To the end of bounding |WK|’[07T}, we fix s, € [0, 7], and begin by bounding the quantity

sup (Wk(s,) — Wg(s)). (4.46)

s€[s4,T]

We consider an infinite Atlas model (Y;*(s);t > 0):2,, which is defined analogously to
(2.2) via the following stochastic differential equations

dY;*(s) = l{YZ_*(S):W*(S)} dt +dBi(s), i=1,2,..., W*(s):=minZ{Y;"(s)}, (4.47)
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with the following initial condition
Y7°(0) := Y, (Ks.), and, independently (Y;},(0) = Y;"(0))2, ~ Q) Exp(2).  (4.48)
i=1

General well-posedness conditions for (4.47) are studied in [[IKKS13, Shk11]. In particular, the
distribution (4.48) is an admissible initial condition, and is in fact a stationary distribution
of the gaps [PP08]. Under such stationary gap distribution, the laggard W*(s) remains very
close to a constant under diffusive scaling. More precisely, letting W} (s) := #W*(SK ), by

[DT'15, Proposition 2.3, Remark 2.4, we have

P sup |Wils) = Wi (0)] S K77) > 1= Cly)K "2, (4.49)

s€[s4,T]

for any fixed € (0, 7). In view of the bound (4.49), the idea of bounding the quantity (4.46)

is to couple (Y*(s);s > 0) and (Y (s + s.);s > 0). As we showed previously G(Ks.) =

Q- Exp(2). With (Y;*(0)); distributed in (4.48), we couple (Y;(s.)); and (¥;*(0)); in such
a way that

YVH0) <Yi(Ks,), i=12,...,#{Yi(Ks.,)}. (4.50)

Equation (4.50) gives a generalization of the dominance condition (4.35) to the case where
m = oo. For such a generalization we have the analogous coupling result from [Sarl5,

Corollary 3.9, Remark 9], which gives a coupling of (Y*(s);s > 0) and (Y (s + s.K);s > 0)
such that

W*(s) < W(s+s.K), Vs € R,. (4.51)

Combining (4.49) for n = 1 and (4.51), together with W*(0) = W(s.K) (by (4.48)), we
obtain

P ( sup (Wic(s,) — Wi(s)) < K—%) >1-CK™2 (4.52)

$€E[s%,T

Having established the bound (4.52) for fixed s, € [0, 7], we now take the union bound of
(4.52) over s, = sp:= K2T¢, 1 < ¢ < K?, to obtain

P ( sup (Wi(s') — Wx(s)) < K75, Vs' = s1, 50, .. ) >1-CK™. (4.53)
s€[s’,T)
To pass from the ‘discrete time’ s’ = s1,s9,... to s’ € [0,T], adopting the same procedure
we used for obtaining (2.61), we obtain the following continuity estimate:
P ( sup  [Wi(s) = Wi(s)| <K%, 1<0< K2> >1-CK™  (4.54)
SE[ss,8041)

Combining (4.53)—(4.54) yields

P( sup (WK(S')—WK(S))gzK—%)21—0K—".

s'<s€[0,T)

This concludes the desired result (4.43). O

We next establish upper bonds on |W | and [W x|.
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Lemma 4.10. There exists C' < oo and a constant L = L(T') < oo such that
P((Wgt)| <L, Vt<T)>1-CK™, (4.55)
P((Wg(t)| <L, Vt<T)>1-CK™. (4.56)

Proof. We first establish (4.55). The first step is to derive an integral equation for W
Recalling that Vi (Z, z) denote the scaled distribution function of Y, we apply Lemma 2.1(b)
for Y =Y to obtain the following integral identity

Vi(t,z) = /Ooop(t, x—y)Vi(0,y)dy — /Otp(t —s,x — Wg(s))ds + Ry (t, ). (4.57)

Note that the conditions (2.18)—(2.19) hold for Y'(0), which is distributed as in (4.31). Using
the approximating (4.39), we have

00 t
[t =) Vi0.dy - [ plto—pUtidy| < 0K @
0 0

with probability > 1 — CK~". Using (4.58) and (2.65) in (4.57), we rewrite the integral
identity as

Vi(t,x) = /Ooop(t, x—y) U (y)dy — /Otp(t — 5,2 — Wk(s))ds + Fr(t,z), (4.59)

for some Fy (¢, ) such that

3 (|F}<\Lm([07T}XR) < CK“”?) >1-CK™. (4.60)

Further, with (?ZK (0)) distributed as in (4.31), it is standard to verify that
P (\WK(0)| < CK“”S) >1-CK™ (4.61)
By definition, Vg (¢, W (t)) = \/%#{Vf{(t) —00, Wk(t)]} = —=, so setting z = Wk(t)

in (4.59) we obtain the follow integral equations
00 t
/ p(t, Wi (t) = y)Usi(y)dy = / p(t = s, Wi(t) = Wi(s))ds + Fre(t, Wi (1), (4.62)
0 0

where Fg(t, ) := — F/K(t,:z), which, by (4.60), satisfies

1
VK
P (|Ficli=omm < CK ) 21— CK™ (4.63)

Having derive the integral equation (4.62) for W g, we proceed to showing (4.55) based on
(4.62). To this, we define w*(t) := W(0) + at, for some a € R, to be specified later, and
consider the first hitting time 7 := inf{t : W (t) > w*(t)}. As w— [;° p(7,w — y)Un(y)dy
is nondecreasing, by (4.61) we have

/ (7. T (0) + ar — ) Usa(y)dy > / p(r 1+ ar — YUnly)dy = fi(r),  (4.64)
0 0
with probability > 1 — CK~". Using Wg(7) — W

s) > a(t — s), Vs < 7, we obtain

x(s)
/OT p(7 — 5, Wi(1) — Wg(s))ds < /Ooop(s, as)ds := fs(a). (4.65)
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For the functions f; and fo, we clearly have inf,<p fi(f) := f. > 0 and lim,, f2(a) = 0.
With this, we now fix some large enough a with fy(a) < 3 f., and insert the bounds (4.63)-
(4.65) into (4.62) to obtain

P({fi<ifi+K™}n{r>T}) >1-CK™
Since f, > 0, the event {f, < % fe + K=3} is empty for all large enough K, so
P (WK(t) < Wi(0) + T, Vt < T) >1-CK™

This together with (4.61) gives the upper bound P(Wg(t) < L,Vt < T) > 1— CK™™ for
L:=1+aT. A lower bound P(Wg(t) > —L,Vt < T) > 1— CK™™ follows directly from
(4.52) for s, = 0. From these we conclude the desired result (4.55).

Similarly to (4.62), for V . (¢,x) we have

o] t
| o W) = U0y = [ = s W (0) = Wilo)ds + Eyc(tWile)), - (466)
0 0
for some Fj(t,x) satisfying
P (|EK|LM([O,T]XR) < CK‘V> >1-CK™. (4.67)

From this, the same argument in the proceeding gives the desired bound (4.56) for L =
1+aT. U

We now establish the hydrodynamic limit of W and W .

Lemma 4.11. There exists z.(+ + 1) € C(Ry) that solves (1.10) (which is unique by Corol-
lary 3.83). Furthermore, for some C' < oo, we have

P (MK(S) — (L 45| < CK ™ Vs e [O,T]) >1-CK™ (4.68)
P (|WK(3) — s+ L) <CKE™, Vs e [0, T]) >1-CK™ (4.69)

Proof. The strategy of the proof is to utilize the fact that W and W, satisfy the integral
equations (4.62) and (4.66), respectively, and apply the stability estimate Lemma 3.2 to show
the convergence of Wx and W ,. Given the estimates (4.63) and (4.67), (4.43)(4.44), and
(4.55)—(4.56), the proof of (4.68) and (4.69) are similar, and we present only the former.

Such a z, will be constructed as the unique limit point of W,. We begin by showing the
convergence of W . To this end, we fix K; < K, and consider the processes WKl and WKQ.
Since they satisfy the integral equation (4.62), together with the estimates (4.61), (4.63),
(4.43) and (4.55), we apply Lemma 3.2 for (w1, wy) = (Wg,, Wg,) to obtain

P(|[Wi,(s) — Wg,(s)| < CK; " ¥s €[0,T]) > 1 - CK; ™" (4.70)
We now consider the subsequence {Wr, }5_,, for K, := 2™. Setting (K, Ky) = (2™, 2m+J)
in (4.70), and taking union bound of the result over j € N, we obtain

P ( sup Wi, (t) = Wi, ()] < CEZ% ¥/ > m) >1-CK" (4.71)

te[0,T

From this, we conclude that {Wg,, },, is almost surely Cauchy in C([0,7T]), and hence con-
verges to a possibly random limit W € C([0,T]). Now, letting K — oo in (4.62), with (4.63),
we see that W must solve (1.10). Further, by (4.43) and (4.61), t — W (t) is nondecreasing
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with W (0) = 0. Since, by Corollary 3.3, the solution to (1.10) is unique, W (t) =: z(t + 3)
must in fact be deterministic. Now, letting m’ — oo in (4.71) yields

P( sup (W, (s) — z(s + )] < CK—4%> >1-CK." (4.72)
s€[0,7T
Combining (4.70) and (4.72), we concludes the desired result (4.68). O

Having established the hydrodynamic limit of the laggards Wy and Wy of the Atlas
models Y and Y, we now return to proving Proposition 4.2(b), i.e. proving the hydrodynamic
limit (4.7) of Z(t) for t € [ok,T]. We recall from Lemma 4.7 that we have a coupling of
Zy and W under which W, (¢t — 1) < Zk(¢), Vt € [3,7K,), with probability > 1 — CK ™.
By using the lower bound (4.3) on the scaled extinction time 7.5, we have that

ext?
P (Wy(t—13) < Zk(t), Vi€ [3,T]) >1-CK ™.
Combining this with (4.68) yields

P (ZK(t) > 2,(t) — CK~" Wt € [1, T]) >1-CK™ (4.73)

Equation (4.73) gives the desired lower bound on Zg. Further, it provides a lower bound on
the absorption time 75 (as defined in (4.32)). To see this, we use (4.73) to write

P( inf  Z(t) > inf  z(t) — CK—‘*%) >1-CK™. (4.74)
t€lor,T] telok,T]

With o = % + %K_%’ and ¢t — z,(t) being non-decreasing, the quadratic growth (3.20) of
z.(t) near t = § gives

inf z,(t) = z(ox) > SK1. (4.75)

t€lok,T]
Combining (4.75) with (4.74), followed by using v < 73, we obtain
P ( inf  Zp(t) > o) —P(rE >T)>1-CK™ (4.76)
telox,T]

Using the bounds (4.76) and (4.3) on 75 = and 7%, withing the coupling (4.34), we have that

Zr(t) < Wk(t), Vt € |ok,T], with probability > 1 — CK~". From this and (4.69), we
conclude

p (ZK(t) <2 (t)+CK 7Vt e [aK,T]) >1-CK™ (4.77)
As 473 >, the bounds (4.73) and (4.77) conclude the desired hydrodynamic limit (4.7) of
Zk(t).
5. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.2

We first settle Part(a). To this end, we fix an arbitrary strategy é(t) = (¢;(¢))E,, fix
v € (0,1) and n < oo, and use C' = C(v,n) < oo to denote a generic constant that depends
only on v,n, and not on the strategy in particular. Our goal is to establish an upper on
Ug (00) := limy_,o0 Ug (£, Zx(0)), the total number of ever-surviving particles, scaled by \/LF

To this end, with Ug (cc) < UK(l 0), we set t = 3 in (2.64) to obtain

Ug (00) < GK )+ Z/ 1 — 5, X[(s),0)ds + Ri (3, 2). (5.1)
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On the r.h.s. of (5.1), we

- use (2.83) to approximate G K (

- use pN(5 — 5, X[ (s),0) < 2p(
term,

- use (2.65) to bound the remainder term Ry (1, z).

We then obtain

0) with 2p(t, x);

1
29
1 —5,0) and 31, ¢F(s) < 1 to bound the integral

N

Uk (o0) < 2p(3,0) +/ 2p(3 — 5,0)ds + CK ™7, (5.2)
0

with probability > 1 —CK™". Comparing the r.h.s. of (5.2) with the r.h.s. of (1.7), followed
by using U,(3,0) = % (from (3.16)) we obtain

Uk(00) <UL(3,0)+ CK ™ = -+ CK ™.

with probability > 1 — CK~". This concludes the desired result (1.4) of Part(a).

We now turn to the proof of Part(b). Fix v € (0,4) and n < oo, and specialize ¢(t)
to the push-the-laggard strategy hereafter. Using Theorem 1.6 for T = 1, with U Kk(t) ==
Ux(t, Zk(t)), we have that SUPye(L 1) Uk (t) — U, (t, z(t))| < CK~, with probability > 1 —

CK~". Combining this with (3.16) yields

P (|6K(t) ~ A< CK, Ve[l 1]) >1-CK™ (5.3)
Having established (5.3), we next establish that
>1 - -, .
P(tel[?go)w,{( )>o) >1-CK (5.4)

We claim that (5.4) is the desired property in order to complete the proof. To see this, recall
from Lemma 4.7 that we have a coupling under which (4.33) holds, and, by Lemma 4.1, we
assume without lost of generality that 75, > 1. Under this setup, the event in (5.4) 1mphes
Zi(t) > Wi (t—1) > 0,Vt € [1,7%,) which then forces 7ex, = co. That is, the statement (5.4)
implies P(Zg(t) > 0,Vt > 1) > 1—-CK ™", and hence P(Ug (t) = U (1),V¢t > 1) > 1-CK ™.
This together with (5.3) concludes (1.5).

Returning to the proof of (5.4), we recall from Remark 4.6 that the Atlas model Y (¢) as
well as its laggard W (t) actually depend on K, which we have omitted up until this point for
the sake of notations. Here we restore such a dependence and write Y (¢; K') and W (¢t; K),
etc. Recall that the initial condition of the Atlas model (Y,(0; K)); is sampled from the

Poisson point process PPP (u( \/E)) in (4.30). From the definition (4.29) of u and the explicit
formula (1.12) of u (3, ), it is straightforward to verify that the density function z — y(\/i?)

is nonincreasing on its support [—K %_4'73, o0). Consequently, fixing K; < K3, we have

v+ K2799) < u( A (z + K2 ™%)), Vo eR.

1
Q(\/—K—l( \/—(
With this, it is standard to construct a coupling of Y (0; K;) and Y (0; K5) under which
Y (0; Kq)} < #{Y5(0; K2) 1,
V(05 Ko) + Ko™ S Y0, Kp) + K27, Wi =1, #{Y,(0; K3
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By Lemma 4.8, such a dominance coupling at s = 0 is leveraged into a dominance coupling
for all s > 0, yielding

W(s; K1) > W(s: K) + Ko2 %% — K278 > W(s; Ky), Vs > 0. (5.5)

Now, fix K < oo and consider the geometric subsequence L,, := K2™. We use the union
bound to write

P( inf  W(s; K ) ZP( inf W(S;K)go).

SE[%K,OO) m lyLm]

Within each m-th term in the last expression, use the coupling (5.5) for (K1, Ks) = (L1, L)
to obtain

P (Se[ inf  Wi(s; K) < 0) <P ( inf  W(s; L) < 0). (5.6)

Lm717Lm] SE[melyLm}

Next, set T'=1and K = L,, in (4.68) and rewrite the resulting equation in in the pre-scaled
form as

<\W 5 Lon) — VImn (7= + 1) < CLE™ s € 0,1 ]) >1-CL" (5.7)
Further, by Lemma 3.6 and the fact that ¢ — z,(t) is nondecreasing, we have that
i s Ly oy - 1
sE[L,l,Efl,Lm] Z(+3) tl[qu ]z*(t) z(5) > 0. (5.8)

29
Combining (5.7)(5.8) yields P(infser,, 0.0 W(s, Lin) < 0) < CL;". Inserting this bound
into (5.6), and summing the result over m, we arrive at

P ( inf  W(s; K) < 0) < Ci Lo =CK™.

1
s€[5 K,00) —

This concludes (5.4) and hence complete the proof of Part(b).
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