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Abstract

An upper bound for the critical probability of long range bond percolation in
d = 2 and d = 3 is obtained by connecting the bond percolation with the SIR
epidemic model, thus complementing the lower bound result in Frei and Perkins
[6]. A key ingredient is that we establish a uniform bound for the local times of
branching random walk by calculating their exponential moments and by using the
discrete versions of Tanaka’s formula and Garsia’s Lemma.

1 Introduction

1.1 Range-R bond percolation and the main result

For any R € N, we set Z% = Z?/R = {z/R : © € Z%}. Let z,y € Z% be neighbours if
0 < ||z —ylleo <1 where || ||o denotes the I°° norm on R? and we write z ~ y if x,y € Z%
are neighbours. Let A/ (z) denote the set of neighbours of = and denote its size by

V(R) = N(2)] = {y € 2% : 0 < |ly — 2l <1} = 2R+ 1)" — 1,

where | S| is the cardinality of a finite set S. If z ~ y in Z%, we let (x,y) or (y,z) denote
the edge between z and y and let F(Z%) be the set of all the edges in Z%. Assign a
collection of i.i.d. Bernoulli random variable {B(e) : e € E(Z%)} with parameter p > 0 to
the edges. If B(e) = 1, we say the edge e is open; if B(e) = 0, we say the edge e is closed.
Denote by G = G the resulting subgraph with vertex set Z% and edge set being the set
of open edges. For any z,y € Z%, we write x <+ y if ¥ = y or there is a path between z
and y consisting of open edges. Denote the cluster C, in GG containing = by

Co={yeZ:x ¢y}
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Define the percolation probability ¢(p) to be

q(p) = Pp(|Co| = 00).

The critical probability is then defined by

pe = pe(R) = inf{p : q(p) > 0}.

One can check by monotonicity in p that g(p) = 0 for p € [0, p.) and ¢(p) > 0 for p € (p., 1].
Write f(R) ~ g(R) as R — oo iff f(R)/g(R) — 1 as R — oo. It is shown in M. Penrose

[13] that
1

V(R)
In higher dimensions d > 6, Van der Hofstad and Sakai [7] use lace expansion to get finer
asymptotics on p.(R):

as R — oo.

pc(R) ~

Pe(R)V(R) =1~ — (1.1)

where 0, is given in terms of a probability concerning random walk with uniform steps on
[—1,1]%. The extension of (L) to d > 4 has been conjectured by Edwin Perkins [private
communication] while in the critical dimension d = 4, it is believed that

Oslog R .

Pe(R)V(R) — 1~ 71— 0 d=4, (1.2)

where the constant 64 can be explicitly determined. In lower dimensions d = 2,3, the
correct asymptotics for p.(R)V(R) — 1, suggested by Lalley and Zheng [10] (see also
Conjecture 1.2 of [6]), should be % where v = %. Therefore a parallel conjecture states
that
Z

P(RV(R)— 1~ 2L, (1.3)
for some constant #; > 0 that depends on the dimension. When d = 2 or d = 3, one may
check that % = d — 1 and so for simplicity we will proceed with v = d — 1. The lower
bound implied by (3] is already obtained in [6]: there is some constant 6 = 0(d) > 0
such that for all R € N,

P(R)V(R) > 1+

T (1.4)

In this paper, we complement this result by establishing a corresponding upper bound for

Pe-

Convention on Functions and Constants. Constants whose value is unimportant and
may change from line to line are denoted C, ¢, cq, ¢1, ¢o, ..., while constants whose values
will be referred to later and appear initially in say, Lemma i.j are denoted ¢; ; or C; ;.
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Theorem 1.1. Let d =2 or d = 3. There exist some constants 04 > 0 and qry(d) > 0 so
that for any positive integer R > qm(d), we have

04
BT

P(R)V(R) <1+ (1.5)

1.2 SIR epidemic models

We define the SIR epidemic process on Z% as follows: For each vertex x € Z%, it’s either
infected, susceptible or recovered. Define

1, = the set of infected vertices at time n;
&, = the set of susceptible vertices at time n;

pn = the set of recovered vertices at time n. (1.6)

Given the finite initial configurations of infected sites, 79, and recovered sites, pg, the
epidemic evolves as follows: an infected site x € 7, infects its susceptible neighbor y € &,,,
y ~ x with probability p = p(R), where the infections are conditionally independent given
the current configuration. Infected sites at time n become recovered at time n + 1, and
recovered sites will be immune from further infection and stay recovered. Recall the edge
percolation variables {B(e) : e € E(Z%)} with parameter p = p(R). The above process
can be described below:

M = (J{y €& Blz,y) =1},

$€77n
Prt1 =Pn U 1n, (17)
Ent1 =En \Mnt1-

For any disjoint finite sets 79 and py, one may use the above and an easy induction to
conclude 7, and p,, are finite for all n > 0. Throughout the rest of this paper, we will only
consider the epidemic with finite initial condition (7, py). Denote by F! = o(ng, k < n)
the o-field generated by the epidemic process n = (1,).

Recall the percolation graph G on Z%. We let dg(x,y) be the graph distance in G
between z,y € Z%. By convention we let dg(x,y) = oo if there is no path between x and
y on G. For a set of vertices A, define dg(A, z) = inf{de(y,x) : y € A}. Given a pair of
disjoint finite sets in Z%, (o, po), we denote by G(py) the percolation graph by deleting
all the edges containing a vertex in py. For an SIR epidemic starting from (7o, po), it is
shown in (1.9) of [6] that

Tn = {I‘ € Zil% : dG(po)(ﬁOax) - n} = nZOﬁO' (18)

For any integer k > 0, conditioning on F;', by the Markov property of (7, px) as in (1.7)
of [6], we have for all n > k,

M = NP = {x € Z% : dap) (e, ©) = n— k} = niogk. (1.9)



This is saying that starting from time k, the process (7,,4x, 7 > 0) is a usual SIR epidemic
starting from (ng, px.).
The total infection set is given by

Ur_ome = {z € Z : dc(po) (10 ©) < n}. (1.10)

By shrinking the initial infection set 1), it is clear that the total number of infected sites
will be decreased. We state this intuition in the following lemma.

Lemma 1.2. Let (no, po) and (1}, po) be two finite initial conditions with n, C ny. Forn
starting from (no, po) and n' starting from (ng, po) given by (L)), we have

Un—ome € Up—olk,  Vn > 0.

Proof. On the percolation graph G(pg), we have dg,,) (19, ©) < n implies de () (70, 7) < n
since 1, C 1g. So the result follows from (II0). [

Definition 1.3. We say that an SIR epidemic survives if with positive probability we
have n, # 0 for all n > 1; we say the epidemic becomes extinct if with probability one,
we have n, = 0 for some finite n > 1.

For any p = p(R) € [0, 1], if the epidemic 7 starting from ({0}, () survives, then with
positive probability, there is an infinite sequence of infected sites {zy,k > 0} such that
T € Nk, Tp ~ Tp_q1 and zp_q infects xy at time k. Hence we have the edge (zy_1, ) is
open and B(zy_1,x;) = 1. Therefore with positive probability, we have percolation from
no = {0} to infinity in range-R bond percolation. This implies p > p. and so an upper
bound for p, is obtained. On the other hand, by Lemma and a trivial union inclusion
and translation invariance, one may easily check that it is equivalent to prove the survival
of i starting from (n, ) for any finite ny C Z%.

From now on, we set

0
p=p(R) = 1;;(73};)1 for 6 > 100 and R > 46. (1.11)
For the required upper bound, it suffices to find some large € so that the SIR epidemic
survives. To do this, we will use a comparison to supercritical oriented percolation and
apply the methods from Lalley, Perkins and Zheng [9] with some necessary adjustments
and new ideas. Let Z2 = {x = (v1,22) € Z* : ; > 0,7 = 1,2}. Set the grid I to be Z% in
d =2 and Z3 x {0} in d = 3. Define a total order < on I' by

if <
lzlly = llylly and 21 <y,
where ||z]|; = 2%, |;| is the I*-norm on R% Hence we can write T' = {z(1),z(2),-- -}

with 0 = (1) < #(2) < ---. For any x € I', define A(z) = {(z1,22 + 1), (z1 + 1,22)} in
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d=2and A(z) = {(z1,22 + 1,0), (x; + 1,29,0)} in d = 3. This is the set of “immediate
offspring” of .

For any M > 0 and x € R?, set Qu(z) = {y € R?: ||y — 2l < M} to be the rectangle
centered at x. Write Q(y) for Q1 (y). For any T' > 100, we define

T3 = [TR*'/6], and Ry = \/RI-1/0 (1.13)
for 6 > 100 and R > 460 > 400. These quantities in (LI3)) are from the usual Brownian

scaling for time and space. One can check that

1 TR!

d—1
200 < 5 <T9R<TR :

- -0

(1.14)

For any 6 > 100, define

Vo ind=2
0) = ’ ’ 1.15
Jal) {1og9, ind=3, (1.15)

and set for any R > 400,

5d(R) =

1 i =2
{ ogR, ind , (1.16)

1, ind=3.

For any finite set A C Z%, denote by |A| the number of vertices in A. Consider some finite
no C Z% such that

(i) 1o € Qr,(0);
(i) R fa(0)/6 < [no| < 1+ R™ f4(6)/6; (1.17)
(iii) |90 N Q(y)] < KPa(R), Vy € Z°,

where K > 100 is some large constant that will be chosen below in Proposition [L4 We
note that the assumption (iii) in (II7) will only be used in Proposition [ (in fact it is
only used in the proof of Lemma [BJ]). The existence of such a set is trivial if one observes
that the finer lattice in Z% has enough space to place those |ng| vertices.

For any set Y C Z%, we denote by Y* C Y a “thinned” version of ¥ so that there
are at most K 3;(R) vertices in the set Y5 N Q(y) for all y € Z%. This “thinned” version
idea comes from the “crabgrass” paper by Bramson, Durrett and Swindle [I]. The £4(R)
in (LI6]) are the typical size of particles in each unit box @(y) in a branching random
walk at time T*. The procedure for “thinning” can be done in a fairly arbitrary way. For
example, in Proposition [[4] below we may proceed by deleting all the vertices in Y NQ(y)
for each y € Z4 if |[Y N Q(y)| > KB4(R).

Choose T' > 100 large such that

: : T/4 z
zégfm yégfo) e "P(¢r € Q(y)) = 16, (1.18)
where (7 is a d-dimensional Gaussian random variable with mean z and variance 7'/3.
The following result is an analogue to Lemma 7.1 of [I] with our SIR epidemic setting.
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Proposition 1.4. For any ¢y € (0,1), k > 0, and T' > 100 satisfying (LI8)), there exist
positive constants 17, K7 depending only on T, eo, K such that for all 0 > G177, there is
some (€0, T, k,0) > 40 such that for any R > (g, any finite initial condition (1o, po)
where 1y is as in (LIT) with Kz, if the SIR epidemic process n starts from (1o, po), then
we have

P({1 80 Qr, (yRo)| < ] for some y € A0)} N N (1)) < =0,

where

N(x) = {lpzz NN (2)] < vR, Yz € Z4).

We will show in Proposition [[L7 below that under certain conditions, the event N (k)
in fact occurs with high probability (see more discussions in Section [[.3]). Then the above
result implies that for an SIR epidemic 7 starting from an appropriate initial infection

set no € Qr,(0) as in (LIT), with high probability we have \ﬁfgﬂ N Qr,(yRe)| > |nol
0

for both y € A(0), that is, the SIR epidemic will generate a sufficiently large total mass

in each of the adjacent cubes Qg,(yRy) for y € A(0), even after “thinning”. Restart

the SIR epidemic with the “thinned” infection set ﬁfgﬂ restricted to Qg,(yRy) so that

the initial condition in (LIT) recurs (with a spatial tlfanslation). By Proposition [[L4] we
may reproduce the infection to the next adjacent cubes with high probability. In this way,
infection to the adjacent cubes can be iterated by carefully choosing the initial condition at
each step so that it satisfies the necessary assumptions. Of course we need more conditions
to make N (k) occur with high probability at each iteration, which we will discuss more in
Section below. By a comparison to oriented percolation, with positive probability this
iterated infection will last forever and so the epidemic 7 survives. A rigorous proof for the
above arguments leading to the survival of the epidemic can be found in Section The
proof of Proposition [[L4] is deferred to Section [§

We next introduce the branching random walk (BRW) dominating the epidemic to show
that with high probability the event N(x) holds, i.e. the epidemic will not accumulate
enough recovered sites in each unit cube up to time T;*.

1.3 Branching envelope

Following Section 2.2 of Frei and Perkins [6], we will couple the epidemic 1 with a domi-
nating branching random walk Z = (Z,,,n > 0) on Z%. We first give a brief introduction.
The state space for our branching random walk in this paper is the space of finite mea-
sures on Z% taking values in nonnegative integers, which we denote by My (Z%). For any
¢ : Z% — R, write u(¢) = > verg S(@)p(x) for p € Mp(Z%). We set |u| = (1) to be the
total mass for u € Mp(Z%). We will use a slightly different labelling system here than
that in [6] in order to keep track of the initial position for each particle.

Totally order the set N'(0) as {e1,- -, ev(r)} and then totally order each N'(0)" lexi-
cographically by <. We use the following labelling system borrowed from Section II.3 of
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[15] for our branching particle system:
I=JNxN(©O0)"={(ao, a1, o) 9 €N,y € N(0),1 <i <}, (1.19)
n=0

where o labels the ancestor of particle a.. Let |(, a1, -+, ;)| = n be the generation of
a and write ali = (ag, -+ ,q;) for 0 < i < n. Let ma = (g, 1, -+ , 1) be the parent
of o and let a V e; = (ap, a1, ,y,e;) be an offspring of o whose position relative to
its parent is e;. Recall p(R) from (LII)). Assign an i.i.d. collection of Bernoulli random
variables {B* : a € I, |a| > 0} to the edge connecting the locations of o and its parent T
so that the birth in this direction is valid with probability p(R) and invalid with probability
1 —p(R). Set

G, =0({B":0 < |a| <n}) for each n > 0. (1.20)

Fix any Zy € Mp(Z%). Recall that Mp(Z%) is the space of finite measures taking
values in nonnegative integers. So the total mass |Zy| is the number of initial particles.
Label these particles by 1,2,3,---,|Zy| and denote by x1,x2, - - - , |z, their locations. We
note that these {z;} do not have to be distinct; for example, if Z; = 30y, then we have
r1 = xo = x3 = 0 with initial particles 1,2,3. Hence we may rewrite 7y as Zy = Zzol‘ O, -
For any i > |Zy|, we set z; to be the cemetery state A. For each n > 0, we write a ~ n iff
Toy 7 A, |a| =n and B2 =1 for all 1 <4 < n so that such an « labels a particle alive

in generation n. For each a € I, define its current location by

Yo — {xao_‘_ZLil Q;, 1f05% ’Oé‘a

i (1.21)
A, otherwise.

In this way, Z, = >, -, Ov=1(Y* # A) defines the empirical distribution of a branching
random walk where in generation n, each particle gives birth to one offspring to its V(R)
neighboring positions independently with probability p(R). So it follows that

(Z,(1),n > 0) is a Galton-Watson process with (1.22)
offspring distribution Bin(V (R), p(R)).

Note the dependence of Z,, on 6 and R is implicit. Define Z,(z) = Z,({x}) for any = € Z4%.
For any Borel function ¢, we let

Zn(9) =D oY) = ¢(x)Zu(x), (1.23)

lal=n $€Z‘}i{

where it is understood that ¢(A) = 0. We use P? to denote the law of (Z,,,n > 0) starting
from Z,.

For p,v € Mp(Z%), we say v dominates p if v(z) > u(z) for all z € Z%. For any set
Y on Z%, by slightly abusing the notation, we write Y (x) = 1(z € Y) for x € Z% so that
the set Y naturally defines a measure on Z% taking values in {0,1}. In particular we let
nn(z) = 1(x € n,) for any n > 0 and = € Z%. By the construction in Section 2.2 of [6], we
may define the coupled SIR epidemic (7,) inductively with the dominating (Z,,).
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Lemma 1.5. For any finite initial configuration (ny, po) and any Zy € Mp(R?) such that
Zoy dominates 19, on a common probability space we can define an SIR epidemic processes
n starting from (0o, po), and a branching random walk Z starting from Zy, such that

N(2) < Zyp(x) for all x € Z% n > 0.

Moreover, we have both (n, p) and Z satisfy the Markov property with respect to a common
filtration (G,).

Proof. The proof is similar to that of Proposition 2.3 in [6]. Although their proof was
dealing with ny = {0}, it works for any finite 7y as the arguments there indeed uses
induction to prove n,,1(z) < Z,1(x),Vx € Z% by assuming Z,, dominates 7,,. The proof
of the Markov property is similar. [ |

To understand the large R behavior of (Z,,), we will also consider a rescaled version of
(Z,) and study its limit as R — oo. Let 0? = 1/3 be the variance of the marginals of the
uniform distributions over [—1,1]¢. For each ¢t > 0, we define a random measure W/ on
R? by

1
VVtR — W Z 5x/WZ[th_l](x)' (124)

d
T€LG

Let PV denote the law of (W/,t > 0). Let Mp(R?) be the space of finite measures on
R? equipped with weak topology and denote by CZ(R?) the space of twice continuously
differentiable functions on R%. For u € Mp(R?), we denote by || its total mass. For any
¢ : RT — R, we write u(¢) for the integral of ¢ with respect to . Let X be a super-
Brownian motion (SBM) with drift § that is the unique in law solution to the following
martingale problem:

(MPYas X(6) = Xo(o) + M0 + [ X(Gods+0 [ Xi(ords, vo e G,
(1.25)

where X is a continuous Mp(R?)-valued process, and M(¢) is a continuous martingale with
(M(¢)): = [ X,(¢%)ds. We denote the law of X by PXo. If there is some X, € Mp(R?)
so that (recall 02 = 1/3)

1 .

xGZ%
as R — oo, then by Proposition 4.3 of [6], it follows that

(Wl t>0) = (X;,t > 0) on D([0,00), Mp(R?)) (1.27)



as R — oo. Here D([0,00), Mp(R?)) is the Skorohod space of cadlag My (R?)-valued paths,
on which = denotes the weak convergence. Note we have scaled the variance 0? = 1/3 in
(C24) and so the constant in (L2H) will differ from that of [6].

We collect the properties of (Z,) below in Propositions [0, and [[7 while these
results will be proved later. In fact these proofs will occupy most of the paper. They are
technical results that will be used in the proof of the main theorem in Section[2l We briefly
explain their uses: Proposition says that the support of (Z,) up to time T will be
contained in a large box; Proposition is a technical condition that ensures Proposition
[C7 holds; Proposition [T will be the key condition that guarantees there won’t be too
many accumulated particles in each unit cube contained in a large box. Together with
Proposition [[L6, we may conclude by the dominance of (Z,) over (n,) that the event
N(k) in Proposition [[.4] occurs with high probability. The assumptions on Z, for each
proposition will vary. Nevertheless, we may choose Z; carefully so that all the conditions
will be satisfied for each iteration.

Let Supp(yz) denote the closed support of a measure u. Consider Zy € Mp(Z%) such that

{(i) Supp(Zo) C Qr,(0);
s d—1 d—1 (128)
(ii) R £4(0)/0 < | Zo] < 1+ R f4(6) /9.

Proposition 1.6. For any gy € (0,1), T > 100, there are constants g > 100, Mg >
100 depending only on eo, T such that for all 0 > 617, there is some Cm o, T,6) > 40
such that for any R > (g and any Zy satisfying (C2]), we have

TR

]P’Z0<Suppzz Qurg @7 ())21—50.

Next we turn to the crucial event N (k) = {[prr N (y)| < kR, Vy € Z%} in Proposition
[L4l To show that N(k) occurs with high probability, we will show the corresponding
result for the dominating branching random walk Z = (Z,,,n > 0), i.e. we will bound

R
Z:e:o Zn(N(y)) for all y € Z%. We call this the “local time” process of Z as we indeed

R
conjecture that Z:QZO Zn(N(y)) will converge to the local time of super-Brownian motion
as R — oo. By applying a discrete version of Tanaka’s formula (see (£9) and ([£IH)), we
need a regularity condition on Z, to get bounds for the local time of Z. For any z, u € R,
define

o0

1
Z ean/R_ef\I*u\Q/(w”), ind=2,
n

Gualz) =" ) (1.29)
—lz—ul?/(32n) ; —
Rzzl We v , ind=3.
—



Again we have suppressed the dependence of g, 4 on R, 6. One can show that (see Lemma
and Lemma [5.TT]) there is some universal constant C' > 0 such that for any = # u,

C 1+10g+ # s inZZ,
gu,d(:c)é{c(R @ ')) N (1.30)

|z—ul”

where log™ (z) = 0Vlogx for z > 0. The reason for defining g, 4 as in (L29) will be clearer
in Section 4] when we introduce the appropriate potential kernels and Tanaka’s formula.
Now consider Zy € Mp(Z%) such that

(i) Supp(Zo) € Qr,(0);
(i) Zo(1) < 2R* £,(6) 6 (1.31)
(iii) Zo(guq) < mR“H/OY4 Yu € R
Proposition 1.7. For any ey € (0,1), T > 100 and m > 0, there exist constants
> 100, 71 > 0 depending only on eo,T,m such that for all 8 > G, there is

some (r(eo, T, 0,m) > 40 such that for any R > (1 and any Zy satisfying (L31)), we
have

1f
PP (3 Zu(N (@) < g, Vo €240 mem}%(o)) > 1 e,
n=0

Finally we show that the extra condition (iii) of (L3I]) indeed holds with high proba-
bility, which allows us to iterate this initial condition for Z,. The following theorem gives
an analogue to the “admissible” regularity condition for super-Brownian motion in (5.4)
of [9]. For the next two results, instead of (L31]) we only assume

Zo(1) < 2R £4(0)/90. (1.32)

Proposition 1.8. For anyeq € (0,1), T > 100, there exist constants g = 100,mrg>0
depending only on €y, T such that for all 0 > 15, there is some (g(eo, T,0) > 40 such

that for any R > (g and any Zy satisfying (L32), we have
d—1
Z
P 0<ZT9R(gu,d) < Mgy U € Qy /ﬁgfd(gme(o)) >1—¢g. (1.33)

By restricting the measure ZTeR to a finite rectangle Q4g, (0), we may be able to assume
the above holds for all u.

Corollary 1.9. For anyeg € (0,1), T > e, ' +100, there are constants g = 100, mg >
0 depending only on o, T such that for all 0 > 617, there is some (ry(co, T, 0) > 40 such
that for any R > (g and any Zy satisfying (L32), we have

~ d—1
pZ <ZT§,(gu7d) < mrg e, Vue Rd) > 1 22, (1.34)
where Zyn () = Zgr(- N Qar,(0)).
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Corollary [L9 is an easy refinement of Proposition [[L8 Its proof is given in Section [l The
proofs of Propositions [[L0, [L7 and [L8 will be the main parts of this paper and are deferred
to Sections B Bl [ [1. Assuming the above results, we will prove the survival of the SIR
epidemic in Section [2, thus giving our main result Theorem [l

Organization of the paper. In Section[2, assuming Propositions [[.4], [.6] .1 and Corol-
lary [L9, we give the proof of our main result Theorem [[.1] by showing the survival of the
SIR epidemic. We use a comparison with supercritical oriented percolation inspired by
that in [9], along with some new ideas and some necessary adjustments to our setting.
In Section [, we will prove Proposition for the support propagation and state some
preliminary results, including the p-th moments, exponential moments and the martingale
problem, for the branching random walk. Section M introduces the potential kernel, and
by applying it to the martingale problem, we get a discrete version of Tanaka’s formula
for the “local times” of the branching random walk. Using this Tanaka’s formula and
a discrete Garsia’s Lemma, we give the proof of Proposition [[L7 for d = 2 in Section
and d = 3 in Section Bl In Section [0 the proofs of Proposition and Corollary
for the regularity of branching random walk is completed. Finally in Section 8 we prove
Proposition [[L4] that will imply the survival of the SIR epidemic.
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2 Oriented percolation and proof of survival
2.1 SIR epidemic with immigration
Recall from (C8)) the SIR epidemic process 1 starting from (1o, po):
N = {1 € Z% : dg(py) (N0, ) = n} := >, ¥n > 0. (2.1)

In order to prove the survival of 1, we need some coupled SIR epidemic process to serve as
a lower bound. Let pg, v be two finite subsets of Z% and set py to be a finite set disjoint
from po U rvg. Recall from Lemma that (n,, p,) satisfies the Markov property w.r.t.
(G,) where

G, =0({B“:0< |a|] <n}), Vn>0. (2.2)

11



We say n* is an SIR epidemic process with immigration at time k, if

Mo = Mo, Lo = Po, pflﬂ =prUn, and
= A{z € Lk : daps) (5, x) = n}y = n70, if n < k,;

M, Y005,

n={xcZ}: de(ey ) (M, Uvo, @) = n— k.t =0, ,ifn >k, (2.3)

where G/(pj_) is the percolation graph by deleting all the edges containing a vertex in pj .
The dependence of n* on pg, vy, po, k« will be implicit. One can check that (n*, p*) satisfies
the Markov property w.r.t. (G,).

Briefly speaking, at time k, all the non-recovered sites in v are suddenly infected. This
could be due to the infection caused by, say, intercontinental travel. Before time k., n}
is the usual SIR epidemic starting from (g, po). At time k., we let all the non-recovered
sites in vy become infected. Afterwards 7 will evolve as the usual SIR epidemic starting
from (n; U, py,). The following lemma tells us that the SIR epidemic with immigration
will give a lower bound of the original epidemic.

Lemma 2.1. Let g, vy be finite subsets of Z% and set py to be a finite set disjoint from
Lo Uvy. For any integer k., > 0, and any finite ny with o U vy C 1o, if n and n* are given

as in 21) and 23)), we have
Ui=0mk © Ur—o”lks  ¥n 2> 0.

Proof. For any n < k., n} is a usual SIR epidemic starting from (pg, po). Since po C 1o,
by Lemma we have

Us=oi € Uk—oe, Vn < k. (2.4)
Moreover, by ([Z3]) we have
Uno i = {2 € Z : do(pp (5, ©) < n}, Vn < k.. (2.5)
For n > k. + 1, use (23] again to get

7]; :{ZE S Z?l% : dG(pz*)(lr]Z* U VO:‘I) =n-—= k*}
C{r eZ%: de(; ) (k) =n—k}U{z € 74 de(e; ) (10, @) =1 — ki}
(o € Zh: dayp) () =1} U{w € Zh : dagy ) (tos2) =n— k), (26)
where the last equality is by (L9). Apply the above and (Z1) to see that for n > k, + 1,
Ur_gmi C{xr € 2% dapm) (5, 2) < npU{x € 7% 1< dagy (Vo x) <n—kg. (2.7)
On the other hand, by using (LI0) and 7y 2 po U v, for n > k, + 1, we have
UZ:Onk :{.T S Z?% : dG(po)(noj [L’) < 77,} 2 {[L’ € Zgl% : dG(po)(MO U vy, [L’) < n}

={r € Z?% : dG(po)(MOa z) <n}U{z € Z?% : dG(Po)(V()?x) <n}. (2.8)
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Recall that 15 = po, p5 = po. Since py € p; , one can check that for any z with
de(e; ) (10, 2) < n — ki, we have dg(p)(vo,2) < n. So it follows from (Z7) and (2.8)
that

Up—ome € Ub_omk, Yn >k, + 1.

The proof is complete by (2Z4]). |

We may also consider immigration at random times. Let 7 be some finite stopping
time with respect to (G,). We say n* is an SIR epidemic process with immigration
at time 7 if

Mo = Hos Po=Po, Prns1=pP,Un, and
ny = {x € Zf, : dap) (g, ®) = n} =07, if n < 7;
nyUvo,p;

ne={r € Z% : dg(py(nf Uwp,x) =n — 7} = i if n > 7, (2.9)

where G(p%) is the percolation graph by deleting all the edges containing a vertex in pZ.
The dependence of n* on g, vy, po, 7 will be implicit.

Lemma 2.2. Let g, vy be finite subsets of Z% and set py to be a finite set disjoint from
Lo U vg. For any finite stopping time 7, and any finite ny with po U vy C 19, if n and n*
are giwen as in (1)) and [29), we have

Urzo € Uizom,  Vn > 0.
Proof. The proof is similar to that of Lemma 2.1l by conditioning on 7 = k, for k, > 0. W

Finally we consider immigration at an increasing sequence of random times 0 = 75 <

71 < 1 < .-+ < oo. Here {r;} are finite stopping times with respect to (G,). Let
to, Yo be two finite subsets of Z%. For any finite subset py disjoint from g U vy, we say
n* = (n;,n >0) is an SIR epidemic process with immigration at times {7, > 0}
if

M = to, Py = Po,

n={z € ZdR sdagpe (i x) =n — 7} for 4+ 1 <n <1,

Pre1 = P, Ypi and proy = pp Uy, for i +1<n <7, (2.10)

where for ¢ > 1, p; and v; are G,,-measurable random sets such that

Briefly speaking, at time 7; we introduce the immigration set v;_; and choose subsets
pi, v; from ;. Uv; ;. Restart the SIR epidemic with initial condition y; starting from time
7;. In the mean time, we keep v; for the next immigration at time 7;,; while “forgetting”
other infected sites in 77, which is done by defining p;. | = pf Up; in I0). If 7, = 7; for
all k > i for some 7 > 0, we may “freeze” the epidemic by letting 7, = n; for all n > ;.
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Proposition 2.3. Let g, vy be finite subsets of Z% and set py to be a finite set disjoint
from o Uvy. For any finite stopping times 0 =190 <1y <15 < -+ < 00, and any finite 1y
with o U vy C no, if n and n* are given as in (2Z1)) and (ZI0), we have

Ur—omr C Up_onk, Y > 0. (2.12)
Proof. We will iteratively define a sequence of epidemic processes {n**,i > 1} such that
=t Vrnoa<n<m, Vi>1 (2.13)

Given i, 19, 1m0 and pg as above, we first consider the epidemic process n*! such that

1 1 1 1 1
Ny = Hos Po = P05 Ppy1=py Uny  and

’1 d . ’1 >o<,17 *,1 . .
m :{.TGZR.dG(pS,I)(’US ,x)=n}=nlh P ifn <7

*,1 » ;k_,l .
' = {x € Tt dgen (0 Uvo,0) =n—m} = g7 i n > 7 (2.14)
By Lemma 221 we have
Ur_onet S Uk, ¥ > 0. (2.15)
It is easy to check that n* = n*! for all 1 <n < 7. Apply 2I3) to get

Uizoe € Uioe: YO <n < 7. (2.16)

Since pyt = pf and 15! = g, we also have pi' = pf . By ZI) and nf, = nit, we
conclude that conditioning on G,,, the process (nZin, k > 1) will be a usual SIR epidemic
starting from (97 U 1y, p% ). Next, choose random sets p, v1 which are G, -measurable
such that (py Ury) C (1%, Urp). We consider the epidemic process ™2 such that

*,2 %2 % *2 %2 *,2
N~ =His Py =Prs  Popr =P, Uny”  and

*72 o d . *72 . . *,2’ *,2 . .
m” =A{x € Ly 1 dgyea) (g™, @) =np =P 7, ifn <1 —m;

*,2 U *,2
Mrg—ry “V1oPry—ry

77:2 = {[L’ S Zgl% : dG(p*’2 )(77;;2—71 U Vl?'r) =n - (7_2 - 7_1)} = nn7(7-277-1) 5

2771

ifn>mn—m. (217)
By Lemma applied to (n,:;iﬁ, k> 1) and n*?, we have for all n > 0,
o € (s W) | Ui, = vl Uit € Uit (2.18)

. PR .
where the equality uses 77, = 7.* and the last subset relation uses ([ZI5) and vy C 19. By
([Z.10), conditioning on G, the process {n;,.,0 <n < 7, — 7} is a usual SIR epidemic
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starting from (y1, p,). Therefore 1y = nZ’ETl for all ; < n < 7 and it follows that for any
T <n< Ty,

n—ri, %2

* *72
Ukmr 1 T = UZ:nHmHl = U1 . € Yok (2.19)
where the last subset relation uses (ZI8]). Together with ([2.I6]), we conclude

Ur_o M CU_onk, Y0 <n<m. (2.20)
Since py” = p¥, and ny? = 1, we also have pi” | = pf . By @I7) and )%, =%, we
conclude the process (n,:ffrn, k > 1) is a usual SIR epidemic starting from (n;, Uvy, ).
Next, choose random set 12, v, which are G.,-measurable such that (us Urs) C (07, Ury).
We may repeat the above and consider some epidemic process n*? with 778’3 = o and
pe” = pt, in a way similar to (ZI7). Similar arguments will give that

Ukzo M € Up—os V0 <n < 73 (2.21)

Therefore by induction we conclude (ZI2]) holds. [ |

2.2 Proofs of Theorem [I.1] and the survival of the epidemic

Now we return to the original SIR epidemic process 1. By our discussion in the paragraph
following Definition [[.3], the main result in Theorem [[LT]is immediate from the proposition
below. The proof will be patterned after that of Proposition 5.5 in [9].

Proposition 2.4. Let d = 2 ord = 3. There exist some constants 63 > 0 and Kgz(d) > 0
so that for all R > Kgz(d), we have the SIR epidemic process 1 starting from ({0}, 0)
satisfies

P(n, # 0,Yn > 0) > 0.

Definition 2.5. For any constant m > 0 and u € Mp(Z%), we say ju is m-admissible if

Rd—1 J

where g, q s as in (L29).

For any p € Mp(Z%) and K C R? write u|x(-) = p(-N K) for the measure y restricted to
K. In the setting of Corollary [[L9, we see that with high probability, ZTQR,’Q 1rg(0) 18 T OF
admisliible. Since Zrr dominates e, it follows that 7]T9R‘Q4R9 (0) will be mgradmissible
as well.

Let Y = (Y,,n > 0) be a stochastic process taking values in the set of finite subsets
of Z4. As usual we write Y, () = 1(z € Y,,),Va € Z% so that Y, € Mp(Z%) for all n.
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Recall the grid I" defined in Section Choose T' > 100 as in (LI8). For any = € ', any
m, M, K,x > 0,60 > 100 and R > 46, define

R
T9

Fy(Y5 M) = {Supp(D _ Ya) C Quir, (2 Ro)};

n=0
Ty
B(Yix) ={)_YaN(y) < xR, Vy € Zg};
n=0

Fy(Y; K, ) = {Y/5(Qr, (yRo)) = |Yol, Yy € A2)};
Fy(Yim, x) = {Yrr|gp, (yr,) is m-admissible for all y € A(z)}. (2.23)

Here Y[, is the “thinned” version of Yir such that Y NQ(y)| < KBu(R) for any y € Z,
[4 6

where 4(R) is defined in (LI6). By using Propositions [[L4] [0 7] and Corollary [L9], we
show below that the above conditions will hold with high probability for Y = 7, the SIR
epidemic. Define

M = M(M,0) = [M+/log f4(6)] + 1, and
k= r(x, M) = (4M + 4) - y. (2.24)

Proposition 2.6. For any ey € (0,1) and T > ;' + 100 as in (LIN), there exist positive
constants 0, m, M, K, x depending only on T, ey, and Cgg(0, m, M, K, x) > 460 such that
for any R > Cgg, any finite o as in (LIT) which is m-admissible, and any finite po
disjoint from ng with

o NN (y)| < kR, Vy e L, (2.25)

the SIR epidemic process ) starting from (ng, po) satisfies
P(Fi(n; M, 0) N Fa(;X) 1 Fa5; K,0) 01 Falm, 0)) = 1= Teo,

Proof. Fixeg € (0,1) and T’ > ;' 4100 satisfying (LI8). Let 0 > max{f7, 5 417 dr)

and m = mm(eo,T). We will choose other constants M, K, x along the proof. Set

Opg = max{Ura g G Grg) and fix R > Ggge Let mo be as in (LIT) such that

Mo is m-admissible. Set Zy; = 1y. Use Lemma to see that there is some BRW (Z,)
starting from Z; such that Z, dominates 7, for all n > 0. A brief plan for the proof is as
follows: we apply Proposition with (Z,) to show that with high probability (w.h.p.)
Fi(n; M, 0) holds. Next, on the event Fi(n; M, 0), we use Proposition [ with (Z,,) to
get w.h.p. Fy(n; x) holds; on Fi(n; ]\7, 0) N Fy(n; x), we prove w.h.p. F3(n; K,0) holds by
Proposition [[4l Finally we finish the proof by showing that w.h.p. Fjy(n;m,0) holds by
applying Corollary [L9 with (Z,).
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(i) Since Zy = 1 is as in ([LIT), we have Z, satisfies the assumption of Proposition [0l
By letting M = Mrg(co,T), we may apply Proposition to get for 0 > 17 and
R > (o 2 (g with probability larger than 1 —eq we have

Ty
Supp(z Zn) g QM log f4(0) Ro (O) g QMRG (0)7
n=0

and so Fy(n; M, 0) holds since Z,, dominates 7, for all n. This gives
P(Fy(n; M,0)) > 1 — &. (2.26)
(ii) Next, recall m = mpg(co, T). We have the m-admissible Zy = 1o (as in (LIT)) satisfies

the assumption of Proposition [l By letting x = x7(c0, T, m), we get for 0 > 77 and
R > (o 2 (g, with probability larger than 1 —eq we have

1
Z Zn(N(.T)) S XR, Vx € Zﬁl% N QQJ‘@\/MRG (0) (227)
n=0

Recall M = Mg > 100 and 6 > 100. So we have M < 2M+/log f4(9) by ZZ4). Since
Z, dominates 7, for all n, on the event Fy(n; M,0), we conclude from (Z27) that

7y
> mN () < xR, Vy € Z (2.28)
n=0

Let A denote the event in (Z27). Then P(A) > 1 — gy and it follows that

P(Fy(n; x) N Fy(n; M, 0)) >P(AN Fy(n; M, 0))
>1 — P(A%) — P(Fy(n; M,0)°) > 1 — 2, (2.29)
where in the last inequality we have used (2.20]).

(iii) On the event Fy(7n;x), we may use the assumption on py in (Z27]) to conclude for all
y € L,

R
T9

prr AN @) < oo NN @)+ (N () < (5 + X)R. (2.30)

Let ' = # + x and set N(x') = {|prp NN (y)| < #'R, ¥y € Z}. Tt follows that

P(N (') > P(Fy(n; X)) > P(Fy(n; M,0) N Fy(n; x)) > 1 — 2e, (2.31)
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where the last inequality is by ([Z29). Let K = Kg(T, o, ~’). Apply Proposition [ to
see forQZé]EandRZszcm, we have
P(F3(n; K,0)°N N(£")) < &. (2.32)

Therefore we get

1 —eg < P(F3(n; K,0) U N(K')) < P(F3(n; K,0)) + P(N(x)°)

<P
< P(F3(n; K, 0)) + 2¢o, (2.33)
where the last inequality is by (Z31]). This gives

P(F3(n; K,0)) > 1 — 3¢ (2.34)

(iv) Turning to Fy(n;m,0), recall we set m = mg|(co, T'). Since Zy = no is as in (LIT),
we may apply Corollary to get for 6 > frgjand R > (g = (g, with probability
larger than 1 —2gg we have Zpr|q,p, (0) is m-admissible. Since Qr,(yRy) € Qur, (0) for all
y € A(0), it follows that npr|qg, (yr,) is also m-admissible and so Fi(n;m,0) holds. We
conclude

P(Fi(n;m,0)) > 1 — 2eo. (2.35)

Now we have (229), (Z34), (Z35) hold and so
P(Fy(n;m,0) N F3(n; K,0) N Fy(n; x) N Fy(n; M, 0)) > 1 — Te. (2.36)
The proof is then complete. [ |

We are ready to give the proof of Proposition 2.4l thus finishing the proof of the main
result Theorem [L11

Proof of Proposition 2.4. By a trivial union inclusion and translation invariance, it
suffices to prove the survival of the SIR epidemic process 7 starting from (ng, () for some
finite 7y C Z%. Let g9 € (0,1) be small so that any 3-dependent oriented site percolation
process on Zi with density at least (1 — 14¢¢) has positive probability of percolation. For
this &g, we fix T > &5 + 100 satisfying (LIR). Let 8, m, M, K,y > 0 be as in Proposition
and let R > qm Set po = 0 and choose a finite set 7y such that it satisfies the
hypothesis of Proposition .6 The existence of such 7, is immediate from Proposition
[L4 and Corollary [LAl Let n = (n,,n > 0) be a usual SIR epidemic starting from (1, ?).
Since our initial infection set 7y is finite, one can check by (L) that

U onp is not a compact set = 1, # 0, Vn > 0. (2.37)

Write po, = U2 1. By slightly abusing the notation, we let po, be a measure on
Z% such that po(r) = 1(z € ps) for x € Z%. Note we also write 7, for the measure
n(z) = 1(z € n,). By (231), it suffices to show that with positive probability, the
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measure po, is not compactly supported. To do this, we will produce a random set €2 on
the two-dimensional grid I' such that

2.38
(ii)  Q is infinite with positive probability. (2.:38)

{ (1) poo(@r,(xRp)) > 0 for all z € €

Before describing the algorithm used to construct €2, we first introduce some notations.
We will frequently use the stopping rule 7 = 7(Y, z) defined as follows: for x € R? and for
the stochastic process Y = (V,,,n > 0) taking values in the set of finite subsets of Z%, let

7(Y,z) = inf {n >0 sup ZYk(/\/’(y)) > xR or

YELE, k—0

Supp(Y_ Yi) & Qirp, (vRo) | A TS (2:39)

Recall that I' = {(1), 2(2),- - - } where 0 = (1) < x(2) < --- with the total order defined
by (LIZ). Set 79 = 0, po = o and vy = (). Starting from x(1) = 0, following the total
order we will define stopping times 7; using 7(Y, x) above. Let n* be the SIR epidemic with
immigration at times {7;,7 > 0} satisfying (ZI0). Below we will choose G,,-measurable
finite sets i, v; in a way such that |u;| = |n| and (u; Uv;) C (ny, Uv_y) for all i > 1.
Then we may apply Proposition to couple n with n* so that U}_,n; C Uj_yn for all
n > 0.

For each i > 1, we let Y = p;—1 and Y;! =%, for n > 1 to denote the epidemic
process 1* between 7;_; and 7;. Then Y7 is a usual SIR epidemic starting from (p;_y, pi).
Define the “good” events

G = F' (Y5 M, z(i) N F2(Y5x) N FA(Y% K, 2(i) 0 FYAY S m, x(3)). (2.40)

On the good event, F' and F? ensures that before time T}, the epidemic Y? has not
accumulated the recovered set with more than xR sites in each unit cube N (y) and has
not escaped Qgzp, (z(i)Ry); F? guarantees that at time T}, the epidemic has spread at
least |Y{| = |ui—1] = |no| infected sites in all the cubes Qgr,(yRy) for y € A(z(i)) after
thinning; finally F* is a technical restriction needed for the proof of Proposition 28], the
m-admissible property. This also allows us to carefully choose {Yj} so that the good
events will propagate with high probability.
The recovered set py* will determined as follows: py* = (), and for i > 1,

Ti—Ti—1—1

= "U U Y (2.41)
n=0

Recall Yj = p;—q and Y)! = n, for n > 1. One can easily check by induction that

Ti—l

pg” is the total recovered set of n* up to time 7, i.e. pg* = p = Ui . Below we will
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set 7; — 7,1 to be 0 or 7(Y?, x(i)) for different cases. In either case, one may check by
induction that 7; is a stopping time with respect to (G, ) if 7;,_1 is.
If 7, — 7,1 = 7(Y", z(4)), then the definition of 7(Y"*, x(i)) gives that

3
—
~
s
8
—~
S

Ti—Ti_l—l

U vinwnv (y)‘ = YiN (W) < XB - L@y, im0y VY € Lip.
n=0

n

Il
o

The case for ; — 1,1 = 0 is trivial. So it follows that for each i > 1,

o NN () < xR LN @ Qsrg, ()R 20} VY € L. (2.42)

J=1

Notice that each unit cube M (y) has non-empty intersection with at most (4]\7[/ +4)? cubes
of the form Qg7 (2(j)Re) for z(j) in the 2-dimensional grid I'. Hence for any i > 1, by

[242) we have

P NN < XB- D Ly, () 0)
j=1

< yR-(4M +4)®> = kR, Wy € Z, (2.43)

where the last equality is from ([2:24]). Therefore the assumption (Z25]) on py of Proposition
will always be satisfied. For notation ease, we write

Q(x) = Qg,(vRy) for any x € Z°.

Now we are ready to introduce the algorithm. We start with z(1) = 0. Set 7, = 0,
fo = 1Mo, vo = 0 and pf = py* = 0. We first let 1* proceed as a usual SIR epidemic
starting from (g, py”). Let Yl = o and V! = 0y, forn > 1. Let 7 = 7(Y'; 2(1)). By
Proposition 2.6, the good event G' occurs with probability > 1 — 7ey. If the good event
occurs, we have 7, = T* and we change the status of site 2(1) = 0 to be occupied. Since
F3(Y' K, x(1)) holds, we have

M N Q)| = [Vir(Q(2)| = Y5 = |uol = [no| for all z € A(x(1)). (2.44)

Totally order Zg by {0,1/R,—1/R,2/R,—2/R,---} and then totally order Z% lexico-

graphically. By (244) we may choose 72 C 75" following the above total order on
Zg N i such that

TN Q(2)| = Vi = lnol = ol for all z € A(a(1)). (2.45)

Recall that we also obtain the “thinned” version ﬁ;'il’K from 7} in a deterministic way in
Proposition L4l Since 77 € G, it follows that 72" € G, and hence 757 € G,,.

20



Next, F** ensures that for each z € A(z(1)), we have 75 |5(z) is m-admissible. Further
define

U (5 N Q(z)), if G* occurs,
Wy = { zeA(z(1)) (2.46)

0, otherwise.

In this way if G* occurs, then w; has exactly |no| infected sites in each cube Q(z) for
z € A(x(1)) and the assumption of 7 in Proposition 2.6 will be satisfied.

We now work with site y = (i) for i > 2.
Case I. If y = z(i) is an immediate offspring of some occupied site x(j) with j < i (i.e.
z(i) € A(z(j)) and the good event G’ occurs). Define

(fiz1, Vim1) = (wi—1 N é(?ﬁ; wi—1 N é(y)c)

By 2.45) and [240), we have j; 1 = 755 N Q(y) with total mass |p;_1| = |n|. Since G
occurs, we have p; 1 is m-admissible and "hence satisfies the assumption of 7y in Proposition

Let Y = p;—y and Y;! =%, for n > 1 so that Y is a usual SIR epidemic starting
from (g1, p?’_*l) Set 7; = 7,1 +7(Y"%, 2(4)). By Proposition 2.6 with a spatial translation,
the good event G* occurs with probability > 1 — 7eo. In this case, we change the status of
site y = z(4) to occupied. Again since F?(Y"; K, z()) holds, as in (2:45) we may choose
some G,,-measurable set 7755 C /5% such that

T N Q)| = Vi = |pia| = |mo| for all z € A(x(i)). (2.47)

Moreover, [** gives that for each z € A(x(i)), we have 7;;"|5,) is m-admissible. Further
we define

Vi1 U U nale Q ), if G* occurs,
w; = zeA(y)

Vi_1, otherwise,

where

A(y) = {z € A(y) : z ¢ A(u) for u which is occupied and < y}.

One can check that A(y) will contain at least one member of A(y). The definition of A(y)
is to avoid duplicate of particles on Q(z) for z € A(y) as {v;_1} will carry and freeze the
infected sites in each cube @(2) until we reach it.
Case II. Site y is not an immediate offspring of any occupied site. Then we set 7; = 7;_1,
(i—1,vi-1) = (0, w;—1) and w; = w;_1. In this case, we simply skip the cube Q(y) and
move to the next site in our total ordering of I'.

In either case, we will move to site z(i+1) at time 7;. The definitions of {w;}, {v;} and
{p;} ensure that if y = z(k) for some k > 2 is an immediate offspring of some occupied
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site, then the infected set ;1 contained in the cube @(y) will satisfy the assumption of
1o in Proposition Restart the SIR epidemic with p;_; so that the good event G* will
occur with high probability and so y = (k) will be occupied with high probability as well.

Since p; Uy, = w; C (nﬁi U v,;—1) by construction, we have such defined p;, v; and 7
satisfy the conditions of Proposition Therefore the processes n and n* can be coupled
such that

k=0 © Up—on for any n > 0.

In particular, since pi = po = 0, if we let p*, = U n;, we have pi C po. Again we
abuse the notation p%, for the measure p% (z) = 1(z € p%),Vo € Z%. 1If we let Q be the
set of all occupied sites, then the construction above implies for any z = z(i) € Q, there
is some occupied x(j) with j < i such that z(i) € A(z(j)) and the good event G’ occurs.
Therefore F3(Y7: K, xz(j)) guarantees that the infection from Q(xz(j)) will spread enough
mass to its adjacent cube Q(z(4)) so that f]ij(@(x(z))) > |nol|. Tt follows that

Poo(Qry(2R9)) = P (Qry (2 R9)) = poo(Q(x(0))) = 17, (Q(2(2))) = [mo > 0,
and hence € satisfies condition (i) in (Z38]).

To show that € is infinite with positive probability, we define a 3-dependent oriented
site percolation on I' with density at least (1 — 14¢() following [9]. Recall we have picked
go € (0,1) small so that such an oriented site percolation has positive probability of
percolation from the origin. For each x € T') if x is occupied, then £(x) = 1 if both
y € A(x) are occupied, and set {(x) = 0 otherwise; if x is vacant, then we let &(x)
be Bernoulli (1 — 14¢¢) independent of everything else. We know that the origin and
both y € A(0) are occupied with positive probability and so £(0) = 1 with positive
probability. Assuming £(0) = 1, we have both y € A(0) are occupied. By induction one
may conclude that 2 contains the collection of sites reachable from the origin. In other
words, if percolation to infinity occurs, we have €2 is infinite. It remains to show that such
defined site percolation is a 3-dependent site percolation with density at least 1 — 14eq,
i.e. for any n > 1 and any 1 <1y < --- <, such that ||z(i;) — x(it)[s > 3 for any j # k,

P(&(x(iy)) = 0,V1 < j < n) < (14e)". (2.48)

Recall that we have let £(x) be Bernoulli (1 — 14¢y) independent of everything else when
x is vacant. By using the total probability formula and conditioning on whether x(i;) is
occupied or vacant, it suffices to show that

P<§(x(z'j)) =0,V1 < j <nlall 2(i;)'s are occupied) < (14ep)™. (2.49)

We prove the above by induction. When n = 1, if  := x(i;) is occupied, we have each
y € A(z) is occupied with probability larger than 1 — 7ey, and so &(x) = 1 occurs with
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probability larger than 1 — 14¢ by letting both y € A(x) be occupied. Hence (2.49) holds
for n = 1.

Turning to induction step, for each m > 0, we let ‘H,, = G, so that the good event
G' € H,; for all i > 1. Hence the random variable £(x(7)) is measurable with respect to
H, where ( is the index of the second y € A(z(i)). Let ¢; be the index of the second
y € A(z(i;)). Since ||x(ij) — x(ix)|l1 > 3 for any j # k, we conclude

Hence by conditioning on Hy, o, we reduce ([Z49) to the n = 1 case and so by induction
hypothesis the conclusion follows. |

3 Preliminaries for branching random walk

3.1 Support propagation of branching random walk

We first give the proof of Proposition Let U be a super-Brownian motion with drift
1, that is, the solution to the martingale problem (M P); in (L25). Similarly we let X be
a super-Brownian motion with drift #. By using the scaling of SBM from Lemma 2.27 of
[9], we have

/ O(2)Uy(dz) "2 / W(V0x) X, j9(dx), Vit > 0. (3.1)

In particular, if we use ([BI]) to define X and U on a common probability space, then
it follows that Uy(1) = 6X,(1) and for any ¢ > 0, Supp(U;) = V0 Supp(X;ss) where
kA ={kx:x € A} for k € R and A C R% The lemma below is an easy consequence of
Lemma 3.12 in [9].

Lemma 3.1. For any go € (0,1) and T" > 100, there exists some constant Mg =

€0, T) > 100 such that for any 0 > 100, any X > e and any Xy € Mp(R?) satisfyin
Mg y y y ying
| Xo| = A0 and Supp(Xo) C QM(O), if X is a super-Brownian motion with drift 0

starting from X, then
2T/0 £

[pXo <Supp< i Xsds) C QMW(O)) >1- 3

Proof. Fix gy € (0,1) and T > 100. Let # > 100, A > e and choose Xy € My(R?) such
that | Xo| = A\/6 and Supp(X,) C QM(O). If X is a super-Brownian motion with drift 6

starting from Xy, then we may use ([B.]) to define a super-Brownian motion U with drift
1 starting from Uy where Uy satisfies

|Us| = 0] Xo| = X and Supp(Up) = V0 Supp(Xo) € Q s5(0). (3.2)
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Now apply Lemma 3.12 of [9] with above Uy to see that there is some M = M (T, g5) > 100
so that

€0

27
IP)UO (Supp(/ Usds) - QM@(O)) >1-— g (33)
0
The proof of Lemma 3.12 in [9] goes back to Theorem A of [16], which allows us to
accommodate a slightly different assumption on Supp(Up) as in ([B2)). Use (1)) and (B3
to conclude

2T/0
X
P 0<Supp< . Xsd8> - QM\/W(()))
2T
£
—plo (Supp(/ Usd8> - QM@(O» >1-— go, (3.4)
0
as required. [ |

Now we are ready to prove Proposition [[.0l

Proof of Proposition [L6 Fix ¢, € (0,1) and 7" > 100. Let ¢17 = 100. For any
0 > g and R > 40, let Z, be as in (L28). Let e; = (1,0) in d = 2 and e; = (1,0,0) in
d = 3. Set Ry = [Ry- R]/R and define ¢, = Rye; so that the vertex ¢; has the largest first
coordinate in Qg,(0) NZ%. Let Z be a branching random walk starting from Z,. Define

R
T9

R(Z,TF) = int {K eR:Supp(>_ Z,) C HK}, (3.5)

where Hy = {z € R? : z; < K}. In this way, R(Z, T}') characterizes the rightmost site
that has been reached by Z up to time 7. Next we couple Z with another branching

random walk Z starting from Zy = |Zo| - 6z, so that
R(Z,T)) < R(Z,T}Y), (3.6)

where R(Z, T1) is defined in a similar way to R(Z,T;) as in ([B.3]) by replacing Z with
Z. This coupling could be done by simply translating all the family trees starting from
the ancestors in Zy to e;. Since e; has the largest first coordinate among all vertices
located inside Supp(Zy) C Qg,(0) N Z%, we have ([B.6) follows immediately. Let Mrg =
2Mg(e0, T ). We claim that it suffices to show the following holds for all R large enough:

7y
~ ~ &
p <5upp(n§zo: Z) S Qu fegin,0) 21— 2 (3.7)
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To see this, by assuming (B.7)) we have R(Z TR < Mrg/1og fa(#) Ry holds with proba-
bility > 1 — (/6. Apply ([B.0) to get

pZo <R(Z, TF) < Mrgy/log fd(Q)Rg) >1- %0 (3.8)

By symmetry, we conclude

TR

Zo €0
P (supp ZZ im0 )) >1-2d2 > 1-¢, (3.9)

as required.
It remains to prove [B7). Recall T = [TR?*!/0] and Ry = /R4-1/0. Consider WR

as in (C24) given by

1 ~
WtR — W Z 6$/\/Hd7—%Z[th_1](x), Vit Z 0. (310)

xGZ%
It suffices to show that for any R > 0 large,
2T/0 €0

Wit R _ %
P (Supp( . Ws dS) Q Q\/gﬂ[ m((})) > 1 6 (311)

Assume to the contrary that the above fails for some {/WZRN ,t > 0} with Ry — oo such
that

2/

W R o
P (Supp( N Nds) C Qi (1ogfd<e>)/e(0)) <1-2 YRy  (3.12)

Recall Z, = | Zo| - 0z,. Note by the definition of ¢; and (L2]), we have

lim L/g = \/gel and lim o] = fa(0)/6. (3.13)

Rsoo  /RA-1 R—oo RA-1

It follows that

—~ 1 ~
R _ E
WO —Rdil ZO(‘T)(;x/ /RA-1/3

xGZ%
|Zo] fa(0) d
:Rd—légl/\/m — Xy = Té‘\/%el € MF(R ) (314)
Therefore by ([L27) we have as R — oo,
(WE t>0)= (X;,t > 0) on D([0, 00), Mp(R%), (3.15)
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where X is a super-Brownian motion with drift 6 starting from X,. Apply Lemma 4.4 of
[6] with a slight modification to see that for any ¢, M > 0,

lim sup ]P’WO Supp / WRds M, M)*)¢ # @)
R—o0
< pXo <Supp< /O Xsds> A (=M, M)D)e £ (2)), (3.16)

thus giving
lipn inf P (Supp< /0 t ’Wﬁds) C (—M, M)d)
> p¥o (supp< / t Xsds) C (—M, M)d). (3.17)
0

Notice that Xy = £ d(a) J N will satisfy the assumption of Lemma Bl since A = f;(6) > e
6
by 6 > 100, which allows us to get

27/0
X, o
i o<5upp< O Xsds) cQ (logfd(e))/e(o)) >1- 2 (3.18)
Apply (BI1) with t =27/0, M = 2MgT)/ % and {Ry} to see that
lim inf Po <Su < o WRNCZS) C <—2]\43:[| log Ja(0) fd 2]\43]] logfd( )> )
RN—>OO pp 0 § -

2T'/6

ZPX(J(Supp( Xsd8> C ( 2MT) logfd QMEE] logfd( )) )

>1——, 3.19
2, (3.19)

where the last inequality is by [B.I8). This contradicts [B.12) as we set Mg = 2MzT)
So the proof is complete. [ |

0

3.2 Moments and exponential moments of branching random
walk
Let p; be a probability distribution that is uniform on N(0):
1
V(R)

Let Y7,Y5, -+ beii.d. random variables with distribution p; and write S,, =Y, +---+Y,
for the random walk on Z% starting from 0 with step distribution p;. Define

pn(z) = P(S, = 2). (3.21)

p(x) = 1(x € N(0)). (3.20)
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Set po(x) = dp(z) by convention where do(x) = 1 if x = 0 and dp(x) = 0 if  # 0. It is easy
to check by symmetry that p,(z) = p,(—z) for any z € Z% and n > 0. We collect the
properties of p,, below. Their proofs are rather technical, which can be found in Appendix

(Al

Proposition 3.2. Let d > 1. There exist constants = @3(d) > 0, gy = (33(d) >
0 and Kgo1= K] (d) > 0 such that the following holds for any n > 1 and R > Kz
(1) For any x € Z%, we have

q _le?
pnl) < nd s (3.22)

(ii) For any x,y € Z% with |x —y| > 1 and vy € (0,1], we have

Ipn(z) — Pu(y)] <

Bz <!£17—y\>7 1212 e (3.23)

2R \/ﬁ (@_ 16dn | ¢ 16dn )

Throughout the rest of this paper, we will only consider B > Kggjso that Proposition
holds. Since we assume d = 2 or d = 3, for simplicity we will replace 8 with 32 in
(322) and replace 16d with 64 in ([B:23) whenever we use Proposition .2l below. In fact,
these constants can be chosen to be any fixed large number.

We state the following results on the moments and exponential moments of branching
random walk whose proofs are deferred to Appendix [B.1} the arguments follow essentially
from Perkins [I4]. Write P* for the law of BRW starting from a single ancestor at x for
v € 74

Proposition 3.3. For any x € Z%, n > 1 and any Borel function ¢ > 0, we have
(1)

VE(S,+2)) = (4 25)" 3 60pnle — ).

d
yeELy

E*(Z0(0) = (14 s

(i1) For any p > 2,

T

E*(Z(0)?) < (p— 1)le RET G (o, n)P "B (Za(4)),

where

G(¢p,n) = 3||¢|leo + Z sup Z o(2)pr(y — 2). (3.24)

d
k=1YLR 1e7d,

Corollary 3.4. For any Zy € Mp(Z%), ¢ > 0, A > 0, n > 1, if )\eRgiglG(qb, n) <1 is
satisfied, we have

E% (M) < exp (B (Z,(6))(1 = A TG(g,m))").
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The following exponential moment for the occupation measure uses similar arguments;
the proof is deferred to Appendix [B.2

Proposition 3.5. For any Zo € Mp(Z%), ¢ > 0, A > 0, n > 1, if 2\nem1G(¢,n) < 1
is satisfied, we have

Zo(exp ()\ i Zk(qb))) < exp (A|zo\eR%G(¢, n)(1 — 2 ne w1 G(o, n))*l). (3.25)
k=0

3.3 Martingale problem of branching random walk

Recall the construction and the labelling system of branching random walk (Z,,) in Section
Observe that for any n > 0 and ¢ : Z4 — R, we have

V(R)
n+1 Z d) Ya Z Z ¢(Ya +€i)Bavei.

|a|=n+1 |a|=n =1

In the last expression above, we use Y* for |a| = n to represent the location of the particle
« alive in generation n and so Y* + e; are the possible locations of its offspring. We use
the convention that if Y* = A the cemetery state, then ¢(A + z) = 0 for any ¢ and x.
In the mean time, the Bernoulli random variables { B*Y¢ } with parameter p(R) indicates
whether the birth in this direction is valid. Use the above with some arithmetic to further
get

Zn+1(9) Z Z [ Y +e;) B — ¢(Ya)i}

jal=n =1 V(R
_ZZ[ OV +e) = 6(V°)| L4 —0
e v(r)© R
X v 1tz
+;nzzl¢y +e; <B Z—W)
+ 36 (3.26)
|a)=n
For any N > 1, we sum (3.26) over 0 <n < N — 1 to arrive at
0 N-1 V(R)
Zn(9) = Zo(0) + (14 25) D D mo D [6(Y " +e) — oY)
n=0 |a|=n i=1
g N
MN(6) + oy O Zul6). (3.27)
n=0
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where (recall p(R) = (1+60/R*Y)/V(R))

N-1 V(R)
=) > > s(Y +e) (B‘Wei - p(R)). (3.28)

n=0 |a‘:n 1=1

Recall Gy = o({B® : |a] < N}). One can check that

V(R)
EZ (My41(0) = My (6)|Gx) =E# (D 37 6(Y™ + ) (B — p(R))|Gn)
la]=N =1
V(R)
=30 3 o0 e)BR (B — p(R))|gx) =0,
la|l=N i=1

where the last equality is by the independence of Gy and B*V¢ with |a| = N. Then the
above gives that {My(¢), N > 0} is a martingale w.r.t. Gy, whose conditional quadratic
variation will be given by

(M) = Y- B (Mo (6) — Ma(6))]60)
N-1 V(R

_ Z OV + ) "B (B — p(R))?

G, )
1 (®)
= Z AV +e;)*p(R)(1 — p(R)). (3.29)

In the second equality, the cross terms are cancelled by the mutual independence of
{B*vei}. Use p(R) = (1 +60/R*1)/V(R) to get

0 V(R)
= ZZ Ry 2 00 e’

n=0 |a|=n

V(R)
S iy 2 o0 o
=1

V(R)
Z 0 Z oz +e)?, (3.30)

where we have used § < R in the inequality and the last equality is by (T23).
The following proposition will play an important role in computing the exponential
moments of My (¢). The proof follows essentially from Freedman [5] and can be found in

Appendix [B.3]

(M(¢))n =(1+

fE
:QNZO
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Proposition 3.6. Letd =2 ord=3. Let N > 1,0 > 100, R > 40 and Z, € MF(ZC}%).

For any A > 0 and any Borel function ¢ so that \||¢||. < 1, we have
1/2
E% (exp(\| My (6)])) < 2(B ((exp (160(M(0))x)))

4 Potential kernel and Tanaka’s formula

For any function f : Z% — R and z € Z%, we define the generator of p; to be

V(R)

1
LI(@) =E(f(e+S0) = @) = X _(Fa+e) = I@) gz
i=1
By Chapman-Kolmogorov’s equation, we have
] V(R)
pn+1 an pl V(R) ; pn(x + 6i)a
thus giving
1 V(R)
Paa(@) = pal®) = gz Zzl(p (¢ + €;) = pu(w)) = Lpa(x)
In d = 3, for any a € Z3%, we let
¢a(z) = RV(R)Y pu(x —a), V€L,
n=1

Recall g, 3 from (L29). We may use Proposition B2l(i) to get for any a,z € Z3%,

N ‘132(1‘2 ‘m3_2a‘2 =
¢a(x) S RV(R)) < ORZ — /2 n = Cgas().

n3/2 R3

n=1

Note that

19a,3ll = RZ - < CR < oc.

(4.1)

(4.2)

(4.3)

(4.4)

(4.6)

Hence the sum in ¢, is absolutely convergent. We also have p,, is absolutely summable.
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Apply Fubini’s theorem to get

V(R)

Léa(x) =) (Palz + e:) = da(x))

=1

1
V(R)

V(R)

=RY Y (palr—a+e) = par —a))

n=1 =1

=RV(R Z Pnt1(z —a) — pu(z — a))

=— RV(R)p1(x —a) = —R-1(z € N(a)), (4.7)

where the third equality follows from ([@2]). Replace ¢ with ¢, in (B27)) and use the above
to see that for any N > 1,

(60 <Zol6u) ~ RO+ ) 3 3 10 € N(@) + (o) + e DEACH!

Rearrange terms to arrive at

N-1

1+ Re JRY D> 1(Y* € N(a))

n=0 |a‘:n

=2(¢a) = Zn(a) + M ($a) + 5= IZZ (6a).  (4.8)

We call (£8) the Tanaka formula for the local times of (Z,,) in d = 3. It is easy to derive
the following bounds from the above:

=2

—1

R Z Zo(N(@)) <Z0(60) + M) + 5 3 Z,(64). (4.9)
n=0
In d =2, for any a € Z7 we set
ga(x) = V(R) i ey (x—a), VxelZ (4.10)
n=1
Recall g, 2 from (L29). We use Proposition B2(i) to get

0.(x) < V(R i 0/ B ~lol?/ 20

<C i e"‘)/R%eHQ/@?") = Cgaa(z). (4.11)
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Note that

o0

I9a2lleo =D (7 F)"

n=1

2
= (—log(1 — e 1)) < log7R < 00, (4.12)

S

where the second equality uses the Taylor series of —log(1 — z) and the first inequality is
by applying 1 —e™* > x/2 for 0 < 2 < 1/4 and R > 46. Hence we conclude from (1T
and ([AI2) that the sum in g, is absolutely convergent. Similar to the derivation of (4.1,
we do some arithmetic to get

o0 V(R)

Lga(x) = Z e /R Z (pn(x —a+e€;) — pp(x —a))

n=1 =1

=V(R) Y e (puia(x —a) —pu(w — a))

n=1
=BV (R) Z e~ (HDO/Ry (x—a) — V(R) Z e Ry (x — a)
n=1 n=1
= (e = 1)ga(x) = V(R)pi(z — a) = ("7 = 1)ga(2) = Lizenay- (4.13)
Replace ¢ with g, in (B21) and use the above to see that
Z(00) =Zolg0) + (77— 1)g, (V) = (Y € N (a)]
n=0 \a|
+ Mny(9a) Rd : ZZ 9a)
N-1 N-1
=Zo(ga) + (" = 1)(1 + 1)ZZn( € N(a))
n=0 n=0 |a|=n
N—
+ MN ga Z
n=0
Note we are in d = 2. Rearrange terms in the above to get
g N1 N—
(1+ %) 2 Z,(N(a)) = ZO Z 1(Y* e N(a
N-1
= Zo(g0) — Zwlga) + My(a) + (7= 1)1+ )+ 5) 3 Zulg): (119)

n=0
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We call ([I4) the Tanaka formula for the local times of (Z,) in d = 2. By using 1+ % < 2
and e?/F —1 < 20/R when 0/R < 1/4, we get

3" ZuN (@) < o) + Mx(ae) + S Zolan) (1.15)

Using the bounds in ([@9) and ([AI3]), we will prove the key Proposition [[.7 in the
following two sections for d = 2 and d = 3 respectively.

5 Local time bounds in d =2

In this section we give the proof of Proposition [[L7] for d = 2. Throughout this section we
let d = 2 unless otherwise indicated. Recall Z, € My(Z%) satisfies

(i) Supp(Zo) € Qr,(0);
(ii) Zo(1) < 2Rf2(0)/0 = 2R/V0; (5.1)
(i) Zo(guo) < mR/OV*, Vu € R2,
The local time that we aim to bound in Proposition [[L7 is the sum over the branching
random walk masses of the unit box centered at z € Z$, and so it suffices to consider the

local time at points in the integer lattice Z?. We claim Proposition [70in d = 2 will be an
easy consequence of the following result.

Proposition 5.1. Let d = 2. For any g € (0,1), T > 100 and m > 0, there exist
constants (571 > 100, x5 > 0 depending only on o, T, m such that for all 6 > G5, there
is some (€0, T, 0,m) > 40 such that for any R > Gy and any Zy satisfying (B.11), we
have

Tf
ZO(Z:Zn(N(&)) S XMR, Ya € Z2 N le\m\/mRQ(O)> Z 1— £0-

Proof of Proposition [I.7 in d = 2 assuming Proposition 5.1l Fix 5 € (0,1), T >
100 and m > 0. Let 0, R, Z, be as in Proposition 0.1l Then with probability > 1 — g, we
have

ZZ <X|5::|R Va € 7* QQ:”@\/M () (52)

For any x € Z%, let U(z) = {a € Z* : ||Ja — z||.o < 1}. One can easily check that

iz”( 1YY 2 - ZZ 53)

n=0 acl(z) a€U(z
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2 .
For any = € Z3 N Q, Mg/t O , we have a € U(x) C Q3n[ \/MRQ(O)' Notice

that there are at most 3° elements in U ( ) for each z € Z%. Hence one may conclude by
(53) that on the event (5.2), we have

ZZ < ng Vo €Z2 mQW\é{m\/logT(G ( ) (54)

So the proof is complete by letting X777 = ING T} [ |

It remains to prove Proposition Bl In view of ({IH), it suffices to get bounds for

Zo(9a), Mppri1(ga) and Zfio Zn(ga) Where g,(z) = V(R) Y2 e ™/Bp, (2 — a). Recall
from (EIT) that g,(x) < Cgao(x) for any a,z € Z%. Hence (E.])) implies that

1/4 2
0\Ya) = a =~ y . .
Z0(9a) < CZp(gap) < CmR/0 VYa € Z (5.5)

R
Turning to Myryq(g.) and Z:“’:O Zn(ga), we will calculate their exponential moments
and use the following version of Garsia’s Lemma from Lemma 3.7 of [9] to derive the
corresponding probability bounds.

Lemma 5.2 ([9]). Let d > 1. Suppose {Y(z) : x € R} is an almost surely continuous
random field such that for some A > 0 and n > 0,

{E(exp <)\u)) <0y, YoO<|z—y| < Vd;

vk

E(exp(AY(2))) < Cy, Vo € R4
Then for all M > 1 and x > 0,

(5.6)

AX
P( sup Y(z)> < (CLe®m 1+ Cy)(2M) exp (— :
<erM<o> ) X) N 2)(2M) < 1+ 8dn/2)

With our discrete setting, we need the following lemma that serves as an intermediate
step towards the “discrete” version of the above Garsia’s Lemma. The proof is deferred
to Appendix

Lemma 5.3. Let d > 1. Assume {f(n) : n € Z%} is a collection of non-negative random
variables on some probability space (Q, F,P) which satisfies

s\ < a
E(exp </\ a7 )) <Cy, Vn#meZ, (57)
E(exp(uf(n))) < C1, Vn € Z¢,

for some constants A\, u,Cy > 0 and n € (0,1]. For each w € Q, if we linearly interpolate
between integer points to obtain a continuous function g(x) for x € R?, then there erists
some constant 0 < qg3(d) < 1 such that

lg@) =9l ) « d
E<6XP (A o=yl >> <G, VeFyeRs (5.8)
E(exp(qggpu(z))) < C1, Vo € RY
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Combining Lemma and Lemma [5.3] the probability bounds for random variables
indexed by the integer points may follow from their exponential moment bounds, which
we now give.

Proposition 5.4. Let n = 1/8. For any T > 100, there exist constants (57(T") > 0 and
tsa(T) > 100 such that for all 0 > G57(T), there is some Kgg(T,0) > 40 such that for
any m >0, R > K7 and any Zy satisfying (5.1), we have

(i) E%0 <exp <«93/2R_2 TZQ Zk(ga))) < Cgz(T), VaeZ (5.9)

k=0

3/2 ( o I3 i
(ii) EZ°<exp <9R2 ‘5/9 )" ysz da) sz(gb)\)) < Cgg(T), Va#beZ2
k=0

Assuming Proposition 5.4, we first show these exponential moments indeed give us the
desired bounds by applying the discrete Garsia’s Lemma.

Corollary 5.5. Foranyeg € (0,1) and T > 100, there exist constants x5 > 0 and 55 >
100 depending only on ey, T such that for all 0 > b5, there is some Cr(eo, T,0) > 40
such that for any m >0, R > (g and any Zy satisfying E1), we have

€0

TR
0 < R
Zo [ 2 _
<R;Zk(ga) SEEgyr Y0 €20 Qe ﬁogb(gma(oﬁ >1-.

Proof. Fix ¢y € (0,1), T > 100 and n = 1/8. Let 6, m, R satisfy the assumptions of
Proposition 5.4 and set Z as in (B10). If we define {f( ) : x € R?} to be the continuous

random field obtained by linearly interpolating {Zk 0 Zr(ga) : @ € Z*}, then by assuming
Proposition (.4, we may apply Lemma [5.3] to get

E% <exp (03/2R—2 f(x))) < (gg(T), Ve eR?, (5.10)
and

% o (i U

i — |f(z) - f(y)D) <(5z(T), Vr#yeR (5.11)

Recall Ry = \/R¥-1/0 = \/R/0 and f»(0) = v/0. Define
ko = /log f2(0) /6 = (26)/%/log (5.12)

so that +/log fo(0)Ry = R'?k,y. Replace z,y in (5I0) and (GII) with zRY2ky, yR'/ %k,
respectively to see that

%0 <exp <q53|€3/2R’2 f(le/ng))) < Gg(T), Va€R?, (5.13)
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and for all x # y € R?,

EZO<eX < 217/2 03/2R72
P\ (log )72 1z =y

F(&RY?ky) — f(le/ng)D) < (7). (5.14)

Set Y(z) = 0°/*R2f(xR"?ky) for 2 € R Note we have §°/* < 6%/ and 0°/* < (212;299;//22
for # > 100. Therefore we conclude from (5.13)), (514) that

o) s vevew g,
E% (exp(qggY(2)) < Gg(T), V€ R

Apply Lemma with the above moment bounds to get for any x > 0 and M > 1,

IP’Z°< sup 0°AR72f(xRY?ky) > X)

z€Qn(0)

< (Gga(T)e™ + Cg(T)) (M) exp (—— B,

148 21/16

Let M = 3Mgg(co,T) > 1. Pick x5 = x5H(M, 0, T) = x50, T') > 0 large enough
so that

_ £
]P’ZO< sup  0AR72f(xRY?ky) > Xm) < 50. (5.16)
$€Q31\m(0)
Hence with probability larger than 1 — £¢/2, we have
Tyt

sup 6>/ R™2 Z Zi(ga) < sup PR 72f(xRY?ky) < 55 (5.17)

anQHQBAMRl/QkG (0) 0 x€Q31m(0)
The proof is complete by noting +/log f2(0) Ry = R'/?ks. [ |

In a similar way we will take care of the martingale term by the following exponential
moments.

Proposition 5.6. Let n = 1/8. For any T > 100, there exist constants (5g(T') > 0 and
t5g(T) > 100 such that for all 0 > G5g(T), there is some Kgg(T,0) > 40 such that for
any m >0, R > Kgg and any Zy satisfying (5.1, we have

(i) B (exp (67 R~ | Myg.(92)]) ) < Cg(T). Va € 27,

(i) B (exp (L) ()]~ (@) < D). Vo b e 22

R |a—20J"
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Corollary 5.7. For anyeg € (0,1) andT > 100, there exist constants X577 > 0 and 57>
100 depending only on ey, T such that for all 0 > 5=, there is some CM(€0,T 0) > 46
such that for any m >0, R > (g and any Zy satisfying 1), we have

R £
Z 2 0
P OOMTGRH(%)! <XgTgn Ve €Z°NQ, long(o)Re(O)) >1-2

Proof. By using Proposition 5.6l the proof follows in a similar way to that of Corollary
and so is omitted. [

Assuming Proposition [5.4] and Proposition 5.0, we may finish the proof of Proposition
5.1 below.

Proof of Proposition 5.1l Fixey € (0,1), 7 > 100 and m > 0. Let 51 = max{f57, 57}
For any 0 > f5, we let (51 = max{(gm(c0, T, 0), (5(c0, T, 0)}. For any R > (s,

we let Zg be as in (B.0]). Apply Corollary to get with probability > 1 — g¢/2,
0 R 5
= kz: Zil(9:) <\ V0 € 220 Quyr e e, (0) (5.18)
=0

Apply Corollary b7 to get with probability > 1 — ¢q/2,

R 2
’MTeRJrl(ga)‘ < XMM’ Va € 27N Q3“41E|\/MR9(0)' (5.19)
Therefore with probability > 1 — &, both (BI8)) and (519) hold. Use (@13 to get for any
2
a €l ﬂQw[ \/MRG(O)’

50
Z Zn( ) < Zo(9a) + Mrpya(ga) + Z Zn(9a)

mR R R
< Oyt X&83gia + \6Tgia < (Om+ g3 +HEp R

where in the second inequality we have also used (). The proof is complete by letting
X5 = Cm+ X5H + G -
It remains to prove Proposition [5.4] and Proposition

5.1 Exponential moments of the drift term

R
In this section we will prove Proposition (.4] for the exponential moments of 259:0 Z1(ga)
by applying Proposition To do this, we need an estimate for

TR
G(9a, T5") = 3||9alloo + Z sup > pr(y — 2)ga(2).

k=1 yEZR zeZd
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By (@II), it is immediate that
G(9a0, T3") < €'+ Glgan. Ty, (5.20)

and so it suffices to get bounds for G(g,2, Tf'). We first give some preliminary results.
With some calculus, one may easily obtain the following lemma, whose proof can be found
in Appendix

Lemma 5.8. Let d > 1 and R > 1. (i) For any s,t > 0 and any v, 15 € Z%, we have
Z e~ ty—a1l® g—sly—e2f* < od o~ 3 lv1—w2f? Z el o=sll*
yEZ% yEZ%
(11) There is some constant = q58(d) > 0 such that for any u > 1 and R > 1, we
have
yezs,
The following result is from Lemma 4.3.2 of [I1] and will be used repeatedly below.

Lemma 5.9 ([I1]). For any o > 0, there exist constants Cgg(a) > qg(a) > 0 such that
for allr > 1/64,

oo

1 L
) <X e < Gl (5.21)

Lemma 5.10. Let d =2 ord = 3. Forany 1 < a < (d+ 1)/2, there is some constant
GI0= (a,d) > 0 so that for anyn > 1, R > Kg9), and a,x € 7%,

Z pnly — )

d
yEZR

1 y—a? 1
7o € bak .10
1

k=
Proof. This result follows essentianlly from Lemmal[.9 The proof is deferred to Appendix

[ |

Lemma 5.11. There is some constant qg17 > 0 so that for any 6 > 100 and R > 46, we
have

Ga2(y) < qm(l + log* <9\y7]ja\2>>’ Yy # a € R% (5.22)

Proof. Recall from ([29) that

e}

1 al? al?
ga,z(y) _ Z 7n9/R 932n\ <1+ Ze n9/R ys%\ . (523>

n=1
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Foranyn >2/ifn<t<n+1,thenn>¢t—1and n <2(t —1). So we have

n+1 n+1 —al2
gno/RL / ono/pl el / o—nor L e
n " n n (t—1)

Sum the above for all n > 2 and use (523) to see that

2
\

ga,z(y) <1 +/ etG/R%ey&g "
1

For simplicity, we write k = R/0 > 4 and r = |y — a]*/64 > 0 so that

[e.e]

1

9a2(y) <1 +/ e_t/kge_r/tdt =141 (5.24)
1

By a change of variable in I, we get

o 1 o
1 :/ e*tlefr/(tk)dt — / 67tle*r/(tk)dt + / 67t167r/(tk)dt
1/k t 1/k t 1 t

1 1 o] 1 1
g/ —e /R gt +/ e tdt = / e gt et =T f el (5.25)
1/k 1 1kt

Another change of variable with s = r/(tk) in J gives us that

"1 ! 1 | ! 1 k
J :/ —e %ds < / —e %ds +/ —e%ds < / “ds+e ' =logt(=) +e .
r/k S (r/k)AL S 1 S (r/k)AL S r

Hence it follows that I < 2e~! +log™ (%). Returning to (5.24)), we get

T

Ga2(y) <1+ <26_1 +log™ ((9‘547_11‘2)) < C + Clog" <ﬁ>,

as required. [

Lemma 5.12. There is some constant > 0 so that for all x € Z% and a € R?,
n>1,02>100, R> 40 + Kgg and 8 =1 or 2, we have

> pule = ) (ge2()” <q(1+ %<log ?)ﬁ + <%>1/2>' (5.26)

2
yeELy

Proof. First we use Proposition B2l and (Z12)) to get

S plr =)0 < R+ 17 B2(10520) <0 (105 20) . (5.27)

yeZE ly—al<l
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Turning to |y — a| > 1, we apply Lemma [511] to see that for 5 =1 or 2, we have
R B R B
"< (1 tos” (g —ap)) <0+ (o (g =p))
(ga,Q(y)) = Cm + og e‘y_a|2 —O+C 0g 0|y_a|2
R 1/2
<C+C(—
=eF (9\3/—@;2) ’

where in the last inequality we have used (log™ 2)? < 2/2, Va > 0. Hence it follows that

R\ 1/2
> pale =) (ga2)’ < O+ C(g) > pale - Ny 6
yELY ly—al>1 yELY,ly—al>1 Y
Since we are summing over |y — a| > 1, we may apply Lemma to see that
R I 641/2
Z 132¢ = ‘y al
k=1
Use the above to get
01 e \ (
R 0. 10
> pale—y)— a‘ <O ouly—2) Y 5p¢ <cBd (529)
yeZ$ ly—al>1 yezd, k=1

where the last inequality is by Lemma[5.10l Now the result follows from (5.27), (5:28)) and
(E29). [ ]

Recall T} = [TR/6] < TR/6. Apply EI2) and Lemma (12 with 8 =1 to get

G(ga,%TG ) _3||ga2||<>o + Z sup Z Pe(y — 2 ga2 (2) (5.30)

k=1YL% z€7%,

1 2R RN\1/2 1
<3log_+z< P+ (g) )

2R 2R R R
<3=- + CTy" + Clog == - Clog(Ty") + C(5)"* - C(T;")* < C(T) 5,

where in the last inequality we have used log(z) < x'/2 for any = > 0. Hence it follows

from (B.20) that

G(Ga2, T)Y) < CG(Gap, TSY) < ¢(T) (5.31)

<[

Now we are ready to give the
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Proof of Proposition 5.4(i). Let A = 6*?R~? and n = T < ZE. Use (5:31) to get

TR , R 1
If we pick # > 0 large enough so that ¢(7)/6'/? < 1/2, then we may apply Proposition

to get (recall | Zo| < 2R/+/0 by (G1)

R
INTf e Glga, TE) < 20°/2 R~ (5.32)

TR R
EZ°<exp (AZZk Ja )) </\\Z0 e G (9a, THH (1 — ZATfe%G(ga,Tf))_l)
k=0
1
T -1
</\%e o(T (1 —o(T)77) )
1
exp (C(T)(1 = e(T)5) ") < 2D, (5.33)
where we have used (.31]), (:32)) in the second inequality and the last inequality is by
o(T)/0"2 < 1/2. m

Turning to the difference moments in Proposition (5.4 (ii), we need an estimate for
G(lga — go|, TF). Fix n = 1/8 throughout the rest of this section. For any a # b € Z¢ and
y € Z%, we have |(y —a) — (y — b)| > 1 and so we may apply Proposition B.2(ii) to get

_ a—b lu— aP _ly=b?
9(9) — 9(0)] <V(R ZMQ/R?%(A)( e

ly—al? ly=bl2

+e e ). (5.34)

1
ST T (e
<Cla -0 kz REryEAS
=1
For any z € Z% and any n > 1, we may use (5.34) and Lemma [E.I0 to see that

> 2y = )19a(y) — (v

yeZd,
= 1 o=y oyl
SC‘&—b‘ann(y_x)ZW(@ 61k 4 e 64k )
yezd, k=1
<Cla—b|"  2q51gn " (5.35)
Apply (5.34) and (5.35) to get

G190 — 96|, T4") =319 — gb’|oo+z sup > pr(y — 2)|9a(y) — 0u(v))|

k=1 Vel z€7%,

<C(n)|a— 0"+ C(n Z la — bk ™2

len/Z

<c(n)la = o(T7)' ™" < e(T)|a = b]" 5=

(5.36)
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Now we give the

Proof of Proposition B.A4l(ii). Let A = /2 R=2t1/2|q—p|™7 and n = T}* < ZE. Note

by (536 we have

TRy T 1-n/2
T Olga — o T <2000 R0 b T (D)o — b
1

If we pick # > 0 large enough so that ¢(7)/0'/? < 1/2, then we may apply Proposition
to get (recall |Zo| < 2R/V/0)

B% (exp (M3 Zulon) — 3 Zulan]) ) < B (exp (ATZGZM% ~al))

TRo 70
<exp (NZole - Gllga — ol T = 20T & Gllga — aul, 7)) )

2R R'=1/2 1,
<exp (A elT)lo — 8" g (1 = o(T) ) )
<exp (C(T)(1 - C(T)ﬁ)—l) < 20), (5.38)

where we have used (B.36]), (B.37) in the second last inequality and the last inequality is
by ¢(T)/0"* < 1/2. u
5.2 Exponential moments of the martingale term

Now we will turn to the martingale term Mzr +1(g4) and give the proof of Proposition .Gl

Recall from ([B28)) and ([B.30) that

N-1 V(R)
_ SV +e; (Bavw - p(R)). (5.39)
n=0 |a|=n =1
and
N-1 1 V(R)
(M(@))n <2 > Zu()- i) > bl +e), (5.40)
n=0 4 Z =1

We first proceed to the proof of Proposition [£.0(ii) and deal with

‘MT§+1(9a)| - |MT9R+1(gb)|’ < |MT9R+1(9¢1) - MT§+1(gb)| = ‘MTQR-H(ga — o). (541)
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Throughout the rest of this section we fix n = 1/8. Use R > 460 and (5.34) to see that

OEVHROI 0 — b7 ga — gylloe < 0CTPV1(40) D2 C(n) < 1, (5.42)
if we pick @ > 100 to be large. Then we may use (L.41]) and Proposition B8l with ¢ = g,— gy
and \ = G204 RM=2)/2|q — |77 to get

R(n—2)/2
R %o ( (9(3*2?7)/47
exXp ‘& — b‘”

|Mrpri1(9a)l = [Mrpii(g0)| D)

B R(n=2)/2
SEZO ( exp (6(3 277)/4m MTQR—l—l(ga — gb) D)
B Rn—2 1/2
<2 (EZO ( exp (16«9(3 2")/2W<M(ga - gb))TeRH) )) : (5.43)

By (5.40), we have the quadratic variation is bounded by

(M(ga — gb))rriq <2 Z Z Zn(x) Z <ga r+e)— gz + ei)>2. (5.44)

— d
n=0 TE€ELG

Use (5.34) again to get for all a # b € Z? and y € Z%,

9.(6) = 9o(0)* < Cla— |2"((Zk(2+n HE) () ) 609)

To take care of the square term on the right-hand side, we need the following lemma.

8

Lemma 5.13. Let d > 1. For any o > 0, there is some constant %]3](04) > 0 such that
for all a,y € Z%,

oo 2

(3 e ) < Grmglo) Y e (5.46)

k=1 k=1

Proof. For any a,y € Z%, we first consider |y —a| > 1. Apply Lemma with r =
ly — al?/64 > 1/64 to get

oo

1 _jy=ap? 64~ ,\—a\Q 642«
RE oir - < (a)’y e and Zklw st > (qg(20)

— ly — al*>

Therefore it follows that

o0

1 _\yfa\Q 2 9 642(1
<Z k1+a€ o ) Ljy—al>1y < CEIQI(O‘) ml{ly*abl}
k=1
1 - _ly—al®
<Cg()’Eg(20) Z kHQa S Ljy—al>1}

k=1
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thus proving (5.40)) for the case |y — a| > 1.
Turning to |y — a| < 1, it is immediate from the definition that

201 _pma?\2 1 \2
( it " ) Ly-al<1y = (Z—wa) Hiy—ai<1y < e1(@)lgjy-aj<ny
k=1 k=1

for some constants ¢i(a)) > 0. On the other hand, we have

L aF
Z kma 1 yacry > €0 g, a\<1}z k1+2a > coa)1qy—q<1}

for some constants co(a) > 0. Therefore it follows that

ly—al?
< k1+ o ) Loy < (@)1 gy-al<1y

_ly—a?

) cr(a) =
= CQ(Oz) ca(a )1{\1/ al<1} < ;k1+2 64 1{jy—al<1}

thus proving (5.40) for the case |y — a| < 1. By adjusting constants, we get (0.40]) holds
for all a,y € Z%. |

Apply the above lemma in (5.45]) to get

2 2 Ui - Jyma\ J%;*’P
19a(9) = 9(u)* < Cla— b "0m<5>(zkl+n k +ZW C) A

Define for any a € Z? that

0 V(R)
1 r—a 2
Go() = E JREm e" e and write g, (x E Ga(T + €;). (5.48)

k=1

Then we may apply (5.47) and (548) in (544) to get

(M(go = 90)) s <2 Y Zn(@) - Cla—b*"(Ga(x) +Gl())

”:0$EZ§
T}
<Cla =" Z(T + @)
n=0
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Returning to (5.43)), we use above to arrive at

P (3—_2n)/4 RM1=2)/2
8% (exp (0020 M (00)| = Mg (o))
TR /
1/2
<2<Ezo<exp (1609<3 2)/2 g ZZZ qa+qb))))
o

<2 (IEZO ( exp (32093/2—an—2 Z 7z, (%0 ) ) 1/4
n=0

TR .
/4
X <IEZ° <exp (32093/2—773"—2 3 Zn@)))) , (5.49)
where the last inequality is by the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality. It suffices to bound
TR
E% <eXp (32093/2 "R~ QZZ @ )) Va € 7%, (5.50)

Recalling ¢, from (548), we may use Lemma [5.10 to get for any a,z € Z4,

% yea? 1
Y il —2)ay) =D paly—1)) an 5k < Q51 (5.51)
yeLS, yezs, k=1

Recall g, from (548). The above immediately gives
_ 1
Zd puly = 2)0aly) < gIO- ;0 Vaw € Z3,. (5.52)
yeELG

Therefore we have

(QaaTG 3||QaHoo + Z sup Z pk -z Qa )

k= 1y€ZRz€Zd

TR
R

<3C(n +Z 1 < CONTH' T <CM g (553)

Proof of Proposition 5.6|(ii). By (5.49), it suffices to give bounds for (5.50). Fix any
a € 2%, Let A = 32C6%27"R"2 and n = T < LE. Apply (E53) to get

e TR R 1
INT e G(qs, ) <64C0%> " R1-2 — e C(T) iy < c(T)m. (5.54)
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If we pick § > 0 large enough so that ¢(7")/6'/? < 1/2, then we may apply Proposition B.5]
to get (recall | Zo| < 2R/V0)

E% ((exp (AZ 2(m)) <o (M2l - Gla 10 — 3T Gl 1))

<exp (A O G 1= elT) ) )
< oxp (C(TW - C(T)el—lm)l) < e, (5.55)

where we have used (B53), (B.54) in the second inequality. The last inequality is by
c(T)/6"? < 1/2. Returning to (5.49), we use (5.55) to get

R(1-2)/2
F% < <9(3—2n)/4
exp |a — b\”

Mg (90)] = Mg ()] ) ) < 2667, (5.56)

Hence the proof is complete. [ |

Finally we turn to the exponential moments of My +1(94) and prove Proposition B.6l(1).
Use (@II), (4I12) and R > 46, one can check that

R s 2R
log =~ < 1,
9 43/4R Clog 75 <

if we pick R > 46 > 400 to be large. Then we may apply Proposition 3.0l with ¢ = g, and
A =6031R7! to get

0> 4R galloc < 0**R7T - Clog —

E% (exp (%R Mg a(00)]))
<2 <IEZ° <exp (1693/2R*Q<M(ga)>T§H))) v (5.57)

where the quadratic variation is bounded by (recall (5.40))

LW ,
(M(ga) TR+1SQZZ )Z<ga(x+ei)).
n=0z€Z, =1
For any a,z € Z%, we define
V(R)
a = ga x + ez (558)

=1

so that

(M(g,) TR+1g2ZZZ _222 Ta)-

n=0 zcZ,



Therefore (B.57) becomes

TR .
/2
E% <exp <6’3/4R_1\MTQR+1(ga)\)) < 2(1@20 <exp (3203/23—2 3 Zn@)))) . (5.59)
n=0
It remains to bound
Tyt
E%0 <eXp (3293/21%*2 3 Zn@)», Va € 7%, (5.60)
n=0

In order to apply Proposition to get bounds for (L60), we will need bounds for
G(ga, T}Y). The definition of g, as in (5.58) gives

(gaaT() 3HgaHoo + Z sup Z pk T — ga )

k=1 $€ZR yezd

<3|gall% + Z Z sup Y pr(z — y)(ga(y + )

i=1 k=17€L% yezd,

<3lgallZ, + Z sup Y pi( = y)(ga(y))?

k=1 CEGZR yGZd
2R 2
<C(log(~5))* + Z sup Z ez — ) (gan(¥))?, (5.61)

where the last inequality is by (£10]), (II2). Use Lemma BI2l with 8 = 2 to get

G(Ga TH) Sc(log(QeR + 02(1 42 <log HR)Q + (k—P;)” ) (5.62)
<c¥ +CTR + c(1og Qf) . Clog TR + c(g) Y cmyye

<ol T () (Y o)) <o

where in the second inequality we have used logz < 2'/2, Vo > 0 and the third inequality
uses T/ < TR/6 and logx < 2'/3 | Va > 0.

Proof of Proposition [5.6l(i). By (5.59)), it suffices to give bounds for (5.60). Fix any
a € Z%,. Let A = 320%2R~? and n = T < LE. By (5.62) we have

3 T 1
INTRe R G(Gm, T <646%/2 R QR 7 c(T)? < oM. (5.63)
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If we pick § > 0 large enough so that ¢(7")/6'/? < 1/2, then we may apply Proposition B.5]
to get (recall | Zo| < 2R/V0)

R

TR
B (exp (332 Zu) ) <exp (NZole™F Gl (1 - 277 F G, 7))
k=0

2R R I
<exp (Ao 1) g (1= (D)) ™)
<exp (C(T)(1 - c(T)#)_l) < (20, (5.64)

where the second inequality uses (B.62)) and (5.63) and the last inequality follows by
c(T)/6"? < 1/2. Returning to ([5:59), we use (5.64) to get

EZO<eXp (63/4R’1]MTGRH(ga)]>> < 26T, (5.65)

thus completing the proof. [ |

6 Local time bounds in d = 3

In this section we give the proof of Proposition [T for d = 3. Recall Zy, € Mp(Z3,) satisfies
(i) Supp(Zo) € Qr,(0);
(ii) Zo(1) < 2R*f3(0)/0 = 2R*10g 0/, (6.1)
(i) Zo(gus) < mR?/0Y* Vu € R®.

Similar to d = 2, it suffices to get bounds for the local time at points in the integer lattice.

Proposition 6.1. Let d = 3. For any g € (0,1), T > 100 and m > 0, there exist
constants g1 > 100, x> 0 depending only on €y, T, m such that for all 0 > G, there
is some (€0, T, 0, m) > 40 such that for any R > gy and any Zy satisfying ([G61]), we

have

<ZZ <XMR VGGZ3QQ3Am\/IQgT ())21—60.

Proof of Proposition [I.7] in d = 3 assuming Proposition [6.3]1 This follows from sim-
ilar arguments used for d = 2. |

It remains to prove Proposition In view of (L9, it suffices to get bounds for

Zo(¢a), Mpryq(¢a) and Z:io Zy(¢q) where ¢,(x) = RV(R) > 0", pu(x — a). Recall from
([E3) that for any a,z € Z%,

_Jz—al?

) < CRZ n3/2 son = (g, 3(2). (6.2)
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Therefore we may use the above and (6.]) to see that

2

mR
Zo(pa) < CZpy(gas) < CW’ Ya € 7. (6.3)

Turning to Myr4(ge) and Zn 0 Zn(9a), we will also calculate their exponential mo-
ments.

Proposition 6.2. Let n = 1/8. For any T > 100, there exist constants Ggm(T') > 0 and
6g2(T) > 100 such that for all 0 > 6g=(T), there is some Kgp(T,0) > 40 such that for
any m >0, R > Kgm and any Zy satisfying (6.1, we have

@EZO(GXP<9‘°’”R4§ ©2)) < (). Va ez,

03/2R7 (R2/¢9 ,7/2‘ TS

sz 00 = Y Zel@n)l)) < CglT), Va#beZ’,

(i3) E% <exp < oz 0

Corollary 6.3. Foranyeg € (0,1) and T > 100, there exist constants xg31> 0 and g5 >
100 depending only on eo, T such that for all 0 > b=, there is some qm(eo,T, 0) > 46
such that for any m >0, R > Cgg and any Zy satisfying ©1), we have

T,
0 < R? 5
Zo 3 _ 0
(7 2260 < 3@ Yo € 20 Qe 0)21-3

Proof. By using Proposition [6.2] the proof follows in a similar way to that of Corollary
. [

In the previous calculation of the exponential moments, we never use the regularity
condition (iii) of Zy in ([6.1]). It was also not used in the corresponding calculation for d = 2
in Section Bl The case for the martingale term in d = 3 is slightly different—condition (iii)
of Zy will enter in the calculation of its exponential moments (see the proof of Proposition
[6.0). This makes the arguments rather tedious compared to other terms.

Proposition 6.4. Let n = 1/8. For any T > 100 and m > 0, there exist constants
Gga(T,m) > 0 and Ggg(T,m) > 100 such that for all 0 > Gg7(T,m), there is some
Kg(T, 0,m) > 40 such that for any R > K and any Zo satisfying @), we have

(i) IEZ°<eXp <077R Q\MTRJrl () )) < (gza(T,m), Va € Z°,
(r2/0)"

(i3) E#0 <exp <077R_2 @ — b7

| Mrppi(da)| — |MT9R+1(¢b)|D) <Ugza(T,m), VYa#be Z3.
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Corollary 6.5. For any ey € (0,1), T" > 100 and m > 0, there exist constants XG5 > 0
and Ggm = 100 depending only on eo,T,m such that for all 0 > Ggm), there is some
U0, T,0,m) > 40 such that for any R > (g and any Zy satisfying [6.1)), we have

2

R 3
A 3 0
P °<\MT9R+1(¢@)| < \EHpye Ve €Z°n an[ 10gf3(9)R9(0)) >1- .

Proof. By using Proposition [6.4] the proof follows in a similar way to that of Corollary
[

Assuming Proposition 6.2, Proposition [6.4] we first finish the proof of Proposition [6.11
Proof of Proposition 6.1l Fixey € (0,1), 7 > 100 and m > 0. Let g1 = max{f573, g7}

For any 6 > fg, we let (g = max{(g3/(co, T’ 0), (€0, T, 0,m)}. For any R > (g,

we let Zy be as in ([G.]). Apply Corollary to get with probability > 1 — g¢/2,
2

T,

0 & R

Ji2 E Zk(¢a) < XG3g1/16 Va € Z° N Q, oz 1(0) R (0). (6.4)
k=0 LH

Apply Corollary to get with probability > 1 — ¢q/2,

|MT§+1(¢a)‘ < X@Wa Va € Z°N Qmmm& (0). (6.5)
Therefore with probability > 1 — gy, both (64) and (6H) hold. Use (£3) to get for any
3
@€z Qs@m&@)v

R Z Zpy(N(a)) <Zo(¢a) + Myry1(da) + Ji2 Z Zn(¢a)

mR? R? e )
<Cur T \B3g1m T X635 = (Om+ a3+ e 1t

where the first inequality is by (6.3). The proof is complete by letting xg = Cm+xg3+
XE.5) [
It remains to prove Proposition and Proposition

6.1 Exponential moments of the drift term

R
In this section we will prove Proposition for the exponential moments of ZZ":O Z1(¢a)-
For any = € Z% and n > 1, we apply ([6.2) and Lemma 510 to get

ly—al?

D Py —2)daly) SCR DY paly —a) Y i/ S <CR-qeqge A (6.6)

yEZ‘}i{ yEZ‘}i{ k=1
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It follows that

G(¢a>TG 3H¢aHoo+Z sup Z pk y—z ¢a )

k=1 yEZR zeZd

TR 9
<CR+>» CR-qgh * < CR\JTF < (T) girz (6.7)
k=1

where the first inequality is by ([62), ([G8]), and the last inequality is by T)* < TR?/6.

Proof of Proposition B.2(i). Let A = 6%2R~*/logf and n = T} < T By (G1) we
have

0*2R*TR* , R’ 1

o(T)—= < C(T

oz ¢ ¢ Dgp =@

If we pick 6 > 0 large enough so that C(T)/logf < 1/2, then we may apply Proposition
BA to get (recall | Zy| < 2R?log6/0)

TRe
NTFe 5 G(o,, TS) <2 (6.8)

log6’

E7 ((exp (Afj Zu(n)) ) <exp (NZole B Glou TE(1 —~ 2XTFe & Glo, T)™)
k=0

<exp (Awgcm ;fﬂ (1 - (1) 10g0)™)
< exp (C(T)a — C(T)/log§)~ ) < 2elD), (6.9)

where in the second inequality we have used (67), (G8) and the last inequality is by
C(T)/logt < 1/2. H

Turning to the difference moments, we fix n = 1/8 throughout the rest of this section.
For any a # b € Z% and y € Z%, we have |(y —a) — (y — b)] > 1. So we may apply
Proposition B2 (ii) to get

- a—b y=al2 |yt
lpa(y) — du(y)| <RV (R Z k3/2R3<| |) (e o1k 4 e o)
k=1
© v—al? yb|2
SCR‘&—b’nZW(ei‘ | +€7‘ 642‘ ) (610)
k=1

For any = € Z%, b and Lemma [5.10 we have for any n > 1,
y Ry DY

> paly = 2)[aly) — d(y)|

yezd,
la—y/? _lb—yl?
<CR|a —b|" Z oy —x Z k(3+n /2( 6k 4 e 61k )
yezd,
<CR|a —b|"- qun*(“r" (6.11)
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Hence we may apply (6.10) and (G.I1) to get

7y
G(lda — ool T)") =360 — dulloc + D sup Y pr(y — 2)|aly) — d(v))|

d
k=1YELR z€7%,

15
<C(n)Rla—b|"+ CRla—b">  2qg1gk /2
k=1
n (R (1—n)/2 . R?*™n
<c(n)Rla —b|"(13") < d(D)la = b" s (6.12)

Proof of Proposition B2(ii). Let A = 03~/2R7*/(ja — b|"log§) and n = T < TE.
Note by ([612) we have

;%0 9B—/2 pn—4 T R2 R2
INTEem T G|y — b3, TF) §2‘& “logd 7 e’ c(T)|a — bl s
<C(T)/logb. (6.13)

If we pick 6 > 0 large enough so that C(7)/logf < 1/2, then we may apply Proposition
BH to get (recall |Zy| < 2R*log6/0)

E%0 <exp </\‘ zj: Zi(¢a) — zj: Zk(d)b)‘)) < EZO<eXp (Aizk(m N gbb‘)))

fo 1ft0 )
<exp (A Zole ® Gllga — aul, TF)(1 = 2NTfe = Gl — 1], T) ")

2R?log 0 R _
<exp <)\T6T ofT)|a = "S55 (1 = C(T) /log ) 1)
< exp <C(T)(1 — C(T)/log 9)—1) < 2T), (6.14)

where in the third inequality we have used (6.12)), ([€I3]), and the last inequality is by
C(T)/log® < 1/2. The second last inequality uses A\ = §G3~"/2R7=4/(|a — b|"1logh). So
the proof is complete. |

6.2 Exponential moments of the martingale term

Now we will turn to complicated martingale term MTGR +1(¢,) and give the proof of Propo-
sition

6.2.1 Proof of Proposition [6.4](ii)
We first prove Proposition [6.4((ii) and deal with

(Mg p1 ()] = (M (00)I] < [Msr (60) = Mg 1(66)] = [ Mgy (60 — é0)]
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Use (GI0) and R > 46 to get
072 R"2|a — b7 a — ¢blleo <O"*R"%|a — b|™"- CRla — b|"
<COPF <1,

if we pick 8 > 100 to be large. Then we may apply Proposition with ¢ = ¢, — ¢, and
A= 0"2R"2|q — b| 7" to get

R <exp (9”/21%”’2\& = b7 [ Mz (9)] — ‘MT?H(@’)’D)

<E% <exp (917/2]3?7*2‘@ - b[’”\MT;ﬁrl(% - ¢b)’))

<2(B% ((exp (1607 R* o — b= (M (6, — o)) rsia)) ) (6.15)
It suffices to bound
E% ((exp (160"R*"|a — b (M (60 — 61))1p1) ) (6.16)
By (540), the above quadratic variation is bounded by
L ® )
(M(60 = 60))z4 <2ZO > 2a) gy 2 (Gula+ e = nla+e) (617
n=0 zezg, =

Apply (GI0) to see that for any a # b € Z¢ and y € Z%, we have

!¢>a<y>—¢>b(y)!2gcRQ\a—bV”((Z W”‘“ﬁﬁ (> e )

1+n = _ly=al® _ly=o?
< CRla— b’%qf):Bl(T) ( Z k2+’7 MET Z k2+’7 o )’ (6.18)

where the last inequality is by Lemma [B.13 with o = H—”. Define for any a € Z% that

oo

1 _w—a?
faly) == Z 12 © ok~ and write f,(y) = Z faly +€;). (6.19)
k=1
Therefore we apply (IBEI) to see that (6I7) becomes
LV
(M (¢ — ¢6))7r 11 <2Z > Znl) - Clm) R a — b+ ViR (fa<x+ei>+fb<x+ei>)
n= O:BGZd i=1
—22 > Zl (mR?|a — b (fu(x) + fo(z))
n= O:BGZd
7yt
<CRa = b > (Zu(fa) + Zu(To)).
n=0
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Returning to (GI6]), we get

E7 <exp <169’7R2’7’4\a — b7 M (o — ¢b)>T9R+1>> (6.20)
<EZ% <exp (1609?71%2"*2 i: (Zn(fa) + Zn (ﬁ))))
< (E% (exp (320075 i zn(ﬁ))»m (E# (exp (32007 R22 i: Zn(ﬁ)>))1/27

where the last inequality is by the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality. Hence it suffices to bound

R
T9

EZ°<exp <320«9”R2n_2 Z Zn(ﬁ)>> for any a € Z°. (6.21)

We state in the following proposition a stronger result (with a higher exponent on 6).

Proposition 6.6. Letn =1/8. Forany K >0, m >0 and T > 100, there exist constants
Ugg > 0 and Ggg = 100 depending only on T, m, K such that for all 0 > Gg7, there is
some (gg(T,0,m, K) > 40 such that for any R > (g and any Zy satisfying €1]), we

have

R
T9

EZ°<eXp <K6’277R277_2 Z Zn(ﬁ))) < Ggg(T,m, K), Va € Z,. (6.22)
n=0
Proof of Proposition [6.4](ii) assuming Proposition [6.6l. Let n = 1/8, m > 0 and

T > 100. Let K = 32C and 6, R be as in Proposition so that (@22]) holds. Hence it
follows that

1
EZ°<eXp (3209”32"—2 3 Zn(ﬁ))) < Ggg(T, m, 32C), Va € 72, (6.23)
n=0
Combining (610, (6€20) and ([€23]), we may conclude
Z A 1/2
B (exp (=i | M (0] = Mg (90)]]) ) < 2Ggg(T m.320)' 7, (620
thus completing the proof of Proposition [G.4](ii). [ |

The proof of Proposition is rather complicated and so we postpone its proof till
the end of this section. The reason for considering a different exponent on # is because
the same term will appear in the proof of Proposition [6.4)(i), which we now give.
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6.2.2 Proof of Proposition (i)

We move next to the exponential moment of Myr(¢,). By (@3], for any R > 46 with
0 > 100 large, we have

0"R?||palloe < OTR*-CR<SCOT ' <1,
So we may apply Proposition with ¢ = ¢, and A = 0"R2 to get
1/2
E% <exp (9WR—2\MT§+1(¢(1);)) < 2(1@20 <eXp <1602’7R‘4(M(¢a))T6R+1>>> . (6.25)

It suffices to bound

EZ0 ( exp <1662’7R’4(M(¢a))TGR+1> ) . (6.26)
Recall from (5.40) that
V(R)
(M (¢a)) 741 szz > Zu( ) > (falz +€:))
n=0 zezd, i=1
V(R)
<zc2z > Zu( ) > (Gas( +€))*. (6.27)
n=0 ze74, i=1

where the last inequality is by (6.2). Recall from (GI19) that

o0
_ly—al® a\Q
64k
2 : k2+n

k=1

where 7 = 1/8. We first establish the following bounds for 9273.

Lemma 6.7. There is some absolute constant (g > 0 such that for any R > 400 and
a € 7%,

(9a3())* < GggR*™" fuy) + G Yy € Z (6.28)
Proof. Recall that
N B
9a3(y) = RZ 132¢ ly=al”/(32k) (6.29)
k=1

We first consider |y —a| > R > 1. Use Lemma [5.9] to see that

32
(9a,3W))*Lgy-aizry < R? CE:QI — 5 Hy—azry < C.
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Next, if 1 < |y — a] < R, we use Lemma [0.9] again to get

1 32
(9a,3(1))*L{1<ly—al<} §R2C{5:9|(§)2m1{1<|y—a\<3}
2+om 641tn
<CR ml{KhﬁaKR}a (6-30)

where in the last inequality we have used |y — a|] < R. On the other hand, we apply
Lemma B9 to f, to get

641tn
JaW)l<py—a<ry > gl + n)ml{ldyfakl%}- (6.31)

Combine (630) and (631)) to arrive at
(ga,3(y))21{1<\yfa|<R} < OR2+27}(1 + n)_lfa(y)l{KlyfaKR} < CR2+2nfa(y)'
Finally for |y — a| < 1, we have

1 \2 9
W) <R,

WE

(9a.3(¥)) 1 gy—a<1y < R? (

=
Il

1

for some constant ¢; > 0. Next we have

oo

1 1
Faly)Lly—al<1y = €750 ) =
k=1

for some constant ¢y > 0. Therefore it follows that
C1
(ga,3(y>>21{|yfa\§1} < 01]%2 < C_2R2+2nfa(y>1{\yfa|§1} < CR2+2nfa(y>'
By adjusting constants, we complete the proof. [ |

Apply the above lemma to see that (6.217) becomes

1 V(R)

(M@ rgn S2C° 33 Zula) - s D "ol + ) (6.32)

n=0 zezd, i=1

2 2 2
+2C°Y " Zu(x) - g < CR™™Y " Zu(fa) + C Y Zu(1).
n=0 n=0

= d
n=0 TELG
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Returning to (620]), we use (632) to arrive at

%0 ( exp <1662’7R*4<M(¢a))T5+1>> (6.33)

<E” ((exp (1601 R (CR2H g: Zn(fa) +C g: 2,1)))
TR = i T 1/2

) o 1/2 )
< <IEZ° <exp (32092’71%2’7*2 A fa)> )) (EZO ( exp (32092"3*4 A 1)) )) ,
n=0 n=0
where the last inequality is by the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality. Now we are ready to finish

the proof of Proposition [6.4(1).

Proof of Proposition [6.4](i). Let n = 1/8, m > 0 and 7" > 100. Let K = 32C and
0, R, Zy be as in Proposition so that (622) holds. Hence we have for any a € Z%,

7y
%0 <exp (32002’732"*2 3 Zn(ﬁ))) < Ogg(T, m, 32C), (6.34)
n=0

thus giving bounds for the first term on the right-hand side of (6.33]). For the second term,
we note that

T 2
GLTH=3+T) <2 f : (6.35)

where the last is by (CI4). Let A = 32C0*'R~* and n = T < 2£. Then (G35) implies

R, 2 2
2)\TfeTfT2G(1,T9R) < 64002’7]%4%5 : 2T5 < C(T) 9212,7-

(6.36)

If we pick 6 > 0 large enough so that C(T)/6%>72" < 1/2, then we may apply Proposition
B to get (recall | Zy| < 2R*log6/0)

E% ( exp <320«9277R_4 Ti Zn(l))) = E%o <exp <)\ Ti Zn(l)))

TR0 TFo
<exp (A Zole ™ G(LT)(1 = 20T e G(1LTf) ™)
2R?log 0 TR?
<exp </\ eog el .2 7 (1-— C’(T)/«92_277)_1>
log 0 .
<exp (e(T) 3555, -2) < e, (6.37)
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where in the second inequality we have used (638) and ([636). The second last inequality
is by C(T)/6?7*" < 1/2 and the last inequality uses logf < 62727 for § > 100. Now

combine ([634) and (6.37) to see that (G.33]) becomes
E% <exp <1602”R*4<M(¢G)>T§+1)) < Cgg(T, m, 32C) 22 = C(T,m).  (6.38)

Hence we conclude from (6.25)), (638)) that

E% <exp <eﬁR—2\MTQR+1(¢a)|)) < 20(T,m)"?, (6.39)
thus finishing the proof of Proposition [6.4]1). |

6.2.3 Proof of Proposition

Finally we will prove Proposition [6.6] thus completing the proof of Proposition Nev-
ertheless, applying Proposition won’t direct us to the conclusion immediately. Recall

faly) =0, #6_% where n = 1/8. By Lemma[.0] for any |y —a| > 1 we have f,(y)
is bounded above and below by |y — a|~>7%7 up to some constants, which is too singular a
function to integrate in d = 3. To solve this issue, by recalling the generator £ from (1],
we will find some 1), such that Lv¢,(z) = —f,(y) and then use the martingale problem
B217) to get the desired bounds. By Green’s function representation (see, e.g., (4.24) and
(4.25) of [11]), for any a € Z%, we define

Ya(@) = Y Y pa(r —y)fuly), Vr€Zf (6.40)

yez3, n=0

The following lemma justifies the absolute convergence of the above summation. This idea
also originates from the fact that

1 1
—1 _
e~ R

where A™! is the inverse Laplacian operator on R3. Similar idea has been used in the
proof of Lemma 2.2 in [§].

Lemma 6.8. There is some absolute constant > 0 such that for any R > Kgo) and
any x,a € 73,

o0
_ \z—a\Q

Uale) = 33 e - 9)A) < @EY. e
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o0
1 ly—al?
) = XSm-S e
yGZ% n=0 k=1
o0 o) o0
1 _je—ap? e 1 y—ap?
SZ e T Z Z REYCY T Z Erri
k=1 yezd, n=1 k=1
- N T T Qe _le=yl® _ly=af?
_Z e +Zk2+n Zn3/2R3 e Gin e 6k (6.41)
k=1 k=1 n=1 yezd

where in the last inequality we have used k**" > k™7 32 < 64 and Fubini’s theorem.
It suffices to bound the second term above. Use Lemma [b.§(i) with s = 1/(64n) and
t =1/(64k) to get

ly|?
lz—y2 _ |y—al? Jz—al? w2 w2 Jz—al? 5
E e~ en e oak <23e 0i(ktn) e 6in e 64k — Se  64(k+n) e Site
YELY YELY yezd,
jo—a|? 5,320k 5

<8 gyl (o)™

32nk

where the last inequality is by Lemma [B.8|(ii) applied with u = > 1. Hence it follows

that

I S T eyl jyaf?
‘_Z L2+n n3/2 R3 Z e e

k=1 n=1 yezd
< Z L2t n3/2R386 64(k+") R ( nt k)
k=1 n=1
e I TG | =1 - a2 1
- T (——)3/2 — - ~ odn
SO; J 172 ;e R Py O; /2 n_zkﬂe T

Apply Fubini’s theorem to the right-hand side term above to get

n—1

b _\zfa\Q 1 1 zfa\Q 1
1 SOZG o n3/2 Z Lt1/2 OZ o n3/2 - Cn)n>""
k=1

and so the proof is complete by (G.4T]). [
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The above lemma gives the absolute convergence of v, and so we have (recall (£1]))

V(R)
Eﬂ)a : ¢a x + 62 77Z)a(x))
L V(R)
=Y fuly Zv (Pu(® + € —y) — pa(z — y))
=) L)) (poni(r —y) — pulz —y))
=Y fa@)(=polz = y)) = —fal2), (6.42)

where the third equality uses (£Z). By the linearity of L, if we define

B L v®
o(x) = m ; oz + €;), (6.43)
then it follows that
Lig(1) = ——— Z falz+€;) = —falz). (6.44)

Replace ¢ in (327) with 1), and use (6.44) to get for any N > 1,

- - g N1 B B N-1
I () =Z0() — (4 ) 3 32 TalV™) 4 M) + 3 O Zu(¥)
n=0 |a\:n n=0
0 N—-1 o L 0 N—-1 L
—Zo(%) - (1 + ﬁ) Zn(fa) + MN(wa) + 2 Zn(wa)
n=0 n=0

Let N =T + 1 and rearrange terms to arrive at

0 _
1 + =% Z Z fa ZO %) ZTR—f—l(wa) + MTR-i—l (%) R2 Z Zn(%)

n=0
<Zo(Va) + My, ($a) + Z Zn(1ha). (6.45)

Now we are ready to give the proof of Proposition [6.6l
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Proof of Proposition 6.6l Let X > 0, m > 0 and 7" > 100. For any 6§ > 100 and
R > 46, we use (6.49) to get for any a € Z}, and any Z; as in (G.1)),

R
TG

E% <exp (K@Z"RZ"*Q ; Z, (ﬁ)))
0
SEZO <exp <K0277R277*2 <ZO(%) + MTGRJA(%) + % Z Zn(%)))
n=0

<o (k20 « (5 (o (01 11, 5))

X <EZ° ( exp <2K«92’7R2"2% % Z (%)) ) ) v (6.46)
n=0

where we have used the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality in the last inequality. It suffices to
bound the three terms on the right-hand side of (6.46]), which we now give.

R N
(1) First we consider Z:io Z,(¥a). By Lemma B8 and Lemma EI0, for any a,x € Z%,
we have for any n > 1,

1 e _
Dy =) S @R D ply—0) Y e ™ < GEEIm
yEZ% yEZ% k=1
and so it follows that
> paly — 2)¥aly) < ERETI " (6.47)
yeZS,
By Lemma [6.8, we also have
[$alloe < C (6.48)

for some constant C' > 0. Apply (6.47) and (6.48) to get

i
G0, Tf) =3|[allcc + Y sup > pily — 2)¢a(2)

d
k=1 Y<LR sezd

T} B
B B }%2 2n
<C+ ) @REIF "< CH TN T <)y (649)
k=1
Let A\ = 2K0'+21R*~* and n = TJ* < 22 Then by (G4J) we have
e TR? R22 1
INTFe 72 G(i,, TF) < 4K01+2’71~22’7*476T (1) gy SCNK g (6.50)
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If we pick 6§ > 0 large enough so that C(T)K/6'~37 < 1/2, then we may apply Proposition
BA to get (recall | Zy| < 2R?log6/0)

TF TF

B4 ((exp (200021 R z_j 20@))) = B (exp (A3 2400)) )

e e
<exp (A Zole 7 G, T (L = 20T e GG, 1))

2R?log 6 R22n e
(ATGT.C(T) S (1= C(DK /') 1)
log
917377

<exp

<exp <Kc(T) . 2) <exp(2Kc(T)), (6.51)

where in the second inequality we have used ([6.49), (G50). The second last inequality is
by C(T)K/0' 3" < 1/2 and the last inequality uses log# < 6'=" for § > 100.

(i) Next we consider Mpr +1(¥a). Use R > 460 and (648) to get
2K 0P R212 [ty ]| 0o < 2KO*1247172C < 1 (6.52)

if we set § > 100 to be large. Then we may apply Proposition with ¢ = 1, and
A\ = 2K6?"R*1~2 to get

R %0 ( exp (2[(92’71«22’7*2J\4T@R+1 (%)) )
<2 <IEZO ( exp <64K294’7R4’7’4 <M(%))T9RH) ) ) v (6.53)

Use (£.40) to see that

V(R)

75
_ 1
(M) rpin <2D ) Zn(x) - i) > (ol +€)). (6.54)
n=0 ez, i=1
By Jensen’s inequality, we have for any y € Z%,
V(R

) 2
(T = (77 2o Vel +0) < g 2 (aly+ )"

and so (6.54) becomes

M@ <230 Y 20) - 5

n=0 74 i=1 j=1
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For any a € Z4%, we define

R
ha(z) = a i , Vrelk 6.55
so that
75 75
<M(¢a)>TQR+1 SQZ Z Zy(@) - he(z) =2 Z Zn(h
n=0 zczd n=0
R
Returning to (6.53]), we have
E% ( exp (2}(9277}2277—2MTQR+1 (@)))
I 1/2
gz(EZO ( exp (128K204”R4"‘4 3 Zn(ha)>>> . (6.56)
n=0
It suffices to bound
75
EZ0 ( exp (128K204”R4"‘4 3 Zn(ha)) ) (6.57)
n=0
Use Lemma and then Lemma to see that
2 2 = 1 _ lo—a)® 2
(wa(y)) —m(z k1+776 64 >
k=1
[ a
SCI%ECM Z REST T, Wy e 74, (6.58)
k=1
Now apply (E58) and Lemma to get for any n > 1 and z € Z4,
o B 704‘2 B
5 s D) <€) Y 93 ke 5 < Clong v
yeZS, yeLS, k=1
We conclude from (653]) and the above that
> paly — 2)ha(y) < Cln)qgg-n ™" < Cn™ ™. (6.59)

d
yeLE
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Recall ([6.55) again and use Lemma [G.8 to get [|ha]le < ||t0all?, < ¢ for some ¢ > 0. Now
use ([659) to arrive at

G(ha, T5") =3 hall +Z sup Y pu(y — 2)ha(2)

n=1 yGZR zeZd

;'
R2—4n
<c+ ch—2n <c+ C(TQR)I_QU < c(T) =T (660)
n=1
Let A = 128K%0* R*~* and n = T} < T2 By (G60) we have
il L TR? R>4 1
2T e G(ha, Ty) < 256 K20 R™ 4TGT () f1-2n <OMK’ §2—6n" (6.61)

If we pick 6 > 0 large enough so that C(T)K?/6*757 < 1/2, then we may apply Proposition
BA to get (recall | Zy| < 2R?log6/0)

E% ( exp (128[(262’7]%4"’4 g: Zk(ha)))

k=0
</\\Zo\e 4 Ghe, T (1 — AT et G(ha,TeR))‘l)
2R?log 0 R o
<exp </\TgeT-c(T) Gy (L= C(D)K?/6) 1)
log 0
<exp (e(1)K* 555 - 2) < DK, (6.62)

where in the second inequality we have used (6.60) and (G61)). The second last inequality
is by C(T)K?/6* % < 1/2 and the last inequality uses logd < #*~% for § > 100.

Now combine (650) and ([6.62) to see that if # > 100 is chosen large enough, then we
have

% <exp <2K92"R2"‘2MT6R+1(%)>> < 2e<MK?/2, (6.63)

(iii) It remains to bound Zy(v,). We first give the following bound on 1),.

Lemma 6.9. There is some absolute constant Cgg > 0 such that for any R > Kgo) and
a€Z%,

R, (x) < Cggas(z) + Gy Vo € Zg,. (6.64)
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Proof. For any a,z € Z%, we use Lemma 6.8 and Lemma 5.9 to get

lz—al?

[o¢] 1 B
Ran/)a (:E) SRQn Z —k1+n e~ 64k
k=1

64"
T —a

SRTCL ooy + B O]

R*
<SRYCjaaj<1y + Ol =g Hasle—ai<iy T Clfle—aiz2ry

2 Ljz—a>1}

R
<CRI.- a|<1}+0‘ ,1{1<|$ al<iy + Cliju_al> Ry, (6.65)

where in the last inequality we have used R*" < R for the first term (recall R > 1) and
R/|x — a| > 1 for the second term. Recall from (6.29]) that

r—a 32k
Ga3(x Rzkw ~lo—al®/(32k), (6.66)

If [ —a| > R, by ([660) we get R*")y(x)1{jz—q>ry < C, thus giving ([E64). Turning to
|z —a| < 1, we can find some constant ¢; > 0 such that

o0

_ 1
gaqg(x)]_{‘x,a‘gl} > Re 1/32 Z 1372 1{|x al<1} > ClRl{\x al<1}> (667)

k=1

thus giving
2n C
R wa(x)l{\a:—a\gl} < ORl{\x—a\gl} < C_lga,3(x)1{|$—a|§1} < Cga,3(x)'

Finally if 1 < |x — a|] < R, we may apply Lemma [5.9] to get

1. 32/2 R
9a,3(2) L 1<jo—al<Rr} > R(2)| |1{1<|$ al<R} = 02H1{1<\$—a\<R}

for some constant ¢; > 0. By (6.60), we get

R C
R*"po(2) {1 <|p—aj<ry < C‘ ‘1{1<\a: a<ry < 2ga,3(x)1{1<\a:—a\<R} < Cgas(x).

By adjusting constants, we complete the proof. |
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Now we may apply the above lemma to get for any a € Z%,

V(R)

R*2Zo(¢a) = Z > Zo(x)R*"p(x + €;)

=1 zezd,

<C{5:9|R 220 )+ C@R_ —) Z T)ga3( + €;)

V(R)
—2 -2
SCR Zo(l) + CR m Z ZO(gafei,ZS)'

=1

m&.

Recall that Zj is as in (€] and we use conditions (ii) and (iii) to see that the above
becomes

log 0 m+1
0 +001/4_O IO (6.68)

R*"2Z4(1),) <C

where the last inequality uses log < 3% for § > 0. This is the only place we use the
regularity condition (iii) of Zy when calculating the exponential moments. Returning to
([644), we use the above to get

- !
exp (KGR 22,(02)) < exp (K@ch"glz ) = Ko, (6.69)

where the last equality is by n = 1/8.

Finally we combine (6.46), (651), (6.63) and (6.69) to see that

TR
% <exp <K02"R2" 22 n(ﬁ)))
n=0
SeoK(m+1) . (zec(T)KQ/Q)l/Q(GQKc(T))1/2 _ C’(T, m, K), (6.70)
thus completing the proof. [ |

7 Regularity of branching random walk

In this section we give the proof of Proposition Recall from ([32)) that we assume

Zo(1) < 2R £4(0)/90. (7.1)
Recall TF = [TR*!/6] and
1 TR™! TR*!
200 < 3 <TH< : (7.2)

Before proceeding to the proof of Proposition [[L8] we first give the proof of Corollary
by assuming Proposition
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Proof of Corollary assuming Proposition [L8 Fix ¢y € (0,1), T > 100 + &5

Let 6]1(] = m > 100 and choose 8 > 6]1(] Let q]:g = qu > 460 and choose R > qu

Let Zy be as in ([ZJ]). First we use (L22) to see that

0
Rd* 1

where the inequality uses ([2]). By Markov’s inequality, it follows that

B (Zgp(1)) = (1 + 20) ™ Zo(1) < 7 2(1),

pZo (ZTQR(D > eQTZO(1)> <e T <e, (7.3)
where the last inequality is by e’ > T > e;'. Hence with probability larger than 1 — &,
we have Zpr(1) < e*''Zy(1).

Next, recalling Ry = y/R41/0, we fix u 6~ QS\/MRQ(O)j. In view of Proposition
(L8 it suffices to get a uniform in u bound for Z;r(gu,q) where Zpr(-) = Zpr(- N Qur,(0)),

Notice that 84/log f4(¢) > 8 for > 100. Hence for any = € Q4g,(0), we have |u—z| > 4Ry.
In d = 2, we use (L30) to see that for any = € Q4g,(0),

Gu2(r) < C(l + log™ <§ 161R§>> =C

and so it follows that

Zrp(gu2) = D Zpr(@)gua(x) < CZpr(1).

IEZ%QQ;;RQ (0)

On the event {Z7r(1) < e*'Zy(1)}, the above becomes

/ 2
Zrg(9u2) < C- e Z(1) < CGQTRT\@ < O(T) g

where the second inequality uses ([I]). Similarly in d = 3, by ([L30) we have for any
r € Qur,(0),

(7.4)

R
gus(z) < C— < CV0. (7.5)
’ 4Ry
It follows that
ZTGR(guS) = Z ZrR (2)gu3(x) < C\/EZTQR(l)'

$EZ‘§OQ4R€ (0)
On the event {Z7r(1) < e*"Zy(1)}, we have

- , )
Zrr(gus) < CVO -1 Zy(1) < CVo - 62TM R
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where the last inequality is by log# < /4 for §# > 100. Now we conclude from (Z3)), (Z4),

[Q) that

B Rdfl .
pZo <ZTeR(gu,d) < C(D)Jr Y€ Qq im0 ) >1— & (7.7)
By Proposition [[L8 the proof is complete by letting mg = mg+ C(7T). [ |

Now we return to Proposition [[8 To do this, we will calculate the corresponding
exponential moments. Throughout the rest of this section, we fix n = 1/8.

Proposition 7.1. Let d = 2. For any T > 100, there exist constants Gr(T) > 0 and
Gr1(T) > 100 such that for all 0 > 67(T), there is some Krq(T,0) > 40 such that for
any R > K7y and any Zy satisfying (L), we have

(i) E% <exp (91/23*1%5(9%2))) < Gry(T), Vue R
(i) % (exp (027 L2 7 0,) — Zigl0,)])) < G, Vu £ v e RS

| — ol

Proposition 7.2. Let d = 3. For any T > 100, there exist constants CGr(T) > 0 and
Gr2(T) > 100 such that for all 0 > 67=o(T), there is some KT, 0) > 40 such that for
any R > K and any Zy satisfying (1)), we have

(i) E? ((exp (911/()2;922@(9%3))) < Gry(T), Vue RS

‘91/2R72 (RZ/Q)”/Z
logf |u—o|"

(i3) E% <exp <

Proof of Proposition [I.8 assuming Propositions [7.1], For any T, 0, R fixed, the
random measure Zyr is a.s. finite and {gu,q : u € R?} are continuous functions that are
uniformly bounded (see, e.g., (L0) and [@.I2)). Hence the family {Z;r(gua) : v € R?}
is an almost surely continuous random field. By applying Lemma [5.2] we may finish the
proof of Proposition in a way similar to that of Corollary GAl So the details are
omitted. |

| Z 17 (Gu3) — ZTGR(gv,:s)\)) < (gro(T), Yu#veR’

It remains to prove Propositions [I.1] [[.2, which we now give.

7.1 Exponential moments of ZTGR(gu’2> ind=2
Let d = 2. For any u € R? and x € Z%, Lemma 512 with n = T and 8 = 1 implies
1 2R R \1/2
> prale = y)gua(y) <A1+ g log - + (552
(2 )
20 2R R 260 \1/2
<c<1 el <——) )<0T, 7.8
s\t 7o t\g7R) ) =¢@) (7.8)
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where in the second inequality we have used (Z.2) and log s < s, Vs > 0. Apply Proposition
and ([Z2) to get

0 570
E*(Zyp(gu2)) = (L4 ) D7 prple = y)gua(y) < e b C(T) < o(T).
yezs,
So it follows that (recall |Zo| < 2R/v0 in d = 2)
Z R
B (Zyp(g.2) < (D) ] < OT) oy (7.9)

Proof of Proposition [1](i). Let A = #Y2R™" and n = T' < ZE. Next, recall from
(30) to see that
TRe R 1
Xe T G(guo, TS < 0V2R 1T C(T)5 < T3 (7.10)

If we pick 6 > 0 large enough so that ¢(T)/6'/? < 1/2, then we may apply Corollary 3.4
to get

B (exp (V2ap(002)) ) < exp (NE# (Zip(002)(1 = 2 Gl TS )
R

R
< exp (AC(T) 775 (1 = e(1)/67)71) < exp (AC(T) o5 - 2) = 2,

where we have used (Z9), (ZI0) in the second inequality and the last inequality is by
¢(T)/6"? < 1/2. Thus the proof of Proposition [I|(i) is finished. |

Turning to the difference moments in Proposition [[1J(ii), we fix any u # v € R%. By
(3.44) of [18], for any 0 < av < 1, there exists some constant C'(a)) > 0 such that

|y |z ly|2

z|? 2
\e’% —e 2 | < Cla)t™ |z — y\"‘(e’TL +e aw), Vt > 0,2,y € R (7.11)

Use the above with a@ = 7 to see that for any y € RY, we have

1, w—w? ly—v?
@_MVR_WQ_ 32k e 3%

NE

9u2(y) — gu2(y)] <

k=1
<3 L) (a6k) o
N k
k=1
" . 1 _ly—uf? ly—vl?
<Clu—o Y e e a8
k=1
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It follows that for any n > 1 and z € Z%,

> Py = 2)|gu2y) = gu2(v)]

yezs,
<Clu —vl|" Z oy — ) Z ! (e*‘ya_ﬁzi‘2 te ‘y;;ﬂi‘?)
- " k(2+n)/2
§C]u—v[”-2qmn’”/2 < Clu — |2, (7.13)

where the second inequality is by Lemma 510 Apply Proposition and (ZI3) with
n=TF to get

B (Zap (e — 02) =0+ 70 3 prply = 0)lg0200) — gealv)

yeZS,
7450 1TRN /2
<e™m Clu—v"(Ty) ™ < Ce"|u— v\”(§7) n
=C(T)|u — v|"R™"24"?,

where in the last inequality we have used (2). So we have (recall |Zy| < 2R/0'/?)

B2 (Zp(1gus — gual)) < | Zo|C(T)|u— o[ " R™"2¢"/
< C(T)|u — v|"RY=/290=1)/2, (7.14)

Next, we apply (TI2) and (CI3]) again to see that

7yt
G(19us = g2l T =3llgus = guzlleo + D sup Y pr(y — 2)|gua(y) — gua(y)]

d
kzlyeZRzGZ%
R
Ty

<Clu—v|"+ Clu — v]”Zk’g
k=1

}%1fn/2

<Clu —v|" (T < ¢(T)|u — o' (7.15)

where in the last inequality we have used ([Z.2]).

Proof of Proposition [Z.1I(ii). Let A = §4="/2R7/2" 1y — |7 and n = Tff < ZE. By
([CI3) we have

p(1=m)/2 pn/2—1 R1-1/2 1

el e(T)|u—v|" < ¢(T)

5o .
Ae B G(|guz = gual, Ty") < i S

q
I (7.16)
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If we pick # > 0 large enough so that ¢(7")/6'/?> < 1/2, then we may apply Corollary 3.4
to get

E” <exp <)‘|ZT9R(gu,2) — Zgp (9v,2)|)) < EZO<6XP </\ZT9R(‘gu,2 - g'u,2‘)))
exp (NE (Ziz (1902 = 902)) (1 = Ae"Gllguz = g0l Ti) )
b (ACT)u— o 'R0 D2 (1 — o(T) ') )

Xp (AC(T)\u — |TRI/29(=1/2 . 2) _ 20,

INIA

IN
e

where we have used ([[I14]), (ZIG) in the third inequality and the last inequality is by
c(T)/6"? < 1/2. So the proof is complete. |
7.2 Exponential moments of Z;r(g,3) in d =3
Let d = 3. Fix u € R For any z € Z%, we may apply Lemma E.I0 to get for any n > 1,
> 1 7\y*u\2 _

D= 2)gusW) =R Y paly—2) ) mme” @ <R ? (717)

yezd, yezd, k=1
By Proposition B3] we have

E$(ZT9R (gu,?))) Z pTR gu 3(y)
yeZS,
TR0
<e™ R g7y~ < C(1)9'?,

where in the last inequality we have used (.2). Hence it follows that (recall in d = 3 that
| Zo| <2R*1og6/0)

log 0
E?(Zpp(gu3)) < |Z|C(T)0"? < C(T)R* 75 (7.18)
Next we use (&0 and (ZI7) to see that
(gu37T0 ) 3ng3Hoo +Z sup Z pk -z gu3 )
k=1 yGZR zEZd
T 9
SCR+ Y R-qgqup* < CR\TS < o(T) s, (7.19)
k=1

where in the last inequality we have used ([2]).
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Proof of Proposition [7.2/(i). Let A = §'/2R~2/logf and n = T} < &%, By (Z.19) we
have

TR9 91/2R_2 - RQ 1

Ae T G(gus, T)Y) < . C(T)W <¢(T) (7.20)

log 6 ¢ log6’

If we pick € > 0 large enough so that ¢(T")/log# < 1/2, then we may apply Corollary B.4]
to get

8% (e (Map(005)) ) < exp (NE# (Zgp0u)) (1~ A Glgus, )

<exp <)\C(T)R2 1;529 (1 — ¢(T)/log 9)—1)

R*logd
<exp <)\C(T) 955’ . 2) — 200

where we have used (TI8), (20) in the second inequality and the last inequality is by
c(T)/logh < 1/2. ]

Turning to the difference moments, we fix u # v € R%. For any y € R, by (TII)) with
a =1 we have

ly—ul® u\ 711\2
‘gu,S(y) ’ <RZ k‘3/2 ’6 32k — 32k ‘

ly—v|?

ly—ul?
<RZ = /2 N)(16k) " |u — v|"(e” o e )

ly—u|? ly—wv|?

+e e ). (7.21)

1
_ _ " -
=CRlu— | Z L(3+n)/2 (e
k=1
For any z € Z%, we may use the above and Lemma [EI0 to get for any n > 1,

> paly — 2)[gus(¥) — gus(v)l

yezs,
=1 ly—u? _Jy—of?
gCR‘u — 1)"7 Z pn(y _ x) Z W(@ 61k -+ ¢~ 64k )
yezd, k=1
<CRlu—v|"- 2qggn"""/? < CRJu — v~ 04/, (7.22)

By using Proposition and the above, we get for any z € Z%,

E*(Zpp(|9us — 903l) = TN praly — 0)19us(y) — gus(v)]

yeZS,

TRo
<e 't CRu—o|" - 2qqq(Ty) "7 < C(T) R0 |u — w7,
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where in the last inequality we have used (T2)). Hence it follows that (recall |Zy| <
2R%*log0/0)

E”(Zzp(I9us = gual)) < |1 Zo|C(T) RGP 0 —w]”

log 0

2—n
< C(O) Ry

lu —v|™. (7.23)

Next we use ([C2ZI)) and (T22]) to get

Tyt
G(‘gu,fﬁ - g'u,?)‘a TGI%) :?)ng,?) - gU,3Hoo + Z Sup Z pk(y —_ Z)|gu73(y) — gU’3(y)|
k=1 yeZ‘}i{ ZGZ‘}2
Tyt
<CR|u —v|"+ CRJu — v|" Z L~ (+n)/2
k=1
R

<CRJu— "I < o(T)u ~ Gyt

(7.24)

Proof of Proposition [T.2(ii). Let A\ = |u — v|7700=7/2R7-2/log§ and n = T} < T2,

By (Z24]) we have

o p-m/i2pn=2 . R2n - c(T)

4 R
\e R G(‘gu,3 _g'u,3|7T6 ) < W@ . C(T)|U - U| f1-n)/2 — IOgQ

(7.25)

If we pick € > 0 large enough so that ¢(T")/log# < 1/2, then we may apply Corollary B.4]
to get (recall | Zg| < 2R%*log6/6)

E% ((exp (A Znplgus) = Zop(90s)) ) < B (exp (AZra(lgus — gual) ) )
TRe
<exp (AEZO(ZTg(Igu,s — go3)) (1 = A G| gus — gusl, TaR))‘l)

. log0 _
< exp ()\C(T)R2 ﬂe(fnw i — v["(1 — (T)/log 6) 1)

_ log6
<o T 5) <

where we have used ([23)), (Z25) in the third inequality and the last inequality is by
c(T)/logh < 1/2. So the proof is complete. |

8 Mass propagation of SIR epidemic
Finally we will prove Proposition [L4] in this section. Fix any 5 € (0,1), > 0 and

T > 100 satisfying (LI8). We will choose § > 100 and R > 46 large below. Recall that

73



we assume 79 C Z% is as in (LI7) such that

(i) 0 € Qr,(0)
(ii) R £4(0)/6 < Inol < 14+ R f4(0)/6 (8.1)
(iii) |no N Q(y)| < KBa(R),Vy € Z,

where [, is defined as in (IL.I6) and K > 100 is some large constant to be chosen. Let n be
an SIR epidemic process starting from (1, po) where py is any finite subset of Z4% disjoint
from 79. Recall that A(0) = {(0,1),(1,0)} in d = 2 and A(0) = {(0,1,0),(1,0,0)} in
d = 3. Fix any y € A(0). It suffices to show that

P ({1,101 @, (wFo)| < Iml} N N()) < 5

where

N(x) = {lpzz NN (2)] < vR, Yz € Z}).

Recall that we also write ng(z) = 1(x € no) for x € Z% so that ny € Mp(Z%). Define
Zo = mo so that Zy dominates 7y and |Zy| = |no|. Then we may apply Lemma to
couple a branching random walk (Z,,) starting from Z, with n so that Z,, dominates 7,
for any n > 0, i.e. Z,(z) > n,(z) for any z € Z%.

The outline for the proof of Proposition [[4] is as follows: We first prove that with
high probability, Z;r(Qr,(yRe)) = 6[no|. Next on the event N(x), we show that the
SIR epidemic 7 satisfies with high probability, nTéa(QRe (yRy)) > 2|no|. Finally we use
the dominating branching random walk again to show that with high probability, the
difference between npr(Qr,(yRy)) and thinned version ﬁgR(Q R, (YRyp)) is no larger than

|no|, thus completing the proof.

8.1 Mass propagation of branching envelope

We show in this subsection that Zzr(Qr,(yL%)) = 6[no| holds with probability larger than
1 — €9/8, which is done by calculating its first and second moments. First we consider
the branching random walk Z = (Z,) starting from a single particle at = € Qg,(0) N Z%
whose law is denoted by P*. By ([L22)) we know (Z,(1)) is a Galton-Watson process with
offspring distribution Bin(V(R),p(R)). Use the mean and variance formula for Galton-
Watson process to see that (see, e.g., Chapter 4.7 of [17])

E(Zpp(1)) = (V(R)p(R)™ = (1+ (8.2)

and
N 0 0 o (1+ 520 —1
0 )TgR R < 2T R
Rd-1 0 — o




Hence it follows that
Var® (Zps(Qr, (o)) <E*(Zrp(Qr, (yFo))?) < B (Zgp(1)?)
Rd—l Rd—l
2T

0 + (GT)2 S 2€2TT. (83)

Next, recall from (32I)) that (S,) is the random walk taking uniform steps in A/ (0). By
Proposition B3] we have

E*(Zrr(Qr,(yRo))) = (1 + Tt

> eomd T ]P)(STQR + 7 € Qry(yRyp))
> "MP(Spr + 1 € Qry(yRo)), (8.4)

<e

VI P(Spp + € Qr,(yRy))

where the first inequality is by 1 +x > €%/? for 0 < x < 1 and the last inequality uses
([T2). Recall we pick z € Qg,(0). So we may write x = zg - Ry with 2z — 2z € [-1,1]? as
R — oo and it follows from Central Limit Theorem that

]P(STGR + 1z € Qg, (yRe)) = ]P’<ST9R : ‘ € Q(?J))
— P(¢7 € Qy)) as R — oo, (8.5)

where (7 is a d-dimensional Gaussian random variable with mean z and variance 7'/3.
Returning to ([84), the above implies if R > Ry(#,T) for some constant Ry(6,7) > 0, we
have

1
E*(Z > eT/AZ inf inf P(& > .
(Zrp(Qry(yFo))) 2 €75 nfdnf (&7 € Qy)) = 8, (8.6)

where the last inequality is by ([LIS).
Now we return to the BRW Z = (Z,,) starting from Z; whose law is denoted by PZ.
Since (B3) and (B8] hold for any x € Qr,(0) N Z%, we may conclude

E(Z1(Qr, (yR0)) > 817, (5.7)
and
Rdfl

Var® (Zpr(Qr, (yRo))) < 267 7

| Zol.
Use (R1) and Chebyshev’s inequality to get

P2 (Zrp (@, (yRa) < 6120] ) <P? (| Z1p(Qry (yRo)) = B2 (Zp (@, (yRo)))| = 2101

2T R4~
2 Al e 1 (3.8)
- @) T2 fad)

where the last inequality uses |Zo| = |no| > R4 £4(0)/60 by @BI). Pick 6 > 100 large so
that

P (Zp(Qn,(yRo)) < 6120]) < 3 (8.9)
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8.2 Mass propagation of SIR epidemic

To show that nyr(Qr, (yLs)) = 2|no| holds with high probability on the event N(x), we will
couple the orlglnal epidemic (n,,) with a Modified SIR epidemic (77,): Let 7o = 79. At time
n > 1, any particle in location z will produce offspring to each of its neighbouring sites in
N (z) while avoiding birth to the recovered sites in p,. In other words, the particle located
at z will produce Bin(V(R) — |p, "N (x)], p(R)) to its neighbouring sites. In this way we
allow two different particles to give birth to the same location (multiple occupancy). One
can construct (7,) together with the original SIR (7,) and the branching envelope (Z,,) so
that (i) the Modified SIR always dominates the original SIR; (ii) the branching envelope
(Z,) always dominates the Modified SIR. This coupling can be done in a way similar to
that of Lemma Denote by P the joint law of (Z,7,7).

The difference between (n,) and (7,) comes from the event called “collision”: when
two infected sites simultaneously attempt to infect the same susceptible site, all but one
of the attempts fail. Let I',(x) be the number of collisions at site x and time n in the SIR
epidemic (7,). Write f(R) = o(h(R)) if f(R)/h(R) — 0 as R — oo. The following lemma
is from Lemma 2.26 of [9] (see also Lemma 9 of [10]), whose proof will be contained in
Appendix

Lemma 8.1. For any T > 100 and 6 > 100, we have

(3 5 uio) =otr)

n=1 $€Zd

By an argument similar to the proof of (2.41) of [9], one may notice that the difference
between 77r(1) and npr(1) is at most the sum of all the offsprings of the “lost” particles
due to collisions. Hence it follows that

R
TG

Erp(1) — (1)) <B( D20+ ) > ()
<(1+ Rd ) E(Z 3 T ) < eTo(RI1). (8.10)

n=1gezd

where the last inequality is by ([2]). This gives that

P (77 (Qn, (o)) = e (Q, (vRa)) = o)

<P (g (1) = (1) = ml) < o (1) = mep(1)
0

gmﬂi@@(l) — nT§(1)> — 0 as R — oo.
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Hence if R is large, we have

P(7(@r, (VRo)) = e (Qey (vR0) = Il ) < 2. (8.11)

Set vo = |70l = |no| and let (y,,n > 0) be a Galton-Watson process with offspring
distribution Bin(V (R) — kR, p(R)). On the event

N(k) = {lpzp NN (2)| < KR, Va € Zg},

one may check that the process (7,(1),n > 0) will dominate (y,,n > 0) up to time T}%,
that is, we may define (,) on the same probability space so that

Yo < Ma(1),  Vn < TJ, on the event N(k). (8.12)

For the Galton-Watson process (), we have

() =30((V(R) ~ sR)p(B)) "

kR )TQR

Rd_l)T‘ﬁ( VR (8.13)

=[mo[(1 +

On the other hand, by ([82)) we have the branching random walk Z satisfies E (Zgr(1)) =

(1+ Rffl)Té?‘]Zo]. Choose R large so that kR < V(R)/2. Then we may use ([8I3)) to see

that (recall | Zg| = |nol)

E(Zgp(1) — ) =(1 + ) Pl [1 = (1 = 7]

Rd-1 V(R)
R kR
<ol (—=TE] 1_L < el TR .9
TR kR K
<eT -2 < C(T — .14

where the first inequality is by 1 — (1 — 2)" = 1 — e"°8(=2) < —plog(1 — z) for any
z € (0,3) and n > 1. The second inequality uses —log(1 — z) < 2z for = € (0, 3). Apply
Markov’s inequality and ([8I4) to get

€0

<=, (8.15)

_C@mls 1,
0 8

_ > = _
B(Zp(1) = g 2 3l ) < =5 = 30(T)

if we pick 6 > 0 large. Since (Z,) dominates (7],), we have for any A C Z%,

ZTQR(A) - ﬁTQR(A) < ZTQR(l) - 77T9R(1) < ZTgR(l) — Yrr on N(r), (8.16)
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where the last inequality is by (8I2]). Now we conclude that

P({itr (Qra(yRa)) < 30|} NN (1))
<P({ Z2p(@n, (yRa)) = i@y (yRo)) = 3ol } 0 N (k) )

+ P(Zr (Qr, (yRo)) < 61l )
€o €o
<P(Zyp(1) =7 = 3l ) + 3 < 2 (8.17)
where the second last inequality uses (B8I6]), (89) and the last inequality is by (BI3).
Recall (8I1) to get for R large,

P({nrp(Qr, (yRa)) < 2l } 1 N ()

< P (172 (Qro (yR0)) = 120 (Qry (yF0)) = o]
+B({rp(@r wBa) < 3ol 1 N ) ) < 52, (5.15)

where the last inequality uses (8I7).

8.3 Mass propagation of the thinned SIR epidemic

Finally we will turn to the thinned process ﬁTIfR and show that
0

P({\ﬁ% NQr,(yRe)| < !770\} 4 N(“)) = %

if we pick K' > 0 large. Recall that the thinned version 77TR is obtained by deleting all

the vertices in e N Q(y) for each y € 7% if Inre N Q(y)| > KBy(R). We will use the
dominating BRW Z to show that with high probability, the amount of the deleted particles
will be small.

Recall that Zy(z) = 1(z € ng) where 7, is a subset of Z%. Then we have for any set D
and n > 1,

E%(Z =Y EN(ZuD)+ ) > EN(Zu(D))E!(Z,(D))
xTENo TEMNO YENo,yFT
<Y B2+ (Y Eﬂﬁ(zn(D)))Q. (8.19)

Take D = Q(a) for a € Z* and let n = T} to get

E% (Zp(Q < ST E(Z(@Q ( S EN(Zpn(Q ))2. (8.20)

TENO TENo
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Apply Proposition B3[(i) and Proposition B2(i) to see that for any x € Z%,

E*(Zrp(Q(a))) =( Rd DS Lo W)prp(z — y)
yezd,
1
<"y lowly TR L < OT) emyar: (8.21)
yeLS, 0

Recall G(¢,n) from ([3.24]). Use Proposition B.2(i) to see that

G (Lo T5) =31qw@lleo + Z sup Y pr(y — 2) 1o (2)

k=1 VEZR z€7%,

Tyt
3.7
<3+ sup k‘m%d Low@)(2)
k=1 YELR z€7%
Ty o
<3+ 2 Erseld) < Ckzl e (8.22)

Write hq(n) := >, w7 for n > 1. Then it follows that

C+ClogTF <C(T)logR, d=2;
Gl Ty") < Cha(Ty") < sl = Clos (8.23)

C, d=3.

Next, by Proposition B.3[(ii), we have
T 2 ﬁ R\Tpx T R 1
E <ZT9R(Q(CL)) ) <ert1G(lg), 1y )E <ZT9R(Q(CL))) <e Chy(Ty") 'C(T)W
0

<C(T)ha(Ty)(T) ™2, (8.24)

where the second inequality follows from ([B2]]) and (823). Returning to ([820), we use
(B21) and ([824) to see that

B (Z13(@(a)) <ICR(TR TR+ (1mlCT) i)

2RI 1,(6 T
STd()C(T)hd(Tf)<W>

2RLf1(0)\2 20 \d
+ <T) O(T)<TRd*1) =1, (8.25)
where we have used (2)) in the second inequality. In d = 2, we use (823) to get
2RV 2R\ 20 \ 2
< = =
[s=5—C@)log - TR (55 )O(T)<TR>
<C(T)VOlog R+ C(T)0 < C(T)Vhlog R, (8.26)
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where the last inequality is by 6 < v/#log R when R is large. In d = 3, by (823)) we have

Ao (S (2

1
gC(T)l\/é log 6§ + O(T)ie(log 0)? < C(T)=V0logb, (8.27)
R R? R

where in the last inequality we have used 9(10g )% < Lv/6logh when R is large. Hence

we conclude from (825, (820), (821) that

Z ) C(T)VOlogR  d=2
£ (ZTeR(Q(“)) ) = {C(T)}_g\/éloge, d=3. (8.28)

1
R

Write V(a) = Zzr(Q(a)). 1t follows that

E(V(a)?) _ [C(T)¥ d=2
E(V(a) - 1y < VW) K 8.29
(V(a) {v( )>K6d(R)}) = KpB4R) — O(T)\/al})(gg, d = 3. ( )
Let
D=3 V(a)lywsrsr)
acA
where A = Qr,(yRy) NZ* so that
Qr,(yRe) € | Qla

a€A

Observe that |A| < C(Rp)?. Recall Ry = \/R*1/0 and use (829) to see that

E(D) < C(T)\[/fl(](;fef < CgLRfRiC%) \Ug,T d=2;
il o, < QD0 AT, gy

Since ZTQR dominates Nrr, We get

0 < nr(Qr, (yRo)) — Min (Qr,y (yRo)) <) 77TQR(Q(a))1{77T6R(Q(a))>Kﬂd(R)}

acA

<> Zs(Q )Lz pQ@)>Kear) = D- - (8.30)

a€A

By Markov’s inequality, we have

P (152 (Qro (yRo0)) = (@i (yR0)) = o] ) < (8.31)
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if we pick K > 0 large. Recall (8I8]) and use the above to see that

P({\ﬁ% NQry(yRo)| < |n0\} N N(K))
< ]P)<77T6R(QR9 (yRo)) — ii7r(Qr, (yRo)) = ‘,70,)
€0

+ P({nrp (Qra(yRa) < 2l } 1 N()) < 2, (8:32)

and so the proof of Proposition [[.4]is complete.
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A Approximation by characteristic function

This section is devoted to the proof of Proposition 3.2 where d > 1. Let Y}, Y5, -+ be i.i.d.
random variables uniform on A(0). Define p(t) = Ee®¥1 ¢t € R? to be the characteristic
function of Y] and denote by I' the covariance matrix of Y;, which is given by

R(R+1) (2R + 1)d] _ Xo(R,d)
3R2 V(R) =~ 3

L = EYY ez = L (A.1)
In the above, \o(R,d) is some constant which will converge to 1 as R — oco. Throughout

the rest of this section, we will write A\g = A\g(R, d) for simplicity and only consider R > 0
large so that 1/2 < A\ < 3/2.

Write S,, = Y1 +---+Y, for each n > 1. The characteristic function of S,, will be given
by ps, (t) = p"(t). For any z € Z%, we let 2R = (v, R, -+ ,z4R) € Z%. Then by applying
Proposition 2.2.2 of [I1], we have for any x € Z%,

1 .
=P = =P — — n —it-xR
pa) =B(S, = ) = B(S,R = 2R) = 5 /[_mdp (LR)e— =" gt
1 t itz
= o4 a5 Dd "— e vadt. A2
(27r)dnd/2Rd /[\/ﬁRﬂ,\/ﬁPm]dp <\/ﬁ> ( )

Following (2.2) of [I1], we will approximate p,(x) by (recall T from (A1)

7 : 1 o2 —itL (3/A)?  _suP
Pn(x) = (2m)ind/2 R /e TeTvrdt = (2m)iP2nd2Ri° o, (A.3)

where A\g = A\g(R,d) is as in ([AJ)). Before giving the error estimates between p,(z) and
pn(x), we first state some preliminary results on p(t).

Lemma A.1. (i) There is some constant qq1 = qz_1(d) > 0 so that for all R > 1,

up|o(t) < B
|t|<vVdmR ’ ‘

(11) For any 0 < § < 1, there are constants qﬂ >0, Ay >0 depending only on d, o
such that for any R > G717,

sup  |p(t)| < e MAT.

o<[t|<o!
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Proof. (i) For any t = (¢1,--- ,t4) € R% we have

R R
1 ok kg .
p(t) = e e’btlﬁ e endf _ ezt-O
HGIPIAP) )
—i ity Bttt d i i
_ 1 <He ty etk R 1): 1 <H<6ztk etk—e tk)_l)
V(R)\: 51— et V(rR)\ 11 itk _ 1
1 i, € e ity
v R)<H<e + ity L eitk%_l) _1)
k=1 R
d . o
(2R)4 < <e“5’c sint, ityp ) 1 )
- - : A4
V(R) H 2R - te eiter _ 1 (2R) (A.4)

If ] < Vdr R, we have It/ R| < Vidr for any 1 < k < d, and so we may use ‘eiLSll‘ <,
V|s| < v/dr for some constant ¢ > 0 to get

1 sint tres|
(1) < ( TR
(2R) 2R ltk]  Jeitem — 1]
1 \smtﬂ)
< — : A5
“erd U (23 Il (A.5)
For any ¢ = (t1,--- ,tq) € R?, there is some 1 < j < d so that |¢;] = max{|tx|,1 < k < d}
and hence |t| < V/d|t;|. Use |sint;| < |tx] and |sint| < 1 to arrive at
1 /1 |sint
1) < 1+ ) 1(— : )
1 1 1
<o+ (L (55 + ) O(d)-
(2R)4 |t\/\/_ t]

where the last inequality is by |t| < v/drR. The proof of (i) is then complete.

(ii) For any 6 < [¢| < 07!, there is some 1 < j < d so that |t;] = max{|t;]|,1 <i < d}
and hence § < [t| < V/d|t;|. Tt follows that

| sin(t;)| | sin x|

< <e X, (A.6)
1t |z|>6/Vd ||
for some K = K(d,d) > 0. Since lim, o ‘ ZL‘I\ =1 and |t;,/R| < |t|/R < 67'/R for all
1 <k <d, we get for R large,
o K
su M < sup m <14+ —, VI<k<d. (A.7)
s<iti<o-t e’ — 1| ~ |aj<o-1/r |€° — 1] 2d
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Recall the first inequality in (A.5). We may apply (A.0), (A1) to get for R large,
d .
1 1 K | |sinty]
sup b)) < + (— +(1+ 4 )
o ol <+ 1L (g + 0+ 37

<1y (i +(1+ %))dl<% +(1+ E)e—K)

Let R — oo to see that

K
limsup sup |p(t)] < (1+ —)de*K < o 3K
R—co 6<|t|<61 2d

So for R large enough, we have

and the proof is complete. [ |
Lemma A.2. There are constants qgo(d), Gg(d) > 0 such that for any R > (7z(d),

sup ‘pn(m) _pn(x)‘ < Vn > 1. (Ag)

d
T€ELG

Proof. Recall py(x) = ﬁl(m € N(0)). By using ppy1(z) = 32, pu(z — y)p1(y), one may
easily conclude by induction that

1
sup pp(z) < C(d)ﬁ for all n > 1.
xGZ%

On the other hand, recall p,,(z) from [A3) to see that

sup pn(z) < C(d)

o IRl for all n > 1. (A.9)
Hence it follows that for 1 < n < 2d,

i i 1 C(d)(2d)Y>+
n - Pn S; n n S;(j d oA f; T /941 >d
s [Pa(@) = Pa(@)] Sup P () +:;1Z% pu(w) < Cld) 25 < — i pa

It suffices to prove (A.8) for any n > 2d.
Use the symmetry of Y; to get for any t € RY,

—t), (A.10)



where A\g = \o(R,d) is as in (AJ]). Apply Jensen’s inequality and Lemma 3.3.7 of [4] to
get

3 4 4
ity (it - Yl D E‘t Y1’ ’t‘ gyt < 4 A1l
e Z ‘ Yi[" < 4\ " (A.11)

k=0

FOl <E(

Rearrange terms in (AI0) to see p(t) =1 — 22]¢|* + f(t). Define
A
(1) = log (1) — (~ 2} + 1 (1). (A12)
Since |log(1 + z) — x| < * when |z| is small, by (AII]) we get
Ao, 2 L
9] < (= [t + 1 (1))" < 1", for [t] > 0 small, (A.13)

where in the last inequality we have used \g < 3/2. Now use (AI2]) to see that for any
n > 2d,

() = ) = o (= R g ng() = R F ), (A1)
where
F(t,n) = exp (nf(\;,) + ng(\;ﬁ)) (A.15)

Pick § € (0,1/2) small so that 2q7 < 0~" and (AI3) holds for any [t| < §. By (A2)
and ([A.3), we have

(2m) "2 R p, () — pa ()]

t itz A0 g2 —jtz
:’/ ,0”(7)6 \/ﬁdt—/e_T“ e Vedt
[7\/ER7T7\/ER7T}(1 n

t 2, —jtz
g) / (P (—=) — e~ Bl ﬂdt’ +/ ]dt
P NAVAD [~ /iiRm, R
—l?
-+ 1{|t\>6\/ﬁ}e 6 dt .= Il -+ IQ -+ [3. (A16)

For I3, one can easily check that for some constants ci, ¢y > 0 depending on d, d, we have

]3 S 01676271. (Al?)
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Turning to Iy, for any n > 2d, we may apply Lemma [A]](i) to get for any R > G,

t ’ d
— dt:n/Z/ p(t)|"dt
\/ﬁ) s<|t|<VdrR ‘ )’

<pd/? / |p(t)|"dt + n? / (AT gy
6§\t|§2c|ﬂ 2m§|t\§x/&7ﬂ% ‘t’

<nd/? / ¢ "MATdt + n/? / (1ATDyn g
s<|t|<5-1 MZQCIH ’t‘
—n 1 —n —C4n
<n®2C(8)e "AD + nd/QC(d)CI(ZH—de < cze ™, (A.18)

n —

L
5v/n<|t|<Vdy/nRx

for some constants c3,cs > 0 depending on d,d. In the third inequality we have used
217 < 0" and Lemma [ATY(ii).
[t remains to bound [;. By (A1) we have

I =| / P (P(tn) — 1)
<o

| / “HIE(P(t,n) — e |
n1/8<\t|<6\/_

/|< & LI (F(t,n) — 1)6*"”7%0115) = Ji+ Jo. (A.19)
t|<n!

We first deal with J;. Since n'/® < |t| < dy/n and we have chosen 0 < § < 1/2 small, we

may apply (A1) and (AI3) to get

Inf(—=) + ng(—— — (A.20)

ot U
where in the last inequliaty we have used |t|/v/n < § < 1/2. Recall F(t,n) from (A3
and apply (A.20) to see that

)\_

Ji g/ e~ I (1 4 em )t < 2/ e 2l qt < egemen (A.21)
nl/8<|t|<é\/n |t|>nl/8

for some constant cz,cg > 0 depending on d. In the second inequality we have used
Ao > 1/2. Turning to J,, we will use the first inequality in (m to see that

!nf( ) e

Apply |e® — 1| < 2|z for |z| < 1/2 and the above to get for |¢t| < n'/®

[F'(t,n) = 1] < Q\Hf(\/—) +n9( [t]*.

=)

‘_477,

%\
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Hence J; becomes

Mgz 1 1 12 1
2 _4@1/86 6 4n‘ | = e |t] <O )n ( )

Apply (A.21), (A.22) in (A.I9) to get
1 1

I < cse " L O(d)= < O(d)-. (A.23)
n n
Finally combine (A.16]), (AI7), (AI]), (A23) to conclude for any n > 2d,
C(d d
(21) Y2 R\ p, (1) — Pu(z)| < c167" 4 c3e™ 4™ + cld) < L), (A.24)
n n
as required. [
An easy consequence of the above lemma is
_ _ 1
Sup po(2) < sup [pn(z) = pa(@)| + sup po(z) < Cd) G775, Vn =1, (A25)
z€Zd, z€Zd, z€Z, n

where the last inequality uses (A.8) and (A.9). Now we are ready to give the proof of
Proposition B2(i).

Proof of Proposition B:2(i). For any ¢t € R, we let ¢(t) = Ee™ be the moment gener-
ating function of the first coordinate of Y;. Let

3

tyH A
70 = ot~ £( 3 CE) — o) 1+ 20, (A.26)
k=0 '
For |t| < 1, we use |e* — 30, Ik—lf\ < f—; for all |z| <1 to get
3
tyhF (tyH4 1
< gl -3 ’ <E(LL) <4 A2
Pl < (61 L )— (12)-12t’ (A.27)

where we have used |Y{!| < 1 in the second and the last inequalities. Fix any n > 1.
Recall S, = Y, + --- + Y, and define S} = V]! +--- + Y, Then Ee'®» = ¢(t)". For any
0 <t <+/n, we apply (A.26), (A.27) to get

gt ton Ao t A"
Eeva™ = ¢(—=) —(1+—g+f( n))
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where the last inequality uses £ < n. Since E(Y}!) = 0, we have {S}, n > 1} is a martingale
w.r.t. the filtration generated by {Y;!}. Hence we may use the symmetry of S,, and apply
Martingale Maximal Inequality (see, e.g., Theorem 12.2.5 of [I1]) to get

Eeﬁs’l‘
> <d- > <d-
P(max [kl > tv/n) <d-P(max [Si| 2 tv/n) <d-——5

A 1
Sde_1t2 exp (%tQ + EtQ) < de_t2/2,

where the second last inequality is by (A.28) and the last inequality uses \g < 3/2. For
t > /n, the above inequality is immediate since ||Sk||oc < n for all 1 < k < n. Therefore
we get for any t > 0,

—t2/2
P(max |S,| > tv/nVd) < P(max || Sl > tv/n) < de /2.

For any = € Z%, set t = |x|/v/nd in the above to get
P( max |Sy| > |z|) < de~ 1=/ (nd), (A.29)

1<k<n
Now we return tot p,(z) = P(S, = z). Notice that when n = 1, we have for any
r € 7%,
1 C(d) C(d) _1=2
pi(x) = —V(R)l(aj e N(0)) < 7 €
and so we may assume n > 2 below. Let m = n/2 if n even and m = (n + 1)/2 if n odd.
Then we have n —m > 1 and

{Sn =2} ={Sn = ,|Sm| = [2[/2} U{Sn = 2,50 — Sml| = [2]/2}. (A.30)

It suffices to bound the probabilities of the events on the right-hand side. Apply (A.29])
to get

e~s1(J2] < Vd) <

P(Su = 2, 1Sl = [21/2) =P(ISn] = |ol/2P (S0 = 2|15l 2 |2]/2)
<P(max |Sk| > |z|/2) - sup pp—m(z —y)

1<k<n yGZ‘}i{
<dein__ Gl _ ) ¢S, (A.31)

(n —m)#2Rd = nd/l2Rd

where we have used (A.29) in the second last inequality. The probability of the other
event on the right-hand side of ([A.30)) can be estimated in a similar way if one notices

P(S, = z,|S, — S| > |2|/2) =P(S,, =z, |Sn_m| > |2]/2). (A.32)
Now it follows from (A-30), (A3T) that
cd) w2
pn(z) < nd/2Rd6 snd |
as required. [ |



The proof of Proposition B2l(ii) follows in a similar way to that of Lemma 3 in [10].

Proof of Proposition [B.2|(ii). It suffices to show that for any =,y € Z% with |z —y| > 1,

1 |z — y _ =2 _
— < 16nd + e 16nd ),

By Proposition B2[i) we have for any n > 1,

||

: i
Pa(®) = pu(¥)] < pa(x) + puly) < ndd(e Sd e 8nd), (A.33)

Therefore it suffices to show that for any z,y € Z% with |z —y| > 1,

1 Je—y|, _1=2 1w
WW(@ 16nd + ¢ l6nd)‘ (A.34)

Since (A.34]) holds trivially for n < 2d by (A.33)), we may assume that n > 2d.

Ipn(2) — pa(y)] < C(d)

Case 1. We first consider |z, |y| > v/16ndlogn. Then we have

N

_ lef? “logn 1 _ 1yl
e 1nd < e < —_—, and e~ 16nd <

NG

If |x — y| > 1, we may use ([A.33]) and the above to get

1
N

2

d
(efl‘gr‘ui —+ @7%)

Ipn(z) — Pu(y)] <

nd/2 Rd
q || W% | —
_nd(e*wnd + e*W)‘ \/ﬁy| (A.35)

Case 2. Next we consider |z|, |y| < +/8ndlogn and |z — y| > 1. Then it follows

a2 _1 1 _l?
e 1ond > e 2 %" = —  gnd e 16nd >

1
Vi’ Vi

n
Now use Lemma and the above to get for all n > 1 and R > (77,

_ W C(d) _1=2 1 C(d) |z —y| w2
‘pn(l’) _pn(xﬂ Snd/“le < de/2Rd6 16nd \/ﬁ < . (A36)

Similarly the above holds for |p,(y) — pn(y)|. Turning to p,(z) — pn(y), we recall from
(CI1)) with o = 1 that there exists some constant C' > 0 such that

x|? ly|2

22 o2
]e’% — e’%\ < Ct Y2z — y\(e’% +e ), Vt>0,z,y € R% (A.37)
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Apply the above to get

7 5 ()] <C(d)— 1Pyl -l -3
‘pn(x) _pn(y)’ — ( )nd/QRd \/ﬁ (6 0 —|—€ 0)

1 |x—vy|, _12 Iy

gC(d)nd/ZRd NG (6™ 16nd + ¢ 16nd ). (A.38)

Combine ([A36) and (A.38) to see that

‘pn(x) _pn(y)| §|pn($) — Dn ( )‘ + ‘ﬁn( ) —-p ( )| + ‘ﬁn(y) _pn(y)‘

1 |z —yl 1yl
<C(d)nd/2Rd \/ﬁ (@ 16nd +6 IGnd)

Case 3. Finally if |z| < v/8ndlogn and |y| > v/16ndlogn or vice-versa, we have
1
@ =yl > (4 = 2v2)Vdy/nlogn > -v/n,
and so by (A33),

q |2 ly|?
< nd (e_m +e szzd)

2z — y‘( — @*%)
- nd/QRd NLD '

‘pn(x) - pn(y)|

Now the proof is complete with the above three cases. |

B Moments and exponential moments of BRW

B.1 Moments and exponential moments of Z,

This section gives the proofs of Proposition and Corollary B.4] which are restated
as Proposition and Corollary below. To begin with, we will introduce another
labelling system for our BRW.

Let T = UX N x {1,--- , V(R TIf 3 = (Bo,B1,--,5Bn) € I, we set |B] =
to be the generation of  and write 5|k = (B, -+ ,0k) for each 0 < k < n. Let
78 = (Bo,P1,*** , Bn_1) be the parent of 5 and set BV i = (5o, f1, ", Sn, i) to be the
i-th offspring of B for 1 < i < V(R). Let {B® : 8 € I,|B| > 0} be iid. Bernoulli
random variables with parameter p(R) indicating whether the birth from 73 to [ is valid.
Assume {IWF' 1 <i < V(R)}.; is a collection of ii.d. random vectors, each uniformly
distributed on N'(0)VE) = {(e},- -+, evm)) : {e;} all distinct}. Let {B”} and {W?} be
mutually independent.

Fix any Z, € Mp(Z%). Again we may rewrite Zy as Zy = Z|Z°| d., for some z; € Z§.
If i > |Zy|, we set z; to be the cemetery state A. Write 8 ~ n if |3| = n, Sy < |Zo| and
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BPfli =1 for all 1 < i < n so that such a 3 labels a particle alive in generation n, whose
historical path would be given by
i E |
Vi =ap 4> 166 < k)W, VE>0. (B.1)
i=1
We denote the current location of the particle g by
o _ {xﬁo + P Wi B~ |,

Y? (B.2)
A, otherwise.

If |8] = 0, we have Y? = x5, for all 1 < f, < |Zy| and Y? = A otherwise. For any Borel
function ¢, we define

Zn(d) = > oY), (B.3)

18|=n

where it is understood that ¢(A) = 0. In this way, Z gives the empirical distribution of a
branching random walk where in generation n, each particle gives birth to one offspring to
its V(R) neighboring positions independently with probability p(R). Recall the labelling
system for BRW Z = (Z,,) from (L23). One can easily check that if Zy = Z, then for any
¢ and n > 0 we have

Z,(¢) is equal to Z,(¢) in distribution.

We slightly abuse the notation and use P% to denote the law of Z = (Z,) as in (B.3). In
particular, we write P* for the case when Zy = d,. The two labelling systems have their
own uses: Z = (Z,) is tailor-made to couple BRW with SIR epidemic as in Lemma [[5}
7 = (Z,) is more suitable for calculating its moments, which we will give below.

For any 3 € I, if S is a subset of I so that all the indices in S have length |3], we
define

|8l —inf{j : Blj #ylj for ally € S} if 5.¢5;

1 if 3 8. (B4)

o(S,p) = {

In this way, o(S, ) denotes the number of generations back that f first split off from the
family tree generated by S. Set

FS)=c{B":yeS1<k<p}Vva{W:yeS1<k<|y} (B.5)

to be the o-field containing the information of the family tree generated by S.
Recall S, from ([B21]). For convenience we let Sy = 0 if £ < 0. For any n > 1 and any
Borel function ¢, we define

G(¢,n) = 3]|0lloc + D sup E($(y + k) = 3[[blloc + Y sup Y ¢y + 2)pi(2). (B.6)

d d
k=1 YLy k—1 YELE ezl

The following lemma is proved in a similar way to that of Lemma 2.4 in [14].
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Lemma B.1. For any n,m > 1 and ¢ > 0, we let S C I be a set of m indices of length
n. Then for any x € Z% we have

2 S oV)|FS) < merTa(o,m).

|8|=n
U(S’B)Sn_l

Proof. Fix z € Z% and n > 1. We label the ancestor particle at z by 1 and only consider
f with By = 1 below. Let |3| = n and assume o(S, 3) = i for some i € {—1,0,--- ,n—1}.
Then by (B.4) we get

{Blk: 18l —i <k <IBN{lk:y e Sk <8} =0.

Hence o{B*F . 8] —i < k < |B]}Va{WPFk . |B| —i+1 < k < ||} is independent of F(S).
Let it =iV 0. Since B|(n — it — 1) € S, we have Y?I"="" =1 i5 F(S)-measurable and so

EX(6(V)|F () = 17700 £ A) B (1B = 1,k = 8] =i, ,|5])

><d)(ffﬁ‘(“*”*“+VV5'<’H+ML i W/f"“)’f(S))

k=n—i+1
n 18]
< sup E* <¢<}75|(”’i+71) +e+ Z Wﬁlk» IEI( H 1(BPIk = 1))
ceN(0) k=n—it1 k=| 8|

< sup E(¢(y + Sy)) - p(R)™,

where the first inequality follows by conditioning on W= = ¢ for e € N'(0) and then
using that BA* WAk are independent of F(S) and finally taking sup over e € A'(0). The
last inequality follows if one notices that {WW#*} are i.i.d. random variables uniform on
N(0) and {B?*} are i.i.d. Bernoulli. Notice {3 : o(S,3) =i} C U,es{B : o(7,8) = i}.
For each v € S, we have the number of particles § satisfying 5y = 1, |f| = n and
o(v,B) =1 is at most V(R)"™ and so it follows that

E'( Y 6(7)|F(9)) < sup Blo(y + S)p(R)H - mV (R)'*!

|8l=n YLy
o(S,8)=1i
<m(1 " E Si)).
<m(l+ 27) ;;Z% (¢(y + Si))
Sum ¢ over —1 <7 <n—1to get
B eV)|FE®)
|B|=n
o(S,8)<n—1
0 u _nb
<m(1+ =) (316l + Y sup oy + 51)) < mei TG, ),
R i—1 YELE
as required. [ |
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Proposition B.2. For any x € Z%, ¢ >0 and n > 1, we have

0
Rd—l

E*(Za(9)) = ( )"E($(Sn + ).

For any p > 2,

E*(Za(0)?) < (p— 1)le "1 G (6, n)P"E* (Zu(0)).

Proof. Fix r € Z% and n > 1. We label the particle at z by 1 and only consider 3 with
Bo = 1 below. For any ¢ : Z% — R, we have

E*(Zu(6) =B (D 6(1%)) = > B (o(Y7)|8 = n)P* (8 ~ n)
|8]=n 18]=n
= RO+ SR = (1 + ) E@(Su ). (B
|8]=n

Turning to p > 2, we have

[ :=E*(Z,(¢)") ZEI< )RS ﬁﬂwi))

wl|=n |7|=n i=1

(Y Y [T ( X sm|m

|Bt=n  |BP~t=ni=1 |B7|=n

9))

where S = {#%,--- P71} is a set of p — 1 indices of length n. Since all 7 have a common
ancestor x, we have (S, 5?) <n — 1. Hence

B (> > o6 B Y oV)|F))
|BY=n |BP~|=ni=1 |87 |=n
o(S,8P)<n—1
<E$< ooy H¢ YY) % (p — 1)eﬁa(¢,n))
B=n  |gr—T=n i=1
=E*(Z,(6)" ) (p — De®TG(6,n),
where the inequality is by Lemma [B.Il Use induction to conclude
~ nb(p—1) s
E*(Zu(¢)") < (p — D)le 77 G(¢,n)' ' E*(Z,(0)),
as required. [

Corollary B.3. For any Zy € Mp(Z%), ¢ >0, A >0 and n > 1, if /\eRsiglG(qb, n)<1is
satisfied, we have

EZ (@) < exp (XE?(Z,(6))(1 = AT TG(o,m) ).
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Proof. Write ZO Z'Z()' 0y, for some z; € Zjl%. We first consider P* for x = x; with

1 <i<|Z|. Forany ¢ >0, A\ >0 and n > 1 such that )\eRgiglG(d),n) < 1, we may apply
Proposition [B.2] to get

E* (eMn(@)) 1+Z — N (Z,(6)7)

<1+Z N G (6, )P B (Z,(0))

<1+ AE%Z”(@)@ — AeRTG(g,n))"!
< exp (AE*(Zu(6))(1 = AR TG(6,m)) ).

Returning to ]P’ZO, we use the above to arrive at

| Zo] | Zo|
E% (e)09) = [] B (2@ <Hexp (NE= (Zu(6)) (1 = Ae w1 G(o,m) )
i=1

— exp <)\IEZ°(Zn(¢))(1 — XeFTG (g, ”))_1>’

as required. [ |

B.2 Exponential moment for occupation measure

By using similar arguments with the above, we will prove Proposition in this section.
For any n > 1 and ¢ > 0, we define

F(¢,n) = 3||¢llo + sup ZE (y + Sk)) = 3[|¢]|c + sup Z > by +2)pe(z). (BS)

YELE j—1 YELE j—1 2€74,

Recall G(¢,n) from ([B.G). It is immediate that F(¢,n) < G(4,n) and so Proposition
will be an easy consequence of the following proposition. In fact, there is almost no
difference between F(¢,n) and G(¢,n) for our application in this paper but we feel it may
require this stronger result in some cases.

Proposition B.4. For any Zy € Mp(Z%), ¢ > 0, A >0, n > 1, if 2\nem T F(¢,n) < 1
is satisfied, we have

£ <exp <)\i Zk((p))) < exp (Ayzoye#ﬂp(d), n)(1 — 2 new T F (¢, n))*l). (B.9)
k=0
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Proof. Write Z, = Z|Z°| 5., for some z; € Z%. Again we first consider P* for z =

with 1 < i < |Zy|. For any ¢ > 0, A > 0 and n > 1 such that 2/\neR3731F(¢,n) <1, by
Proposition [B.2] we have

(sz ) :i L+ Bz + 50)

<N B (g + 1)) < U F(,n). (B.10)

k=0
Next we will calculate the following p-th moment for any p > 2:

E“‘((é%(@)ﬁ :E’C(('ﬂzgngﬁ(f/ﬁ))p) B (Y Y ﬁgf)(ffﬁi)). (B.11)

[Bt[<n |BP[<n i=1

Let S = {3',--- 477!} and recall the o-field F(S) from (B3) so that Y*' e F(S) for all
1 <i <p-—1. Then it follows the above that

E‘”((Xizzk(ﬁb))p): B(Y Y o) (Y o) F

I <n |BPTl<n =1 |BP|<n

S))). (B.12)

For any £ with |3?| < n, we let o € I denote the position where (7 first split off from
the family tree generated by S = {f',--- 8771} so that a = 8|5 for some 1 < i < p—1
and 0 < j < n, that is, 8 = a or B7 = a \V 7 for some 0 < \Bp\ < n — 1. Here we
use Y Vo = (Y, sYm, %, -+ ,0) to denote the concatenation in I. One can see that
Y ¢ F(S) and there are at most (p — 1) - (n + 1) such . Now we have

(Y o) F(S) < B (o) F©) +E(X X s

|67|<n @ @ 0<|Br|<n—1

F(9)).

The first term can be simply bounded by (p — 1)(n + 1)||¢||. For the second term, we
have

=B (Y Y ()

@ 0<|Br|<n—1

Sznzl > B (oY Wy ZW‘W Aeli) )‘F g (ﬁuBaV@”'j) = 1))

a k=0 |Bp‘:k j=1 7=0

<Z Z E$< (Wav(EPI0)—} f(5)> Z E“”(cb(f/a+e+ZWaV(B”|j)>>p(R)k+1,

a eeN(0 k=0 |3r|=k J=1

F(s))
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where the last inequality follows by indicating on the event WV(¥?10) = ¢ for any e € A/ (0)

and by noticing that {W“v(épm, j > 1} are independent of F(S). Now take sup over
y=Y+ein Z% to get

I< Z sup Z Z Ex< (y + zk:WaV(B”j)>>p(R)k+1

o YELY 0 |3r|=k j=1

n—1

=" sup SUE(6(Sk+ 1) ) V(R Hp(R)H

d
a Y€L% k=0

<=1+ D™ (gl + sup SEG( +51)).

yeZR k=1
Now we conclude that

B (D o(V)

|BP|<n

F(9)) < (= 1)+ e ™ F(g,n).

Returning to (B.I2]), we use to above to arrive at

n

((sz ) ) < (p—1)(2n)e™/ " F(g, n)IEg”(( ~k(¢))p1>.

k=0
By induction we get

n

B (Y0 206))") <o @np e e oy w3 24(0)

k=0
<(p = DNn) e TR (g, m),
where the last inequality uses (B.I0). Hence it follows that

B (o0 (A0 2400))) =1+ 30 1w (3 7406))

<1+ Dyvnp-1ed F (g, ny
p=1 p
<1+ XeriT F(¢,n)(1 — 2\nemi-t F(¢,n)) "

<exp <)\6R3731F(¢, n)(1— 2)\neR37g1F(¢, n))’1>.

Returning to IP’ZO, we use the above to arrive at

n | Zo] n
EZ <exp </\Z: Zk(gb))) - HE‘“(exp (AZ: Zk.(qb)))
< exp (A Zole# F(9,0)(1 = 2Xne i F(9,n)) )

as required. [ |
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B.3 Exponential moments of the martingale term

We give in this section the proof of Proposition B.0l

Proof of Proposition B.6l. Recall My(¢) from (B28) and (M(¢))n from (B:29). Notice
that (M(¢))n = (M(—¢))n and

E? (exp(A[ My (9)])) < E? (exp(AMy(0))) + EZ (exp(AMy(=9))).
It suffices to show that

B (MMv(9)) < <Ezo <616A2<M(¢)>N>>1/2, (B.13)
For each n > 1, we define
V(R)
Vo im MMy (0) = MMa(9) = 30 DAY +e) (B —p(R). (B.14)

|a|=n—1 i=1

Then SV, = AMy(¢) for each N > 1. By recalling G, = o({ B : |a| < n}), we have
Y, € G,. Further define for each n > 1 that

V(R)

Vo =B Gn1) = Y > No(Y* +e)’p(R)(1—p(R)), (B.15)

la|=n—1 i=1

where in the last equality we have used the independence of B*V¢. It is immediate that
V€ Gy and 20V, = A2(M())y for each N > 1. Hence we may rewrite (BI3) as

7 (62511 yn> < (EZO <€16 Y, w))” g (B.16)

To prove the above inequality, we apply the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality to get
EZO <627]:7:1 Yn) :EZO <627]:7:1 Yn*825=1 Vi, 68 27]:7:1 Vn)

< <Ezo <62 SV Y165 vn) ) 12 <EZO <616 PR vn) ) v
It suffices to prove

EZo <62251V:1 Yn—lﬁzgzlvn) <1 (B.17)

Observe that
V(R)
E% (271G, 1) =E% (exp (D0 D" 200(Y* +e)(B™ — p(R)))
la|=n—1 i=1
V(R)
— H H EZ°<exp <2/\¢(Y°‘ +€;)(B* — p(R)))

|a|=n—1 i=1

Go 1)

Goi).  (BIS)
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Lemma 1.3(a) of Freedman [5] gives that if a random variable X satisfies | X| < 1, E(X) =0
and E(X?) =V, then

E(e*X) < &3V < 16V, (B.19)

The constant 16 above is in fact unimportant and we simply pick a large one. Since
AM[d]loo < 1 and B*V4 is a Bernoulli random variable with mean p(R), we have X =
AP(Y™ 4+ ¢€;) (B> — p(R)) satisfies the assumption of Freedman’s lemma. By (B.I19), we
get

E? ((exp (206(Y° + ) (B = p(R)) )| Gu1) < exp (16X6(Y* + e)*p(R)(1L — p(R)) ),

Use the above to see that (B.IS) becomes

V(R)

B2 (G, 1) <[] TT exp (16360 +e*(B)(1 - p(R)))

la|l=n—1 i=1

V(R)
—exp (16 3 30 N6(V* 4 e p(R)(1 - p(R))) = ",

laj=n—1 i=1
thus giving

EZO(GQY"_IGV”|Q,Z_1) <1,Vn>1.
For each N > 1, we have

e

N—lvy, _ N-1 B
ngl) 62 g ne1 Y,—16 g ne=1 VnEZO <62YN 16V ’ngl)
N-1 N-1
< 62 Zn:l Yn_lG Zn:l V"

Use induction with above to get (B.IT) and so the proof is complete as noted above. W

C Proofs of Lemmas (5.3, 5.8 and 5.10

C.1 Proof of Lemma

We first consider d = 1. For any n € Z, by interpolation we have
gxy=mn+1—x)f(n)+(x—n)f(n+1), ifn<z<n+1. (C.1)

Let iy = p/4. For any = € R, if we let n € Z so that n < z < n + 1, then by (CIJ) and
the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality, we have

E(emg(x)) :E(em (n+1fx)f(n)+u1(xfn)f(nJrl)) < <E(62u1(n+1fx)f(n))> 1/2 <E(62u1(xfn)f(n+l))> 1/2

1/

S(@(euf(n))>l/2 (E(euf(mrl))) ? <, (C.2)
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where the last inequality uses (B.7). Next, for any x < y in R, we let n € Z so that
n <z < n+ 1. To prove the remaining inequality in (5.8]), we will proceed by three cases.

Case 1. If n < x <y < n—+ 1, then by (CI]) we have

l9(z) = g(W)| = |z = yllf(n+1) = f(n)],
Let A\; = A\/4 to see that

lg(z)—g(y)|

E(M ) = E(Mle sl IO < B0l < 0

where we have used |z — y| < 1 in the first inequality and the last inequality is by (&.7).
Case 2. If n +1 <y < n+ 2, then again by (CIl) we have

g(z) —gly)=n+1-2)f(n)+(x —n)f(n+1)
—((n+2— y)f(n+1)+ (y—n—l)f(n+2))
=m+1-2)f(n)—fr+D]+y—n-D[f(n+1) = f(n+2)]

Note |z —y| =y—(n+1)+(n+1)—2 > max{y—n—1,n+1—=x}. So the above becomes
9(x) = g(W)| < |z = yllf(n) = Fln+ D] + |z = y[[f(n+1) = f(n+2)]. (C.3)

Apply (C3) and the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality to get

E( AL ‘g(‘z) yg‘(y)‘) < E(eh\:v—y\1*"|f(n)—f(n+1)‘€)\1\$—y‘17"\f(”+1)—f(n+2)|)

< <E(62)\1\xfy\l_n\f(n)*f(n+1)|)) 1/2 (E(€2)\1\x—y\l—n|f(n+1)ff(n+2)\)) 1/2

< (E(ek\f(n)—f(n-l-lﬂ )) 12 (E(ek\f(n+1)—f(n+2)| ))

1/2

< (.

where we have used |z — y| < 2 in the second last inequality and the last inequality is by

E&).

Case 3. If n+m <y <n+m+ 1 for some m > 2, then by (CI]) we have

g(x) —gly) = (n+1—-2)f(n) + (x = n)f(n+1)
— (- m+1=y)f(n+m) + (y—n—m)f(n+m+1)

=n+1=2)[f(n) = fr+D]+[f(n+1) = f(n+m)
+(y—n—m)[f(n+m)— f(n+m+1)].

It follows that

l9(x) =g < [f(n) = f(n+ DI+ [f(n+1) = f(n+m)[ +[f(n+m) = f(n+m+1)].
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Note in this case we have |x —y| > m — 1 > 1 and hence

E(M 550 ) < B(eM IS0 S0r DI+ (k)= tnbm 1)) 2 HESE

§<E( 62)\1(f(n)—f(n+1)|+f(n+m)—f(n+m+1)|))>1/2 <E( 2 LoDl )1/ ’

g(E(e4x\1|f(n)f(n+1))>1/ ! <E(e4x\1|f(n+M)f(n+M+1))>1/ ! (B> %DU <o

Combine the above three cases and ([C.2)) to conclude (5.8) holds by letting =1/4in
d=1.

We continue to the case d = 2. Fixing any yo € R, we first show that

E eXp<AM>>SCb Vn #m € Z,

[n—m]"

C.4
E exp(gg(n,yo))> <C;, VnecZ. (C4)

To see this, we let k € Z so that k < yy < k+ 1. By linear interpolation we have for any
n € 7,

9(n,y0) = (k+1—=yo) f(n, k) + (yo — k) f(n, k +1). (C.5)
Similar to derivation of (C.2)), we may use the above and (5.7) to get
E(exp (gg(n, yo))) < (C1,Vn € Z.
Next, for any n # m € Z, we use (CH) to see that
[9(m.90) = g, 30)| =| (k + 1 = ) £, k) = F(m. )]+ (g0 = W)LF (. e+ 1) = f(m, b+ 1)
<[f(n, k) = f(m, B)[ +[f(n, k+1) = f(m, k+1)].

It follows that

A — L (rk)— f (m ) 1 f (k1) — f (m k1)
e R

Lf(nk)—f(m.k)| \ 1/2 If (nuk+1)— f (m,k+1)| \ 1/2
<(BE ) T (B TTEE) T <,

where the last inequality is by (5.7), thus giving (C.4]). By the case in d = 1, we may apply
([T4) to see that there exists some constant ¢; = 1/4 > 0 such that if we let A, = ¢;3 and
M1 = 61%, then

{ E(exp ()\ %)) <CVr4yeR ©6)

E(exp(u1g(z,y0))) < C1, Ve € R.
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By symmetry we may repeat the above and show that for any z5 € R,

{ E(exp ()\ lg( ZOv|x) yglglmyyﬂ)) <C,Ve#yeR 1
E(exp(png(z0, 2))) < Cy, Ve € R. ‘
The second inequality in (58) is now included in (C0) and ([C7). Let Ay = $A; = & It

suffices to show that
|9(z) — 9(y)] 2
_ < . .
E(exp()\g P ))_01,V$7éy€R (C.8)
For any © = (z1,73) and y = (y1,y2) in R? we have
9(x1, 22) — g(y1, v2)| < |g9(21, 22) — g(z1, y2)| + [9(21,92) — g(y1, v2)]. (C.9)

Use the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality and |z — y| > max{|z; — w1|, |22 — y2|} to get
E( A2 \g(‘i) yg‘(y)\) < <E(€2)\2 lg(z1, ‘222) y92(‘9§71»y2)\ )) 1/2 <E(62)\2 —‘g(”f;j) ygl(‘yl -42)] )) 1/2 <0y

where the last inequality is by Ay = A\;/2 and (C.6), (C1), thus finishing the case d = 2
by letting =1/16.

The case for d > 3 can be proved by induction in a similar way to that of the case
d = 2: we fix one coordinate and use linear interpolation and the d — 1 case to prove
equations like ([C.6]) and (C) hold. Then use triangle inequality as in ([C.9]) to prove that
([C) holds in RY, thus finishing the proof.

C.2 Proofs of Lemma 5.8 and Lemma [5.10!

Proof of Lemma 5.8l (i) For any s,¢ > 0 and z;, 75 € Z%, we use translation invariance

to get
E e*tlyf:cl\Qe*SnyszQ:E o ty=(z1—22)|? —sly|?

Z/EZd yEZd
2 st 2
—e — 2 le1—z2| § :6_(S+t — 5 (z1—x2)? _e—s+i|$1—a:2\ I

yezd,

Let k = yR € Z% to see that

I = E 6—(s+t)\%—ﬁ($1—$2 E e SR+2t s+t CC17I2)‘2‘

kezd kezd
Write a = 25 > 0 and u = 2 (21 — x3) € R%. Then the above becomes
, d
]2 _ a2
S SN | 5P SN 90
k€7 kg€l i=1 kL
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For any u; € R, if we let {u;} = u; — [u;] € [0,1), then

Z e—a|ki—ui\2 — Z e—a\ki—{ui}P S Z(e—a‘kiP + e—a|ki—1\2) — 2 Z e—a|]€¢|2‘

ki€Z ki€Z ki€Z ki€Z

Apply the above in (CI0) to get

I< ﬁ 9 Z e—alkil® — od Z e—alkl® _ od Z o~ T2 Ik _ od Z 6f(s+t)\y|2’

i=1 k;€Z kezd kezd yezd,

thus completing the proof of (i).

ii) For any u > 1, we let s = 1/(2u) < 1 and write y = k/R for k € Z% to get
(i)

J = Z e lW1?/(2u) _ Z sl

yEZ‘}i{ yEZ‘}i{
d © d
_ 2 2 _ 2 2 o2 2
:Zes|k\/R:<Z€s\k|/R> :<1+2265k/R)'
k}GZd kEZ k=1

For any k£ > 1, we have
k
678k2/R2 S / e*StQ/}%th7
k—1

and so
D e < / Sy Lo B
— —Jo 2 2s

Therefore it follows that
1

it ) R2
J <o 2d<2 —sk /R> < od 4d< 2 —) < C(d)R'——
<2d 4 ;e +47( 52 (d) 7

where the last is by s < 1 and R > 1. The proof is complete by noting s = 1/(2u). [ |

Proof of Lemma [5.10l Let d =2 ord =3 and 1 < a < (d+ 1)/2. For any n > 1,
R > Kg, and a,x € Z$, we use Proposition B.2(ii) and Fubini’s theorem to get

a 1 e
an - Z ‘y64k‘ < Z nd ;ﬁe ‘y64k‘

yezd, yezs,
vz ly—a)? d )
nd/QRd Z 1o Z 32n @ 64k nd/QRd Z I .92 Z e 32n e 64k
yezs, yezs,
lw? w2 1
nd/?Rd Z e 3 _6 6k 1= O(d) nd/QRd : Ia (Cl].)
yEZd
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where the second inequality uses Lemma [5.8 It suffices to bound /. For |y| < 1, we have

e ik—lae—k < Y Cla) < C@)@R+1) (C.12)

yeZg,lyl<1 k=1 yeZg,ly|<1

For |y| > 1, we use Lemma [5.9 to see that

w2 o= 1w 1 w21
Y, e Zk_ae o <64 Gggla—1) Y e Typa-2

yeZg Jy[>1 k=1 yeZL Jy[>1
o0 (oo}
Lul? 1 C k21
— 2 32
() e o y[o—2 = (O‘)Z Z € T
k=1 yEZd k=1 yGZ%
k<|y|<k+1 k<|ly|<k+1

[e%¢) - 2 1 00 o e
@)Y C(d)k' R e 5 < Cla, d) R " k120 am (C.13)

Since a < (d+ 1)/2, one may get

> 22 0 k+1 (5—1)2 00 5
— — — _s2
§ derl 2a6 32n < E / Sd+1 2a6 32n ds = / (8+1)d+1 2a6 32n ds
k 0

k=1 k=1

— /Ooo(\/z?\/ﬁJrl)d“ 20675 Q‘/\Zdt

1 d+1—2a .
<(\/7 d+1— 2a\/_/ \/_+ \/7 *ﬁdt S Cn1+d/27a'

Returning to (CI13), we get

o2 o 1
Y eEn > e % < Cla, d)RACnMH/2. (C.14)

YELE,y|>1 k=1
Combine ([CI2) and (CI4) to arrive at
1< O(Oz)(QR + 1)d + O(a, d)Rd . Onl—l—d/Q—a < C(Oé, d)Rd . pltd/2—a

The proof is complete by (C.ITJ). [ |

D Collision estimates for SIR epidemic

In this section, we give the proof of Lemma Bl Recall that in an SIR epidemic, when
two (or more) infected individuals simultaneously attempt to infect the same susceptible
individual, all but one of the attempts fail. We call such an occurrence a collision. For
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any z € Z%, we let I',(z) denote the number of collisions at site z and time n. For the
susceptible individual at x, a collision occurs at x if and only if there is some pair u, v
of infected individuals at neighboring sites that simultaneously attempt to infect x. For
example, if £ > 2 infected individuals simultaneously attempt to infect x, then the number
of collisions at  is (£). Therefore given that |1, NN (z)| = Ny, the conditional expectation
of I'y11(x) is given by

> (Yot =ty (5) < E=atr? < 0N @RS (01

It follows that

E(Z 3 Fn(x)) gE(i 3 ﬂN(:B)]Qp(R)Q). (D.2)

n=1zez, n=0 zez4,

Use the dominating BRW Z = (Z,,) to see that the right-hand side of (D.2) is bounded
by

B(Y Y 2 w)R)pr? <5(30 3 Zu(@sla) PR+ 1))

n=0 zc74, n=0 qez4

<0=B(3 3 Zu(@s(@)), (D.3)

n=0 qe7d

where the first inequality uses the fact that N (z) C @Q3(a) holds for any ||z — al| < 1
with @ € Z% and a € Z¢. Tt suffices to show that

%E(Z S Zu(Qu@)”) = (). (D.4)

n=0 qez4

Recall that Zy(z) = 1(z € 1) where ng is a subset of Z% as in (81]). Hence it is immediate
that

1 1
T2 1 > Zy(Qs(a))’ < a1 D (6K Ba(R)*1jaljoe<hy 4}

acZd acZd
1
< (6K Bu(R) (2R +9)' = of1), (D.5)
where the last follows by 4(R) < log R and Ry = \/R1/6.
Next we consider >, 7. E(Z,(Q3(a))?) for any 1 < n < T}, Recall that P* denotes
the law of the BRW starting from a single ancestor at z € Z%. By (8I9) with D = Q3(a),
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we have

D E(Zo(Qs(@)?) <Y > EN(Za(Qs(a)?)

acZ4 a€Z% xENo

3 (S B (Z@s@) =1t b (D.6)

a€Zd  TEMO

We first deal with I;. Recall G(¢,n) from ([B24]). Recall from ([822)) to see that
G(1gy),n) < C(d)ha(n), (D.7)

where hq(n) = 3, —. Although ([822) deals with Q(a), the conclusion still holds by
adjusting the constants C'(d). Now apply Proposition B3(ii) to see that

E”((Zn(Qs(a)))?) <TG (1gy0), n)E (Zn(Qs(a)))
<" O(d)ha(n)E* (Za(Qs(a))), (D.8)

where the last inequality uses n < TJ* and (D). Returning to I;, we apply (D.8)) to get

<> ) e Cld)ha(n)E (Zy(Qs(a)))

a€Zd r€ENo
<C(d, T)ha(n Z Z E*(Z.
TENO qeZd
C(d, T)ha(n Z C(d)E*(Z,
TEMNO
By (22), we have
B (Z,(1)) = (1 + )" < T <o, (D.9)
It follows that
I < C(d, T)ha(n) Y C(d)e" < C(d, T)|mo|ha(n). (D.10)

TEMNoO
Turning to I, we observe that

I <((sup S E(Z,(Qa(a) 0D EN(Z

d
acZ TENo a€Zd xENO

<(sup 3 Ex(Zn(Qg(a)))) > CE (Z,(1

d
a€Z TEMo TENO

<(sup D~ B (Zu(Qs(a))) ) Cd)e ol (D.11)

d
a€Z z€no
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where the last inequality uses (D.9). It remains to bound sup,eza Y ,e, E*(Z0(Q5(a))).
For any a € Z¢, we apply Proposition B3)(i) to see that

S B (Z0(Qs(a)) =(1+ o) ST B(S, + 7 € Qul@)

TEMNQ TENo

<ewT 37 Im N Q(m)| sup B(S, +x € Qs(a))

meZd z€Q(m)

<e"KBy(R) Y sup P(S,+z € Qs(a)), (D.12)

mezZ4 v€Q(m)

where in the last inequality we have used the condition (iii) from ([8J]). For any z € Q(m),
we have P(S, + 2 € Q3(a)) < P(S, € Qs(a —m)), and so

sup P(S, € Qs(a)) < > P(S, € Qs(a —m)) < C(d).

mezd T€Q(M) mezZd

Use the above in (D.I2)) to arrive at

> EY(Z, )) <eTKB4(R)C(d). (D.13)

TEMNo

Returning to (D.11l), we have
L < C(d)e" o] - ¢ KBa(R)C(d) < C(d, T) mo| K Ba(R). (D.14)
Finally combine (D.I0) and (D.14) to see that (D.6) becomes

> E(Z ) < C(d, T)|nolha(n) + C(d, T)|nol K Ba(R).

a€Zd

Sum n over 1 <n < TGR to get

E(Z Z Zn(@:s(@))Q) C(d, T)|nol Zhd )+ T,°C(d, T)|o| K Ba(R)

n=1 qez?
< C(d, T)|mo| - T*C(T) log R + TQRO(d, T)|7]0|KlogR
2R (9) TRIL T R1 QR £.(0
< o(a, 1) 2B Jal0) log R+ @, 1) 2O o R = o(R2),

0 0 0

where the second inequality uses ([823) and (LIG). The proof of (D.4)) is complete by
(D.3) and the above.
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