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Abstract

The Brownian bees model is a branching particle system with spatial selection. It is a
system of N particles which move as independent Brownian motions in R% and independently
branch at rate 1, and, crucially, at each branching event, the particle which is the furthest
away from the origin is removed to keep the population size constant. In the present work
we prove that as N — oo the behaviour of the particle system is well approximated by the
solution of a free boundary problem (which is the subject of a companion paper [BBNP20]),
the hydrodynamic limit of the system. We then show that for this model the so-called
selection principle holds, i.e. that as N — oo the equilibrium density of the particle system
converges to the steady state solution of the free boundary problem.

1 Introduction and main results

The Brownian bees model is a particular case of an N-particle branching Brownian motion (N-
BBM for short) which is defined as follows. The system consists of N particles with locations in
R? for some dimension d. Each particle moves independently according to a Brownian motion
with diffusivity /2 and branches independently into two particles at rate one. Whenever a
particle in the system branches, the particle in the system which is furthest (in Euclidean
distance) from the origin is immediately removed from the system, so that there are exactly N
particles in the system at all times. Thus, the branching events arrive according to a Poisson
process with rate N. The name Brownian bees, suggested by Jeremy Quastel, comes from the
analogy with bees swarming around a hive; throughout the paper, we will refer to this process
simply as N-BBM.

The particles can be labelled in a natural way, which will allow us to write the N-BBM as
a cadlag (R?)N-valued process. Each of the N particles carries a label from the set {1,..., N}.
Suppose at some time 7 the particle labelled k& branches, and the particle with label ¢ is the
furthest from the origin. Then at time 7 the particle with label ¢ is removed from the system, and
a new particle with label £ appears at the location of the particle with label k. For k € {1,..., N},
let X liN) (t) denote the location of the particle with label k at time ¢. Then

XM(t) = (X1, ... X" (1))

is the vector of particle locations in the N-BBM at time ¢. This labelling is motivated by the
following equivalent description of N-BBM in terms of jumping rather than branching: at rate
N, the particle that is furthest from the origin jumps to the location of another particle chosen
uniformly at random from all N particles. (The particular choice of ordering of the particles
here plays no essential role in our results.)
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We shall prove two types of result about this interacting system of particles: results about
the spatial distribution of particles at a fixed time t as the number of particles N — oo, and
results about the long-term behaviour of the particle system as time ¢ — oo for a fixed large
number of particles N. As we show, there is a sense in which these limits commute. Showing this
so-called selection principle holds is a major motivation of the present work and was originally
conjectured by Nathanaél Berestycki. More precisely, he predicted that as N — oo, the particles
would localise in a ball of finite radius at large times.

Our first main result is a hydrodynamic limit for the distribution of particle locations at a
fixed time ¢ as the number of particles N — oo. This limit involves the solution of the following
free boundary problem: for a probability measure ug on R?, find u(z,t) : R? x (0,00) — [0, 00)
and R; : (0,00) — [0, 00] such that

Ou = Au + u, for t > 0 and ||z|| < Ry,

u(z,t) =0, for t > 0 and ||z|| > Ry,

u(z,t) is continuous on R x (0, 00), (1)
/Rdu(a:,t)dle, for t > 0,

u(-,t) = o weakly as ¢ N\, 0.

In the companion paper [BBNP20], we prove that (1) has a unique solution (u, R), and that the
function R; is finite and continuous for ¢ > 0.
For ¢t > 0, we let

MY = ma HX'(N) t H
t ie{l,...),(N} ) ( )

denote the maximum distance of a particle from the origin at time t. For A C R¢ measurable,
we let

uO (A1) = i€ {1 N} XV) € A

1
|
denote the proportion of particles which are in the set A at time ¢. In other words, p™(dz,t)
is the empirical measure of the particles at time ¢, i.e.

1 N
(N) ——
pNM(dz, t) = N ,;:1 6X£N)(t)(dﬂf).

We can now state our hydrodynamic limit result.

Theorem 1.1. Suppose that g is a Borel probability measure on R, and that
o X{M(0),...,XK"(0) are i.i.d. with distribution given by o, and
e (u, R) is the solution to (1) with initial condition py.

Then, for any t > 0 and any measurable A C R, almost surely,
uMN (A t) —>/ u(z,t)dz and MM — Ry  as N — oo
A

(this holds for any coupling of the processes (X)) nen).

Note that Theorem 1.1 implies that for ¢ > 0, almost surely p™ (dz,t) — u(z,t) dz weakly
as N — oo.

Our second set of results concerns the long-term behaviour (¢t — oo) of the particle system
for large N. We can show that for large fixed N, the particle system converges in distribution as
t — 0o to an invariant measure. For & € (RY)"N we write Py to denote the probability measure
under which (X™(¢),t > 0) is an N-BBM process with XV (0) = X.



Theorem 1.2. For N sufficiently large, the process (X" (t),t
measure ™), a probability measure on (RHN. For any X € (
XW(t) converges in total variation norm to #™) as t — oo:

> 0) has a unique invariant
RHN, under Py, the law of

lin sup [Bx (X(8) € C) = 7(C)] = 0,
t—oo

where the supremum is over all Borel measurable sets C C (RN

For each t > 0, the empirical measure u™(-,t) is a random element of P(R?), the set of Borel
probability measures on R¢. Theorem 1.2 implies that as t — oo the law of pu™(-,t) converges
in total variation to the measure 7™ o H~!, where H : (R*)™ — P(R?) is the map defined by
H(zy,...,2N) = ¥ Ly, 8y, and 7 o H a is the pushforward of 7™ under the map H. The
law of ,u(N )( ,t) and the measure 7™) o H~*, which are both probability measures on the Polish
space P(Rd) do not depend on the partlcular ordering of particles used to define X (¢) as an
(RY)N-valued process.

We also obtain more explicit results about the long-term behaviour of the particle system.
We let U : R? — R denote the principal Dirichlet eigenfunction of (—A) in a spherical domain
with radius uniquely chosen so that the eigenvalue is 1. That is, let (U, Ry,) denote the unique
solution to

—AU(z) =U(z), 2] < Reo,
U(z) >0, |z]| < Roo, @)
U(x) =0, 2] > Roo,

Sjzi<ro Ulz)dz = 1.
Then (U, R ) is a stationary solution to (1). In [BBNP20], we prove that any solution (u(-,t), R;)
of the free boundary problem (1) converges to the stationary solution (U, R« ) as t — oo, and
it turns out that this stationary solution also controls the long-term behaviour of the particle
system for large V.
We shall use the following notation to denote a reasonable class of initial particle configura-
tions. For K > 0 and ¢ > 0, let

I(K,c) = {x e (RH)N ) < K| > c}. (3)

: N‘{z

This is the set of particle configurations which put at least a fraction ¢ of the particles within
distance K of the origin. The following result shows that if NV is large, then at a large time ¢, the
particles are approximately distributed according to U, and the largest particle distance from
the origin is approximately Roo

Theorem 1.3. Take K > 0 and ¢ € (0,1]. For e > 0, there exist N, < oo and T, < oo such
that for N > N and t > Ty, for an initial condition X € T'(K,c) and A C R? measurable,

Py <‘M(N)(A,t) —/ U(x) dx‘ > 6> <e€
A
and Py <’M;N) — Roo’ > 6> < €.
As a consequence of Theorems 1.2 and 1.3, for large IV, under the invariant distribution

7™ the proportion of particles in a set A is approximately [, U(z)dx and the furthest particle
distance from the origin is approximately R

Theorem 1.4. For e > 0 and A C R% measurable,

™ ({XG Rd ‘_ZH{XEA}_/ U(z)dx

_e}>—>0 as N — oo (4)
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and W(N)({X e (RHYN . ‘ie{r{l?.XN} | X — Roo’ > e}) —0 as N — oo. (5)

The results in this article and in the companion article [BBNP20] can be summarised in the
following informal diagram:

) () _—
[N BBM, 1™ (dz, t)} limit (u(z,t), Ry)

N — {Hydrodynamic }

t— 00 t— oo
Stationary N — > Stationary
distribution, 7@ solution (U(z), Rw)

In [BBNP20], we deal with the right hand side of the diagram: well-posedness of the free
boundary problem (1) and the long-term behaviour of its solutions. In the present article,
Theorem 1.1 gives rigorous meaning to the top of the diagram, Theorem 1.2 covers the left hand
side, and Theorem 1.4 covers the bottom of the diagram.

1.1 Related works

The particle system we are considering is a particular case of a more general N-particle branch-
ing Brownian motion (N-BBM) with spatial selection, described as follows: The system consists
of N particles moving in R? with locations (X{"(¢),..., X\ (t)). Each particle moves indepen-
dently according to a Brownian motion with diffusivity v/2 and branches independently into two
particles at rate 1. Whenever a particle branches, however, the particle having least “fitness” or
“score” (out of the entire ensemble) is instantly removed (killed), so that there are exactly N
particles in the system at all times. The fitness of a particle is a function F(z) of its location
x € R%, and as a result, the elimination of least-fit particles tends to push the ensemble toward
regions of higher fitness. Variants of this stochastic process were first studied in one spatial di-
mension, beginning with work of Brunet, Derrida, Mueller, and Munier [BDNMMO06, BDMMO07]
on discrete-time processes, and the work of Maillard [Mail6] on the continuous-time model in-
volving Brownian motions. In these works, the particle removed from the system is always the
leftmost particle, which means that they could be described by a monotone fitness function (e.g.
F(r) =r,r € R). The general multidimensional model which we have just described above was
first studied by N. Berestycki and Zhao [BZ18]; specifically, they studied the particle system
with fitness functions F(z) = ||z|| and F(x) = A -z, both of which have the effect of pushing
the ensemble of particles away from the origin. The Brownian bees model that we consider in
this article corresponds to the fitness function F(z) = —||z]|.

In the setting of one spatial dimension and with monotone fitness function F(r) =r, r € R,
De Masi, Ferrari, Presutti, and Soprano-Loto [DMFPSL19a] determined the hydrodynamic limit
of the particle system. For ¢ > 0, define the measure

1 N
(N) — E
U N (d7“7 t) = Nkzl 5X£N)(t)(dr)'

De Masi et al. proved that if the initial particle locations X{™(0),..., X" (0) are i.i.d., with cer-
tain assumptions on the distribution of X" (0), then the family of empirical measures ™ (dr, t)
converges, as N — 00, to a limit which can be identified with a solution u(r, t) to a free boundary
problem:

Ou = O?u + u, r>y, t>0,

u(r,t) =0, r < t>0,
(r,t) Ve (6)

(o]
/ u(r,t)dr =1, t>0,
”
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where the free boundary at » = 7, € R is related to u through the integral constraint. Global
existence of solutions to this free boundary problem was proved by J. Berestycki, Brunet, and
Penington [BBP19]. De Masi et al. also state that for fixed N, the particle system (seen from
the leftmost particle) converges in distribution as ¢ — oo to an invariant measure vy, but they
did not prove asymptotic results about the shape of the cloud of particles under vy as N — oo.
As discussed in Section 1.2 below, a related one-dimensional result plays a fundamental role in
our work. We use some coupling ideas similar to those in the proof of the hydrodynamic limit
result in [DMEFPSL19a], but we obtain a more quantitative result for our particle system (see
Proposition 1.5 below) which does not require the initial particle locations to be i.i.d. random
variables. This, together with results about the long-term behaviour of the free boundary
problem (1) from [BBNP20], allows us to control the long-term behaviour of the Brownian bees
particle system for large N.

Building on the approach of [DMFPSL19a], Beckman [Bec19] derived a similar hydrodynamic
limit in the one-dimensional setting with symmetric fitness F(r) = —|r|, which coincides with
our case if d = 1. Beckman also studied the long-term behaviour of the N-BBM in one dimension
with a non-monotone fitness function of the form F(r) = r +(r), ¢ being periodic, and proved
existence of a stationary distribution in a certain moving reference frame. In earlier work, Durrett
and Remenik [DR11] studied a related branching-selection model in which non-diffusing particles
in R are born at random locations but do not move during their lifetimes. They showed that
the hydrodynamic limit of this particle system is given by a non-local free boundary problem.

A related model is the Fleming-Viot system studied by Burdzy, Holyst, and March [BHMO00].
In that model, particles diffuse within a bounded domain having fized boundary; whenever a
particle hits the boundary it is instantly killed and one of the internal particles simultaneously
branches, preserving the total mass. As in our case, the stationary distribution for that system
also converges to the principal eigenfunction of the Laplacian (as the number of particles goes to
infinity). This eigenfunction is a quasi-stationary distribution for the diffusion conditioned on
non-extinction. See also Collet et al. [CMSM13], and references therein, for other related works
on quasi-stationary distributions.

In [AFGJ16], Asselah, Ferrari, Groisman, and Jonckheere considered a slightly different
Fleming-Viot particle system. In their work, the N particles live on {0,1,2,...}, move indepen-
dently as continuous-time sub-critical Galton-Watson processes, and are killed when they hit 0
(each time a particle is killed, one of the remaining N — 1 particles, chosen at random, branches).
Recall that for a single sub-critical Galton-Watson process conditioned on non-extinction, there
exists an infinite family of quasi-stationary distributions. (By contrast, observe that a diffusion
on a bounded domain conditioned on not exiting the domain has a unique quasi-stationary dis-
tribution.) Asselah et al. showed that for each N, the Fleming-Viot particle system has a unique
invariant distribution, and that its stationary empirical distribution converges as N — oo to
the minimal quasi-stationary distribution of the Galton-Watson process conditioned on non-
extinction (which is the quasi-stationary distribution with the minimal expected time of extinc-
tion). This has been called the selection principle in the literature. It is reminiscent of the fact
that the solution of the Fisher-KPP equation started from a fast decreasing initial condition
converges to the minimal-velocity travelling wave (see in particular [GJ18] and the note [GJ13]
of Groisman and Jonkheere). This principle is conjectured to hold in quite broad generality.
For instance, for the one-dimensional N-BBM studied in [DMFPSL19a], it is conjectured that
the unique invariant distribution of the system seen from the leftmost particle converges, as
N — o0, to the centred minimal-velocity travelling wave solution of (6) (which is given by
Y = 2t, u(2t +r,t) = re " Li>0y).

Finally, we mention the very recent work [ABLT20] of Addario-Berry, Lin, and Tendron, in
which a variant of the Brownian bees model with the following selection rule is considered: each
time one of the N particles branches, the particle currently furthest away from the centre of
mass of the cloud of particles is removed from the system. Addario-Berry et al. show that the



movement of the centre of mass, appropriately rescaled, converges to a Brownian motion.

1.2 One-dimensional results and outline of the article

The first step in the proofs of Theorems 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 and 1.4 is to control the proportion of
particles within distance r of the origin at a fixed time ¢, when the number of particles N is
very large.

For r > 0, let B(r) = {x € R? : ||z|| < r} be the open ball of radius r centred at the
origin. Suppose that (u, R) solves (1) with some initial probability measure g, and let v :
[0,00) % (0,00) — [0,1] denote the mass of v within distance r of the origin at time ¢:

v(r,t) = /B(r) u(z,t) de.

Then r — v(r,t) is non-decreasing and v(r,t) = 1 for r > R;. Let vo(r) = po(B(r)); then, by
Lemma 6.2 of [BBNP20], v satisfies the following parabolic obstacle problem:

0 <w(rt) <1, fort>0,r >0,

o = 0v — #&m + v, if v(r,t) <1,

v(0,t) =0, for t >0, (7)
v(r,t) is continuous on [0, 00) x (0, c0),

Orv(+,t) is continuous on [0, o), for t > 0,

v(-,t) = vg in Ll ast\,0.

We prove in Theorem 2.1 of [BBNP20] that for any measurable vy : [0,00) — [0,1], (7) has a
unique solution.

The following result is a hydrodynamic limit result for the distances of particles from the
origin, and will be an important step in the proofs of Theorems 1.1 and 1.3. Introduce

FO (1) = 5 (B(r), 1) ®

as the proportion of particles within distance r of the origin at time ¢. Then, Proposition 1.5
below says that for any initial configuration of particles, at a fixed time ¢, the proportion
F®(r,t) is close to the solution v (r, t) of (7) with initial condition vy determined by the initial
configuration of particles. The bound does not depend on the initial particle configuration; this
will be crucial when the result is used in the proof of Theorem 1.3.

Proposition 1.5. There exists ¢; € (0,1) such that for N sufficiently large, for t > 0 and any
X e (RHY,

PX (SUP ’F(N) (T’, t) - U(N) (T’ t)‘ > GQtN_61> < BtN_l_cla
r>0

where v™N) is the solution of (7) with vo(r) = F™ (r,0) Vr > 0.

The next result uses Proposition 1.5 to get an upper bound on the largest particle dis-
tance from the origin which holds over a time interval of fixed length. This will then allow
us to compare the particle system to a system in which particles are killed if they are further
than a deterministic distance from the origin, which will enable us to prove the d-dimensional
hydrodynamic limit in Theorem 1.1.

Proposition 1.6. There exists co € (0,1) such that under the assumptions of Theorem 1.1, for
any 0 <n < T, for N sufficiently large (depending on n and T ),

P(3tenT): M > R +n) < NI
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In the case where 1 has compact support, the proof of Proposition 1.6 can easily be extended
to bound the probability that there exists ¢t € (0,7 with Mt(N) > R; +n. However, an upper
bound on M;™ in the time interval [n, T] (for an arbitrarily small ) is enough to allow us to
prove Theorem 1.1.

Using Proposition 1.5 and results about the long-term behaviour of solutions to the obstacle
problem (7) from the companion paper [BBNP20], we can also prove the following result about
the long-term behaviour of particle distances from the origin when N is large. For r > 0, let

Vr) = /B U, )

where U is defined in (2).

Proposition 1.7. Take K > 0 and c € (0,1]. For e > 0, there exist N. < oo and T, < co such
that for N > N, and t > T, for an initial condition X € T'(K,c),

Py (sup F™(rt) — V(r)’ > e) <, (10)
r>0
Py <‘M§N) ~ Reo ] > e> <e, (11)
and Py ( sup MY) > Roo + 6) <e. (12)
s€[0,1]

Using (12), we can compare the particle system at large times to a system in which particles
are killed if they are further than distance R, + € from the origin. This, together with (10),
will allow us to prove Theorem 1.3.

The rest of the article is laid out as follows. In Section 2, we recall results from [BBNP20)]
which will be used in this article. In Section 3, we define notation which will be used throughout
the proofs. Then in Section 4, we prove Propositions 1.5 and 1.6, and in Section 5 we use
Proposition 1.6 to prove Theorem 1.1. In Section 6, we prove Proposition 1.7 and use this to
prove Theorem 1.3, and, finally, Theorems 1.2 and 1.4.

Acknowledgements: The work of JN was partially funded through grant DMS-1351653
from the US National Science Foundation. The authors wish to thank Louigi Addario-Berry,
Erin Beckman, Nathanaél Berestycki and Pascal Maillard for stimulating discussions at various
points of this project.

2 Results from [BBNP20]

In this section, we state some results from [BBNP20] which play a key role in the present work.
The first one is Theorem 1.1 in [BBNP20], which says that the free boundary problem (1) has
a unique solution, and that moreover the free boundary radius R; is continuous.

Theorem 2.1 (Theorem 1.1 in [BBNP20]). Let uo be a Borel probability measure on R®. Then
there exists a unique classical solution to problem (1). Furthermore,

o t— Ry is continuous (and finite) for t > 0.
o Ast\,0, Ry — Ry :=inf{r > 0: po(B(r)) =1} € [0,0].

o Fort>0 and ||z| < R, u(z,t) > 0.



For a Borel probability measure pig on R?, let (u, R) denote the solution of (1). Let (By)i>0
denote a d-dimensional Brownian motion with diffusivity v/2, and for z € R?, write P, for the
probability measure under which By = z. For ¢t > 0, define a family of measures on R? according
to

pi(z,A) =P, (By € A, ||Bs|]| < Rs Vs € (0,1))

for all Borel sets A C R%. Then p;(z,dy) is absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue
measure, so it has a density. Abusing notation, we denote this density by pi(z,y). Then by
Proposition 6.1 in [BBNP20],

u(y,t) = e /Rd po(dz)pe(z,y), yeRL t>0. (13)
Define the cumulative distribution of the norm process || B;|| conditional on ||By|| =y as
w(y,r,t) =P (|Bell <7 [ [[Boll = ). (14)

Then the function r — g(y,r,t) := dw(y,r,t) is the density of || B|| conditional on ||By|| = y;
in other words, ¢ is the transition density of the d-dimensional Bessel process with diffusivity
V2. The function

G(y,T‘,t) = _ayw(yﬂ"a t) (15)
is the fundamental solution of the equation
d—1
8tG = aEG - TarGa G(y’ Oa t) = 05 G(y’ T, 0) = 6(T - y) (16)

(See Section 3 of [BBNP20] for more details on the properties of G.) For t,r,y > 0, the
fundamental solution G and transition density g are smooth functions of their arguments, and
are related by

0,G = —0y9. (17)
For a given initial condition v§ € L>(0,00), we let
o0
V) = [ dyGly.r o). (18)
0
This v is a solution to the linear problem
ot = 020t — %&mg + ot fort>0,r >0,
v*(0,t) =0, for t > 0, (19)
V(- t) — v§ in LL_ast\,0,

and it is the unique solution to (19) which is bounded on [0, 00) x [0, 7] for each T" > 0. In the
particular case vf(r) = Lgy<,}, we have v’(r,t) = elw(y,r,t).
For t > 0 and m € R, we define the operators G; and C,, by letting

Gif(r) = /OOO dy G(y,r, t)f(y) and Cp f(r) = min (f(r),m). (20)

In particular, v* = €'Gv§. By Lemma 3.1 in [BBNP20] we have that | [7° G(y, r,t)h(y) dy| <
||| o<, and so for f,g € L*[0,00) and ¢t > 0,

1Gef = Gegllze < |If — gllzee- (21)

Suppose vg : [0,00) — [0, 1] is non-decreasing, and let v denote the solution of the obstacle
problem (7) with initial condition vg. For § > 0 and k € Ny, we let

PO = (e‘sGaCeﬂs)kUOa oAt = (CleéGé)kUO' (22)

Then by Lemmas 4.3 and 4.4 in [BBNP20], we have the following result.



Lemma 2.2 (Lemmas 4.3 and 4.4 in [BBNP20]). For any 6 > 0 and k € Ny,
vk"s’*(r) < v(r,kd) < vk’5’+(r) Yr>0 and Hvk’5’+ — vk"s’*HLw < (ek‘S + 1)(65 —1).

We shall also use the following result which was proved as part of Theorem 2.1 in [BBNP20].
The result says that the solution of (7) is continuous with respect to the initial condition in the
following sense.

Lemma 2.3 (From Theorem 2.1 in [BBNP20]). Let v and © be the solutions to (7) corresponding
to the initial conditions vg and ¥g. Then for t > 0,

l(-,t) = 3(, )| Lo < €flug — TollL~.

Recall the definition of V in (9). The following result, which follows directly from The-
orem 2.2 in [BBNP20], gives us control over how quickly the solution v(-,t) of the obstacle
problem (7) converges to V.

Proposition 2.4 (From Theorem 2.2 in [BBNP20]). For ¢ € (0,1], K > 0 and € > 0, there
exists te = te(c, K) € (0,00) such that the following holds. Suppose vy : [0,00) — [0,1] is non-
decreasing with vo(K) > ¢, and let v solve the obstacle problem (7) with initial condition vy. For
t >0, let R =inf {r > 0:v(r,t) =1}. Then fort > t.,

lo(r,t) =V (r)] <e ¥r>0 and |R — Rx|<e.

The final result from [BBNP20] which we need in this article is Proposition 5.10, which says
that for large K and small ¢, if an initial condition vy has mass at least ¢ within distance K of
the origin then the solution v of (7) has mass at least 2¢ within distance K — 1 of the origin
during a fixed time interval [to, 2¢¢].

Proposition 2.5 (Proposition 5.10 in [BBNP20]). There exist to > 1 and ¢y € (0,1/2) such
that for all ¢ € (0,¢9], all K > 2, and all t; € [tg,2ty], for vy : [0,00) — [0,1] measurable, the
condition

vo(r) > clyp>gy Vr>0

implies that
’U(’I“,tl) Z 26]1{7»2[(_1} Vr Z 0,

and
v(r,nt1) > min(2co , 2"c)lp>max(k—n,1)}, V7 >0, n €N,

where v(r,t) denotes the solution of (7) with initial condition vy.

3 Notation

From now on, we let (B;):>0 denote a d-dimensional Brownian motion with diffusivity V2, and
for z € R? we write P, for the probability measure under which By = z, and write E,, for the
corresponding expectation.

The locations (positions) of a collection of m particles in R? are written as a vector X €
(RY)™. The size of the vector (i.e. the number of particles in the collection) is written |X| (i.e.
|X| = m for X € (R)™). The individual locations in X are written X}, for k € {1,...|X|}:

X=(X,...,X,) with m=|x|

We extend some set notation to vectors. Specifically, we write X C ) to mean that all the
particles in X are also in V:

xXcCcy RN Jj:{1,...,|X|} = {1,...,]|YV|} injective such that X} = Vi) VEk.
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We write ]A nx ‘ for the number of particles in X which lie in some set A C R%:
AnX|= Hk {1, X} : e AH.

If X and Y are two vectors of particles with locations in R%, we write X < ) to mean that
the vector X contains more particles than the vector ) in any ball centred on the origin:

XYy & | XN B(r)| > |YynB(r)| forallr>0, (23)

where we recall that B(r) is the centred open ball of radius r:
B(r) = {x eR? : |z|| < r}.

Notice that X < ) implies that |X| > |)|.

The order in which the particle locations are written within a vector X is irrelevant for the
operations C, N and =< described above.

It will be useful to compare the N-BBM to the standard d-dimensional binary branching
Brownian motion (BBM) without selection, in which particles move independently in R? ac-
cording to Brownian motions with diffusivity v/2, and branch into two particles at rate 1. The
BBM may be labelled using the Ulam-Harris scheme (see [Jag89] and references therein). Let
U = U2 N" and for t > 0, let N;" C U denote the set of Ulam-Harris labels of the particles
in the BBM at time ¢. (If the BBM has m particles at time 0 then the particles initially have
labels 1,...,m and for each t > 0, N;7 € U {1,...,m} x {1,2}"!. For example, the particles
labelled (7,1) and (7,2) are the two children of the seventh original particle; the particle (7,2, 1)
is a grandchild of the seventh original particle and is the first child of (7,2).) For u € N, let
X,F(t) denote the location of particle u at time ¢, and for s € [0,1), let X,/ (s) denote the location
of its ancestor in the BBM at time s. We write X 7 (t) = (X;f (t))ue/\fj for the vector of particle
locations in the BBM at time ¢, with particles ordered lexicographically by their Ulam-Harris
labels.

In the proofs, we shall often use the following standard coupling between the BBM and the
N-BBM: consider a standard d-dimensional binary BBM as described above. In addition to their
spatial location, let each particle carry a colour attribute, either red or blue. When a blue particle
branches, the two offspring particles are coloured blue, and simultaneously the blue particle
furthest from the origin turns red. When a red particle branches, the two offspring particles are
coloured red. The system begins with N blue particles at time 0. The set of blue particles is a
realisation of the N-BBM, while the entire collection of particles (blue and red) is a realisation
of standard BBM. Specifically, for ¢t > 0, let J\/t(N) C N;" denote the set of blue particles at time
t. Then, ./\/t(N) is always a set of size N, and there exists an enumeration (uk)évzl of ./\/t(N) such
that X™(t) = (X, (¢),..., X (t)). Recall that we let M{™ = maxpeq ny [ XY (8)]], the
maximum distance of a particle in the N-BBM from the origin at time ¢. Notice that for t > 0,
almost surely

NN = {ue N+ || XFH(s)]| < M™ Vs € [0,t]}. (24)

We usually write X' for the initial configuration of the N-BBM and of the BBM. In some
cases where we compare an N-BBM and a BBM with different initial conditions, we write XT
for the initial condition of the BBM. Expectations and laws started from an initial condition

X are written Ex and Py respectively. We also write (F¢)i>o for the natural filtration of
(XM (t),t >0), i.e. Fr=0(XM(s),s<1)).

4 One-dimensional hydrodynamic limit results

In this section, we prove the hydrodynamic limit results about the distances of particles from
the origin, Propositions 1.5 and 1.6.
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For t > 0 and r > 0, recall the definition (8) of the cumulative distribution function

1 1Y
FO(r,t) = p™(B(r),t) = = | XV () NBr)| = = X L™ <) (25)
1=1

and introduce 1 1
Frrt) = 2 [XT0NB0)| = 5 X Lyxioi<r-
ueN;t
4.1 Proof of Proposition 1.5
4.1.1 Upper bound for the proof of Proposition 1.5

Recall from (20) that for m € R and f : [0,00) — R, we let Cy,f(r) = min (f(r),m). The
following proposition will play a crucial role in the proof of Proposition 1.5; it says that the
random function F' corresponding to the BBM stochastically dominates the random function
F™ corresponding to the N-BBM, if both processes start from the same particle configuration.

Proposition 4.1. Suppose X = (Xy,...,Xy) € (RN, There exists a coupling of the N-BBM
XWM(t) started from X and of the BBM X (t) also started from X such that

FM () <OFT(,t) Yt>0.
(Equivalently, XT(t) 2 X™(t) for all t > 0.) In particular, if f : [0,00) — R U {+o0} is

measurable, then for all t > 0,

Py (sup (F(N)(r, t) — f(r)) > 0) <Py (sup (ClFJr(r, t) — f(r)) > O).

r>0 r>0

Proof. This is a direct property of the standard coupling between the N-BBM X @ (¢) and the
BBM XT(t) as described in Section 3. Observe that with X (0) = X = X1(0), under
the coupling described in Section 3, for ¢ > 0 we have X™(t) C X*(¢). It follows that
FM™(r;t) < F*(r,t) for all » > 0 and ¢t > 0. Therefore, since F™ (r,t) < 1 also holds for
all » > 0 and t > 0, we have

F™(rt) < CLF(r,t), r>0, t>0,
which completes the proof. ]
Recall the definition of the operator G; from (20), and introduce
vi(r,t) = el G (r) with v§(r) = F*(r,0), (26)

the solution of (19) with initial condition determined by the initial configuration X*(0) of the
BBM.

Lemma 4.2. There erxists Ny < oo such that for all N > Ny, all X € (RY)™ with m < N, and
all't >0,

sup Py (‘FJF(?", t) — v (r, t)‘ > N_1/5) < 13 N6/
r>0

and

Py (N7H(IXH(1)] = e']]) > N7V/%) < 13¢4 N0/,

11



Proof. Recall that (By)i>o is a d-dimensional Brownian motion with diffusivity V2. We claim
that for r > 0 and ¢t > 0,

|X]
1
v (r,t) ZetIP’X | By|| < 7). (27)
Indeed, by the definition of Gy in (20),
X
GtFJr(T / G(y,r,t) Z]l{”X <y} dy
X
= a7 Z/ y,"" t
fl: |l
1 1
:_—Z/ / dyg(y,r',t)dr'dy
Xill
X
=y 2 [ statetnd
1 \X\
= —ZPX (IBell <),
i=1

where the third line follows by (16) and (17), and the last two lines follow since g(y,-,t) is the
density at time ¢ of a d-dimensional Bessel process started at y. This proves the claim (27).

In the BBM X started from X, for i € {1,...,|X|}, denote by ./\/’;“Z the family of particles
at time t descended from the i-th particle in X, i.e., recalling that particles are labelled according
to the Ulam-Harris scheme, let

o ue A = (i)

Then letting X (¢) = (X, (t)) epti> the processes X+ form a family of independent BBMs,
t

and for each ¢ the process X +4 is started from a single particle at location &X;. Fix a time ¢ > 0
and write n; = |J\/t+’z| for the number of particles descended from X; at time ¢, and

ni(r) = Hu € ./\/t+’i cXF(t) e B(T)H
for the number of partlcles at time ¢t descended from X; which lie within distance r of the origin.
Then F*(r,t) = Z‘X‘l n;(r) and, by the many-to-one lemma (see [HR17]) and (27),

¥

—ZEX ni(r

X
1
= ZetIP’XZ. (|Be]| < r) = vg(r, t).
i=1

Therefore
Ex |(F*(rt) - vz(r,t))j
|X|
= B [(; (0i(r) ~ Exeli(r)) |
— P
= 1 <;E;{ [(nl(r) — EX[TM(T)]) ] -+ 6”2::1 Vary (ni(r)) Vary (m(r)))

i<j
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Note that
EX [(nl(r) - EX[nl(r)])ﬂ < EX {ni(r)‘l —i—Egg[?”Li(?“)]ﬂ < QEX [nl(r)ﬂ < QEX {nﬂ (28)

and that
Vary (ni(r)) < Ex [nl(r)ﬂ <Ex {nﬂ (29)
Furthermore, since n; has geometric distribution with parameter e~¢,

Ex [n}] < 24e¢* and  Eyx [n?] < 2¢*. (30)

We now have that, since |[X| < N,
+ L a4 _ 1 4t 2 4 4t -3 —2\ 4t
Ex |[(F7(r,t) — v (r,t) §N4 N48e™ 4+ 3N“4e™ ) < (48N™° + 12N~ “)e™.
By the same argument, since | X (¢)| = Z‘Zi‘l n; and Z'{:'l Ex[n;] = €!|X], we also have
4
Ex [(N1(|X+(t)| ~e'j)) } < (48N 4 12N 2)eH,

By Markov’s inequality, the stated results follow for N sufficiently large that
NYP(48N73 + 12N %) < 13N 9/, O

Next, we upgrade the estimate in Lemma 4.2 to be uniform in r, at the expense of slightly
slower decay in N. Recall the definition of v* in (26).

Lemma 4.3. There exists Ny < 0o such that for all N > Ny, all X € (R)™ with m < N, and
all t > 0 such that €| X|N~1 > 1 - N~1/10,

Py (sup C1F*(r,t) — Clvﬁ(n t)‘ > 3N—1/10> < 13¢4t N—11/10,
r>0

Proof. Fix t > 0 such that e!|X|N~' >1— N~V For k € Ny with k < [N'/10], let

rE = inf{y >0: vy, t) > W%}
Recall the formula for v/(-,¢) in (27) in the proof of Lemma 4.2. Note that F*(-,¢) and v*(-,t)
are non-decreasing, that v’(-,t) is continuous and that (r) for k = 0,1,...,|NY19] is an
increasing sequence with ro = 0. As r — oo, v/(r,t) = ! N~HX| > 1 - N~Y19 50 1, < oo for
k< [NV — 2
Suppose that for every k € {1,..., |[NV10| — 2},

[P (g, t) = o (1) < N7V, (31)
Then, for 7 > 0, if r € [rg, 7441] for some k € {0,..., [N/ — 3} we have
k “1/5 o ot + + s, kAT
A7) — NV < Fr(ry,t) < FH(r,t) < FH(rpgr,t) < N5+ TN7T0]

and

k E+1

vf(r, t) € [NI/10] [N1/10] |-
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%4_]\/*1/5 < 1, then for all 7 < 7 y1/10)_o we have C1F ¥ (r,t) =

F*(r,t) and C1v(r,t) = v’(r,t). Thus,

If N is large enough that

[CLE* (r0) = Crot ()] < N7V (LN10))
< 3N~/10
for N sufficiently large.
If instead 7 > 7, where k = |[NY/19] — 2, then

vt (r,t) > ﬁ > 1 (| NV

and by (31), 1
Ft(rt) > Fr(rp,t) >1— N5 — (N~

Hence
|CLF Y (r,t) — C1ot(r,t)| < 3N /10

for N sufficiently large. So for N sufficiently large, if (31) holds for each k € {1,..., |NV/10| 2}
then

sup |C1F* (r,t) — Cyof(r,t)| < 3N~Y10,
r>0

Now by a union bound and Lemma 4.2, for N sufficiently large,

Py (sup |C1F Y (r,t) — Crot(r, ) > 3N1/10>
r>0

<Py (Fke{l,..., [NV =2} o |[FH(ri,t) — ol (ry, 1) > N7V/7)
S Nl/lo . 13e4tN—6/5
— 134t y—11/10
which completes the proof. O

Corollary 4.4. There exists Ny < oo such that for all N > Ny, for X € (Rd)N and t >0,

Py (sup (F(N)(r,t) - C’lethF(N)(r,O)) > 3N1/10> < 13eM N /10,

r>0

Proof. This follows immediately from Lemma 4.3 and Proposition 4.1, and the definition of v*
in (26). O

As in (22), for 6 > 0 and k € Ny, let
VROt = (012 Gs)FFM(-,0).
We now apply Corollary 4.4 repeatedly on successive timesteps to prove the following result.

Proposition 4.5. There exists Ny < oo such that for all N > Ny,§ >0, K € N and X € (R)V,

Py (sup (F(N)(r, Ko) — vK"S’Jr(r)) > 3KeK5N_1/10> < 13Kt N~1/10,
r>0
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Proof. For k € {1,...,K} and r > 0, we can write

F®™ (1, k§) — oF0F(r) = F™ (1, kd) — C1°Gs F™ (r, (k — 1)d)
+ C1°G5sF™ (r, (k — 1)0) (32)

- C e‘SG(;vk*l"s"L(r).

To control (32), we define the events

Ey = {sup (F(N) (r,k8) — C1e’Gs F™ (r, (k — 1)5)) < 3N_1/10}
r>0

and
K
E, = () Ex.
k=1
Then on the event E,, for each k € {1,..., K} we have by (32) that for r > 0,
FM (1 k8) — oP9F(r) < N7V L 01l Gs F™N (1, (k — 1)) — CLebGsvF 10 ().

Note that since G > 0 and [;° G(y,r,t)dy < 1 by (14) and (15), we have that Gsf — Gsg <
max (O,Suprzo(f(r)—g(r)) for any f, g : [0,00) — R. Moreover, Cy f(r)—C1g(r) < max (0, f(r)—
g(r)) for any f,g:[0,00) — R. Therefore for r > 0,

01€5G5f(7“) — 01€6G5g(7“) < ¢’ max (O, §1>11(:)) (f(r)— g(r)))

It follows that

FM™(r ké) — vk’5’+(r) < 3NV 4 ¢dpax (0, sup (F(N) (y, (k —1)0) — vk1’5’+(y))>
y=>0

also holds on the event F,. By iterating this argument, it follows that for k € {1,..., K},

sup (F(N) (r, ko) — vk"S’Jr(T)) < 3keM NT1/10
r>0

holds on FE,.
To estimate Py (ES), we use a union bound and Corollary 4.4 with ¢t = 0. Specifically,

K K
Py (ES) =Py ( U Ek> <> Px(Ef).
k=1 k=1
By the Markov property, for k € {1,..., K},
P (Bf) = B [P (B | Fnys) | = Bae [H (XY (6 = 1)9)) |
where H : (R%)N — R is defined by
H(X') =Py <sup (F(N) (r,0) — C1e’ GsF™(r, 0)) > 3N~V 10) .
r>0

Therefore, by Corollary 4.4, for N > Ny,

K
Pr(ES) < Y 13PN = 13K N1/,
k=1

The result follows. O
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4.1.2 Lower bound for the proof of Proposition 1.5

We begin by proving that under a suitable coupling, the random function F™) for the N-
BBM stochastically dominates the random function F* for the BBM with an initial condition
consisting of less than NV particles. This result is very similar to the lower bound in Theorem 5.1
of [DMFPSL19b).

Recall from our definition of the < notation in (23) in Section 3 that

XM () =< XT(t) & FM (1) > FT(.,t).

Moreover, the relation X < X is not affected by the ordering of the points in the vectors X
and X'T.

Proposition 4.6. Suppose X = (X1,...,Xy) € RHN and X+ = (&x,..., &) € RH™ with
m < N and such that X < X*. There exists a coupling of the N-BBM XN (t) started from X
and of the BBM X (t) started from Xt such that, fort >0,

XM (4) < XT(t) if | XT(t)] < N.

In particular, under that coupling, F™(-,t) > F(-,t) if |XT(¢)] < N. Then if f : [0,00) = R
is measurable, for t > 0,

Py (inf (FO 1) = £()) > 0) > P+ ( inf (Fo,t) = f(n) >0, |X*H(#)] < N). (33)

r>0

Proof. The coupling of the processes X and X is similar in spirit to the lower bound in
Section 5.4 of [DMFEFPSL19b].
Let 7'; for £ € N denote the successive branch times of the BBM process:

rh=inf{t>0: |[XT(t)=m+(}.

By induction on |XT|, we claim that it is sufficient to find a coupling of the processes X and
X+ on the same probability space with X (0) = X and X*(0) = Xt such that

0,7], ifm<N

0,77), ifm=N (34)

XMy < XT(t), Vte {

holds almost surely. Indeed, assume that (34) holds. If m = N, then the proposition is proved.
If m < N, then X®™ (7;7) < X* ("), and the construction of the coupling can be repeated up
to time 7 using X™(71") and X (7;") as the new initial particle configurations, by the strong
Markov property. By induction, the property X®™(¢) < X*(t) holds for t € [0, 75, +1), Where
T]J\Lerl is the first time at which there are N + 1 particles in the BBM X', and the proposition
is proved.

We now show that (34) holds. Set 79 = 0, and let (7;)72; be the arrival times in a Poisson
process with rate IV, so that (7,41 — 7;)i>0 is a family of independent Exp(/N) random variables.
These 7; for 7 > 1 will define the branch times for the N-BBM process X . The coupling will
ensure that 7'1+ = 7, for some p € N, where we recall that 7'1+ is the time of the first branching
event in the BBM X .

We now construct the motion of the particles for t € (0,71). Given z,2% € R? with ||z <
||z, we say that (B, B") are a pair of spherically-ordered Brownian motions starting from
(z,rT) if B and BT are Brownian motions in R% (with diffusivity v/2), starting from By = =
and By = 2 and such that, with probability one, ||B;|| < || B;7|| holds for all ¢ > 0. There are
multiple ways to construct such a pair. For example, B and BT might evolve as independent
Brownian motions in R? up to the first time 7" at which || Br|| = || B} ||; after that time they are
coupled in such a way that || B;|| = || B;"|| for all t > T, for example by taking B; — By = O(B;" —
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BF) with © : R? — R? being an orthogonal transformation such that © Bf: = By. Alternatively,
one could use the skew-product decomposition of Brownian motion (see, for example, the proof
of Proposition 2.10 in [BZ18]), driving the radial components of B and B by the same Bessel
process.

Since the condition X < X7 is invariant under permutation of the indices of points in X
and X1, it suffices to assume that the vectors X and X" are ordered in such a way that

1% < 120, Y Ee{L,...,m},

where we recall that m = |XT| < N. (For example, order the vectors X and X so that the
points with the lowest indices are the points closest to the origin.)

Then, for ¢ € (0,71), we define (X (t), X;7 (t)) for k € {1,...,m} to be m independent pairs
of spherically-ordered Brownian motions starting from (X%, X,j ), and for k € {m+1,..., N}, the
X ,(CN) (t) are defined to be independent Brownian motions starting from Xj. Hence, for ¢t € (0,7),
we have || XV (®)|| < || X (t)|| for k € {1,...,m}, which in turn implies that

XM < XT(t) Vi<
We now describe the first branching event at time 7.

Defining X™ (r1—) = (X{V(11—),..., XN (11—)) = lim; ~;, X (¢), and similarly defining
Xt (r1—) = limy »,, X (), we have

IX.7 ()l < IXE(m-)l Yk e {1, m).

Let ji, a random variable uniformly distributed on {1,..., N}, be the index of the branching
particle in the N-BBM at time 71. Let k; denote the index of the particle in X®)(r—) with
maximal distance from the origin. If j; > m, then at time 71, the N-BBM branches but the
BBM does not. The particle in X with index j; is duplicated; the particle in X with index
k1 is eliminated. More precisely, let

XM () = X (1) for k # ki, Xlillv)(ﬁ) = X](»f’)(ﬁ—), and XT(r)=X"(r1—).
Then for k € {1,...,m},
X" (r) | < 11X (=) < 15 (=)= 1% ()l

and, in particular, X (71) < X (7). The construction is then repeated to extend the definition
from time 7 to 7o: take new pairs of spherically-ordered Brownian motions to determine the

motion of particles up to time 79, pick the branching particle jo in the N-BBM uniformly at

random, and so on until time 7,4, where i+ = inf{i > 1 : j; < m}. This time 7,4 = 7{" is a

branching time for both the N-BBM and the BBM. Observe that 7" ~ Exp(m).
In the construction of the coupling so far we have that for ¢ < 7'1+ ,

XM < IXF@)] YEe{l,...,m},

and so, in particular, X™ () < XT(t). At time 7;" — = 7,4+ —, the particles with index j;+ €
{1,...,m} from both X and X branch, and the particle in X of maximal distance from
the origin is removed. More precisely, if k;+ is the index of the particle in X (77 —) with
maximal distance from the origin, we let

X\r) = X0 () for k £ ke, X7 () = X5 (),
and  X*(r") = (X{ (7 =), X)L (), X (=), X ().

Suppose m < N. Then | XV ()| < | X5 (r7 )|l VE € {1,...,m} with k # k;+, and also
IX, (Ol < I1XF, (rF =)l Moreover, if k+ < m then || X070, ()| < [1X) (=)l <
HX/;;+ (r{7=)||. It follows that X (r;") =< X*(7{") if m < N. This concludes the coupling

construction to achieve (34), and the proof of proposition is now complete. O
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We now use Proposition 4.6 to prove a lower bound on F™(-,§).

Lemma 4.7. There exists Ny < oo such that for all N > Ny, for all X € (R)N and for all
0€(0,1),

Py (ir>1£ (F<N> (r,8) — e G5C s _n—1ys FN (r,O)) < —4N—1/10) < 26 NTL/10,
r>

Proof. Take § € (0,1) and X € (RHN. For r > 0, let fy(r) = N7'|X N B(r)|; note that if
X™(0) = X then F™ (r,0) = fa(r). Let X+ C X consist of the | N(e~® — N~1/5)] particles in
X which are closest to the origin. Let (Xt (¢),t > 0) be the BBM started from X*(0) = X'+,
Observe that F*(r,0) = C| y(e—s_n-1/5y)n.fx(r), so that

Coms_n-1/3fx(r) = N < FF(r,0) < Cpa_y-iysfa(r) ¥r>0. (35)

Let Ry be the event
Ry = {|x*(5)] < N}.

Since |[X*| < N(e=® — N=/%), one has N~1e?|X+| -1 < —N"1/% < —~N~1/5 and Lemma 4.2
implies that for NV sufficiently large,

P+ (Rf) < P (NTHXHE)| = e 2H]) > N7H5) <1360 N0/,
Let Ry be the event

Ry = {sup }ClF‘L(r, 8) — Crot(r, 5)} < 3N1/10},
r>0

where, as in (26) in Section 4.1.1, we let v*(r,8) = e’GsF*(r,0). Since |X*| > N(e™® —
N=1/%) —1, one has O N~HXH| > 1 - N5 — N1 > 1 - N-V10if N is sufficiently large
that e(N_1/5 + N1 < N—Y10_ Then, by Lemma 4.3, we know that for N sufficiently large,

Py+ (RS) < 13e0N~1/10,

Since ) N71|XT| < 1 we have v*(-,d) < 1 (by (27) in the proof of Lemma 4.2). By (35), we
therefore have that for » > 0,

C1v'(r, ) = v'(r,6) = 2G5 F T (r,0) > °G5Cy—s_n-1/5fa(r) — e N7L.

On the event R; we also have F(-,§) < N7!|XT(5)| < 1 and hence C1F*(-,8) = FT(-,4).
This shows that on the event Ry N Ry, we have both | X (5)] < N and

ig% (F+(r, 0) — eéG(SCe—&iN—l/5fX(r)) > 71’121% (C1F+(r, 8) — Crt(r, 5)) — N1
> —3N"V10 AN

Note that since X* C X we have X < X*. Therefore, by Proposition 4.6, and taking N
sufficiently large that eN—1 < N_l/lo,

Pay (n;g (FO(r.8) = P G3C,s_yrss fac(r) > —4N1/10)

> Pt (n;g (F*(r,6) = € GsCpms_y-1ys f(r)) > —AN "0 [ XH(5)] < N)

> P+ (R1 N Ry)
1 Py (RS) By (RS)
> 1 1368 N6/5 _ 134 N-11/10,

which completes the proof, since fx(-) = F™(-,0) if X (0) = X. O
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As in (22), for k € Ny and § > 0, let
VR0 = (2GC,s )P F™M (-, 0).

By applying Lemma 4.7 repeatedly, we can prove the following lower bound, which, together
with the upper bound in Proposition 4.5, will allow us to prove Proposition 1.5.

Proposition 4.8. There exists Ng < 0o such for all N > Ny, for all X € (RN, § € (0,1) and
KeN,

Py (igg (F“V) (r, K§) — va&—(r)) < —5KeK5N—1/10) < 26K e NT1/10,
r>

Proof. For k€ {1,..., K} and r > 0, we can write

FM(r, kd) — vF0~ (1) = F™ (1, k6) — 2G5C. 5 n-1/sF™ (1, (k — 1)0)
+ € Gs5C—s5_p-1sFN (1, (k — 1)) — 2G5Cs F™(r, (k — 1)0)
+ e G5C,—s F™ (r, (k — 1)) — °G5C,—s0" 197 (r). (36)

For the second line on the right hand side of (36), note that ||Cy—s_y-1/5f = Co-s f|| ;oo < N-1/5
for any f :[0,00) — R, and so, using (21),

Heécgce,a_N,lmF(M(-, (k —1)5) — 9 GsC, s FM (-, (k — 1)5)HLDO <eSNTVS (37)
For the third line on the right hand side of (36), observe that Cy, f(r) — Cy,g(r) > min (0, f(r) —

g(r)) for any m € (0,1) and any f, g : [0,00) — R. Then, since min (0, f(r) — g(r)) < 0, we have
that for any § > 0, m € (0,1) and r > 0,

G5Cinf(r) = GsCrmg(r) > Gy min (0, f(r) — g(r)) > inf min (0, f(y) ~ 4(»)),
where we used from (14) and (15) that G > 0 and [;° G(y,r,t)dy < 1. It follows that
lgf(; (G(;Ce_aF(N) (T, (k — 1)5) — G(;Ce—ékal’é’f(r))
> min <0, inf (F(N) (y,(k—1)8) — vk_l"s’_(y))>. (38)
y=>0
To control the first line of the right hand side of (36), for k € N, define the event
By = {igg (FO (r,k8) — 0GsC, sy 1 PO (1, (k — 1)5)) > —4N—1/10}
and let
K
E, = () Ex.
k=1
Then on the event E,, using (37) and (38), we have for each k € {1,..., K}, for all » > 0,
F™(r ké) — vk"s’_(r) > 4N~V _ @O N—1/5
R : (N) _ _ ,k=1,6,—
+ €’ min (0, ;Izlf(; (F (y,(k—1)) —v (y))) .
By iterating this bound, it follows that on the event E,, for k € {1,..., K},

inf (F(N) (r, ko) — vk"s’_(r)) > —(ANTY10 4 O N—1/PYfehd (39)
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To estimate Py (ES), we use a union bound and Lemma 4.7. Specifically,

K K
Px(EY) =Px (U Eﬁ) <> Px(Ef).

k=1 k=1
By the Markov property, for k € {1,..., K},
Po(B) = B [P (55 | Fil] = B [1(x (- 19)]
where H : (RY)N — R is defined by
H(X') =Py (igg (FO(1r,0) = €GsC,ms_p1/sF ™ (1,0)) < —4N—1/10) .
r>

Therefore, by Lemma 4.7, for N > Ny,

K

k=1
Taking N sufficiently large that eN—1/% < N=1/10_ the result follows by (39). O

4.1.3 Combining the upper and lower bounds for the proof of Proposition 1.5

We can now complete the proof of Proposition 1.5. Let v denote the solution of (7) with
initial condition vy(r) = F™ (r,0) for r > 0. By Lemma 2.2 we have that for 6 > 0, k € Ny and
r >0,

VO (1) = (€2 GsCos)FF M (r,0) < 0™ (1, k6) < (C1e°G)FFM (1, 0) = 00 (r)

and
||vk,6,+ _ vk,é,—HLw < (eké + 1)(66 _ 1)‘

Therefore, for N sufficiently large, for X € (R*)V, ¢ € (0,1) and K € N, by Proposition 4.5,
Py (sup (F(N) (r, K§) — o™ (r, K5)) > 3K efONTI0 (50 4 1)(ef — 1)) < 13K NT1/10
r>0

and by Proposition 4.8,
Px (igg (F(N)(r, Ké&) — o™ (r, K5)) < —5KefONTVI0 _ (K9 1) (e — 1)) < 26K NTI/10,
rz

It follows that for N sufficiently large, for X € (R*)V, § € (0,1) and K € N,

Py (sup | PO (r, K6) = o™ (1, K8)| > 5KeMINT10 4 (K0 4 1)(ef 1)) < 39K M N/,
r>0

Take t > 0, and let K = [N1/20t] and 0 =t/K. Then § < N~Y20 and so for N sufficiently large
(not depending on t),

5K6K5N71/10 + (6K5 + 1)(65 o 1) S 5(N1/20t + 1)etN71/10 + (et + 1)(6]\[*1/20 _ 1)
S 5(t + 1)625N71/20 + 4625N71/20
< 9€2tN_1/20.
Also, for N sufficiently large (still not depending on t), 39Ke* N~1/10 < 40(t 4+ 1)N—21/20,
Therefore for N sufficiently large, for X € (RY)Y and ¢ > 0,
Py <sup FM™M(rt) — o™ (r, t)’ > 9€2tN1/20> < 40e! N—21/20,
r>0

This completes the proof of Proposition 1.5.
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4.2 Proof of Proposition 1.6

We begin with the following lemma, which is a consequence of Proposition 1.5 and a concen-
tration estimate for F™™(-,0) in the case where X{"(0),..., X\ (0) are i.i.d. with some fixed
distribution pp. This lemma will be used later to argue that at a fixed time ¢, F")(Ry,t) is close
to 1, where (u, R) is the solution of the free boundary problem (1) with initial condition .

Lemma 4.9. There exists a constant c3 € (0,1) such that the following holds. Suppose X\™(0),
, X7(0) are i.i.d. with distribution given by ug. Let v denote the solution of (7) with initial
condition vo(r) = po(B(r)). Then for N sufficiently large, fort >0,
P(IIFY(t) = o, 8)|| o = X N7) <IN,
The difference between Lemma 4.9 and Proposition 1.5 is that the initial condition for
v(-,t) in Lemma 4.9 is given by vo(r) = po(B(r)), whereas the initial condition for v™(-,¢) in
Proposition 1.5 is given by vo(r) = F™(r,0).

Proof. Recall from Proposition 1.5 that there is a constant ¢; > 0 such that for N large enough,
for t > 0,
P (HF(N)(-,t) _ U(N)("t)HLoo > thN—cl) < etN_l_cl,

where v is the solution of (7) with initial condition v§" (r) = F™(r,0). By Lemma 2.3,

[0 (18) =0, Bl o < IFN(0) = u0(B (40)

Ol Do

The function vo(r) = po(B(r)) is the cumulative distribution function for each of the real-
valued random variables || X" (0)|, i = 1,..., N, which are independent. Therefore, it follows
immediately from Corollary 1 and Comment 2(iii) of [Mas90] (which is a sharp, quantitative
version of the Glivenko-Cantelli theorem), that

P([[F,0) < B, > ) <2672 (41)

holds for all € > 0 and N > 1.
For € > 0 to be chosen, let E be the event

E = {||F®(-,0) = to(B()) || o < €}

Then, for c3 > 0 to be determined, N large enough for Proposition 1.5 to hold, and t > 0,

PIF© (0 = 0,8 = N 7)

<P (HF(N)('vt) - U(N)('7t)HLoo + HU(N)(',t) —v( > thNch)

)l e

<P ([IF® () = 0™ ()] o + 0 (1) = o >IN E) 4 B(E)

D) e
SP(HF(N)(, ) (N) 7t HLoo‘i_etEEGZtN_CS ’ E) +2€_2N627

by (40) and (41). Choose c3 € (0,min(c1,1/2)) and e = 1N ~%. Then, for N large enough, one
has 2N~ — ele > 2N~ for all t > 0 (it is sufficient for the inequality to hold at ¢t = 0).
Therefore

P (IIF™ (1) - o,

1a1—2¢
)l oo = PNTS) < NI e BN

Since 1 —2c3 > 0, we may take N larger if necessary so that e! N~1=¢1 4 23N TP < ot N1

for all ¢ > 0 (it is sufficient for the inequality to hold at ¢ = 0), and the proof is complete. [
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Now consider an N-BBM X® started from an initial condition X € (R%)". Recall the
coupling in Section 3 between X and X, where X*(t) = (X (t)),cn+ is the vector of
t

u
particle locations at time ¢ in a standard BBM started from the same initial condition X, such

that under the coupling, for all ¢ > 0, X (¢) C X (¢). Recall also from (24) that under the
coupling, for t > 0, almost surely

(X O = (G O}y where NV ={ue N2 | X ()] < M Vs € [0, 4]},
t
(42)
and M™ = maxyeqy . ny | X, (s)]] is the maximum distance of a particle in the N-BBM from
the origin at time s.
For Lemmas 4.10 to 4.12, we also introduce two quantities. For any particle u € A" in the

BBM at time t, let B,(s) be the displacement of that particle at time s € [0, ¢] from its location

at time 0O:
Bu(s) = X7 (s) — X, (0).

For ¢ > 0 and r > 0, let Z.(r) denote the number of particles in the BBM at time e¢ which
started (at time 0) from a particle in B(r):

Z(r) = [{uw e N : X (0) € B(n)}|
Lemma 4.10. For e,r > 0, if the following two conditions hold:
o Z.(r)> N,

e max sup |Bu(s)|| g%el/?’,
ueN, s€[0,2¢]

then
M®™ <r+€e/3 Vs ele, 2.

Proof. Assume the hypotheses hold. Then we must have
Js* € [0,e]: MY <r+ %61/3.
Indeed, if we had M > r + 1e/® Vs € [0,¢], then by (42) and using that [|By,(s)| =
X (s) = X (0)]] < 3€'72,
N {ueNF o | X6 <r+ 5e/? vs e [o,¢}

2 {ueNF: X0 <r},
which is impossible as the set on the right hand side has size Z.(r) and we assumed that
Z(r) > N.

Then, for any s € [s*, 2¢], for any particle u € NV, its ancestor at time s* must have been
within distance ML of the origin, i.e. | X (s*)| < M. Hence

M < M)+ ma [ B,(5) = Bulo)| < (r+ 3670) 204l

which completes the proof. ]

Recall from the definition of I' in (3) that for » > 0 and 6 € [0,1), X € I'(r,1 — 0) means
that at least a fraction 1 — ¢ of the N particles of the vector X are in B(r), and, in particular,
for t > 0,

XMty e(r,1-9) & FM™M(rt) >1-0. (43)
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Lemma 4.11. There exists a constant ¢4 > 0 such that for r > 0 and ¢ € (0,1), if X €
[(r,1— Xe) then
Py (Ze(r) < N) < e eV,

Proof. Note that since each particle in the BBM branches independently at rate 1 and since we
assumed that the number |X' N B(r)| of initial particles in B(r) is at least N(1 — f¢), we have

Ze(r) = N(1 - ze) +¢

where ¢ is a Poisson random variable with mean N (1 — Ze)e. Hence, for any ¢ > 0, by Markov’s
inequality,

Py (Z.(r) < N)

A

(&< 46N)
( —c€ > 6—%661\[)
iceN E [ —cf}

iceN+N(1—-5) (e=c—1)

P
P

IA
o

< 6N( ie)e(Qc—i—e_c 1)

where we used ie < %6(1 — ie) in the last line. Fixing ¢ > 0 sufficiently small that %c%—e‘c —-1=
—c <0, it follows that

Py (Ze(r) < N) < e @ N0-39) < gm5¢/eN, 0

Lemma 4. 12 Let € = N7° for some b € (0,1/2). Then for N sufficiently large, for r > 0, if
X €D(r,1—e) then

Px ( sup MM >+ 61/3) <e
s€[€,2¢]
Proof. Take X € T(r,1 — %¢). By Lemma 4.10, observe that

Py ( sup MM > r+61/3) < Px (Z(r) <N)
s€le,2¢€]
(44)
+ Py (EIUENQE: sup || By(s)|| > % 1/3>
s€[0,2¢€]

By Lemma 4.11, the first term on the right hand side is bounded by e~V . We focus on the
second term. By the many-to-one lemma, recalling that we let (B;)s>0 denote a d-dimensional
Brownian motion with diffusivity v/2,

Py (au ENS : sup |[Bu(s)] > L 1/3) < Ne IP’O( sup || By > -61/3)
s€[0,2€] s€[0,2¢]

Letting &1 5,...,&q,s denote the d coordinates of B, which are themselves independent one-
dimensional Brownian motions,

Py ( sup || Bs| > 361/3> :Po< sup (&, +--+&5,) > %e”‘”’)

s€[0,2¢] s€[0,2¢]

<Py| sup 513 9d62/3 or ... or sup 5ds 9d62/3
s€[0,2¢] s€[0,2¢€]

45
SdIP’()(sup |&1.s] > fl/3> (45)

s€[0,2¢]

<4d Py (51,26 3\/— 1/3)
—1/3
<d4ddexp | — od )

23




where the fourth line follows by the reflection principle, and the last line by a Gaussian tail
bound.
By (44) we now have that

~1/3 B
Py < sup MM >r+ 61/3> < e N 4 Ne2 . ddexp € <e € v
S€[e,2¢] 72d

for N sufficiently large, since e = N~? and b € (0,1/2). O

We can now complete the proof of Proposition 1.6. Recall that we assume that the N-BBM
is started from N ii.d. particles with distribution given by some pg, and that (u, R) denotes
the solution to the free boundary problem (1) with initial condition po. As in Lemma 4.9, let
v denote the solution of (7) with initial condition vy(r) = ue(B(r)), and recall from Section 1.2
that v(r,t) = [,y u(z,t) dz and so, in particular, v(R;,t) =1 for t > 0.

Take c3 € (0,1) as in Lemma 4.9, and let e = N~%/2, Then for T > 0, by a union bound,

P (Ht € [2¢,T] : Mt(N) > Re(|t/e]-1) + 61/3)

[T/e]—1
< Z P( sup Me(l;\ls >Rek+el/3>

k=1 s€[€,2¢]
[T'/e]-1
= Z <P( o) TP (Eek; sup MG > Rey + 61/3)>_
k=1 s€[€,2¢]

The above is of course valid for any choice of events E; for each t > 0 but, in order to use
Lemma 4.12, we let By = {X™(t) € T'(Ry,1 — 2¢)}. Then for N sufficiently large that ie >
eI N=¢ recalling the meaning of I' in (43) and since v(Ry,t) = 1, for ¢t € (0, 7],

P(E)) =P (X™(t) €T0(Ri, 1 — 3¢)) =P (FM(Ry,t) <1 - 1e)
<P <sup |[F™M (r,t) —v(r,t)| > eQTN_c3>
r>0

S eTN—l—C3

by Lemma 4.9. For N sufficiently large, for k € N, by Lemma 4.12 and the Markov property at
time ek we have

P <E5k§ sup M) > Rep + 61/3) <e M
s€[e,2¢]
Therefore
P(3t e 26,T): M™ > Reryeony + €°) < |T/e] (TN e ) < No1ode

for N sufficiently large. For n € (0,7, since (R;);cp, 1) is continuous (by Theorem 2.1), for N
sufficiently large,
R(ltjej-1) + €3 <Ry +n vtenT) (46)

Therefore for N sufficiently large,
P(3tenT): M > Ry +n) < NTI739,

which completes the proof of Proposition 1.6.
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5 Proof of Theorem 1.1: Hydrodynamic limit result for u

First we notice that it is sufficient to prove that there exists ¢; > 0 such that for any ¢ > 0,
A C R? measurable and § > 0, for N sufficiently large,

P (w) (A1) — /A u(z, t) de > 5) < N1, (47)

Indeed, since ™ (A, t) +p™ (RN\A, t) = 1 and [, u(z,t) dz+ [gay 4 u(z, ) dz = [pau(z,t)dz =
1

)

P (M(N)(A,t) - /Au(x,t) dx < —5) =P <M(N) (RN\A,t) — /

u(z,t)de > 5) . (48)
R\ A

Hence it follows from (47) that for ¢ > 0, A C R? measurable and § > 0, for N sufficiently large,

P (‘,u(N)(A,t) —/Au(x,t) dz

and so by Borel-Cantelli, u™(A,t) — [,u(z,t)dz almost surely as N — oo. Moreover, for
t>0and 6 >0,let & =1— fB(Rtfé) u(z,t)dz > 0 by Theorem 2.1. Then

> 5) < 2N,

P(M™ < Ry — ) =P (u™ (B(R - 6),t) =1)

—P (,u(N) (B(Ry — 6),t) — /

u(z,t)dz > 5/) <N
B(R¢—35)

for N sufficiently large, by (47). Also, by Proposition 1.6 with 7 = min(é,t), for N sufficiently
large,
P (Mt(N) > Ry + 5) < N~l-e,

Therefore, by Borel-Cantelli, Mt(N) — Ry almost surely as N — oo.
It now remains to prove (47). Let (X' (¢),t > 0) be a BBM with the same initial particle
distribution as the N-BBM, i.e. such that X (0) = (X; (0))},, where (X;7(0))¥, are i.i.d. with

)

distribution given by pg. Recall the coupling described in Section 3 between the N-BBM X&)
and the BBM X such that under the coupling, for all t > 0,

XM () C XT(t).

Take t > 0 and n € (0,t). We let C,; denote the set of locations of particles in the BBM
(without killing) at time ¢ whose ancestors at times s € [, t] were always within distance Rs+n
of the origin:

Cpe = { X (8) s uw e NJF, 1K (s)| < Ro+n Vs € [n, ]}
Notice that if M < Rs+n Vs € [n,t], then, by (24), almost surely
XWN(t) C Cpy.

Therefore, for A C R% measurable and 6 > 0,
P <M“V>(A,t) - / u(a, t) de > 5) <P(3s €t MY > Ry +1))
A
1
+ P (N‘C’” OA\ - /Au(ﬂc,t) dz > 5)
1
< N-l-e2 4 p (—’Cnt N A’ — / u(z,t)de > 5) (49)

NP A

for N sufficiently large (depending on n and t) by Proposition 1.6. We now focus on the second
term on the right hand side.
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Lemma 5.1. For anyt >0 and A C R? measurable,

1
limE | — All = t)d ; ly in N.
nl{‘r(l) [N‘Cn,tﬂ |] /Au(:v, )dz uniformly in

Proof. We claim that for y € R¢,
P,(B; € A, ||Bs|| < Rs Vs € (0,t]) =Py (B € A, || Bs|| < Rs Vs € (0,1)). (50)

(In words: the probability that the Brownian motion touches the moving boundary R at a
positive time without crossing it is zero.) We shall begin by showing that the lemma follows
from (50), and then prove the claim (50).

For n € (0,t), by the many-to-one lemma, and since at time 0 the BBM consists of N
particles with locations which are random variables with distribution uy,

E[|c,.n Al = Ne! /Rd 1o(dy) Py (B, € A, ||Bs|| < Ry +n Vs € [n,1]).
By dominated convergence, and uniformly in N,

. 1
7171{(%15 [an’t N A|] = /Rd po(dy) Py (B € A, || Bs|| < Rs Vs € (0,t])

_ et /Rd 1o(dy) Py (B, € A, | Bl| < Ry Vs € (0, 1))

= /A u(z,t) de,

where the second equality holds by (50) and the last equality follows from (13).

It remains to prove (50); we shall use the following claim. Suppose (£s)s¢0,4 is a continuous
path in R? with £ = y and & = 0, and suppose e € R? is a unit vector. We claim that there
are at most two values of r € R such that

in (Rs — ||&s + 2re|)) =0, 51
Jé%é%( €5 + 2rel]) (51)

which we write to mean that the min exists in (0,¢) and is equal to 0; in other words, Ry >
&5 + 2re|| Vs € (0,t) and s € (0,t) such that Ry = [|€s + $re]|. Indeed, we have that

s+ sre|® = [|& — (& - e)e]) + (£ - e + 51)7,

and so if (51) holds, then the inequality Rs > [|§s + re| implies that, for each s € (0,1),

— (R = )& — (& -e)el) 2 + &) <r < (B2 =& — (& - e)e) > — &) (52)

Moreover, for any value of s € (0,¢) such that R, = [|£ + $7e||, one of the two inequalities
in (52) must be an equality. Therefore

re{ it ({2 - e - @ eel) ~ 6.e))
Sup (_é((Rg —[1€s = (&s - 9)9”2)1/2 & e)) }’

s€(0,t)

which establishes the claim that (51) holds for at most two values of r.
Now for y € RY, under the probability measure Py, let (5s)se[0,t] denote a d-dimensional
Brownian bridge with diffusivity v/2 from y to 0 in time ¢. Then

Py ({IBsll < R, ¥s € (0,4} N {3s € (0,1) : | B,]| = R.})
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=By [Py ({Bs]| < By ¥s € (0,1} N {3s € (0,2) : |Bs]| = R,} |By)]

= /]Rd dz ®(y — 2) Py (fg%%)

=E, { /Rd dz @4y — Z)]l{minse(o,Q(Rs||ss+%z||>=0}]

(R, ~ & + 32I) = 0)

by Fubini’s theorem, and where ®;(z) = (47t)~%2¢~1121*/(41) i5 the heat kernel. By (51) we have
that minge (g4 (Rs — [|€s + $2||) # 0 for almost every z, and (50) follows. O

Lemma 5.2. For N sufficiently large, for any A C R% measurable and any 0 < n < t,

1 1 4
E [(N‘CW NA|-E [ﬁcm n A|] )

Proof. Recall that we let XT(0) = (X;7(0))Y,, where (X; (0))Y, are i.i.d. with distribution
given by pg. As in the proof of Lemma 4.2, denote by X1 the family of particles descended
from the i-th particle in the initial configuration X*(0). The X+ form a family of independent
BBMs, and for each i the process X T is started from a single particle at location X;r (0). Fix
0 < n < t, write n; = | X(¢)| for the number of particles descended from X (0) at time ¢ and

introduce n; 4 as the number of particles in C,; N A which are descendants of particle X;H(0):

< 13e* N2,

nia = ‘CW mAmX“(t)’.
Then |C, ¢ N Al = SN, nja and (n; )Y, are i.id., so

E|(ICen Al ~E[ICen 4] )|
N 4
=K l(z (nLA - E[nz,A])) 1
N - A N
_ ZE {(ni,A — E[n; 4)) } +6 Z Var (n; 4) Var (n; 4).

By the same argument as in (28), (29) and (30) in the proof of Lemma 4.2,

E [(ni,A - E[n@A])ﬂ <2E [nﬂ < 48¢H and Var (n; 4) <E [n?] < 2¢%.

Therefore

4
B[(Icn Al ElICen A} ) | < N a8e + 3NN — 1) (262
< 13¢* N2
for N sufficiently large. O

We can now conclude; for fixed t > 0, A C R% measurable and § > 0, let 7 > 0 be sufficiently
small that, by Lemma 5.1,

1 5
‘NEUCWMAH —/Au(x,t)dx <z WYNeN
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Then for N sufficiently large,

1 0
]P’(N|Cn,tﬁz4|—/j4u(1’,t)d$25) ( ‘C tﬁA| —E“C tﬁA” )

5— 13e* N2,

by Lemma 5.2 and Markov’s inequality. By (49), it follows that for N sufficiently large,

P<M(N)(A,t) - / ) < N2 16571 131 N2
A
< N-l-3¢2

for N large enough, which establishes (47) and completes the proof of Theorem 1.1.

6 Proof of Proposition 1.7 and of Theorems 1.2, 1.3 and 1.4

We begin by proving Proposition 1.7. We shall first describe heuristically how the proof works.
Recall from (3) that for K > 0 and ¢ € (0, 1],

I'"K,c) = {X e (RHN . %Hz X < K} > c}

is the set of “good” initial particle configurations that have at least a fraction c of particles within
distance K of the origin (the dependence on N is implicit). Recall from (25) that F™ (- ¢) is
the empirical cumulative distribution of the particles at time . Let us explain how we go about
proving that for € > 0 there exist N, T¢ such that

Px (Sup|F(N)(7“,t) = V(r)| > 6) <e€
r>0

holds for any N > N, t > T, and X € T'(K, ¢).
Let Ky = 3, and take ¢g as in Proposition 2.5 and ¢, = t.(cp, K) as in Proposition 2.4. We

are going to show that there exists a time t, = t,(c, K) independent of N such that, for ¢ large
enough,

X eTl(K,c) = X"(t,) € T'(Ko, c) with high probability
= XM (t —t.) € ['(Kop,cp) with high probability
= F™(.,t) is close to V with high probability.

For the first step, we use Proposition 2.5 to choose ¢, such that v (r,t,) > 2col >k, Vr >
0, where v™) denotes the solution of the obstacle problem (7) with initial condition vy(r) =
F™(r,0) = N~H& N B(r)|. Then Proposition 1.5 tells us that X™(t,) € T'(Kjy, cg) with high
probability for N large enough.

The second step will be provided by Proposition 6.2 below, with Proposition 6.1 as an
intermediate result.

For the third step, let o denote the solution of the obstacle problem (7) with initial condition
to(r) = F™(r,t —t.). From the second step, X (t — t.) € I'(Ky, o) with high probability,
which is equivalent to 9g(Ky) > ¢o. Proposition 2.4 then gives us that o(-,¢.) is close to V(-).
Furthermore, Proposition 1.5, together with the Markov property at time ¢ — t., implies that
F® (. t) is close to (-, t¢), which in turn is close to V(-).

We start by proving the two propositions needed for the second step, and then we prove
Proposition 1.7. The first proposition implies that if X (0) € T'(m, ¢) for some m and ¢, then,
for j large and t not too large, with high probability X (¢) € T'(m + j, c).
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Proposition 6.1. For any ¢ € (0,1), any N € N, any t > 0 and any m > 0, if X € I'(m,c),
then
Py (XM (t) €T(m + j,c)) < 4dNe'e 7"/ for a1l 5 > 0.

Proof. The argument, in particular the final Gaussian tail estimate, is very similar to the one
used in the proof of Lemma 4.12. Recall the coupling in Section 3 between the N-BBM X @V
and the BBM X such that under the coupling, X (0) = X*(0) and for ¢ > 0, almost surely

OHS = (X W, qos where AT = {ue N+ X (5)] < M Vs € 0,1}
(53)
Fix t > 0 and j > 0, and define the event

E = { max sup || X, (s) — X, (0)] < %j}
ueN sel0,4]

We claim that on the event E, if X" (0) € I'(m,c) for some ¢ € (0,1) and m > 0, then
XM (t) e T'(m+ j,¢). The proof of the claim is split into two cases, depending on the stopping
time

T=inf{s>0: MM gm—i—%j}.

We first consider the case 7 > ¢, meaning that M > m + %j Vs < t. By (53), on the event
En{r >t} we have

X)) 2 {XF () s ue N, |XF ()] < m+ 3j Vs € [0,4]}

> {XI0 e N IXEO) <),

u

where we used || X, (s) — X5 (0)| < 1/ in the last line. Now using that || X;F(t) — X;(0)|| < j
on the event F, it follows that if X (0) € I'(m, ¢) then X" (¢) € I'(m + j, ¢).

We now consider the second case, 7 < t. Take u € M. On the event E N {r < t},
[ X0 (7)]| < M(™ < 'm + 1j, and by the triangle inequality,

IXa Ol < X7 () = X )] + [|X7 () = X O + [ X (Dl < m+

by the definition of the event E. By (53), this shows that | XV ()| < m+j Vk € {1,...,N},
and, in particular, X (¢) € I'(m + 4, ¢). This completes the proof of the claim.
Hence for X € T'(m, ¢),

Py (X™(t) € T(m+ j,c)) < Pr(E°) < Ne' Py ( sup Byl > %j)
s€[0,t]

by the many-to-one lemma. Letting &, ...,{q,s denote the coordinates of B, we have

Px (XM(t) € T(m + j,¢)) gNet]I”O(sup 515 gdj or ... or sup §d8 ng )
s€[0,t] s€[0,t]

< Néetd Py sup |&1,s| > ]
(sE[Ot}| ‘ 3\/_

< Neé'- 4d]P’0(§1tZ )

< 4dN€t€_j2/(36dt),

where the third inequality follows by the reflection principle and the fourth by a Gaussian tail
estimate. ]
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We now show that for ¢y € (0,1) and Ky > 0 appropriately chosen, if N and ¢ are sufficiently
large, if X" (0) € T'(Ko, cp) then XM (t) € T'(Ky, co) with high probability.

Proposition 6.2. Take tg > 1 and cg > 0 as in Proposition 2.5, and fir Ko = 3. For € > 0,
there exist N! < oo and t. < oo such that for N > N!, the following holds. Fort > t.,

inf Py (X™M(t) € T(K, >1—c¢. 54
vl o x (X™(t) e T(Ko, ) > 1—¢ (54)

Furthermore, for t1 € [to, 2tg] and any K > 0,

sup  Ey [inf{n >1: X" (nt;) € T'(Ko,co)}] < oo. (55)
XET(K,co)

Note that for any initial condition X € (R%)", we have that X € I'(K,cy) where K =
max;<n || ;|| + 1, and so it follows immediately from (55) that for N sufficiently large, for
X € (RYHN and t € [to, 2t),

Py (inf{n > 1: X®(nt) € I'(Ko,cp)} < 00) = 1. (56)

Proof. The proof uses Propositions 1.5, 6.1 and 2.5 to establish a coupling with a Markov chain.
Take § € (0,1/16) sufficiently small that ﬁ > 1 — 1e. Suppose N/ is sufficiently large that
for N > N! we have

(log N)?/3

4dN62t06—(logN)4/3/(144dt0) <15 and
2 144dtg

> log 2. (57)

Also, recalling the definition of ¢; in Proposition 1.5, suppose that N/ is sufficiently large that
for N > N/, Proposition 1.5 holds,

eMoN"C < ¢y and e2oNTImer < gom(os N1 (58)
Take N > N! and t; € [to, 2tp]. We first show that
X el(m,cg) = Py (XM (t1) ¢T(m+j—1,¢0)) <3277 Vj,m € Ny with m > Ko.  (59)

Take m € N with m > Ky and suppose X € T'(m,cp). We first assume that j € N with
§ > (log N)?/3 4+ 1. Then by Proposition 6.1, the fact that t; € [tg,2to] and then by (57) we have

Py (XM (t) ¢ T(m+j — 1,¢)) < 4dN 20 e=(=1)%/(T2dt0) < 15,—(7—=1)?/(144dto) < 59=3

N[

We now consider the case j < (log N)?/% + 1. By Proposition 2.5, for v the solution of (7)
with vo(r) = N~ & N B(r)|, we have that v™)(m — 1,¢1) > 2cq. Therefore by Proposition 1.5,
since, by (58), e2t N~ < ¢,

Py (XM (t1) ¢ T(m —1,¢c0)) < Px (|FN(m —1,1) — 0™ (m — 1,t1)| > )

<

< eltNimen

In particular, this and the condition (58) imply that for j € Ny with j < (log N)?/3 + 1,
Py (XM (t1) ¢ T(m+j —1,¢0)) <Pa (XN (t1) ¢ T(m — 1,¢p)) < e"NTI7 <6277,

and (59) is proved.
Let us define the sequence of random variables (6,,)52, by

Hn = min {Z S NO : X(N)(ntl) S P(Ko + i,CQ)} = min{i S No : F(N)(Ko —i—z’,ntl) > Co}.
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Although 6, itself is not a Markovian process, (59) and the Markov property applied to X®)
implies that for all X € (RY)Y and n,i,j € Ny,

O0n <i = Py (Oni1 >i+7| Fppy) <0277, (60)
Define a Markov chain (Y,)52, on Ny as follows. For n € Ny and 4, j € Np, let
P (Yo =7 | Yo =1) =pij,
where
1-6  ifj=0 1-25  ifj=-1
i = , and, for ¢ > 1, i = ,
Po; {52—J ifj>1 Piiti {52—J if §>0.

Suppose for K > 0 that X € I'(K,¢p). Then by (60), conditional on X™(0) = X and Yy =
max (0, [K — Ky|), we can couple (XM (nt1))22, and (Y,)22 in such a way that almost surely,
0, <Y, holds for each n € Np, which means that

X(N)(ntl) S F(K(] + Yn,CQ).

For j € Ny, introduce m; > 1 as the expected number of steps needed for Y, to reach zero
starting from Yy = j:
mj :=E[inf{n >1:Y, =0}| Yy =4].

Then for n € Ny and X € I'(K, ¢p), the coupling implies

Py (XM (nty) ¢ T(Ko, o)) = Pa (6, > 0) <P (Y, #0 | Yo = [K — Ko] V 0) (61)

and
Ex [inf{n >1: X™ (nt;) € I'(Ko,c0)}| < mrx_gyvo- (62)
Note also that
mo=1-0+Y_062"7m;. (63)
j=1

We now bound m; for j € N. Let (4;)72; be iid. with A; ~ Bernoulli(26), and let (G;){2; be
i.i.d. geometric random variables with P(G; = k) = 27k=1 for k € Ny. Then for j € N,

mj:E{inf{nz1:j+i(A,~Gi—(1—Ai))SOH

i=1

:E{inf{nzlziAi(Gi—i_l)Sn_jH

i=1
o) k
<14 3P (S g). (o4
k=1 =1

since for a random variable Z taking values in Ny, we have that E[Z] = > 72 P (Z > k), and
since for k£ > 1,

n k
P(inf{nz 1:) Ai(Gi+1) gn—j} > k) SIP’(ZAi(GiJrl) > k:—j).
i=1 i=1
For k € N and A > 0, by Markov’s inequality,
k
P (Z Ai(Gi+1) >k — j) < e MR {&Zf—v“i@i“)}

i=1
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— k=D [eAAl(G’l—f—l)}k.

For A € (0,10g 2),

e

| NO|—

+1-—26.

E [eAAl(GhLl)} _ 251 -
e

N[

Hence letting A = log(3/2),
E [loe@/RMEHD] =1 445 < 3

since we chose § < . It follows that for k € N,
P (iAi(Gi +1) >k —j) < (%)] (g)k
P
Hence by (64),
mj§1+(%)ji(g)k:1+5(g)j. (65)

Pt

Therefore by (63),
mo < 1—5+i52—j (1+5(g)j) — 14156,
o

It follows that (Y,)52 is positive recurrent, and since it is also irreducible and aperiodic, by
convergence to equilibrium for Markov chains we have that as n — oo,

1 1
P(Y,=0|Yy,=0) —» — > .
(Yo =01Yo=0) mo — 1+ 156

Since ﬁ >1-— %e, there exists n. < oo such that for n > ne,
P(Y,#0|Yy=0) <e,
and so by (61), for X € I'(Ky, cp) and n > n,,
Px (X" (nt1) ¢ T'(Ko, o)) < e. (66)

Let t. = max(ntg,2tg). Then for ¢ > t., we have that [t/tg] > n. and t/[t/tg] € [to,2to].
Therefore (54) follows from (66) with t; = t/|t/to] and n = [t/to].
Finally, note that by (62) and (65), for K > 0, if X € T'(K, ¢g) then

B [inf{n > 1: X¥(at) € DKo, c)}) <145 (3)

)

which establishes (55) and completes the proof. O

Proof of Proposition 1.7. Take ty and c¢q as in Proposition 2.5, and fix Ky = 3. Take ¢ > 0 and
take N! and t. as in Proposition 6.2. Take t. = t.(co, Ko) as defined in Proposition 2.4. Take
¢ € (0,¢p] and K > Ky, and let

(67)

L:(K—K0]+1+[Mw

log 2
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Recall the definition of ¢; in Proposition 1.5, and suppose N > N! is sufficiently large that
Proposition 1.5 holds and that

2o N=e1 < ¢, elto == < ¢ e N~ < e and eleN717e1 <.

Take X € I'(K,c), and let v denote the solution of (7) with initial condition vy(r) =
N~X N B(r)|, which satisfies vo(r) > clf,>x}. By Proposition 2.5, recalling the definition of
L in (67), we have the lower bound

o™ (r, Ltg) > 2col(p>ky), ¥V r>0. (68)

(The time Lt is the same as the time ¢, mentioned in the outline at the start of Section 6.)

Now we compare F™ (- Ltg) with o™ (-, Ltg), to show that F®™ (Ky, Ltg) > ¢y with high
probability. By (68) and by Proposition 1.5, since N is sufficiently large that e2/o N—¢1 < ¢,
and el N—17¢1 < ¢ we now have that

Py (F™ (Ko, Ltg) < ¢g) <Px <Sup |FN) (1, Ltg) — o™ (r, Lto)| > co)
r>0

<e. (69)

Take ¢ > t. + Lto. Then

Py (F(N)(Ko,t) < CQ)
< Py (F™Y (Ko, Ltg) < ¢g) +Px (FWN (Ko, Ltg) > o, F™ (Ko, t) < co)

<e+Ex []P’Xm)(uo) (XM (t — Ltg) ¢ T'(Ko, o)) ]I{X(N)(Lto)GF(KO,co)}}
< 2, (70)

where the second inequality follows by (69) and the last inequality follows by (54) in Proposi-
tion 6.2.

Now note that for any configuration X € I'(Ky, o), letting ¥ denote the solution of (7) with
initial condition vg(r) = N~{XNB(r)|, we have by Proposition 2.4 that sup,~g [#(r, t.) =V (r)| <
€. Hence

P; <Sup FM™(rte) — V(’I“)‘ > 2E> <Pj; <sup FM(rte) —o(rte)
r>0 r>0

> 6) <k, (71)

by Proposition 1.5, since N is large enough that e? N=¢ < ¢ and el N~17¢1 <.
Hence for t >t + Lty +t. and X € T'(K,¢),

Py <Sup FO (1)~ V(r)| > 26> <Py <Sup FO (1 8) — V()| > 2¢, FO (Kot —t.) > co)
r>0 r>0

Py (F(N)(KO, t—t.) < co)
< e+ 2e, (72)

using (70) for the second term and (71) with the Markov property and X := X™ (¢t — t,) for
the first term. (Indeed, F") (K, t — te) > ¢ is equivalent to XM (¢t —t.) € T'(Ko,co).) This
concludes the proof of (10), the first statement of Proposition 1.7. We now turn to proving (12),
the third statement.

Assume that ¢t >t/ + Lty + t. + 1 and X € T'(K,¢), and introduce A = N~¢/3, For any
family (Ej);2, of events, we have using (70) that

[1/A]
Py ( sup Mt(iv; > Ry + 26) <2+ Z Py <Ek ,  sup Mt(jrvzk—l)AH > Ry + 2E>
s€[0,1] k=0 SE[N2)]
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[1/A)
+ 3 P (Bf, PO (Kot —te = 2) > o). (73)
k=0

We use this expression with the events
Ep = {F™(Ry + e,t + (k= 1)) > 1 - N~4/2},
For X € T'(Ko, cp), let & denote the solution of (7) with initial condition
vo(r) = N7 & N B(r)|

and let Ry = inf{r > 0: o(r,t) = 1} for t > 0. Then by Proposition 2.4, for t > t, |R; — Roo| < €
and so U(Rs + €,t) = 1. Hence by Proposition 1.5, for k € {0,...,[1/A]},

P (F<N>(Roo Fetet k) <1-— ewe“)N—Cl) < eletly—1-a,

For N sufficiently large that 2t N—a « N—e1/2 by the Markov property at time ¢t — ¢t — A
this implies that

Py (Eli , FY (Kot —te—\) > Co) < eletly—1-c1,
By Lemma 4.12 with b = ¢1/3, for N sufficiently large, for ¢ > 0,

t'+s

Px (F(N)(Roo +et)>1—3N sup MY, >Reo+e+ )\1/3) < e N
sE[A2)]

For N sufficiently large that %)\ > N=/2 and \1/3 = N=/9 < ¢, choosing t' =t + (k — 1)\,
this implies that

Py <Ek ,osup My 0> Reo 2e> <e NV o e NP
SEN2A]

By (73), it follows that for N sufficiently large,

]PX( sup Mt(iv; > Roo+2€) < 2€+(Ncl/3+1)(67]\[61/12 +et6+1N71701) < 36,
s€[0,1]

which concludes the proof of (12) in Proposition 1.7. It remains to show (11).

Recall from (9) that V' is strictly increasing and continuous on [0, R], with V(0) = 0 and
V(Roo) = 1. If sup,sq |[F™(r,t) =V (r)| < 2¢ then M > V~1(1—2¢), and so for t > .+ Ltg+t.
and X € I'(K,c), by (72),

Py (MY < V71 - 26)) < 3e. (74)

The statement (11) now follows from (74) and (12), which completes the proof. O

The following lemma is the main remaining step in the proof of Theorem 1.3.

Lemma 6.3. Fore > 0, let
Co={ X () iue N, [ X (9)]] < Boo + € Vs € [e, e/}

Take § > 0. Then for € > 0 sufficiently small, for N sufficiently large, the following holds: if
the initial particle configuration X € (RON satisfies

sup [N~ X N B(r)| — V(r)‘ <,

r>0

then for any A C R* measurable,
1
Py (N’CE NA|l— /AU(JU) dz > 5) < i6.
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Proof. First, we estimate the mean of %\Ce N A|. By the many-to-one lemma,

1 1 12 N _
Ex [N’CE N Aq = ~° ];PXk (Be_l/g € A, ||Bs|| € Roo +€ Vs € [e,¢ 1/2])

1 _ N
= ¢ e ];Exk [PBE (BE,I/LE € A, |By|| < Roo +€ Vs € [0,e /2 - e])}

= [ w2 - gy, (75)
A

where w(y, s) is the unique solution to

Osw = Aw s>0, ||lyl] < Rooc + ¢,
w(y,s) =0 520, [lyll > Roo +e. (76)
w(y,0) = (P x px)(y) [yl < Roo +e6,

where ®.(y) is the heat kernel and py(dy) is the empirical measure on R? determined by the
points { X},

2
llyll

1 N
paldy) =+ Y bx,  Pely) = (dme) e
k=1

The function w(z, s) can be expanded as a series in terms of the Dirichlet eigenfunctions of
the Laplacian on B(R + €) (see Theorem 7.1.3 of [Eval0]):

w(z,s) = Z are MU (z), 5>0, ||z]] < Roo + ¢, (77)
k=1

where the partial sums converge weakly in L2([0,T]; H}). Here {(Uf(z),\)
Dirichlet eigenfunctions and eigenvalues for —A on the ball {||z|| < Ry + €}:

}k21 denote the

—AU; = MNUE, for ||z|| < R + €,
Ui(xz) =0, for ||z|| > Rso + €.

By scaling we have

. R \° .0 . Rse \Y2 o/ Ru
Ak_(m) Ay and Uk<~’”>—<Roo+e> Uk<wa+€>.

The eigenvalues satisfy A\) =1 < A < ... and the eigenfunctions {U£}$, form an orthonormal
basis in L?(B(Ru + €)). Furthermore, UY(z) = HUHZQIU(JU), see (2).
Define w(y, s) = 352y age MU (y). Thus,

w(y, s) = are” U (y) +@(y, ), (78)
and (-, s) is orthogonal to Uf in L? for all s > 0. Observe that
) 2
w0l < [, ([, @v =) (@) dy

= /]Rd /Rd Oc(y — )? p(dr) dy
/Rd (/Rd D (y — ) dy) px(de) = (8me)~2,
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where the second line follows by Jensen’s inequality. Therefore, for s > 0,

D, 9)[[72 < e[| (-, 0], < €725 |w(-,0)]| 7, < e724%%(8me) =42, (79)

Now we estimate a;. Since |Uf||;2 = [|[U?]|;2 = 1 and since U is spherically symmetric, writing
e for a unit vector, we have

Roo+e
ay = /B(Roo+6) Ut (z)w(z,0)de = /0 Ui(re) (/88(r)(‘1)e * px ) (y) dS(ZJ)) dr

Roo+e
= —/ 0,Us(re) (/ (Pe * px)(y) dy) dr (80
0 B(r)

by integration by parts. Also, for r > 0,

. Roo d/2+1 1 TRooe
~0,Uf(re) = — (ROO - 6) vl tou <ROO < E) . (81)

In particular, since U(re) is non-increasing in r for » > 0, —0,Us(re) > 0.
Now recall that we assume |[N~HX NB(r)| — V(r)| < e for all r > 0, and so

sup | (B(r)) = V(r)] <e. (82)
Then for r» > 0,

/ / ey — o) pr(de) dy < pa (B(r +¢'/%)) < V(r +¢/%) +e,
B(r) J||z||<r+el/3

where the first inequality follows since [pa ®c(y — x) dy = 1. Furthermore, writing y = = + z,

oy — dxd:/ /]1Hrq)ezdz N,
/B(T) /lellzr+el/s R lelzrtet/s Jra - UEFEI<ry (2) dz px(dz)
: d.(z)dz dx
a /”m||27"+61/3 /”Z||>61/3 ( ) /Ja)(( )

< P .(2)dz
_/||z||>51/3 )

< 9de~< P/ (4d),

where we used py(R?) = 1 in the third line and a Gaussian tail bound in the last line. This
implies that

/ (D * pxe)(y) dy < V(r + €/3) + e + 2de— /()
B(r)

Therefore, by (80) and (81),

Roote R d/2+1 rRoe s
< — 0 -1 ) 1/3 e /(4d)
ms- [T () WU () (Vi ) et 2ae ) ar

Roo+e€ _
< ||UHL21/O (=0:U(re) + e 02U loc) (V) + €3V ||oo + € + 2de™ /0D ) dy
R
< —HUH;;/ 0,U(re)V (r) dr + O(c'/3),
0

Note that by integration by parts,
Roo

R
_ /O UV dr = [T UV () dr = U
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since V' (r) = Jg(y U(y) dy. Hence for § > 0, for € sufficiently small, we have that
a1 < U]z (1 + 9). (33)

By (78), we have now shown that for e sufficiently small, for s > 0 and ||z|| < R + €,

oo 2 d/2
w(z,s) < (1+ 1) (%) ( Ro ) (xROO

I 4
o = +6) L, s), (84)

where w satisfies (79). Then

/Aw(x,s) de < (1+310+ O(e))e_s(ﬁ) /AU(JU) dx +

w(z, s)‘ dz. (85)
B(Roo+e€)

By Jensen’s inequality and then by (79),

/B o [P 9)| o < [B(Res + O, 8)ll 2 < |B(Roo + €)' P25 (8me) =44,

Take ¢ € (0, Ay — 1), and suppose € is sufficiently small that \§ = (Riﬁe)z)\g > 1+ c. Then

/ |w(z,s)| dz < |B(Rx +€)|1/2€7(1+c)3(8m),d/4.
B(Roo+e€)

By (85) and (75), it follows that

2
Ex [%wg n A@ < (1+ 15+ 0@)e - ()] /A U(z) da
+ ’B(Roo + E)‘1/26_65_1/2+(1+C)E(87T€)_d/4

< (1+ 15+ 0(72) /A U(z) dz + O(e). (86)

Therefore, for § > 0, for ¢ > 0 sufficiently small, if X € (R%)V satisfies (32) then for A C RY
measurable,

1
Ex {N'CEQA@ < /AU(x)der 1.

By the same argument as for Lemma 5.2, for N sufficiently large, for A C R% measurable and
e >0,

< 13e4 N2, (87)

E <l\c NA|—E F]C OA\D4
X N € X N €

So for § > 0, for € > 0 sufficiently small and N sufficiently large, if X € (R%)V satisfies (82)
then for A C R? measurable,

Py <i‘C€ﬂA‘—/ U(m)dx25> §IP’X<
N A

< 16674 13e* N2,

1 1
SN A - Ex [N'CE”"”H > %5)

by (87) and Markov’s inequality. The result follows by taking N sufficiently large. O

The following result is an immediate consequence of Lemma 6.3 and the coupling between
the BBM X (¢) and the N-BBM X®)(¢) described in Section 3.
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Corollary 6.4. Take 6 > 0. Then for € > 0 sufficiently small, for N sufficiently large, the
following holds: if the initial particle configuration X € (RHN satisfies

sup [IN“HX N B(r)| = V(r)| <e,
r>0

then for any A C R* measurable,
Py (Mst) < Roo+eVse[0,e V2, u™ (A, e1/?) —/ U(z)dx > 6) < 16
A

Proof. Under the coupling between the BBM X and the N-BBM X @ described in Section 3,
we have that for € > 0, if M®™ < Roo + € Vs € [0,¢e /2] then by (24), almost surely

{X0E) ke {1, N C{XHEY?) tue N, X)) < Boo e Ws € 0,671/}
cC,

where C. is defined in the statement of Lemma 6.3. Hence for any A C RY measurable,
p™M (A, e1/2) < LiC. N A|. The result follows by Lemma 6.3. O

We can now use Proposition 1.7 and Corollary 6.4 to prove Theorem 1.3.

Proof of Theorem 1.3. Take K > 0, ¢ € (0,1] and 6 > 0. As the second statement of the theorem
was already proved in Proposition 1.7, it remains to prove that for IV and ¢ large enough, for
X €T(K,c) and A C RY measurable,

Py (‘M(N)(A,t) - /AU(m) da| > 5) <.

Take € > 0 sufficiently small that Corollary 6.4 holds and [e"/?]e + € < 16, and take N, T. as
defined in Proposition 1.7. Take N > N, sufficiently large that Corollary 6.4 holds, and take
t>T.+e V2 Lettg=t—e /2,

For an initial particle configuration X € I'(K, ¢) and A C R? measurable, we have by a union
bound that

Py (u(N)(A,t) - /A U(z) do > 5)

<Py (MS(N) < R + €Vs € [to,t], sup |FN(r,t0) = V(r)| < e, u™V (A, ) —/ U(x)dz > 5>
A

r>0

+ Py ( sup MM > Ry, +e> + Py <sup‘F(N)(r,t0) -V(r)| > e>

sE[to,t] r>0
<35+ [t—tole+e,

by (12) and (10) in Proposition 1.7 for the last two terms (since N > N, and tg = t—e /2 > T,),
and by Corollary 6.4 and the Markov property at time ty for the first term. Therefore, since
[t —tole+e= [ ]ete< 30, it follows that for any A C R? measurable,

P (,AN) (A,4) - /A U(z)da > 5) <4

As in (48), since u™ (A, t) + u™(R?\ A,t) = 1 and [, U(x)dz + Jraya U(z)dz = 1, we have
that

Py (M(N)(A,t) _ /A U(z)dz < —5) _ Py (,M (R4 A, 1) - /R U(z)de > 5) <3,

d\A

which completes the proof. O
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It remains to prove Theorems 1.2 and 1.4, which will follow easily from the following propo-
sition.

Proposition 6.5. Take tg > 1 as in Proposition 0.2. For N sufficiently large, for any t; €
(0,t0], the Markov chain (X™) (t1n))32, is a positive recurrent strongly aperiodic Harris chain.

Remark: This proposition will be used in the proof of Theorem 1.2 in combination with Theo-
rems 6.1 and 4.1 of [AN78], which say that a positive recurrent strongly aperiodic Harris chain
admits a unique invariant probability measure, and that the distribution of the state of the
Harris chain after n steps converges to that invariant probability measure as n — oo.

Proof. For n € Ny, let Y;, = X®)(¢t1n). We use a similar strategy to the proof of Proposition 3.1
in [DR11]. By [ANT78], to show that (Y;,)72, is a recurrent strongly aperiodic Harris chain, it
suffices to show that there exists a set A C (R?)" such that

1. Py (15 < 00) = 1 VX € (RY)N, where 75 = inf{n >1:Y, € A}.

2. There exist € > 0 and a probability measure ¢ on A such that Py (Y] € C) > €q(C) for
any X € Aand C C A.

To furthermore prove that the Harris chain is positive recurrent, we also need to show that
3. supyep Ex [1a] < o0.

We prove the proposition with the set
A= (B(Roo + 1))V,

We start with the third point: showing that supycp Ex [TA] < 00.
Take Ky = 3 and ¢y > 0 as in Proposition 6.2; let A’ = I'(K V (R + 1),c0) D A. By (11)
in Proposition 1.7, there exist n1, N7 < oo such that for N > Ny, for X € A/,
1
P (M), > Rog +1) < .
Hence

sup Py (Yo, € A) <
XeN

Let 7o = inf{n > 1:Y,, € A’'}. Note that letting to = [to/t1]|t1, we have that

(83)

DO =

t
T < [t—o-‘ inf {n >1: XM (nty) € '(KoV (Reo + 1),c0)}.
1

Hence, since ty € [to, 2to], if N is sufficiently large then by (56) and (55) in Proposition 6.2,

Py (ta <o0) =1 Y& € (RHY and sup Ey [1a/] < o0. (89)
XeN

Let 7(0) = 0 and for k € N, let
(k) =inf{n >1+7(k—-1):Y, €A}

Then by (89), (7(k))72, form an increasing sequence of almost surely finite times such that
Y € A'. Notice that 7(1) = 7y and that

T < T(k*) + ny where k* = inf {k > 1: YT(k)+n1 € A}

It is therefore sufficient to show that supycp Ex[7(k*)] < 0o to establish that supyep Ex[mA] <
00.
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Write (F,, )52, for the natural filtration of the Markov chain (Y,,)52,. Notice that for k > n;,
the event {k* > k —n1} = {Yr(j)4n, € A V1 < j < k — n1} is measurable in F, ) since
7(k —n1) + n1 < 7(k). Therefore by the strong Markov property, for k > nq, and X € A/,

Py (k* > k) =P ( e EAVL< </<;) <Py (k >k =11, Yoy tn ¢A)
= Ex [Lggeskn) Py, (Yo, € A)]
1
where we used (88) in the last step. Then, by an induction argument, for k € N and X € A/,
Py (K* > k) < 27 lk/ml (90)

In particular, k* is almost surely finite. For X € A/,

oo k
ZEX W) Lgemy] = D D Ex [(7(0) = 7(£ = 1)) L=y

k=1/¢=1

= ZEX [(T(6) = 7(£ = 1)) Lgg=>ey] - (91)

Then, for X € A’ and ¢ > 1, by (90) and the strong Markov property,

Ex [(7(6) = 7(6 = 1) Lrsey] < Ex [(7(0) = 7(0 — 1)) L sp—1-ny})
=Ex [Ex [7(€) — (£ —1) | ]:T(z—1)}]l{k*>ef1fm}}
< sup Ey[r(1)] Py (k™ > € —1—ny)
yen
< 2701 sup By (1)
yen
By substituting into (91), we get that supyecp Ex [7(k*)] < oo, since we have that 7(1) = 7y
and, from (89), that supyca Ey[mar] < oo. This implies that supyey Ex[7a] < oo and, in
particular, supycp Ex[7a] < o00.
Proving the first of the three points at the beginning of the proof is now straightforward:
for X € (RY)N | we have 75/ < 00 a.s. from (89) and, by the strong Markov property at time 7/
and since Pys (1A < 00) =1 for X" € A/,

Py (A <o00) =1

Finally, it remains to prove the second of the three points at the beginning of the proof.
Note that conditional on the event that none of the particles in the N-BBM branch in the time
interval [0,¢1], the N particles move according to independent Brownian motions. Therefore,
for ¥ = (X1,...,Xy) € Aand C C A,

N 1
ot — 51X —wil|?
Py (Y1 €C) > / II1<47Tt1 a7 t1 )dyl...dyN
> TN (4t )TN N Bt DY i oy,

where Leb(+) is the Lebesgue measure on (R%)YN. Indeed, for y € A, |&; — y;|> < 4(Roo + 1)?
Vie{l,...,N}. Let

€= e_th(47rt1)_Nd/ze_N(R‘X’H)Q/tlLeb(A),
and define a probability measure ¢ on A by letting ¢(C') = Leb(C')/Leb(A) for C C A. Then for
X eAand C C A, Py (Y] € C) > eq(C). The result follows. O
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Proof of Theorem 1.2. By Proposition 6.5, and by Theorems 6.1 and 4.1 in [AN78], for N suf-
ficiently large, for t; € (0,to], (X" (nt1))s, has a unique invariant measure W;iv) which is a
probability measure on (RY)" and for any X € (R?)", the law of X (nt1) under Py converges

as n — o0 to ﬂ'éi\’) in total variation norm. In particular, if C' C (R%)" is measurable,

Py (X™M(tin) € C) = m)(C) asn — oo. (92)
Fix N large enough for Proposition 6.5 to hold. We begin by showing that
m) = m) =™ iy € (0,t). (93)
Take X € (RD)N, and C C (RY)N a closed set. Take d > 0. For € > 0, let

€ _ d\N . : _
C={Yy e (RY éxéf(;ny Z|| < e}.

Here ||V — Z|| denotes the Euclidean norm of ) — Z regarded as a vector in R . Then
Wéév)(C'E) — wéé\’)(C) as € = 0. Take e > 0 sufficiently small that
T (C€) < T (C) + 26

0

It is easy to see that if ¢; > 0 is small enough, then

Pep(XM(s)gC)< 26 VXeC se0t]. (94)

Indeed, the event that no particle branches on the time interval [0,%;] has probability e ",

which can be arbitrarily close to 1 if #; is small enough. Conditioned on this event, the random
process Y (s) = X™(s) — X™(0) is a Brownian motion in R*. In particular, Y (s) is almost
surely continuous on [0, ¢1], with Yy = 0, and the law of Y (s) does not depend on X®(0) or ¢;.
Then Py (XM (s) € C°) > eV P(||Y (s)|| < € Vs € [0,#1]), which can be made arbitrarily close
to 1 by taking t; sufficiently small.

When choosing t; small enough for (94), we furthermore require that ty/t; € N. It is then

clear from (92) than wéj” = W,g(])v). Take ng € N sufficiently large that for n > ny,

Py (XM (tin) € C°) < w2 (C) + 36 < ) (C) + 26.

0

For t > t1ng we have

Py (XM (t) € C) <Py (XM ([t/t11t1) € C°) + P (XM (t) € C, XN ([t/t1]t1) ¢ C°)
<7y (C) + 38+ Px (XN(1) € C, XN ([t/t1]1) ¢ C°)
< 77%\7)(0) +6

by the Markov property at time ¢ and (94). Since § > 0 was arbitrary, it follows that

limsup Py (XM (t) € C) < 2 (C). (95)

t—o0

Comparing (95) and (92), we see that ;. (C) < ;. (C) for all closed sets C and all ¢; € (0, o).
Hence, by the Portmanteau theorem, mj"’ = ;. for all t; € (0,o]. This proves (93), so we now
write 7™ for the unique invariant measure of the process (X (t),¢ > 0).

By the Markov property, we have that for any Xy € (R*)Y, D C (RY)YN and t > s > 0,
Py, (X™(t) € D) = / Py, (X™(s) € dX) Py (XM (¢ — 5) € D)
(RN

and (D) = / T (dX) Py (X (t — 5) € D).
(Re)N
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By taking the difference between these two equations,

| Pay (X¥(t) € D) = 7(D)| < /(Rd)N | P, (X¥(5) € dX) = 7 (dX)| P (XN (¢ — 5) € D)
< /(Rd)N | By (XV(s) € dX) — 2 (d2)], (96)

where the right hand side is the total variation norm of the difference between 7™ and the law
of X (s) under Py, .

Now choose s = [t/tg|to and let t — oco. Since the law of X (nty) under Py, converges to
7™ as n — oo in total variation norm, the right hand side of (96) converges to zero as t — oo,
and the result follows. O

Proof of Theorem 1./. Take ¢ > 0 and A C R? measurable. Let

1 N
D, = {X € (Rd)N : |NZ]1{XiEA}_/ U(z)dx
i=1 A

> 1 — >
> € or ‘1;12\}[( || ] Roo‘ > e} .
Take the initial condition X = (0,...,0) € (RY)N. By Theorem 1.3, for any 6 € (0,¢), there
exist Ng, Ty < oo such that for N > Ns and t > Ty,
Py (X™(t) € De) <Py (XN (t) € Ds) < 26.

But by Theorem 1.2,
Py (X*(t) € D) = 7™ (D) ast— oo.

It follows that 7™ (D¢) < 2§ for N > Ny, and so limy_,oo 7™ (D,) = 0, which completes the

proof. O
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