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Abstract

The Fleming-Viot particle system consists of IV identical particles diffusing in a
domain U C R? Whenever a particle hits the boundary OU, that particle jumps
onto another particle in the interior. It is known that this system provides a particle
representation for both the Quasi-Stationary Distribution (QSD) and the distribution
conditioned on survival for a given diffusion killed at the boundary of its domain. We
extend these results to the case of McKean-Vlasov dynamics. We prove that the law
conditioned on survival of a given McKean-Vlasov process killed on the boundary of its
domain may be obtained from the hydrodynamic limit of the corresponding Fleming-
Viot particle system. We then show that if the target killed McKean-Vlasov process
converges to a QSD as t — o0, such a QSD may be obtained from the stationary
distributions of the corresponding N-particle Fleming-Viot system as N — co.
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1 Introduction

The long-term behaviour of Markovian processes with an absorbing boundary has been
studied since the work of Yaglom on sub-critical Galton-Watson processes [27], a review of
which can be found in [23]. The long-time limits we obtain are quasi-stationary distribution
(QSDs). In this paper we study the behavior of a system of interacting diffusion processes,
known as a Fleming-Viot particle system, which is known to provide a particle representation
for these long time limits [9], [23, Section 6].

Given an open set U C R?, we consider N > 2 particles diffusing in the domain U. The
particle positions are denoted by X!, ..., XN € U, so that X} = (X}, ..., X}) is a UV-
valued stochastic process. A drift acting on the particles will depend on their empirical
measure. Let P(U) be the set of Borel probability measures on U, and let 9% : UN — P(U)

be the map which takes the points xy,...,zy € U to their empirical measure,
1 N
ﬁN(xl,...,xN):NZ(Smk, (1.1)
k=1



which is invariant under permutation of the indices. Given )?fv , N ()va ) is the empirical
measure of the IV particles (at time t), a random measure supported on U. We further define
a measurable drift:
b:PU) xU — R (1.2)
We now define the particle system which is the subject of this paper:

Definition 1.1 (Fleming-Viot Particle System with McKean-Vlasov Dynamics). Let v
be a probability measure on UYN, and let {W;}Y, be a collection of independent Brownian
motions on R%. Then the particle system { X}, C U with initial distribution v is defined
up to a time Twp := Too /A Tstop /\ Tmax 0Y:
(i) XY ~oN.
(i) Fort € [0,7wp) and between jump times (while { X[}, C U), the particles

evolve according to the system:

dX} = b(ON(XN), X))dt +dW}, i=1,... N,

where the W' are independent Brownian motions in R%.

(iii)  When a particle X" hits the boundary OU, X" instantly jumps

to the location of another particle chosen independently and uniformly at random.
(1.3)

We let Up € {1,...,N}\ {i} be the index of the particle i jumps onto on its k" death
time, so that {{U;}22,}¥, are a family of independent random variables such that for each
i € {1,..., N} the variables {U} }32, are all uniformly distributed on the set {1,..., N}\ {i}.

We write 73, for the &™ jump time of any particle, and moreover 7., = limy_ o 73, after
which the particle system is not well-defined. Furthermore we write 7o, = inf{t > 0 :
3 j # ksuch that X/ | X} € OU} after which the particle system is not well-defined.
Furthermore if the domain U is unbounded, the particles may "escape to infinity" in finite
time, after which time the particle system is not well-defined. We write 7. = inf {t >0:

sup1 g'§<tN|X;/| = oo} Thus the particle system is well-defined only up to the time:

TWD = Too N Tstop N Tmax.

Although the Brownian motions {W;}¥, are independent, the drift b in the motion of the
i particle X/ may depend on X* and on the empirical measure 9V (X}N) of all N particles.
The particles also depend on each other through the rule for relocating a particle when it
hits the boundary 0U. Because we do not make strong regularity assumptions on the drift
b, we will interpret the SDE in (1.3) in the weak sense, which we make precise in Definition
2.1.

This system is a generalisation of the Fleming-Viot system introduced in the foundational
papers of Burdzy, Holyst, Ingerman, and March [3, 9]. Their work involved the particular
case of purely Brownian dynamics (i.e. b = 0) on a bounded domain U. Even if b = 0,
it is not clear that the system (1.3) should be well-defined for all ¢ > 0. In particular, the
following problem remains open:



Problem 1.2 ([7]). Consider the b =0 case. Is it true that 7., = 0o, almost surely, for any
bounded open connected set D C R4?

In [9, 17, 5], conditions for the global well-posedness (P(mwp = +00) = 1) of this system
were established for the case b = 0 when U is bounded (and the boundary satisfies various
additional conditions). Note that the proof given in [, Theorem 1.1] features an irreparable
error, however implicit in [, Theorem 1.4] is another proof when the domain satisfies an
interior ball condition. These are complemented by [18, 25], providing well-posedness for
general diffusions on possibly unbounded domains (satisfying various additional conditions).
We provide a similar result (Theorem 2.6) for b # 0 and U being possibly unbounded.

In [9, 16], Burdzy, et al. also consider the limits N — oo and ¢ — oco. They established
that the empirical measure of the particle converges to the solution of the heat equation
renormalised to have constant mass 1, corresponding to the distribution of Brownian motion
killed at the boundary of its domain, conditioned on survival. The notion of convergence was
later strengthened by Grigorescu and Kang in [16]. In particular if % YNNG xi =V weakly
in probability then:

1 X U
N 20 7]

| = L,(B|T > t) weakly in probability
U«

where |ul, is the mass of u;, which is a solution of the Dirichlet heat equation:
1
Oyu = éAu, Uy, U=V =0

and where (B;)o<i<, is a Brownian motion with initial condition By ~ v stopped at the
time 7 = inf{t > 0 : By € OU}. Note that, by abuse of notation, we are using functions
interchangeably with the measures having their density.

Moreover for fixed N, Burdzy, et al. [9, Theorem 1.4] prove that )Z'tN has a stationary
distribution M® on U" to which the distribution of )@V converges exponentially fast as
t — oo. Furthermore the corresponding stationary random empirical measure x3; ~ 19]# MY
converges weakly in probability as N — oo to a function ¢(x) which is the principal Dirichlet
eigenfunction of the Laplacian on U:

Ap+Ip=0, ¢>00onU, ¢=0onal, (1.4)

normalised to have integral 1. This corresponds to the quasi-stationary distribution (QSD)
for Brownian motion killed on the boundary of its domain:

Lo(Blr>t) =6, 0<t< oo

This QSD is the unique quasi-limiting distribution (QLD) for Brownian motion killed at the
boundary of its domain. That is for any initial condition v:

L,(Br>t)—m as t— oo.

Similar results have been established for a variety of other Fleming-Viot particle systems
with Markovian dynamics: for instance by Ferrari and Maric [14] in the case of countable
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state spaces and by Villemonais [25] in the case of general Strong Markov processes. These
are complemented by generic long-time convergence criteria for the conditional distribution of
killed Markov processes [23, Theorem 7], [12]. Campi and Fischer [11] have also considered a
similar mean field game with particles killed at the boundary of their domain (corresponding
to bankruptcy) and interacting with the renormalised empirical measure (their setup did not
feature branching, so the mass decreases over time).

Summary of results

In the present article, we extend the results in the Markovian case to the more general
system (1.3) which includes dynamics of McKean-Vlasov type whereby the particles interact
through the dependence of the drift b on the empirical measure. Throughout the paper, we
assume that the open set U C R? satisfies the interior ball condition with radius » > 0: for
every z € U there exists a point y € U such that z € B(y,r) C U. We also assume that the
drift
b:PU) x U — R

is measurable with respect to the Borel sigma algebra on P(U) x U and uniformly bounded
by B < oo, where P(U) is endowed with the topology of weak convergence of measures.

We begin by establishing in Theorem 2.6 global well-posedness of the system (1.3) - that is
P(rwp = 00) = 1. At the same time, we establish some estimates on the N-particle system
which shall be used throughout this paper.

We then seek to characterise the behaviour as ¢t — oo for fixed N < oo. Here we must
impose an additional assumption: that the domain U is bounded and path-connected. The
reason boundedness becomes necessary is that on unbounded domains we have the possibility
of mass escaping to infinity over infinite time horizons. We conjecture that a Lyapunov crite-
rion should exist allowing our large time results to be extended to the setting of unbounded
domains. In the Markovian case, such Lyapunov criteria have been established in [13, 12].
We establish in Theorem 2.7 that the system (1.3) is ergodic, having a unique stationary
distribution ¥ on UY.

We then consider the behaviour of the system (1.3) as N — oo. We no longer need
to impose the assumption that U is bounded and path-connected. We will establish a
hydrodynamic limit theorem - Theorem 2.9 - which will be the main result of this paper. As
we will show, the limit behavior of X~ as N — oo can be described in terms of the following
conditional McKean-Vlasov system:

(1) (X¢:0<t<7)is a continuous process defined up to the
stopping time 7 = inf{t > 0: X; € oU},
(i) XpeUfort<r, X, = l}m X, € 0U,
t T

(274) Inmitial condition: Xo ~ v € P(U), =
() X, satisfies dX; = b(L(Xy|T > t), Xy)dt +dW,, 0<t <,
where W is a Brownian motion,
which gives rise to the flow of conditional laws:
(L(X¢|m>1): 0 <t <00). (1.6)
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Remark 1.3. Strictly speaking we should define X; as occupying some cemetary state for all
t > 7. This could be some point seperate from RY or it could be the point on the boundary it
hits at time 7. Nevertheless it shall be more convenient for our purposes for killed processes
to be defined only up the killing time 7. By abuse of notation, we are writing L(X|T > t)
for L(Xnr|T > t) and L(X,) for the sub-probability measure L(X|T > t)P(T > t) - so in
particular L(X;) assigns mass only to U and not to any "cemetary state”.

Such processes have been studied over finite time horizons for instance by Caines, Ho and
Song [10] and in the context of Mean Field Games by Campi and Fischer [11]. In the SDE,
we use L(X;|7 > t) € P(U) to denote the law of X; conditioned on 7 > ¢, where 7 is the
first time X; hits the boundary OU. For convenience, we define:

my = L(Xy|T>1t) e P(U), t>0 (1.7)

and
Jy=—InP(r >t), t>0. (1.8)

These are only well-defined for as long as P(7 > t) > 0. We therefore define the following:

Definition 1.4 (Global Weak Solution to (1.5)). If a weak solution to (1.5) satisfies P(T >
t) >0 for all t € [0,00) we say it is a global weak solution.

We establish in Proposition 2.8 that all weak solutions are global weak solutions along
with the existence, uniqueness in law and time continuity of such solutions. This allows us
to uniquely define the following semigroup:

Gi(v) :== L,(Xy|T > t) where (X, 7,V) is a

1.9
global weak solution to (1.5) with initial condition X, ~ v (1.9)

which we later show in Proposition 2.11 is jointly continuous in [0,00) x P(U). The density
u = mye~ 7t = L(X;) corresponds to a weak solution of the following nonlinear transport

equation:
u+V-|b . = 1A =0
U . ‘u‘*,:p U 5 u, u‘aU

where |u, is the mass of u on U.
Returning to our Fleming-Viot system of N particles, we define the empirical measure of

the N-particle system:
m =9V (X]N). (1.10)

which has initial distribution:
my ~ &N = 9io". (1.11)
Thus m))’ is a random probability measure on U; £V is the law of this random measure and
is the pushforward of v under the map ¥".
We further define

1
JYN = Nsup{k eN|7 <t} (1.12)



which is the number of jumps of the N-particle process up to time ¢, normalized by 1/N. In
Theorem 2.9 we establish (m?, JN)o<t<oo converges uniformly on compacts in probability to
(mt, Jt>0§t<oo-

Having established ergodicity for fixed N and hydrodynamic convergence to the flow of
conditional laws (1.6) for the system (1.5), it is natural to ask whether we might obtain
convergence in large time for (1.6). We recall the semigroup (1.9) and ask when the limit

Jim Gi(v) = Jim L, (X1 > 1)
exists. We extend the definitions given in the Markovian case in [23, Page 5]:

Definition 1.5 (McKean-Vlasov QLDs and QSDs). We take a domain U and drift b sat-
isfying the assumptions of Proposition 2.8 and take the unique associated semigroup as in
(1.9):

Gy PU) — P(U).

We let m be a Borel probability measure on U. We say 7 is a quasi-limiting distribution
(QLD) for (b,U) if there is a probability measure v on U such that:

Gi(v) =7 in PU) as t— 0. (1.13)
We define 7 to be a quasi-stationary distribution (QSD) for (b,U) if:
Gir)=m 0<t< o0 (1.14)
We then define the set of QSDs to be:
M={rePU):7misa QSD for (b,U)}. (1.15)
We then ask in Problem 2.12 when we have:
the limit lim G,(v) exists for every v € P(U) (1.16)

(but we do not require the same limit for different v € P(U)). This is the most significant
issue left unresolved in this paper; in our later theorems we assume we are working with a
case where (1.16) does hold. We would not have (1.16) if, for example, G;(v) converges to a
limit cycle as t — oo for some v € P(U).

Whereas we are not able to resolve Problem 2.12, we are able to extend [23, Proposition 1]
from the Markovian case to the McKean-Vlasov case: establishing in Proposition 2.13 that
mis a QSD if and only it is a QLD, that QSDs can be characterised as the solutions of a
nonlinear eigenproblem, that IT is a non-empty compact set (in particular, at least one QSD
exists) and that the killing time 7 at quasi-equilibrium is exponentially distributed with rate
given by the corresponding eigenvalue. This and all of our later results require the domain
U be bounded.

We demonstrate in the following example that I, the set of QSDs, need not be a singleton:



Example 1.6. We assume U = [—1, 1] and the drift is given by the first moment:

This satisfies the conditions of Proposition 2.13, so we may check using Part 1¢ of Proposition
2.13 that the QSDs are given by the following:

8vb
47202 + 2’

T = Ae” cos(g:v) where b is a solution of b = tanh(yb) —

For all values of v my = Acos(5x) is a QSD, which for small ~y is the only QSD. Moreover
by calculating the derivative of

8vb

at 0 we see that b — F(b) exhibits a pitchfork bifurcation at v = ﬂ;rig so that for v > W;’ig
there are multiple QSDs my and 7.

o

We now recall that in Theorem 2.7 we establish that )Z'tN is ergodic with stationary distribu-
tion we call ¥"V. We may therefore associate to this an empirical measure-valued stationary
distribution:

N._ gN N
Ut =y (1.17)

which is the stationary distribution for the empirical measure-valued process m». We asso-
ciate to each ¥V a random variable:

¥~ o, (1.18)

In Theorem 2.15 we establish that if we do have (1.16) then the 7V converge in the W
metric in probability to II. In other words if we sample a random empirical measure from
U¥ for large N, then with large probability our random empirical measure is close in the W
metric to some QSD 7 € II. This is an extension of [9, Theorem 1.4 (ii)] which dealt with
the b = 0 case.

Whilst we show 7V is close to the set II with large probability, we do not show that it is
close to all of II with large probability. When the QSDs are non-unique - when II contains
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more than one element - one may ask which QSDs are "selected" by the Fleming-Viot particle
system? We conjecture that this should correspond to the stability of the semigroup G, so
that in particular the stability of the QSDs could be determined by sampling 7 sufficiently
many times and observing which QSDs are "selected".

If we drop the assumption (1.16), we shall see that the distribution of 7" converges to
the set of invariant measures for the semigroup G;. Thus at least one of the invariant
measures can be obtained from the Fleming-Viot particle system. More broadly, due to
the McKean-Vlasov interaction, the semigroup G; could have more interesting dynamical
systems properties than in the Markovian case. We therefore ask what about the dynamical
system (; can be deduced from the corresponding Fleming-Viot particle system?

The following diagram summarises the relationship between our results:

N-particle Fleming-Viot Theorem 2.9 (N—o0) Flow of Conditional Laws for the
Particle System Killed McKean-Vlasov SDE

N

Problem 2.12
(t—00)

Theorem 2.16

(t—o0) Theorem 2.16

(NAt—00)

Theorem 2.15 (N—o0)

Stationary Distribution for

the N-Particle System Quasi-Stationary Distribution

2 Statement of Results

We begin with a more precise description of the particle system (1.3) which is the subject of
this paper:

Definition 2.1 (Weak Solution to (1.3)). Let W, = (W}, ..., WX) be a collection of inde-
pendent Brownian motions on RY with respect to a right-continuous filtration {F;}i>o. Let
VN be a probability measure on UN. We say that (X,, Wy, F,) is a weak solution to (1.3) with
initial condition vV if )Z'O ~ v and there is an increasing sequence of F;-stopping times
{7 }32y with 7o = 0 such that the following hold:

1. X is a cddldag process. For each k, X, is continuous on [Ty, Try1) and satisfies

TE

) ) t = ) ) )
Xj:Xjk+/ b9V (X,), XD)ds+Wi— W i=1,...,N; t€[m 7). (2.19)
Tk
For all k > 1, and with probability one, there is a unique particle index ((k) €
{1,..., N} such that

7= min_inf{t > 7_, | lim X! € U} =inf{t > 7_; | lim X'® c U}, (2.20)
s—t— s—t~

i=1,...,
2. Forallk > 1,
lim X/ =XJ eU, V je{l,...,N}\{{(k)}, (2.21)

t—=7,



and

P(XIM = X7 | F.-) = ﬁ Vje{l,...,N}\ {{(k)} (2.22)

hold with probability one.

We note that this is no longer well-defined once two particles hit the boundary at the same
time:

Tstop = iNf{t > 0: 3 j # k such that th, Xf € oU}.

Moreover if there are an infinite number of stopping times 73 in finite time, this is no longer
well-defined after the time:
Too = lim 7. (2.23)

k—00

Furthermore if the domain U is unbounded, the particles may "escape to infinity" in finite
time, after which time the particle system is not well-defined. We write:

Tmax = inf {t >0: sup | X;|= oo}. (2.24)
12N

Therefore we have (X;, Wy)o<icnyp i defined up to the time:
TWD = Tstop /\ Too /\ Tmax- (2.25)

The index ¢(k) in (2.20) is the index of the unique particle that hits the boundary oU at
time 7;; the statement (2.21) means that the paths of the other particles are continuous at
time 75; the statement (2.20) means that at time 74, the particle with index ¢(k) jumps to
the location of another particle chosen uniformly at random from the other N — 1 particles.

Before stating our results, we define the spaces of measures we employ throughout this

paper:

Definition 2.2 (Spaces of Measures). Given a metric space (x,d), we equip (x,d) with
the Borel sigma algebra B(x) and define P(x) to be the space of probability measures on
X equipped with the topology of convergence of probability measures. We write M(x) for
the space of Borel measures on (x,d) equipped with the topology of weak convergence of
measures. We further define M (x) = M(x) \ {0} to be those measures with positive total
mass (equipped with the same topology).

We equip P(x) with the Wasserstein-1 metric on P using the bounded metric d*(x,y) =
L Ad(z,y) on the underlying space x. We denote this metric W (unless there is a possible
confusion as to the underlying metric space x, in which case we write dp,, () and write
Pw(x) = (P(x), W).

We shall establish hydrodynamic convergence in the sense of uniform convergence in
Pw(U) x Rsg on compact subsets of time in probability. We metrize this as follows. We
firstly define the uniform metric over finite time horizons:

o7 - D0, T]; Pw (U) x Rxo) x D([0, T]; Pw(U) x Rxp) — R

00 2.26
S o)) 029%) = sup (WGnboid) +1oid =) B0
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We then define the following metric:

d>* : D([0,00); Pw(U) x Rsg) x D([0,00); Pw(U) x Rsg) = Rxg

T(f.9) = 30 2T (@ gy (Fhoer (90)ozeer) A ).

T=1

(2.27)

This metrises uniform convergence on compacts, which means that

doo((”?’ ytn)0§t<ooa (Ma y)0§t<oo) —0 as n—o0
if and only if

sup Wipy,pe) =0 and suplyy —y| =0 as n— oo forevery T < oco.
t<T t<T

Thus the random Py (U) x Rsg-valued Cadlag processes (u,yY) converge to (u,y) uni-
formly in Py (U) x Rsq on compacts in probability if and only if d=((u™,y™), (1, y)) — 0
in probability.

We shall also make use of the Total Variation norm, which we label ||.|| 7.

We will always assume U is an open subdomain of R? whose boundary OU satisfies the
following interior ball condition:

Condition 2.3. The boundary OU satisfies the uniform interior ball condition: there is a
fized radius r > 0 such that for every x € U there exists a point y € U such that x €
B(y,r) CU.

Regarding the drift b, we will always assume that (p,x) — b(u,z) is measurable with
respect to the Borel sigma algebra on P(U) x U and uniformly bounded with |b| < B < oo.
For some results, we will also assume the following condition:

Condition 2.4. The boundary OU is C*°. Moreover, in addition to being measurable and
uniformly bounded, the drift b : Py (U) x U — R? is jointly continuous, and is Lipschitz in
the first variable: there is C' > 0 such that:

(k1 2) = b(p2, x)| < CW (1, p2), Ve €U, p, p2 € Pw(U). (2.28)

Remark 2.5. The Lipschitz assumption (2.28) may be replaced with the strictly weaker
assumption that b is uniformly Lipschitz with respect to the total variation metric. This does
not require changes to the proof, however for simplicity we assume b is uniformly Lipschitz
with respect to the W metric.

Moreover the Lipschitz condition (2.28) is used only to establish uniqueness in law of global
weak solutions to (1.5) for given initial conditions; for all our results this Lipschitz condition
may be replaced with any other condition providing for uniqueness in law of global weak
solutions to (1.5).

Furthermore in Proposition 2.8 and theorems 2.9 and 2.10 we could without changes to
the proofs assume b to be time-inhomogeneous; so that b : [0,00) X Py (U) x U — R? is
measurable, and for Lebesque-almost every t and uniform C < oo, (m,z) — b(t,m,x) is
jointly continuous and satisfies (2.28).
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We firstly establish the particle system is defined over an infinite time horizon:

Theorem 2.6 (Global Well-Posedness of the N-Particle System (1.3)). There ezists a weak
solution of (1.3) for which P(Typ = 00) = 1; any weak solution of (1.3) satisfies P(Typ = 00)
and weak solutions of (1.3) are unique in law.

We now address the large time properties of the system for fixed finite N. We must
impose the additional assumption that the domain U is bounded and path-connected. The
boundedness assumption is needed as we do not currently have a good way of preventing
the mass "escaping to infinity" over an infinite time horizon when the domain is unbounded.
We establish ergodicity of the system for fixed N:

Theorem 2.7 (Ergodicity of the N-Particle System (1.3)). In addition to Condition 2.3,
assume that U is path-connected and bounded. Then we have that for every N fixed, there
exists a unique stationary distribution ¥ € P(UN) of the N-particle system (Definition
1.1). Moreover there ezist constants Cx, Ay > 0 such that for every initial distribution
Xo ~ v we have ||[L(XY) = N||py < Cye ™t

We now turn to the question of extracting a hydrodynamic limit. We no longer need to
impose the assumption that the domain U is bounded or path-connected. Our hydrodynamic
limit will be given by the flow of conditional laws (1.6) corresponding to solutions of (1.5), and
so before stating our hydrodynamic limit theorem we firstly give the properties of (1.5). We
recall that where a weak solution (X, 7, W) to (1.5) satisfies P(7 > ¢) > 0 for all ¢ € [0, c0),
we say it is a global weak solution.

Proposition 2.8 (Properties of the McKean-Vlasov Process (1.5)). Assume Condition 2.4.
For every v € P(U) there ezists a unique in law weak solution (X, 7, W) to (1.5) with initial
condition Xo ~ v. Moreover this weak solution to (1.5) is a global weak solution and satisfies:

(i) P(1 > t) is continuous and positive on [0, 00).

(ii) L(Xe|T > t) € C([0,00); Pw(U)) N C((0, 00); L1(V)).

We let (XN :0 <t < o0) = (XN, XMV) 0 <t < o0) be a sequence of weak
solutions to (1.3) with initial conditions X" ~ v™. We define m¥, €V and J} as in (1.10),
(1.11) and (1.12). We have the following hydrodynamic limit theorem:

Theorem 2.9 (Hydrodynamic Limit Theorem). Assume Condition 2.4. Let v € P(U) and
assume that W(md',v) — 0 in probability as N — oco. Let (X, 7,W) be a (unique in law)
global weak solution to (1.5) with initial distribution Xo ~ v, and define as in (1.7) and
(1.8):

my = L(X¢|T > 1), Ji=—InP(r>1).

Then, as N — oo, we have uniform convergence on compacts in probability:

(miv, JtN)ogt<oo — (M, Jt)o<t<oo  in d* in probability.
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The existence part of Proposition 2.8 and theorems 2.9, 2.15 and 2.16 are essentially all
corollaries of the following generalised hydrodynamic limit theorem - Theorem 2.10. Relying
on the machinery of sections 4, 6 and 7, this theorem will be proven in Section 8.

This hydrodynamic limit theorem is valid when the initial conditions are only known to
constitute a tight family of random measures (as opposed to convergent weakly in probability
to a deterministic initial profile as in Theorem 2.9). We define:

E={(L(Xs|T >1t),—InP(7 > t))o<t<oo € C([0,00); Pw (U) x Rxg) :

2.29
(X, 7, W) is a global weak solution of (1.5)}. (229)

For T' < oo we define df] 1y to be the Skorokhod metric on D([0, T]; Pw(U) x Rxg). We
then define the following metric:

d” : D([0,00); Pw (U) x Rsg) x D([0,00); P (U) x Rsg) — Rxg

4P(f.q) = i T (Focrers (@ocier) A1), 220

Note that convergence with respect to d” to a continuous function implies convergence
with respect to d* to the same continuous function.

Theorem 2.10. Assume Condition 2.4 and that {N} is a tight family of measures in

P(Pw(U)). Then the laws of the processes {(mY, JN )o<i<r} are a tight family of measures
d

on (D(]0,00); Pw(U) x Rsg),d”). Moreover if along some subsequence (ml, JN)o<icoo ~—
(M, Ji)o<t<oos then
(m1, Jostco € E0 C((0,00); L' (U) x Rz0) € C([0,00); Pu(U)  Rxo)

holds almost surely.

Proposition 2.8 guarantees for us that the semigroup G; on Py (U) given in (1.9) is well-
defined. We will establish in Section 9 the following properties of the semigroup Gi:

Proposition 2.11 (Properties of the Semigroup G;). Assume Condition 2.4. Then the
semigroup Gy is jointly continuous in [0,00) X Py (U):

[0,00) x P (U) 3 (t,v) — Gi(v) € Py (U) is continuous. (2.31)

Furthermore if the domain U is bounded, then for all ty > 0, Gy, has pre-compact image
Image(Gy,) CC Pw (U).

Having established ergodicity for fixed N and hydrodynamic convergence to the flow of
conditional laws (1.6) for the system (1.5), we ask when the limit lim; ., G¢(v) exists. We
henceforth assume the domain is bounded. The following represents the most significant
issue left to resolve from this paper:

Problem 2.12 (Convergence to Quasi-Equilibrium). Under what conditions does

the Limit lim Gi(v) exist with respect to W for every v € Py (U) (2.32)
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(with the limit possibly depending on v € Pw(U))? Can we find conditions under which
there exists m € Py (U) such that

Gi(v) — m uniformly in W as t — oo? (2.33)

Although we are unable to resolve Problem 2.12, we shall establish the following:

Proposition 2.13 (Existence and Properties of QSDs). In addition to conditions 2.3 and
2.4, we assume that U is bounded. Then we have the following:

1. The following are equivalent:
(a) 7 is a QSD for (1.5).
(b) mis a QLD for (1.5).
(¢) There is some \ such that (m,\) € L*(U) x (0,00) is a solution of:

(m(.), Ae(.) +b(m,.) - V() + %A@()) =0, @eCrU) (2.34)

whereby we define the test functions:

CPWU)={peCxU):¢p=0 ondU}. (2.35)
2. For any weak solution (X, 7, W) to (1.5) with quasi-stationary initial condition ™ we

have T ~ Exp(\) where X is the constant such that (mw, \) is a solution to (2.34).

3. 11 is a non-empty compact subset of Py (U).
Remark 2.14. The equation (2.34) is the weak formulation of the following nonlinear PDE:
1
A — V- (b(m, )m) + §A7T =0, m=0ondl. (2.36)

Whereas II must be a compact set (in Py (U)), we recall that Example 1.6 demonstrates
it need not be a singleton. We now show that, if we don’t have (2.32), then the stationary
distributions for our N-particle system (given by Theorem 2.7) converge to the set of QSDs
IT:

Theorem 2.15 (Convergence of the N-Particle Stationary Distributions to QSDs). In ad-
dition to conditions 2.3 and 2.4, we assume that U is bounded. Moreover we assume that

the limit lim Gy(v) exists with respect to W for every v € Py (U). (2.32)

We take the stationary empirical measures U~ = 1922@/)]\[ and take a sequence of Py (U)-valued
random variables 7 with distribution ™ ~ UV as in (1.18). Then we have:

W(zN,II) = 0 in probability as N — oo. (2.37)
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Since we do not necessarily have (2.32), it is worthwhile asking what happens when we
don’t have (2.32). In general we shall see that we obtain the invariant measures for Gy:

Mg ={PePPw(U)): (G)gP =P forall t>0}. (2.38)

Then by propositions 2.13 and 2.11 M is a non-empty compact subset of P(Py (U)).
Furthermore it is clear from the proof of Theorem 2.15 that under the same assumptions as
Theorem 2.15, except for (1.16), we have:

W(L(m™),Mg) -0 as N — oc. (2.39)

Therefore the Fleming-Viot particle system allows us to obtain at least one of the invariant
measures of Gy.

Finally, under an additional assumption on the semigroup G;, we establish convergence as
the number of particles and the time horizon converge to infinity together. We prove the
following theorem:

Theorem 2.16. In addition to conditions 2.3 and 2.4, we assume that U is bounded. More-
over we assume that there exists a (QSD w such that:

W(Gy(v),7) =0 as t— oo uniformly in v e Py (U). (2.33)

Then by Proposition 2.13 there exists X\ > 0 such that (w, \) is a solution of (2.34). We take
a sequence of weak solutions (XN : 0 <t < 00) = (X\,..., X)) : 0 <t < 00) to (1.3)
with arbitrary initial conditions X\ ~ v, We define mY¥ and J as in (1.10) and (1.12):

— 1
m =9V (X)), JtN:Nsup{kEN\Tkgt}.
Then we have:

(Mg o Ty — T Jocteoo = (T, M)o<icoo i d™ in probability as ty AN — co.  (2.40)

3 Proof Strategy for Sections 4 and 6-8

The results of sections 4, 6 and 7 shall be used in Section 8 to establish our hydrodynamic
limit theorem, as we shall explain here.

The proof of our hydrodynamic limit theorem shall require defining the following Fleming-
Viot particle systems with generalised dynamics - therefore we establish the results of Section
4 and 6 for such generalised systems. Here the drift of particle X* is assumed only to be
some JF-adapted process b::

dX} = bidt + dW}. (3.41)

Whenever we consider Fleming-Viot particle systems with generalised dynamics, we shall
assume the domain U is an open subdomain of R? satisfying Condition 2.3 and the drifts
satisty:
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Condition 3.1. The drifts b are (F;)i>0-adapted and uniformly bounded |b)| < B (i =
1,...,N).

Otherwise, the Fleming-Viot particle system with generalised dynamics has the same def-
inition as the particle system with McKean-Vlasov dynamics.

We establish in Section 4 estimates on the N-particle system which shall be used through-
out this paper along with global well-posedness of the N-particle system with generalised
dynamics (and hence for the system with McKean-Vlasov dynamics - Theorem 2.6). These
estimates, in particular, will allow us control the mass close to the boundary, uniformly in
N. This will be an essential ingredient in our proof of hydrodynamic convergence in Section
8.

The estimates of this section hinge on constructing - in a completely different manner - a
family of Bessel processes similar to those constructed by Burdzy, Holyst and March [9, Proof
of Theorem 1.4] to deal with the b = 0 case. These are N i.i.d. Bessel processes coupled
to the N-particle system in such a way so as to provide controls on the mass close to the
boundary. The major difference between the Bessel processes in [9] and those in this paper
is the method of construction. In [9] their construction begins by taking the Bessel processes
and then using a classical skew-product decomposition [19] to construct the particle system
with b = 0. This has no hope of working however in the b # 0 case as such a skew-product
decomposition is not available. In contrast, we instead start with the particle system and
from there construct the Bessel processes. We instead use a Doob-Meyer decomposition
piecewise between a family of stopping times to construct an associated Brownian motion
for each particle, and then use these Brownian motions to drive our Bessel processes.

In [9, 17, 5], conditions for the global well-posedness (P(rwp = +00) = 1) of this system
were established for the case b = 0 when U is bounded (and satisfies various additional
conditions). These are complemented by [18, 25], providing well-posedness for general dif-

fusions on possibly unbounded domains (satisfying various additional conditions). For such
domains, one could then obtain the global well-posedness for the system with generalised
dynamics from the b = 0 case using Girsanov’s theorem - they can be related via a Girsanov
transform, which preserves {rwp < oo} as a null event. None of these, however, apply to
general unbounded domains with C'* boundary satisfying the uniform interior ball condi-
tion. Nevertheless, the Bessel processes we construct allow us to establish well-posedness for
the system with generalised dynamics and possibly unbounded domains satisfying only the
uniform interior ball condition.

We shall prove lemmas 6.1 and 6.2 in Section 6. Lemma 6.1 will be crucial in our proof
of hydrodynamic convergence as it will make available to us a uniqueness theorem for the
linear Fokker-Planck equation [24, Theorem 1.1]. It guarantees that subsequential limits
of the empirical measure valued process almost surely has a density. The proof of Lemma
6.1 hinges on an analysis of the dynamical historical processes introduced by Bieniek and
Burdzy [1]. The machinery we construct to prove Lemma 6.1 then enables us to prove
Lemma 6.2, which constrains the number of particles far away from the boundary over fixed
time horizons.

We then prove Proposition 7.2 in Section 7, establishing that we may couple the N-particle
system on an infinite domain with an appropriately constructed Fleming-Viot N-particle
system with generalised dynamics on a large but finite subdomain. Moreover we obtain
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uniform controls on the difference between the two N-particle systems. This coupled particle
system having generalised dynamics is the reason we established the previous estimates of
sections 4 and 6 for such generalised systems. As we will explain in the proof of Theorem
2.10, this will allow us to circumvent the problem that the uniqueness theorem we use [24,
Theorem 1.1] for the linear Fokker-Planck equation only applies on bounded domains.

Having established these estimates, we are in a position to prove Proposition 2.8 and
Theorem 2.9 by way of Theorem 2.10. Theorem 2.10 characterises subsequential limits of
the N-particle system as corresponding to solutions of the McKean-Vlasov SDE (1.5) - but
this doesn’t assume the existence of such solutions. Therefore by choosing a sequence of
N-particle systems with the appropriate initial conditions we are able to construct a weak
solution to (1.5) in the N — oo limit. We establish uniqueness of weak solutions to (1.5)
by a contraction argument using Girsanov’s theorem similar to the proof of [ 1, Proposition
C.1], completing the proof of Proposition 2.8. Theorem 2.9 then follows by a compactness-
uniqueness argument.

The estimates of Section 4 and Lemma 6.2 are used to establish tightness in the proof
of Theorem 2.10; the former preventing mass from accumulating on the boundary and the
latter preventing mass "escaping to infinity" over a finite time horizon.

We then employ martingale methods to characterise subsequential limits (my, J;)o<t<oo
as being supported on the solution set of a nonlinear Fokker-Planck equation. We note
that martingale methods have also been used to establish hydrodynamic convergence in the
Markovian case ([16] and [25]). We then show that these nonlinear Fokker-Planck solutions
correspond to global weak solutions of our McKean-Vlasov SDE (1.5) by verifying they
satisfy the same linear Fokker-Planck equation and using a uniqueness theorem [24, Theorem
1.1]. Availing ourselves of this uniqueness theorem requires Lemma 6.1 and - in the case of
unbounded domains - combining Proposition 7.2 with a change to our notion of solution to
the nonlinear Fokker-Planck equation.

We note this is where the assumption that U has C* boundary becomes necessary, as
[24, Theorem 1.1] assumes the domain has C* boundary. Were a more general uniqueness
theorem available, this would enable a corresponding generalisation of our results: to more
general boundaries, the particles having non-constant diffusivities or the incorporation of
"soft killing" (killing according to a Poisson clock).

4 Well-Posedness of and Estimates for the N-Particle
System

The goal of this section is to establish Theorem 2.6 along with some estimates for the N-
Particle System. We shall prove estimates on the jump times {75}, and on the empirical
measure m)" of the N-particle process. The estimates in particular will prevent mass accu-
mulating on the boundary when we take various limits in later sections. Theorem 2.6 will
be seen to be a consequence of these estimates.

As discussed in Section 3, we establish well-posedness and our estimates for Fleming-Viot
particle systems with generalised dynamics. Throughout this section,

(X, Wa B ostamen = (X, X, (W W), (01 ) )otcrn
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will refer to a weak solution to the Fleming-Viot particle system (N > 2) with generalised
dynamics and drift processes bounded by |bi| < B. We further define m¥ and £V as in (1.10)
and (1.11):
my = 9N(XT),  mp~ €N
We will couple the particles X 1 ..., X" to appropriately constructed independent strong
solutions (n, W), ..., (n™¥, W) of the following SDE:

e , Mo =T (4.42)

b dW, + Bdt + $Ldt —dL;™", d>1
TN AW, + Bdt+dLl — AL d=1

where r > 0 is the constant from the global interior ball condition, Condition 2.3. Here L"
and L"~" are the local times:

1t 1t
N i TN i _
L{ :=lim 26/0 L(ims| < e)dlnls, L™ = lim 26/0 (|7 = ns| < e)dlns. (4.43)

We will then use this coupling to obtain estimates on the N-particle system.

Proposition 4.1. Assume the Brownian motions W' are jointly independent and

defined up to time oo. There exists on the same probability space a family
(nt, Whocicoos - - s (Y, W )o<t<oo 0f strong solutions to (4.42) which are jointly indepen-
dent, but coupled to X*',..., XN up to time Tiwp = Too A Tstop /\ Tmax SO that:

d(X},0U) >r—nl €[0,r], 0<t<Twp. (4.44)

Remark 4.2. The coupling (4.44) only holds up to time Tywp, although (n}, W}) are defined
for allt > 0.

We then establish the following:

Lemma 4.3. If (n', W), (n?, W?) are two independent solutions to (4.42) on the same
probability space, then
P(3 ¢ > 0 such that n} =n? =1r) = 0. (4.45)

For the case of Brownian dynamics (b = 0) with bounded domain U, the authors of [J]
established controls analogous to Proposition 4.1 with b = 0 and U bounded. The method of
construction they used, however, was quite different. As outlined in Section 3, their approach
does not work in our case.

Proposition 4.4. For any weak solution to the Fleming-Viot particle system with generalised
dynamics, Twp = Too = Tstop = Tmax = 00 almost surely. In particular, the coupling defined
in Proposition 4.1 holds for all t > 0.

Having established mwp = co almost surely in the case of generalised dynamics, we have
Twp = 00 in the case of McKean-Vlasov dynamics, giving the proof of Theorem 2.6:
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Proof of Theorem 2.6. 1t is clearly possible to construct a weak solution of the driftless
system up to time Twp, so that between jump times and for ¢ < Twp particle X* satsifies
dX} = dW}/. Therefore by Girsanov’s theorem we obtain the existence of a weak solution
()?t, VT@)OSKTWD to the N-particle system with McKean-Vlasov dynamics (1.3) up to time
Twp. This and every other weak solution to (1.3) defined up to time 7wp is defined for all
time with mwp = oo almost surely by Proposition 4.4.

Uniqueness of the law of ()?t)ogt@o follows from uniqueness for the driftless system, by
change of measure (by the same argument that weak solutions to SDEs with bounded mea-
surable coefficients are unique in law; see [21, Proposition 3.10]). U

We shall then establish tightness for the laws of the empirical measure valued process at
times bounded away from 0, when the domain U is bounded:

Proposition 4.5. We assume U is bounded. For any Ty > 0 there exists a compact set
K1, € P(Pw(U)) dependent only upon the upper bound on the drift B and the domain U
such that the empirical measure m¥ := 9N (XN) must satisfy L(mN) € Kg, for all t > Ty.

We henceforth fix a finite time horizon 7' < oo, but no longer assume U is bounded. We
establish the following proposition:

Proposition 4.6. Define for ¢ > 0 the closed set V. = {x € U : d(z,0U) > c¢}. Then we
have:

1. For every € > 0, Ty > 0 there exists ¢ = c(e,Ty) dependent only upon the upper bound
for the drift, the constant of the interior ball condition r > 0, ¢ >0 and T > Ty > 0
such that K., = Veer,) € U must satisfy:

lim IP( sup mi ( er) = e) = 0. (4.46)

N—o0 te [TO ,T]

2. We now assume Y := 030N is tight in P(Pw(U)) (i.e. as a tight family of random
measures on the open set U) - so that mass does not concentrate on the boundary. Fix
€,0 > 0. Then there exists ¢(e, ) > 0 such that K 5 = Ve C U satisfies:

limsup P ( sup mY (K¢5) > e) < 0. (4.47)
N—oo te[0,T) '

Remark 4.7. In Part 1 of Proposition 4.6, we do not assume that the initial random mea-
sures £ = 9NN are tight as random measures on U. In particular we may have &Y
converging weakly in probability to an atom on QU or the mass could escape to infinity.

Remark 4.8. There are two conventions as to the definition of a Geometric Random Vari-
able. Throughout we use the definition in which the distribution is supported on {1,2,...},
with distribution given by:

B(G > k) = (1—p)* .
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Our final estimate controls the number of jumps by any particle over a finite time horizon:

Proposition 4.9. Assume that {L£(md)} is tight in P(Pw (U)). Let J)" be the number of

jumps of the i-th particle in the N-particle system up to time t. Then for every e > 0, there

exists a stopping time TN and constants M, < oo, p. > 0 (all dependent upon T) such that

€

for all N large enough:

1. The number of jumps JngT by particle i up to time T A 7Y is stochastically bounded
by the sum of M, i.i.d. Geom(p.) distributions.

limsupP(rY < T) <e.

N—oo

4.1 Proof of Proposition 4.1
The proof proceeds in the follow steps:

1. We fix for the time being X} (with driving Brownian motion W*) and seek to construct
(01, W")o<t<oo satisfying:

dW, + S2dt + Bdt —dL;™", d>1
’I’]t _ ~t + 2n¢ + T_t ) : 770 —r (442)
dW, + Bdt + dL] —dL;”", d=1
and some Cadlag process D} such that:
n > Di>r—d(X;,0U), 0<t<Twp. (4.48)

For clarity, we will usually drop the superscript i in what follows: n,, W;, Dy, 7, will re-
fer to quantities that depend on the particle index 7. Our construction of (1, W;)o<t<oo
proceeds as follows:

(a) We define stopping times ;5 ) for every triple (j, k, £) € N, thereby obtaining a
collection of random subintervals [7(; k.¢), T(jk,e+1)) Of [0, Too ATetop). We write wy for
the order-type of the natural numbers, associate to the ordinal w = jw? +kwo+¢ <
wg the triple (7, k, ¢) and write 7,, for the stopping time 7(; 4. »). The use of ordinals
will enable us to use ordinal induction. Moreover we write g = TWD and write I,
for the interval [7,, Twi1) = [T(jk0)> T(jket1)) (Whereby [t t) := (). The following
property shall be immediate from the construction:

Ty < T for wy <wy < wg. (4.49)

Moreover we shall establish the following lemma:

Lemma 4.10. For limit ordinals w < w3 we have:

Tw T 7w as W tw foreveryw <ws a limit ordinal. (4.50)
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By ordinal induction the random subintervals I, form a disjoint cover of [0, 7,3) =
[0, 7wp). Moreover on each interval I,,, X; will be contained in the ball B(v,,r)
(where r > 0 is the constant we assume to exist in the interior ball condition and
v, = X5,)-

(b) We use our construction in part la to define:
Dy :Z]llw@)d(Xt’Uw); 0<t<Twp,

(4.51)
D;} = (d(Xt/\Tw_’_l,,’Uw) — d(Xt/\Tw, Uw))]]-(Tw < Tw+1).

We observe that D“ is a continuous semimartingale, with dD}y = dD, for t € 1.
We employ a Doob-Meyer decomposition of D on each interval I, to construct a
Brownian motion (W})o<t<oo such that (Di)o<t<nyp 1S @ [0, 7]-valued process which
satisfies:

th -

dW, + Bdt + <Ldt — dH,, d>1
{ e+ 2D, o (4.52)

dW, + Bdt + dLPds — dH,, d=1

where H; is a non-decreasing, adapted process. Moreover there exists a Cadlag
adapted process n; such that:

5 t
m:/ ne-dW,, 0<t< oo. (4.53)
0

(c) We establish that (4.42) has strong solutions for this driving motion W;, and that
ne = i satisfies (4.48).

(d) We then compare (4.52) and (4.42) establish:
Dt S Nt 0 S t < TWD (454)
and therefore we have (4.48).

2. We repeat the above construction for each X, writing (', WZ) for the strong solutions
we construct. By examining the quadratic covariation of the Brownian motions W
(using (4.53)) we establish the (n, W?) are jointly independent.

Step 1la

We now define functions p and v as in [9]. With > 0 being the constant assumed to exist
by the interior ball condition (Condition 2.3), define

p(z) = sup d(xz,0B(y,r)).
B(y,r) such that
UDB(y,r)3x

We claim there exists v : U — U measurable such that:
1. B(v(z),r) C U for every z € U.

2. d(z,0B(v(z),r)) > 22,
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The construction of v is fairly elementary. We firstly take an ascending sequence of compact
sets K1, Ko, ... with union U. We fix K, and seek to define on K; a suitable function v°
satisfying 1 and 2. It is easy to see that for every x € K; we can choose y(x) such that
d(x,0B(y,r)) > @. Then on an open neighbourhood V,, 3 x we have d(z2',0B(y,r)) > %ﬁ)
as both ' — d(2/,0B(y(x),r)) and 2’ — p(z’) are continuous functions. We may cover K;
with open sets V,, x € K;, and take a finite subcover V,,,...,V, (for some n). We now
define:

il {1’1, x’ € KZ N ‘/11
vi(a') = )
rj, e K;n(Vy \ (Ve U...UV,_))).

Then v" is piecewise constant (and hence measurable) and satisfies 1 and 2 on K*. Therefore
defining v as follows we are done:

vi(z'), 2 €K,
’Ui(ZL'I), ZL‘IGKi\(Klu...UKJ‘_l)).

We now turn to the construction of the stopping times 7; ¢, for triples (j, k, () € N3.
1. T(070,0) = 0
2. T(j+17070) = lnf{t > T(j7070) : Xt_ c 8U} A TWD, fOI' all j € NQ.

3. With j € Ny fixed, we now define 79 € [7’07070) , T(j+17070)] for every £ € N. We proceed
inductively, having already defined 7(; ) for £ = 0 in the previous step. We suppose
that 7(;0.0) € [7(.0,0) > T(j+1,0,0)] has been defined for some ¢ € Ny. If 7(;0.¢) = T(j41,0,0), We
set 7(j,0,0+1) := T(j,0,)- Otherwise, 70,0 < T(j+1,00) holds and X, € U. Therefore,

we may define X0 = X7, and v = v(X(j,0,) which satisfies:

B('U(j,O,E% 7’) - U. (455)
We then define:

inf{t > 70,0 : d(Xe—,v50,0) =7}, if p(XTU’O’Z))) > 20

T(j,0,+1) = TWD /\ . .
! {T(j,twa if p(Xr0p) 270 OF TG00 = T(+1,00)

which satisfies 7(;0.¢41) < T(j+1,00) by (4.55). By induction on ¢, this defines 7(; ) for
all £ € NO and we have T(4,0,0) < T(4,0,6) < T(5,0,6+1) <...< T(j+1,0,0)-

4. We then establish (Lemma 4.11) that either 74100 = 00 and 700 T T(j+1,00) a8
¢ 1 00, or else 741,00 < 0o and there exists some random £(; 0 < oo such that either
p(X(m’g(j’o))) < 279 or Tjou0) = T+1,00)- In the former case (7(j41,00 = 00) we
define:

T(4,1,0) -= T(j+1,0,0)-

Otherwise we have 7(;,) = T(,0,605.0)) for all £ > £(; 0y so that we may define:

T(G,1,0) *= T(5,0,L.0) < T(+1,0,0)-
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5. We repeat the above inductively. We fix k and assume we have defined 7(;00) <
TGk0) < T(j41,0,0)- We seek to define:

T(3.00) = T(Gk0) =TGR < - 0 S T(k+1,0) < T(41,0,0)-
Proceeding as in Step 3, if 7(; ¢ = 7(j+1,0,0) We define:

T(j,k,+1) = T(j+1,0,0)-

Otherwise 7(; ke < T(+100) S0 we may define as before vy = v(X ) and

T(,k0)
Xy =X We may then define:

T(4,k.€) "

> 27k

s T(JGk’f)))
TGk, i (X, ) 277 or TGke = TG+1,00)

mf{t > 7 Xi, o) =} if p(X
UCANESY ZTWD/\{ {t> TGk - d(Xe v L h p(

Having defined 7(; ;) for £ = 0,1,... we now turn to defining 7(; 111,0). We establish
the following lemma:

Lemma 4.11. Fither T(j+1,0,0) = oo and T(5,k,0) T T(j41,0,0) as { T oo, or else T(j+1,0,0) <
oo and there exists some random Ly < oo such that either p(X(ngj(j’k))) < 27k op
T(5.k(5.k)) = T(j+1,0,0)-

In the former case (7(j41,0,0) = 00) we define:

T(j,k+1,0) *= T(j+1,0,0)-

Otherwise we have 7(; k¢ 1= T(j k) for all £ > £(; ) so that we may define:
TGk+1,0) 7= TGkl a) S T(G+1,0,0)-

Repeating inductively in k we have defined 7(; .0 for (j, k,¢) € N§, subject to proving
Lemma 4.11.

Proof of Lemma 4.11. We consider sub-intervals [rh, (r + 1)h] (r =0,1,...) of length h > 0
to be determined, over each of which the diffusion term dominates the drift term. We write
Ny = {0 : 1wy € [rh, (r+1)R| N[0, 7wp) and 7 ke < T(j+1,0,0) |- Then it is sufficient to
show that A > 0 may be chosen so that:

P(N, =00) =0 forall 0<r <oo.

We recall that we have fixed i, and moreover X; = X has driving Brownian motion
W; = W} which satisfies:

‘(XtQ - th) - (WtQ - th)‘ < B(tQ - tl) (456)

if X; does not hit the boundary during the time interval [t;, t5].
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We observe therefore that if our distance to the boundary is bounded from below then in
order for our particle to die within a sufficiently small time interval, the driving Brownian
motion W; must travel a distance bounded from below in this small time interval. In par-
ticular we suppose that we have 7(; ¢ € [rh, (r + 1)h] N[0, 7wp) With 7(; e < T(j+1,0,0) and
p(v(ke)) = 27%. Then in order to also have 7(; 441y < (r + 1)k it must be the case that X,
hits 0B(v(X5,, ), 7)) before time (r + 1)h. We now recall:

p(XT(j,k,e))
2

Therefore if 7(; 5.0 € [rh, (r+1)R] N[0, Twp) With 7(j e < T(j+1,0,0) and p(vre) > 27, then
in order to also have 7(; 1) < T(j41,0,0) and p(v(ket1)) = 2% we must have | X 041) —
Xiiko| = 27%=1 which requires the driving Brownian motion satisfy

W,

d(X > 97kl

T(4,k,0)7

8B(U(XT(J"]€,¢) )’ T)) Z

—k—-1
Wigpnl 22751 — Bh,

(okye+1)

We note that this latter event happening is independent of F and for h < 252 has

3.k, €))7

probability at most some p < 1. Therefore at time 7(; ¢ € [rh, (r + 1)h] N[0, Too A Ttop),
the probability this is the final such stopping time in the interval [rh, (r + 1)h] is at least
1—p > 0. Recalling Remark 4.8, we see that N, is stochastically dominated by a Geom(1—p)

distribution for h < 27(?2).

We have now concluded the proof of Lemma 4.11. O

We have left to prove Lemma 4.10:

Proof of Lemma 4.10. We begin with the w = wj case. This is true by definition.

Next, consider the case that w = (j + 1)wg. If 7(j1100) = oo then 7(jj0 = oo for all
k > 1 and we are done. We may therefore assume 7; 41,0y < T(j41,00 < o0 for all & € Ny
otherwise we are done. Then Lemma 4.11 gives that p(X;,, ., ) = p<XT(j,k,z(j,k))) <27k 50

as k — oo and so d(XTj - ,0U) — 0 as k — oo. Therefore by the almost-sure continuity

of the path X, and the fact that T(+1)w2 < 00 We have limy_, XT(J.’M) € OU. Therefore we
have Tj2., pw, = T(j41)w2 88 kK — 00.

Finally, in the case that w = jw? + (k + 1)wp, this is an immediate consequence of Lemma
4.11.

O

Step 1b

We begin by constructing W; and showing that it can be written in the form (4.53) for a
Cadlag adapted process n; which we also construct. We recall that we define for w < w:

Dt = Z ]]-Iw (t)d(Xt7vw>7 0 S t < TWD,
5 (4.51)
D:J = (d<Xt/\Tw+1*7 Uw) — d(XtATw,Uw))ﬂ.(Tw < Tw+1).

After adding a positive drift B1; (t) D¥ becomes a submartingale, so we may take the Doob-
Meyer decomposition, obtaining a mean zero Martingale term W}’ with quadratic variation
J31;,(s)ds (i.e. a Brownian motion started at time 7, and stopped at time 7,,11).
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Indeed we can write:

D;u = \/(Xt/\’ﬂu+l - vw) ’ (Xt/\nhLl - vw) - \/(Xt/\m - Uw) ) (Xt/\Tw - ,Uw)

so that we have:

Xi — w
aDy =1, (t)tiv - dW, + finite variation terms
| X — v,
and therefore X
~ —
AWY =1 (t)—— . dW,.
t Iw( ) |Xt o vw| t

We fix 7 € R? such that |A| = 1 so that 7 - W; is a Brownian motion. We now write:

~ tATWD . t
W, = / SO 1 (s)dWE + A-dW, 0<t<oo (4.57)
0 w

tATWD

which is clearly a Brownian motion, since the I, form a countable partition of [0, 7wp). We
recall that we want to define W, beyond time mwp if 7wp < co. In particular we can write:

~ t _
W= [ (S 16 G + L )W,

and hence we have (4.53).
We now claim the following is non-decreasing:

t [dW, + Bds + &Lds, d>1
H,:=Dy— D +/ v 2D, 4% C0<t<Twp. 4.58
TR {dWS+Bds+dLSD, d=1 =1 TwD (4.58)

Proof (4.58) is non-decreasing. 1t will be convenient here to extend the definition of D; by
defining D, = r if T7wp < 00.
We proceed by ordinal induction. We inductively claim:

H, is non-decreasing on [0, 7,,] N [0, 7wp) for w < w (4.59)

which immediately implies (4.58) by Lemma 4.10.

The w = 0 case is immediate.

If w=w"+ 1 is a successor ordinal, then it is sufficient to show that H; is non-decreasing
on [7,,7,]. We may assume 7, < 7, otherwise we are done.

We note that D¥" must satisfy the following SDE:

AWE + b dt + Stdt,  d > 1

dD¥ =1(te ) ', "1,
! ( ){de + 0 dt +dLP, d=1

for some process l_)j;’/ < B. Therefore for 7, <t < 7,:

/ , t [ dW, + Bds + SLds, d> 1 ¢ iy
Ht—HT/ZDi’,—D;J+/ Vi + Bds + §5tds, :/ (B —b¥')ds
v “ Tl dWS + Bds + dLé), d=1 T
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which is non-increasing.

Moreover we note by construction that lim sup,,,, Dy = r so that if 7, < 7wp, lim sup,,, (Hr,—
H;) > 0. Thus we have dealt with the case where w is a successor ordinal.

We finally consider the case whereby w < wg’ is a limit ordinal. If 7, = 7, for some
w' < w we are done by our induction hypothesis. Moreover (H;)o<t<r, is non-decreasing by
our induction hypothesis. Therefore if 7, = 7wp we are done.

We now assume otherwise, so that for w’ < w we have 7, < 7, < Twp. It is sufficient
to show that limsup,,, H; < H,,. We take a sequence of successor ordinals w, 1 w with
wy, < w. For each n we have some w, < w;, < w such that 7, < 7., 1. However we know by
construction that D, _ = r so by the same calculation as in the case of successor ordinals,
lim supy,,, (Hr, — Ht)nz 0 hence we are done.

O

Thus we have established (4.53) whereby H; defined in (4.51) is a non-decreasing adapted
process.

Step 1c

Theorem 1.3 of [3] gives the existence and uniqueness of strong solutions to reflected SDEs
in convex domains where the drift is C'! and Lipschitz. That theorem applies directly to
(4.42) in the d = 1 case. In the d > 1 case, the only issue is that the drift is locally Lipschitz
but not globally Lipschitz. Here we must stop the process 7; when it hits € > 0, then take €
to zero and note that on any fixed finite time horizon the probability of hitting this barrier
goes to zero as € — 0.

Step 1d

We have constructed a solution (n, W) to (4.42) and claim that:
U ZDt ZT—d(Xt,ﬁU), O§t<7—WD (448)

The second inequality is obvious, we now establish the first.

We recall that (n, W) satisfies:

T , 0<t<oo, my=rm, (4.42)

| dWw,+ SLdt+ Bdt —dL;T", d> 1
"N AW, + Bdt+dLn — AL d=1

whereas D is a [0, r|-valued process which satisfies:

dW, + ELdt + Bdt + dH,, d> 1
dD—{ ¢ op, A F Bal A, 0 <t<Twp, (4.52)

"7 \dW, + Bdt + dLPds +dH,, d=1

for some non-decreasing adapted process H;. Therefore we have:

d—1 d-1
d(ne — Dy) = dH, + ]1d>1(w )
¢ ¢

Flamy (ALY — dLP) = dL7™", 0 <t < Twp.

) (4.60)
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We fix § > 0 and assume for contradiction there exists t; < 7wp such that n,, — D;, < —26.
We define ty = sup{t’ < t; : 5; — Dy > —¢6}. Then since H; is non-decreasing we have
(Nte — Dyy) > limsupyqy, (n; — Dy) > —6. Therefore ¢y < t; and we must have 1, < Dy — 9
for t € (to,t1]. Thus as H; is non-decreasing (n, — Dy,) < liminfy, (n; — Dy) < —d and
therefore (n,, — D;,) = —0. Therefore we must have:

d—1 d-1

L;—n_L;O—n:O’ Lg_ngoa 1d>1<2—77t_2Dt

Jdt >0 for t€ [ty ti].

Therefore we have:

t1 d— 1 d— 1
—0 2> (y, — Dy,) — (g — D :/ Lo (5=~
> (1 0) = (1o t) to d>1( 215 2D
>0

+ Hyy — Hyy + Yo (LY, — L) = (Ly) = L) = (L, " = Ly, ") > 0.

>0 >0 =0 =0

)ds

This is a contradiction, hence we must have n, > D, for t < Twp.
We have now completed Step 1d.

Step 2
From (4.53) we can write: o A _
AW = i - W
for some processes ni. We write n(k) and W/ (k) for the component of n’ and W in the k't

dimension respectively. Therefore we have for ¢ # j:

W', W], = ;nf@(k)n{(l)d[wi(k% W/ ()] = 0.

Thus the Brownian motions W* and W/ have zero covariance, so W', ..., W are jointly
independent. Since each (n?,TW?) is a measurable function of W*, they must also be inde-
pendent.

Thus we have constructed independent identically distributed strong solutions
(", W), ..., (N, W) of (4.42) satisfying (4.44) so have established Proposition 4.1.

O

4.2 Proof of Lemma 4.3

We consider on the same probability space (Q, F,P) two independent strong solutions
(", W*) (k= 1,2) to (4.42):

dW, + =Ldt + Bdt — dL;™", d>1
N = { t+ 2n¢ + t o , Mo =T (4.42)

dW, + Bdt +dL} —dL]™", d=1
such that (n*, W) and (?, W?) are independent of each other. Given ¢y € Qs we define:

. . r
T, = inf{t > to : min(n}, n?) < 5}
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We write for k =1, 2:

0, t<t
TF ik t d—1
Wt _Wt + B(t—t0)+ft0 %ds, tOStSTtO
B(7i, —to) + Jio" Gerds, >y
By Girsanov’s theorem there is an equivalent probability measure P under which W' and
W? are Brownian motions, which by examining the covariation we see must be independent.
Now we observe that (7}),<t<r,, must satisfy:

dnf = dW; —dLi™", tg<t<m, nf=r

We have the existence of a strong solution /¥ = 'r]fo —|—Wf —SUPy <y <y Wf/ which by computing

d(n* — nk)? < 0 we see must be equal to n* (i.e. we have pathwise uniqueness). Therefore

n* is a measurable function of Wk, hence r —n' and r — n? are independent and distributed

under P like the absolute value of a 1-dimensional Brownian motion. Therefore by Pythagoras
\/ (r —n$)2 + (r — n#)? must be distributed under P like the absolute value of a 2-dimensional
Brownian motion. Therefore P(3t, < t < 73, such that n} = n? = r) = 0 hence P(Jty < t <
Ti, such that n} = n? =r) = 0. Taking the union over ¢, € Qs we are done.

O

4.3 Proof of Proposition 4.4

We now use Proposition 4.1 and Lemma 4.3 to establish that mwp = oo. The main idea is
that by Proposition 4.1 the event 7wp < 0o corresponds to the event that two of the 7 hit
r at the same time, which almost surely doesn’t happen by Lemma 4.3.

In [9] they justified that 7y, > 7o On the basis of the hitting time of a Brownian motion
in an arbitrary domain having a continuous density. However, (4.44) and Lemma 4.3 give
us that Tetop > Too A Tmax for free. Indeed, if Tutop < Too A Tmax then two particles (say X ¢ and
X7) hit the boundary at time Tyqp, so that by (4.44) ., = op = 7. Therefore by Lemma
4.3, P(Tstop < Too A Tmax) = 0.

We now have Tyiop > Too /A Tmax almost surely. Since between killing times 73, the particles
can’t travel an infinite distance over a finite time horizon 7" < co, we may inductively in &
see that Tax > 7w AT. Since T' < oo is arbitrary, Tmax = Teo-

Thus Too < Timax /\ Tstop, SO We now seek to show 7., = oo almost surely. We assume for the
sake of contradiction 7., < oo with positive probability. We write 7¢ for the k*® jump time
of particle i. Then there exists 1 < i < N such that 77 1 7., < 0o as k — oo with positive
probability. If this is the case, then ¢ must jump an infinite number of times up to time 7.
Therefore by the pigeonhole principle, for some j # 4, i jumps infinitely many times onto j
before time 7., < oo with positive probability

We therefore assume ¢ jumps onto j infinitely many times up to time 7., < co. Since the
drift is bounded and 7., = Twp < o0 we almost surely have:

i
S (x4
k41
k such that
i jumps onto j

— Xjé)2 < 00. (4.61)
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We write T,i’j for the k' time particle ¢ hits the boundary and jumps to particle j. Then by
(4.61) we have:
d(X ”,8(]) =d(X Zj,aU) —0 as k— oo.

Thus lim supy, nt lim supyy.,_ n = r by (4.44). Thus if 7., = Twp < oo with positive
probability then n; = nT = r with positive probability, which is not the case by Lemma
4.3.

Therefore 7wp = oo almost surely. O

4.4 Proof of Proposition 4.5

It is sufficient by [20, Theorem 4.10] to show that the expected mean measures,

{x¢ - xe(A) := E[mY (A)] whereby m := 9~(X) for some weak solution X} to (1.3)
for any initial condition )Z'év ~ v e P(UY), any N and any t > Ty},

are tight. We define V; = {z € U : d(z,dU) > &}. Then we have x,(Vy) = P(d(X"",0U) <
8) < P(r—nt < 6) = P(n"! > r—4) by Tonelli’s theorem and Proposition 4.1. This bound
is uniform over all weak solutions for all N, all initial conditions, and all T > T, hence we

are done.
O

4.5 Proof of Part 1 of Proposition 4.6

We henceforth fix 7, > 0 and € > 0. We shall take K., = V. = {z : d(z,0U) > ¢} for
¢ > 0 to be determined. We may by Proposition 4.1 construct i.i.d. solutions of (4.42)
(nt, W, ..., (¥, W) such that:

{mN(K*®) > ¢ for some Ty <t < T} C { sup Z]l (X7,0U) <c) > ¢}

To< <t<T

1
C{ sup —le (nl >r—c)> e}
To<t<T j=1

Therefore it is sufficient to show that we may take ¢ > 0 small enough such that:

limsup P( sup Z (i >r—c)>e)=0. (4.62)

Nooo  To<t<T N

Our strategy will be to implement Kingman’s Subadditive Ergodic Theorem. We will
establish (4.62) with n',... n" constructed on a different probability space (which is suf-
ficient). We consider a strong solution (n, W) of (4.42) on the probability space (2, F,P).
We thereby, by taking an infinite product, construct i.i.d. solutions 1’ of (4.42) on the
probability space (Q, F,P)®><. Tt is classical that the following map is ergodic:

T (Q,F,P)*® 3 (wy,w,...) = (Wa,ws,...) € (Q,F,P)®.
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For ¢ > 0 to be determined and every n € N we let g, (w) = supg, <j<r >1<i<n L1(0f = 7—0).
Then it is easy to see g, satisfies:

Inim(W) < gn(w) + g (T (W))- (4.63)

Therefore by Kingman’s Subadditive Ergodic Theorem we have:

1 1
lim —g,(w) = inf IE[ G P®>-almost surely.

n—00 n, m>1

Thus it is sufﬁ(:lent to establish that there exists ¢ > 0 and n < oo such that E[+g,] <
We fix n > 2 and note that:

1 1
E[~g,] < ~P(g0 < 1) +P(g. 2 2) < 5 +P(g, > 2)

Therefore it is sufficient to show P(g, > 2) < § for some ¢ > 0 small enough. We may

consider the ranked particles n§ ) 'r](2) > ... > n§"), in particular we consider the second

ranked particle: A j
77152) = sup{n;, : 3j # ¢ such that n{ > n;}

which we note has continuous sample paths. Then we have:

{gn>2} ={ sup n® >r—c}.
To<t<T

Our goal is to show the probability of this event is less than § for ¢ > 0 small enough. Since
7 has continuous sample paths and [Ty, T is compact we have:
{ni =n] =rforsomei#jand Ty <t < T}
= {n§2) = r for some Ty <t < T} = ﬁc>0{n§2) > r —c for some Ty <t < T}.

The probability of this event is zero by Lemma 4.3 hence we have

lmP( sup 7® >r —¢)=0.

c—0 To<t<T

Therefore P(g, > 2) = P(supp,<,<rn® > r — ¢) < £ for ¢ > 0 small enough. Therefore we
have:
lim su 1(n > — c) < e P -almost surely.
N—oo T0<tET Z - Y
Thus we have (4.62) on our orlglnal probability space. We finally note that the choice of
¢ > 0 is dependent only upon the parameters of the Bessel processes, hence dependent only

upon Ty, T, €, B and r.
O
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4.6 Proof of Part 2 of Proposition 4.6

We recall £V = ﬁng . Since {¢V} are tight as a family of random measures, for every e,
0 > 0 there exists ¢’ > 0 such that:

€
P(EN(VE) > —

So, by bounding the distance travelled by a particle in time 7§ for small enough 7y > 0,
we have that for some smaller ¢ > 0 and all N large enough:

) < 0.

P(m} (V) > € for some t < Tp) < 6.

C”

We now take é(e, ) = c(e, Ty) A ¢ so that K5 = V; satisfies (4.47).

4.7 Proof of Proposition 4.9

Here we adopt a strategy similar to Part 1 of the proof of [9, Theorem 1.3] (where they
considered the Brownian case). There they argued that a positive proportion of specially
selected particles stay within a given set with probability converging to 1. Then they argued
that each time some particle dies there is a probability bounded away from 0 of this particle
jumping onto one of these specially selected particles. If that is the case, then the probability
of not dying off is bounded away from 0 as the distance between the given set and the
boundary is bounded away from 0. Thus each time a particle hits the boundary, there is a
probability bounded away from 0 of this being the last death time of the particle so long as
the specially selected particles are within the given set.

Their proof that a positive proportion of specially selected particles stay within a given set
with probability converging to 1 relies on the independence of the particles in the Brownian
case. This does not apply in our case, so instead we must use the closed set we constructed
in Part 2 of Proposition 4.6. Moreover we break [0, 7] into a large number of sub-intervals,
over each of which the diffusive term dominates the drift term (this is not necessary in the
b = 0 case as there is no drift).

We recall that Geom(p) refers to the geometric distribution on {1,2, ...} with distribution
given by P(G > k) = (1 — p)* ! (Remark 4.8). We now set

N =inf{t > 0:m](K$ ) > -}, (4.64)

| —

so that we have limsupy_, . P(7Y¥ < T) < e. We break [0,7] into M to be determined

€

sub-intervals [rh, (r + 1)h] (r =0,...,M — 1) of length h = - and define
Jy o=k :1i€rh,(r+1)h] and 7/ < 7V}
We recall that X} has driving Brownian motion W} and satisfies:
(X, = X3,) = (W, = W)l < B(ta — t1) (4.56)

if X7 does not hit the boundary during the time interval [t;,?,]. We recall the observation
that if our distance to the boundary is bounded from below then in order for our particle
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to die within a sufficiently small time interval, the driving Brownian motion W, must travel
a distance bounded from below in this small time interval. Using Part 2 of Proposition

4.6 take 6 = @ > 0 so that d(f(%@,aU) = 34, and further take M > IE. Thus if

rh < 7i <7l < (r+1)hand X; € K1, we must have:
k

1
2

(Wsiymnri,— — Wil > 38 — Bh > 26.

k+1"

Moreover P(‘W(r+1)h/\rg+l— — W| = 26|F.) < p for some p < 1. Therefore at each death
time 77 € [rh, (r+1)h] with 7/ < 7V there is a probability at least 5 of jumping to a particle
in K 1 and if this is the case there is then a probability of at least 1 — p > 0 of this being

the final time particle i jumps during the interval [rh, (r 4+ 1)h]. Therefore J, can be coupled
to a Geometric random variable of success probability (1 — p) x % which is independent of
Fir and dominates J,.

O

5 Ergodicity of the N-particle System (1.3) - Theorem
2.7

The goal of this section is to establish Theorem 2.7, giving ergodicity of the particle system
for fixed N. We recall that in Theorem 2.7 we assume U is bounded and path-connected,
which we therefore assume in this section. Since N is fixed, we neglect to write it for
convenience. We write G = U" and P, for the transition semigroup for X. We recall the
Doeblin condition in continuous time:

Definition 5.1 (Doeblin Condition, [22]). There exists t. > 0, o > 0 and a probability
measure v such that for any x € G, P, (x,dy) > av(dy).

We now recall [22, Corollary 2.7]:

Theorem 5.2 ([22]). Assume that the Doeblin condition in continuous time holds. Then
there exists a unique invariant distribution 1, and moreover we have:

||[Pi(x, ) —¥()||lrv < (1 —a)LiJ, vz € G.

Thus it is sufficient to establish the Doeblin condition holds.
Step 1
We define V, = {x € U : d(x,0U) > ¢} and G. = V. We fix 0 < ¢ < L. We shall

2
construct K compact, smooth and path connected such that:
G, CK ccaG.

In particular if # = (z1,...,zy) € UYN then d(x;, 0U) > ¢, for all i implies ¥ € K.
We fix ¥* € G and define the following function:

p(¥) = sup d(v,0U).
V:E* =T
a path in U
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Then since p is continuous and positive, there exists ¢ > 0 such that p > ¢ > 0 on G.,. We
then define the compact, path-connected set:

K ={zeU:px) >N D4,.

We now expand K’ a bit to obtain a smooth domain K. There exists ¢’ > 0 such that
d(K',0U) > €". We take ¢ € C2°(RN?) a mollifier supported on B(0, <) so that by Sard’s
theorem there exists 0 < ¢ < 1 such that

K'={z:px 1K/+B(0,%) >c} DK DG,

is a compact domain with smooth boundary. Thus taking K to be the path-connected
component of K” containing K’, we obtain our desired domain.

Step 2

We recall that U satisfies the interior ball condition with radius r. We may by Proposition
4.1 define N ii.d. Bessel processes, with positive drift B, n',...,n", such that r — n® <
d(X?,0U) for each i. Then with probability at least p; for some p; > 0, ni, ..., nY <r—2¢.
This gives us that there exists p; > 0 such that P (¥, Gy, ) > py for all ¥ € G = UN.

Step 3

For @ = (uy,...,unq) € G and € > 0 we define D(u,€) = {(u},...,uyy) : |u; —u;| < €}.
We take 4 € G and e > 0 such that D(u,5€e3) C Gy, and fix C' = D(u, €2). We claim that
there exists d; > 0 and ps > 0 such that Ps,(Z,C) > p, for all ¥ € G, .

We let Q;(z,.) be the transition kernel for Brownian motion started at ¥ € K and killed
when it hits K. We can write the SDE for X, between jump times as:

Since the drift is bounded, and both d(C*¢, D(#, <)) and d(K,JG) are bounded away from

172
0, there exists 63 > 0 small enough such that for all x € K:

i+ Ws e D(i, %2) and Z + Wy does not leave K for t’ < §
= )?5 € C and X, does not hit dG for ¢’ < 4.
Therefore we have:

Ps,(%,C) > Qs, (%, D(i, %)) for all 7 € Ga,.

Taking a smooth function 1p;2) < @ < 1y 2) we see (4,7) — Q(7, P) is a smooth
solution of the heat equation on K with Dirichlet boundary conditions, so by the Maximum
principle & — Q1(Z, 1p(g,<)) is bounded away from 0 on Ga,. Thus Py, (Z,C) is bounded
away from 0 on Gy, .

Step 4

Lemma 12.1 then implies there exists ps > 0 such that P, (Z,.) > psLeb,(.) for all # € C.
Setting t. = 14+3d2+ 1, @ = p1papsleb(C) and v = ﬁ(c)Lebb we have established Doeblin’s
condition.

This completes our proof of Theorem 2.7.

O
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6 Density Estimate for the Proof of Theorem 2.9

Unlike the previous section, we no longer assume U is path-connected or bounded; here we
assume only that U is an open subdomain of R? satisfying the uniform interior ball condition
- Condition 2.3. We take a sequence of weak solutions to the Fleming-Viot particle system
with generalised dynamics

(nga VT/tNa Z_)zv)0§t<c>o = ((XtN’lv s 7X25]V7N)7 (WtN717 R WtN7N)7 (biV717 ey biV7N))0§t<OO

and with initial conditions )?év ~ vV, Moreover the drifts biv " are uniformly bounded with
b)"'| < B < 0o. We define m and J} as in (1.10) and (1.12):

- 1
my =9V (X)), JfV:Nsup{keNM,ﬁV < t}.

The goal of this section is to establish the following lemma, which provides for controls on
possible sub-sequential limits:

Lemma 6.1. For fited T' < oo we assume that laws of {(mY, JN )o<i<T)} N2 are a tight fam-
ily of measures on D([0, T]; Pw (U)xRsq) with limit distributions supported on C([0, T]; Pw (U) x
Rso). Then for every subsequential limit in distribution (my, Jy)o<i<r € C([0,T]; Pw (U) X
R>0) we have:

1. The random measure m defined by dm = dm,dt is almost surely absolutely continuous
with respect to Leby xo,r)-

2. For every 0 <t < T we almost surely have m; is absolutely continuous with respect to
LebU.

Note that we are not claiming here that almost surely m; is absolutely continuous with
respect to Leby for all 0 <t < T.

We focus on the proof of Part 1 of Lemma 6.1 - the proof of Part 2 is the same. We then
use the machinery we construct to prove Lemma 6.1 to prove the following lemma:

Lemma 6.2. We assume that {L(m{")} is tight in P(Pw(U)). Then for any T < oo we
have:
lim sup E[supm) (B(0, R))] - 0 as R — oo. (6.65)

N—oo t<T

The proofs of this section shall rely on an analysis of the "Dynamical Historical Processes"
defined in [1].

6.1 Dynamical Historical Processes

We provide a definition of "Dynamical Historical Process" (DHP) which is equivalent to that
found in [1] but will be more useful for our purposes. The Dynamical Historical Process
(HY4)g<s<s is the unique continuous path from time 0 to time ¢ which is equal to one of
the particles at all times and equal to X/ at time ¢.
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Figure 1: The continuous thick path denotes the path of the DHP up to time t.

We shall define the set of "Chains" C¥ and associate to each o € CV a solution (X, W)
of:

dX =b(XP,mM)dt +dW, 0<t<7=inf{t: X* € 0U}.

Each o € CV provides a recipe for a continuous path made from the trajectories of the
particle system, killed at the first time it hits OU.

We shall then define for each 1 < i < N a Cadlag CV-valued process Oziv " which provides
a recipe for the unique continuous path made from the trajectories of the particles finishing
with X7V at time t.

Definition 6.3 (Set of Chains C). We define CV to be the collection of all "Chains'", which
we define as follows:
ch = {((]b 0)7 (jﬁ—la kﬁ—l)a T (jla kl)a (j0> ]{30)) D € {17 T N} for v </,
ke € N, jp # juyq for 0 <l and 0 < { < oo}.

Given a = ((§,0), (Ge—1,ke—1), - - -, (Jo, ko)) € CN we write || = £ for the "length" of the
chain. Thus o = ((4,0)) is defined to have length |a| = 0.

We now construct (X<, W?) for a € CV as follows. We firstly define the Cadlag processes
(T, Af)o<t<oo for = ((je,0), (Je-1, ke-1), - - -, (Jo, ko))
Initial Condition: (Z§,A§) = (4, ¢)
(T2 A2) = Gryr) = (roryr = 1) ifE = Tlg::
(Z, AY) s constant otherwise.

"and j, = Ug:j

1

We then define:
Xe=X", 0<t<rt*=inf{t>0: X €U}
AW = dW/, 0<t<oo, We=0.
We see that X must satisfy the following SDE:
dX{ =b(m), X)dt +dW, 0<t<7*=inf{t >0: X €U} (6.66)

We now define the Dynamical Historical Process:
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Definition 6.4 (Dynamical Historical Processes). Given a = ((je, 0), (Jo—1, ke—1), ..., (J1, k1)) €
CN and (jo, ko) with jo # j1 we set:

oD (j07 k:O) = ((jb 0)7 (jﬁ—l) k€—1)7 cey (jl) k:l)) (jOa kO))
We then define the CN -valued processes ap ' (i=1,...,N):

1. At time 0 we define:
N,i :
ap " = (1,0).

2. Between death times of X, ol is constant:

Nig _ N i i
ap = o T <t < Ty

3. At time 7} if Ui = j then we set:
o' = a7 @ (i, k). (6.67)
k

Then we note that by construction o st We may now define the Dynamical Historical
Processes of XN, ..., XNV

i

§ X oot (6.65)

. N,i
We say that the DHP H* follows particle j at time s if Zg* = j. Thus in Figure 1 the
DHP HMN:#t follows particle j3 at time 0 and particle i at time t. We let Ri > 0 be the index
of the most recent jump time of particle 7:

R = max{k > 0| 7} < t},

with the convention that 7§ = 0 so that H)"** follows particle i at time s for s € [}, ].
t

6.2 Proof of Part 1 of Lemma 6.1

Without loss of generality, suppose that (ml,J))o<i<r converges in distribution on
D([0,T]; Pw(U) x Rsg) to (me, Jt)o<t<r € C([0,T); Pw(U) x Rxg), as N — oo (or along a
subsequence). We will write:

m=my®@dt, dm=dm,dt, m" =m) @dt, dn" =dmldt (6.69)

Our goal is to show that, P-almost surely, the random measure m = m; ® dt is absolutely
continuous with respect to Leby 1)

For h = (hy,..., hg) € R¢, and T = (z1,...,24) € R? we define the rectangle:

Rz(h) = (z1 — hy, @1 + hy) X ... X (24 — hg, T4 + h). (6.70)
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Define A = {Rf(ﬁ) X [to,t1] : to,t1 € Q, 0 <ty < t, T € Q4, he Q%,} and take R to
be the set of finite unions of sets in A (note that R is a countable collection of sets). For

E € B(U x (0,7]) \ {0}, define Trin(E) = inf{t : (x,t) € E}. For p € R we define

pr = {x: (x,t) € p}.

Our proof of the almost-sure absolute continuity of the random measure m begins with
the following two lemmas:

Lemma 6.5. Fiz T < oo and suppose that we have a random measure m € P(U x [0,T])
defined on a probability space (2, F,P) such that m(U x {0}) = 0 holds P-almost surely. We
further assume that for every € > 0 there exists a non-increasing function C¢ : (0,T] — Rx
such that

E <. (6.71)

0V sup (m(p) — Ce(Tmin(p)) Leb(p) )

PER

Then m << Leby o1 holds P-almost surely.

The proof of Lemma 6.5 is given later in the appendix. We note that (6.71) is a property
of the law of the random measure m. Therefore, by Skorokhod’s representation theorem,
we could assume the convergence of (mY, JN)o<i<r to (my, J;)o<i<r holds almost surely on
a possibly different probability space (Q%* F P ).

Lemma 6.6. Suppose that, on the probability space (Q%*, F** P**) some random variables
{(mM)o<i<r} converge in D([0,T]; Pw(U)) as N — oo, P*>-almost surely, to (my)o<i<r €
C([0,T); Pw(U)). Then, for all p € R, we P**-almost surely have:

T T
/ my(pe)dt < lim inf/ m> (p,) dt.
0 N—oo Jo

Proof: Since (my)o<i<r € C([0,T]; Pw(U)), by assumption, we know that (m)o<i<r
converges to (m¢)o<i<r with respect to the uniform (in W) metric. So, P**-almost surely
we have

my(pr) < lim inf my (pe)

for every ¢t > 0 by the Portmenteau Theorem and the fact p; is an open set. From this fact
and Fatou’s lemma, we infer that, P**-almost surely,

T T T
/0 my(py)dt §/0 liNnLiO%fmiv(pt)dt < liNnLioréf/O mi (p,)dt. (6.72)

O
So, to verify the condition (6.71) for the limit measure m, we turn our attention to estimat-
ing m" (p). Whereas Lemma 6.6 requires almost-sure convergence, the construction we will
use to obtain controls on m™ (p) doesn’t necessarily make sense on such a new probability
space obtained with Skorokhod’s representation theorem. We will therefore obtain controls
on m”(p) working on our original filtered probability space (Q, F, (F;)i>0, P). We will then
transfer these controls to controls on the limit by way of Skorokhod’s representation theorem
and Lemma 6.6.
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Working for the time being on (2, F, (F#)i>0, P), we now turn our attention to estimating:

N T N 1 al T Nyi
m (p):/ m? (pt)dt:—Z/ 1(XM € py) dt.
0 N = Jo

Estimating this quantity involves bounding the number of particles in a given set p; at
time t. It is straightforward to do this with pure diffusions. In our system, however, the
jumps make this estimate more difficult.

N,i
Recalling the definition of the Dynamical Historical Process HM* = X | for s € [0, 1],

we let GE™ be the event that ‘
la | < ¢ (6.73)

and
N 7

JNAs S <n, V sel0,t]. (6.74)

The first condition says that the DHP makes no more than ¢ "transfers", and the second says
that if the DHP HX! is following particle j at time s, then particle j has made no more
than n jumps up to time s. We recall that:

XN Vit <y <T. 1<i<N. (6.75)

Now we bound m™ (p) by:

1 N
m? NZ/ XN € p)1(GE™) dt + — Z/ (XN € p)L((GE™) Yt (6.76)
! i/ (HY € p)L(GE™ ) d (G 6.77
<% 1t p)( )Hsup—z )9). (6.77)
i—1 t€[0,T]

Let us write S1 g’n(p) and S5°“™ for the two terms in (6.77):
N2, 1 N7 Nit .y N T N .
S ) = 5 X [ A € pn(GE sy T S~ p((atny
N 2 Jo > & §:j

In particular, notice that S5" VA does not depend on the set p.
For ¢,n € N fixed, we will show that there exists Cy, : (0,7] — Rs¢ a non-increasing
function such that for all p € R we have:

Cen(Tmin(p))Leb(p) V 57" (p) £ Crn(Timin(p)) Leb(p) (6.78)

as N — oo. In addition to this, we will show that for any € > 0, we may choose ¢ = ¢(¢) and
n = n(e) such that:

lim sup E[S3"""] < e. (6.79)
N—oo
Clearly, the random variables SNZ" are uniformly bounded: [S5"“"| < T. In particular,

for fixed £ and n, the laws of {S3"""}n>2 are a tight family. Therefore, there is a random
variable G¢ so that along a subsequence, Sév’e’" — G¢ in distribution as N — co. By (6.79),
E[G¢] < € must hold.
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By the Skorokhod representation theorem, we may for fixed € > 0 assume that both
(miV)OStST — (mt)ogtST and Sé\f,é,n — G° (680)

hold almost surely (perhaps on a new probability space (%%, F%5 P**) which does not
depend on p). From (6.77) and (6.78) we have for any p € R and § > 0:

P> (m" (p) = 83" > CyaLeb(p) +6) =0 as N — oc, (6:81)

(The quantities in (6.81) are all defined on the probability space (2%*, F** P**)). Using
Lemma 6.6 and (6.80) we have:

lim inf (mN(p) — éw") >m(p) — G, P**-almost surely.

N—oo

Therefore for every p € R and 6 > 0, using (6.81) and Fatou’s lemma we have:

P (m(p) — G° > CrLeb(p) +8) < liminf P> (m"(p) — 53" > Gy Leb(p) +6) = 0.
(6.82)

Therefore, since § > 0 is arbitrary and R is countable, this implies:

sup (m(p) - C’gmLeb(p)) < G° P**-almost surely.
PER

We finally note that

E™* [ sup (m(p) — Con(Tumin(p))Leb(p))| < €

PER

is a statement about the distribution of m, so must also hold true under P. Except for the
proof of (6.78) and (6.79), this establishes condition (6.71) in Lemma 6.5 and completes the
proof of of Part 1 of Lemma 6.1. The rest of this section is devoted to the proofs of (6.78)
and (6.79).

Proof of (6.78)

The following lemma will be a key tool for controlling the density of diffusions with bounded
drift. We write 71(Z) (¥ € OR%,) for the inward normal of the positive orthant R%, and
consider strong solutions of the following SDE:

dY; = (=B,...,—B)dt +@(Y;)dL, Yy;=0 (6.83)

where L) is the local time of Y; with the boundary ORZ,. This is a normally reflected
diffusion in R%, with constant drift.

Lemma 6.7. Consider on some filtered probability space (¥, F', (F})t>0,P’) the family of
Re-valued weak solutions (X7, W7) (y € T') of the SDE:

dX] = bldt +dW), 0<t< oo (6.84)

whereby |07 < B is (F)i>0-adapted. Then there exists on (S, F', (F)i>0,P') a family of
identically distributed strong solutions (Y, W?7) to (6.83) which satisfy the following:
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1. X7 dominates Y7 so that:
X; € R;(0) = Y, € R;(0), t>0, heRY, (6.85)
whereby 0 = (0,...,0).

2. We have explicit controls on the density of Y7 so that there exists C' : (0,00) — Ry
non-increasing such that:

P(Y; € R;(0)) < C,Leb(R;(0)). (6.86)

3. For any event A € F{ and 1,72 € I': if conditional upon the event A, W and W
are conditionally independent, then so too are Y and Y 2.

We will use Lemma 6.7 in the Appendix to prove Lemma 12.1, providing controls on the
density of a diffusion for generic bounded drift, which shall be used throughout this paper.

. . aN,z
We consider the possibilities for ;" given G¢™". The condition that JNI™ < n for all

0 < s <t then allows us to see that for each transfer of the DHP from particle j to particle
k, j is within the first n particles k jumps onto. Therefore to obtain all possibilities for o
given Gf’"’i, it is sufficient to consider the first n particles ¢ jumps onto, the first n particles
each of these children jumps onto, and repeating this ¢ times to obtain all possibilities for
aiv - these possibilities form a tree structure. We take II*" to be a perfect n-ary tree of
length ¢ and construct a random injective function

a o e — e
with image C;” 4m C €N, This random function shall be such that
Gy C {af = a " (v)  for some v e I} (6.87)

and such that
avt"(w) is o(U:1<i<N, k> 0)-measurable. (6.88)

)

We then define ;""" to be the following {1,..., N}""-valued random variable:
TN () = j, whereby &Y " (v) = ((4,,0),...).

TN assigns the root of TI%™ to 7, assigns the k™ child of the root to the k™ particle i jumps
onto, and so forth. We then define
gN,E,n

N,¢,
; ")

= Image(7,;

to be the collection of all particles given by 'EN’K’" at some branch of IT1*". Thus g{V 47 is the
collection of all particles which may be followed by X f‘iw’n(”) for some v € I15".

We define a new filtered probability space (€2, F, (Ft)i>0,P) given by the initial enlarge-
ment:

Fi=F,No(U:1<i<N, k>0). (6.89)
We note the following:
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1. This new filtered probability space has the same sigma-algebra as our previous proba-
bility space (€2, F,P). Thus any random variable we define on this new sigma-algebra
is defined on our previous probability space and vice-versa - only the adaptedness
properties with respect to the filtration may change.

2. Since (F)i>o is a subfiltration of (F;)i>o any (Fi)iso-adapted process is (F)iso-
adapted.

3. The Brownian motion W* is independent of O(U,i 1 <@ <N, k > 0), hence an
(F1)i>0-Brownian motion. Moreover since @; M( ) is Fo-measurable we have:

an

ANZn i ANZn(v)
/dWJ L 0<t<oo, Wi W _g

is an (F)e>0-Brownian motion.

4. If the set of particles &\*"

N, N, e N o
hence if G;"" N gj " = () - then Wai ) and W% ) have zero covariation.

Therefore conditional on the event

AT =G NG = 0} € Fo,

(v) follows is dlSJOlIlt from those followed by ANZ”(U, ) -

~N,l,n

Wer " @) and W ") must be independent.
For every p € R we fix a finite index set ¢, such that p is given by the union:
p = Use, [to, 17] X Ry () (6.90)

whereby:
ZL@tt&xR( 5)) < 2Leb(p). (6.91)
BELp
Foreach 1 <i< N,v € 14", B € 1, we apply Lemma 6.7 to {Xdy’l’n(”) — T3} to construct
Y;"P and define:

B

t . —.
77ZNﬁn,p Z ﬂl ]l(Y;M)’B c }%H[3 (O))dt’ pE R. (692)
BELp to
,UGHZ,n
We therefore have:
N,l.n 1 N T aN? 1 al t/f ap! r
SR () — NZ/ LX € p)lgroadt < 23037 /ﬁ L(X;* € Ry (F5))genadt
—Jo i=1 Beu, o
46

v) N
€ Rﬁﬁ (xﬁ))lcf,n,idt

N
J— ! iﬂ)vﬁ o NZ n,p
SNZ%&M € Ry, (0) &
vellbn

We conclude our proof of (6.78) by establishing the following lemma and verifying {nN’l’"’p :

1 <i < N} satisfies the conditions of this lemma with M = Cj,(T1in(p))Leb(p):
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Lemma 6.8. Let {7 : 1 < k < N € N} be a triangular array of random variables, and let
SN = 2k<n Y. We suppose that the v are uniformly bounded, that SUp,z Cov(vjv, Y —
0 as N — oo, and that limsupy . sup, <<y E[y)] < M. Then we have S8\ M — M in
probability.

Proof of Lemma 6.7

We firstly construct Y7, W7 for v € I'. We write X;"* for the d"™ coordinate of X;"¢ for
1 < d < d. We take the Doob-Meyer decomposition of |X;/’d/|, obtaining it as the sum of
a Brownian motion W,**, a drift (< B) term and a local time term up to the time 77. We
then write

Wy = (W W)
and continue W, after the time 77 by setting dW; = dW. It is then immediate that there
exists an (F!)=o-adapted d x d signature matrix-valued process K such that W7 satisfies:

AW, = KJdwy. (6.93)

Having constructed (F;);>o-Brownian motions W4 we have (F!);so- adapted strong so-
lutions (Y74 W74) of the following (which exists by [3, Theorem 1.3)):

dY; = dW, — Bdt +dLY, Y,=0. (6.94)

Thus (Y7, W7) = ((Y*L,..., Y79 W7) is a strong solution to (6.83). Now we observe
that for some |b;”d/| < B we have:

d(X77 | =YYy = (B = b0 Y)dt + aL X —any™" ot <.

Hence by the same proof that n; > D, in the proof of Step 1d of Proposition 4.1 we have
X7 >V for all t < 77. This immediately implies (6.85).

We now control the expectation, showing that there exists C' : (0, 7] — R>o non-increasing
such that for all & € R¢, and v € I we have (6.86). We have [I, Equation (1.1)] an explicit
expression for the cumulative density function of reflected Brownian motion with constant
negative drift reflected at 0. Differentiating [!, Equation (1.1)] in y we have that for some
¢ < oo the transition density satisfies:

C

pt(x,y) < W

Therefore P(Y," € [0, h]) < Zhifort>0,h>0and1<d <d.

We use (6.93) to see that W% and W% are pairwise independent Brownian motions for
d, # dy and hence jointly independent. Therefore {Y*% : 1 < d’ < d} are independent as
they are measurable functions of independent Brownian motions. Thus we have:

@)
U

—.

Leb(R;(0)).

P(Y; € Ry(0) = [I PP €[0,ha]) <

1<d’'<d

(M]IoH

~
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Finally we observe that for any event A € F and ~;, 7, € I'; if conditional upon the event
A, W and W7 are conditionally independent; then they must have zero covariation Using
(6.93) we see that W and W2 must also have zero covariation, hence be conditionally inde-
pendent. Therefore upon the event A, Y7 and Y7 are independent as they are measurable
functions of independent Brownian motions.

O
Construction of 4"
We define the random function @ZN b by firstly defining its image:
Definition 6.9. We define C."°" C CN as follows:
CNE = L((GGor, 0), Gty k1) - Gins k1), Gio, ko)) € CN
i {(Ge, 0), Go—1, ke—1), - (J1s k1), (Jos ko)) (6.95)

U,g: = jr41 whereby k., <n for allr < ', 0' <L, jo=1}.

We now parametrise the elements of CiN £ as follows. We define I14" to be a perfect n-ary
tree of length ¢:

Definition 6.10 (I1°"). We define 11" to be a perfect n-ary tree of length £ (so that each
leaf is of depth € with the root defined to be of depth 0). We adopt standard Ulam-Harris
notation, writing O for the root of 11", (ko) for the k" child of O (ko < n) and recursively
defining (ko, . .., kv, kyi1) to be the k" child of (ko, ... k) (forr <{—2 and k. <n).

Note that the leaves of this tree terminate with an ¢ — 1 subscript: (ko, k1, ..., ke—1). Then
we see that the following random map is bijective:

)

AN LT (50) 0
((jr‘a O)’ (jT’—1’ kr—l)) ey (jl, k:l), ('l, ko)) — (k:07 kl) ey k?"—l)’ 1 S T S E

To see that Lﬁv’g’" is surjective, fix some (ko,...,kpy_1) € II%" and recursively define
Jra1 = U,ﬂ: (r <), jo =i. Then we see Lfv’é’”(((jg/,()), (Jor—1,ker—1), .., (J1, k1), (1, ko)) =
(Ko, k1, - .., ky—1) whereby ((jer,0), (o1, ke—1), ..., (j1, k1), (4,0)) € ¢,

To see that ¢;""" is injective, suppose that ¢t " (((jer, 0), (jo—1, ker—1), - - -5 (J1, k1), (4, ko)) =
(ko,k1,...,ke—1) (¢’ < ¢). Then we must have j; = U,io and j,41 = U}’ for r < /. This

uniquely defines ((jf’a 0)7 (jﬁ’—la kﬁ’—l)a SR (jl) kl)a (la kO))
Thus we can take the inverse of .)"*", parametrising the elements of C:""*" with I16™:

e = eV, e (), A (e) = (i.0)

(3

@zN7Z7n((k07 klv R ké’*l)) = ((jf’v 0)7 (jf’*lv ké’*l)v SRR (jlv kl)v (iv kO))

Therefore we have
~N/n
ai AL Hﬁ,n CN

is a random injection with image CZ-N £" " The interpretation of this map can be seen from
the following example:
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i J2 Ja J3

Figure 2: We have a;"“"((1)) = ((j2,0),(i,1)) and & "“"((2)) = ((js,0),(i,2)), hence
X&) corresponds to the thick path on the left whilst X (@) corresponds to the
thick path on the right. Note that since X7 dies before the second death time of X*, its

path does not actually include X*.

Figure 3: We have a"“"((2,1)) = ((js,0), (ju, 1), (4, 2)), hence X% (1) corresponds to
the thick path, and is the DHP HY:4t,

Proving and Verifying the Conditions of Lemma 6.8

Proof of Lemma 6.8. Clearly SWN — % Zé\f:l E[VJN] has zero expectation, so we now show it
has variance converging to zero. Since the ¥} are uniformly bounded, so are Var(y{). We
have:

Sy 1 & 1 &
Var(ﬁ - N S ENY]) = ~3 2 Var(i) + 2 Cov(yy', 1)
=1 k=1 ik
N N2 - N
< 2 Sup Var(yy') + TNz W Cov(y,, %) = 0.
—0 —0
Therefore 2% — L YLE[RY] — 0 in probability. We fix ¢ > 0. Since
lim supy . sup < j<y E[y)'] < M we have SWN V M — M in probability as N — oo.
]
Clearly the 'r]ZN 1m0 are uniformly bounded in N, so it is sufficient to control the expectation

and covariance as in Lemma 6.8. We do this using Lemma 6.7.
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We start by controlling the expectation, using Tonelli’s theorem and (6.86) to see that we
have C; non-increasing such that:

E[n "] < Y Cp(t] — to)Leb(Ry (0))

BELp
vellbn

BELp

We therefore define Cy,,(t) = 2|TI*"|C, so that E[n;""™"] < 21" Cryin(p)- We now seek to
show that

sup Cov(n NZ"’”,T];V’Z’"’”) —0 as N — oo.
]
~N, ,n ~N,L, n /
We recall that conditional on the event AN’E’” the Brownian motions I/Va]'V v and W& @)

are independent. Thus using Lemma 6.7, condltlonal on the event ANK "YEuB and Y82
are independent for 3y, 8, € ¢,. Therefore it is sufficient to show that

1;1fIP’(ANZ")—>1 as N — oo.
]

We calculate:
| Z,n|2

N_1—>0 as N — oo.

]P)(giN,Z,n N g;V,E,n 7& @) S

Nbn and QN’Z’" are chosen independently and

N,¢,
= N-1

To see this, we see that the elements of G,

uniformly at random, so that each element of QNK "™ has a probability at most \g

of being in QiN £n - Therefore by a union bound we are done.

We have concluded our proof of (6.78). O

Proof of (6.79)

We recall 77V is the stopping time defined in Proposition 4.9, and JtN a is the number of jumps
by particle X? in time t. We shall now bound the probability of (Gf’"’z)c by decomposing it
into events A" BN and {7V < T}

AP = U 2 1), (6.96)
B = {layin] 2 €41}, (6:97)
Step 1
We begin by decomposing (Gfm)c into the events
(G AT U B U TN < T) (6.98)

€,1

none of which are dependent upon any choice of p € R or t < T and whereby BY e
dependent upon n.

is not
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We may decompose (Gi’"’i)c:
N

{(GE} € {Ja¥) > €+ 13U {JVE ™ > 1 for some s € [0, ] and o)) < ¢},

Since Proposition 4.9 gives controls on the number of jumps only up to time 7.V, it is necessary

to localise up to time 7V:

(G} S{lagux| 2 e+ 13Uz < T}

N,aN 7

U{J;VA%}V " > nfor some s € [0, and |al'| < ¢}
Focusing on the third term on the right hand side, since ‘Oziv Z| < | we can write aiv -

((Jer, 0), (Jo—1, kpr—1), ..., (4, ko)) for some ¢ < ¢, so that we may take r minimal such that

Jév/’\];N > n. Therefore kg, ..., k,—1 <n and r < /¢ so that we have:

((jrv 0)7 (jrflv krfl)v SRR (iv kO)) S Cfm

Thus j, = 7" (v) for v = (ko, k1, . .., kr_1) € II%". Therefore we have (6.98):
(G} S {Jafin] >£+1}uuU€HM{JT ) >n+1}U{rN <T}

Step 2

We now show that we may choose ¢ = {(¢€) large enough so that:

lim sup E¥ {sup Z]l BNZH)dt} <e. (6.99)

N—soo t<T N 7

There exists (by Proposition 4.9) J < oo such that

lim sup ]P(JT/\TN > J) <

N—oo

(6.100)

O\Dlm

We define Sy = inf{t : J¥ > J} and LY = L(1 + Silar ). We fix for the time being
1 < i< N. We see from (6.67) that if i jumps at time t, the expected value of |o; | is at
most

N
7Z|at_”|+1—72|a V) < LY
J#i ]#z

Moreover the length |at_ \ immediately prior to the jump must be non-negative, hence the
expected increase in |0zt ‘| at time t is at most N LN Therefore the expected value of LY

immediatly after the jump at time t is at most N LN Further, the length of |0zt J | does

not change for j # i and the |o; | are bounded by N(J 4+ 1)+ 1 up to time Sy. Thus we

that
o ¢ 1 NJt/\SN N NJt/\SN
) e - e
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is a supermartingale, which takes the value 1 at time 0. We now observe that

e 1 BN,Z,n,e,i _
N “ (B ) N “

i=1 %

L(|ofyin] > €4 1) < Ly v

€

l Y
=1

Thus, since (6.101) is a supermartingale, we have for all N and ¢t < T

1 I N&nei € N le
P(thTuA%N N ; 1(B; ) = g) < P(EEIT) Linesnsy 2 3)
N \NT-JN_ ) le
<B(sup (=) "o Livnsy 2 3)
N \-NIN NN be, N \-NJ
:P(?E:I})(N—l) W Laney 2 3 (7 1) )
3, N \NJ _ 3e¥
<A
el \N —1 el

Therefore for some ¢ = {(€) large enough we have for all N:

)<

Combining this with (6.100) and observing that sup,<p,~ % SN (BN < 1 we have
(6.99).

1 a N,ln.e i
IP’( sup — »_ 1(B, ") >

t<TASN i=1

Wl ™
Wl ™

Step 3
Having fixed ¢ = {(¢) we may choose n = n(e) large enough such that we have
: pil o N,tn.e
lljrvnjolipE {lelll(flz o )} <e. (6.102)

We define the initial enlargement:

N,Z,n(v/)

F=FvoUl " k>0, e, >0 (6.103)

whereby we write 1™ for 1™ with all descendents of v removed (we remove v itself). We
then observe that:

1. TV""(v) is F¢ measurable.

N,l,n v
2. Conditional upon T,V (v') # TV () for o/ € TI%™, the jumps U,Z; “) are chosen

N,l,n
independently and uniformly at random at the times 7;° 2

3. I/Vj—iN’e’n(”) is an (F})i>o-Brownian motion as with the argument that Wa " s an
(Ft)e>o-Brownian motion in the proof of (6.78).
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We fix for the time being 1 < i < N and now work on (Q, F, (F})i>0,P). We see that

with probability at most ‘H | < (levﬂl) T () £ TV (V) for all of € TT9™Y . Otherwise

n 'N,Z,n v .
W7 is an FU-Brownian motion and U,Z; N (k > 1) are chosen independently and
N,t,n

ERS] ( )

uniformly at random at time T,Z—i “so that we can repeat the argument of the proof of

Proposition 4.9 in order to obtain:

N,l,n v ’N,l,n v "
]P)(J;;/\TE ) >n+ 1) < ]P)(J;;/\TE @) >n+ ].|7;(’U) 7§ 7;N7£7 (’U’) for v’ € Hﬁ,n,v)
N,tn ‘ [l | |sz"|

+P(T;(v) = T;"" (V') for some v' € TI"™") < M pe ™ + 1

for some 0 < p. < 1 and M, < oo. Whereas we may have established this using a new
filtration, our probability space (€2, F,P) has been kept fixed. Therefore we have:
i L

N -1

P(AVS™) < [T | Mepe

Thus we have (using Tonelli’s theorem and that |[II1%"| grows polynomially in n for fixed £):

1 B
limsup B[— Y7 1(ANY™9)] < [IT%"| M.pe Wl L0 as n— oo
N—o00 N i=1
Having fixed ¢ = {(¢) we may therefore choose n = n(e) such that
lim supy_ o B[4 28, 1(AN5™)] < ¢, we have (6.102).

From (6.99), (6.102) and Proposition 4.9 we may conclude that for all € > 0 there exists
¢ ={(e), n =n(e) such that:

lim sup E* [sup ZIL ((GE™H) } (6.104)

N—oo t<T N *

This completes the proof of (6.79) and therefore of Part 1 of Lemma 6.1.

6.3 Proof of Part 2 of Lemma 6.1

We may observe that the proof of Part 1 may be repeated with A replaced by {(a',b') x
. x (a?,b?) : a’, b € Q}, and R adjusted accordingly to obtain a proof of Part 2.
We have now concluded our proof of Lemma 6.1. O

6.4 Proof of Lemma 6.2

We now prove Lemma 6.2 using the machinery we constructed to prove Lemma 6.1. We take
R < o0 to be determined and write Fr = B(0, R)°. As with (6.77) we have:

1 .
N(Fg) ) < 2oL (M € Fr)Lgeni + 211 (GEmHY,

=1 =1
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We then use (6.87) to see that:

supmt N(Fr) <NZ > ]l(sup|X°‘ o |>R)+SN€"

i=1 pelltn t<T

whereby we replace T' with 1 in the definition of S3"". We now fix £ = () and n = n(e)
as in (6.79) so that limsup,_,. E[Sy "] < e. B
These are then random variables on the filtered probability space (£2, F, (.E)t>0, P) defined

in (6.89) with respect to which W% 2" ig an (F)i>0-Brownian motion, X% D) s adapted
and is a solution of the SDE (6.66):

an( ~N,tn

- Nt ANty
dXTT Y Z b X0 N dt+dwe, o<t <740 —inf{t>0: X0 Y e oUY.
Using (6.65) and the fact the drift is bounded, we have:

Z > ]l(sup|X P ) ZR)} = 0.

i=1 yellt:n t<T

lim sup lim sup
R—o0 N—oo

Therefore we have:
lim sup lim sup E[sup m;" (F)] < .

R—o0 N—oo t<T

Since € > 0 is arbitrary, we are done.
O

7 Coupling to a Particle System on a Large but
Bounded Subdomain

We construct here a coupling which will allow us in Section 8 to establish our hydrodynamic
limit theorem on unbounded domains. We prove the following lemma in the Appendix:

Lemma 7.1. Let U C R? be a non-empty open domain with C> boundary OU. Then for
every R > Ry, := inf{R' > 0: B(0,R)NU # 0} there exists a non-empty open bounded
domain Ug with C* boundary such that U N B(0, R) C U C U.

For all R > R, we let Ug be such a subdomain of U. Since Uy is a smooth bounded
domain there exists rg > 0 such that Up satisfies the interior ball condition with radius
r > rg > 0: for every x € Ug there exists y € Ug such that = € B(y,rg) C Ug.

Given the Fleming-Viot particle system XV with McKean-Vlasov dynamics constructed
on the filtered probability space (QV, FN (FN)i>0, PY) and associated empirical measure

valued processes:
1
N
m, = — Y Oyni
AP
1

we couple XV on the enlarged filtered probability space (QN-, FNE (FN)pso, PNE) with
another Fleming-Viot particle system with general dynamics XNR on the subdomain U R
with drift b = b(mN, XV,

In particular we show the following:
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Proposition 7.2. For R > R, + 1 we may couple XN with a Fleming-Viot N-particle
system XNE with generalised dynamics on the probability space (N FN.R (ftN’R)tZO, PN-R)
with drift b = b(md, XN on the domain Ur. That is between jumps X is a
solution of the SDE:

dX{0 = b(ml, X dt + dw

Moreover each particle is killed when it hits the boundary OUg and chooses another particle
XNEI independently and uniformly at random. Furthermore ()Z'N,WtN)OSKOO remains a
Fleming-Viot particle system with McKean-Vlasov dynamics and the same drift on the fil-
tered probability space (ANF, FNE (FVR) oo, PN If we now define the empirical measure
valued processes:

miH = %zijéXtN’R’i’
the jump processes:
JN = #{jumps upto time t by XN}, JNA = #{jumps upto time t by )Z'N’R}
and assume that {L(m{")} is tight in P(Pw (U)) then we have the following:
1. {L(m{"") : N € N} is tight in P(Pw (Ug)).
2. For T < oo we have:

lim sup E| sup||m® — m; || v+ 1 Asup|J¥ — IV =0 as R— oo, (7.105)
Nooo  Li<T t<T

We shall firstly construct the coupling before establishing that this coupling satisfies
(7.105).

7.1 Construction of the Coupling

Since N is fixed in this construction, we neglect the N superscript for the sake of notation.
We fix a point 2* € UNB(0, R—1). We then take a filtered probability space (€2, F, (F))es0, P)
on which are defined the jointly independent Brownian motions (W;)o (i =1,...,N) and
whereby (ﬁt)tzo is the natural filtration of the Brownian motions W We then define a
probability space (2", F",P") on which the jointly independent uniform {1,..., N} \ {i}-
valued random variables Vi (i = 1,...,N; k > 1) are defined. We shall firstly define our
construction on the measrurable space (which we shall later equip with the appropriate

filtration and probability measure):
QL FH=QxQx Q" FoFod").

We shall partition {1, ..., N} into "blue" indices B; and "red" indices R; at each time t - we
shall say the particle X?/ X is blue/red at time t if i € B;/R;. We shall refer to particles
in the particle system X% as "R-particles’. We will define the times (152, corresponding
to the k'™ death time of any of the R-particles. Our coupling is constructed up to time 7%,

inductively in k. We proceed as follows:
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Step 1
At time 0 we assign indices 7 € {1,..., N} to be blue if | X}| < R — 1 and otherwise red:

By:={i:|X)]<R—-1}, Ro:={i:|X}|>R~-1}. (7.106)

Our initial condition is given by:

Ri .
Xi = {XO » t€B (7.107)
¥, i ¢ Sk
We have therefore defined X7, B, and R, for ¢t < ™ =0.
Step 2
We then proceed inductively. Having defined 0 = 7 < ... < 7 and )_QR, B; and R; for
t < 78 we define 72, and XE, B, and R, for t < 7. We define:

X X, i€ By <t f{t - X[ e oUR)
v = ; < < ) , e <7l =in > € .
t Xféz + Wtz o W;:Ra = Rq-f k k+1 k R

k k

That is the R-particles X which are blue at time 7% track the corresponding X, whilst
those which are red track the path of the corresponding (Ft)t>0 Brownian motion Wt, up to
the next time 7/, one of the R-particles the boundary dUz. We define blue R-particles to
remain blue and red R-particles to remain red in between hitting times, so that:

. . R R
Bt = BTIQR’ Rt = RT;?? Tk §t<7—k+1

Step 3

We now define the construction at time 7% ;. It may be the case that two of the R-particles
hit the boundary OUp at the same time (when we equip our construction with a probability
measure this will turn out to be a null event), if this is the case we halt our construction at
the time we call Tstop =Tl

Otherwise there is only one R-particle which hits the boundary at time T,ﬁl, with unique
index £(k+1) € {1,..., N} such that X% Rl ¢ OUR. There are three distinct possibilities:
Tk

+1

1. It could be that ¢(k + 1) is red immediately prior to the hitting time. In this case the
£(k+1)
index V,fJ(fle) is chosen and X*+1 jumps onto X Vit

2(k+1)
R0(k+1 RV,
X ) ( + ) = X k+1

R _
Tk+1 Th+1

In this case {(k+1) remains red: ¢(k+1) € Rz and none of the other indices change
colour:

R.r:=R.r_, B.r:=DBr_.
k k k k
2. Tt could be the case that ¢(k + 1) is blue immediately prior to the hitting time 7% |,

and X ®k+1) hits OUg \ U at this time. Thus X #*+1) was tracking X1 up to
the hitting time, but of course X**+1) cannot jump at this time as it did not hit the
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boundary of U. In this case only the R-particle jumps, choosing the index Vlfﬁﬂ) to

jump onto, and the index ¢(k + 1) switches to red (none of the other indices switch

colour):
Reh1) _ RV _ ._
R =Xz, Rr:=R.r_U {E(/{: + 1)}, B.r = B.r_ \ {f(k‘ + 1)}
Th+1 Th+1 K k k k

3. The final possibility is that ¢(k + 1) is blue immediately prior to time 7%, at which

time X+ hits OUx N U. If this is the case X *+1) and X ALK+ hit 90U N oUR
together, in which case they jump onto the same particle and remain blue (none of the
other indices change colour):

XR}QK(IH_U = ngfﬂ), 7—\’,715 = 7—\’,7157, B.r:=B_r_.

Th+1 Th+1

In all three cases none of the other R-particles jump at the time Tlﬁl.
Step 4

This is well-defined on (Q%, F%) up to the time ~§p, = 7% A 75

whereby:

= lim 7f, 7B =inf{t >0:3j # k such that X/, X** € gUz}.

[e%¢) koo stop

We now equip our measurable space with a filtration and probability measure. We define
the filtration: )
Fl=FRoFooWVi® tf<t), 0<t<oo

and the probability measure: )
P=PoPxP".
We see that on the filtered probability space (QF, FE (FR)=o,P) our original N-particle

system (X, W) has the same distribution, and moreover X~ is a generalised Fleming-
Viot particle system with drift:

b = 1(i € BFYo(m™, X[™.
In particular between jumps X% satisfies:

Therefore by Proposition 4.4, P(rwp = co) = 1. Since the Brownian motions {W} are
independent of the Brownian motions {IW'}, we may use Girsanov’s theorem to tilt the
probability measure P, obtaining a probability measure P under which both:

. t t ~ . .
Wi ::/ 1(i € Bs)ds+/ 1(i € Re)(dWE —b(m", XBNds), 1<i<N
0 0

and Wi (1 <i < N) are PE-Brownian motions. Since P and PE are equivalent, {rwp < 0o}
remains a null event. By considering the covariation, we see { X'} and {X%} both remain
families of independent Brownian motions (though not independent of each other). We have
therefore finished our construction of the coupling.
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{£(m{"") : N € N} is tight in P(Py (Ug)).

We note that a family of random measures being tight in P(Pw (Ug)) is equivalent to their
mean measures being tight in P(Ug) [20, Theorem 4.10]. Using (7.106) and (7.107) we can
write m®N(A) = mN (AN B(0, R—1)) +m" ((B(0, R —1))°)8,-(A). Therefore the expected
mean measures EVE(A) = E[m™Mf(A)] and EVN(A) = E[m" (A)] satisfy:

ENE(A) < EN(AN B0, R — 1)) + 6,-(A).

Since {L£(m™)} is tight in P(Py (U)), { EN} is tight in P(U), so that {(A — EYN(ANB(0, R—
1))} is tight in UNB(0, R—1) C Ug. Therefore { ENR} is tight in P(Ug) hence {£(m{"™)}
is tight in P(Pw (Ur)).

7.2 Proof the Coupling Satisfies (7.105)
Our proof is structured as follows:

1. We firstly control the number of red particles so that:

lim sup lim sup E[sup||[m™* — m"||py] < limsup lim supE[%} = 0. (7.108)

R—o0 N—oo t<T R—o0 N—o0

N,R

2. By observing that jumps of blue particles (which stay blue) in our original system
coincide with jumps of blue R-particles, we deduce that:

limsup E[1 A sup|JVH — JV|] =0 as R — oo. (7.109)

N—oo t<T

Step 1

We write 77 for the k™ death time of particle X - at which time it jumps onto the
particle with index U} - and 7, for the death time of any of the particles X™7 (for any j).
We observe that in order for i to go from blue to red at at time 77, it is necessary to have at
least one of the following:

R

; N N, N,
Ulé € R’rléa |X Z| > ga |I/Vk+z1 - Wq— Z|

R
— or BT > E
3 3

We may without loss of generality assume R > 3BT. We define the initial enlargement:

ftW = ff/\O'((WtN’Z')OStST = 1,,N)

We note that under this filtration, the U} are still chosen independently and uniformly at
the corresponding hitting times. We then define the (F}V)o<;<o-adapted processes:

) | R
B, ={icB : sup [W)S" — Wy |<1—0and |XNZ F <t} C B,

¢ <T

Rt — (Bt)c 2 Rt~
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Note that 1(i € B;) is constant on [7{, 7/_,) for all £ > 0 and non-increasing on [0, 00). These
processes are progressively measurable with respect to (F"V);>o. Moreover if i € BT]@ AT, then
it must be the case that:

3R

N N N N ‘ .
|XT13+ZI‘ < |X¢Z‘ + ‘WT]@:I - WT]@ 1+ B(rpyy — ) < 10"

o S N R ; ,
so that if i € RT,;'+1AT then \XT£+1| > s or Uy € RTé+1

C 7_3712“. This means that the

probability of R; increasing by 1 at each hitting time 7 is at most w=m (B0, £))+ 7;\;5 T
We define for ¢ > 0 and J < oo to be determined:

F=inf{t >0:JN > JormiV(B(O,l—]E)C) >dYANT, Ep= w
so that we have Ey,1 — E < #—FI’“ and therefore:
Exs <€+ By < (4 5m2)"( + By).
We obtain:
FEIRA < (1 )M + Bo) + PO > )+ Ploupmnd (B(0. 7)) = ).

Therefore we have:

1 -
lim sup lim sup NEHRTH < ¢’ lim sup lim sup(¢’ + Ej)

R—o00 N—r00 R—o00 N—o0
= R

+ lim sup lim sup (IP’(J%V > J) + P(supml (B(0, —)¢) > e’)).
R—o0 N—oo t<T 10

Using Lemma 6.2 we see that lim supg_, lim supy_,., P(sup,<p m{¥ (B(0, £))) = 0. Using
also (7.106) and the fact supy jvoq|Wy — Win| < oo (for Brownian motions W;), we see that

lim supp_, o limsupy_ ., £o = 0. From this we conclude:

1 . _
lim sup lim sup NEHRTH < el +limsupP(J3 > J).

R—o0 N—o00 N—o0
We now fix ¢ > 0 and use Proposition 4.9 to take J < oo such that limsupy_, . P(JY >
J) < e. Then taking 0 < € < 5 we have limsupp ., limsupy_, +E[|Rr|] < 2€ for
arbitrary € > 0 hence we have (7.108).
Step 2
We return to our original filtered probability space (QN-#, FN-E, (ftN’R)tZO, PYN-E) and seek
to establish (7.109). The idea is that while particle X! and X are blue, jumps of one

are jumps of the other. Therefore we only need to count the jumps once i turns red. For
i€ {l,..., N} we define the stopping times at which a given index becomes red:

R i=inf{t >0:i € R}
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so that we have:

RAT

§1<1$|JtN,R JN‘<_Z(‘ NRZ_JNRZ‘+‘J,§1V,Z_J7{:7/€,Z/\T‘)
We fix € > 0 and write for ¢ > 0 to be determined as in Proposition 4.6:

V.={r€U:d(zdU)>c}, VIE={xedUy:d( Uz >c}.

We define the stopping times:

N » _N.R
. Yoo Te=T0 AT

1
N =inf{t > 0: m"(V,) < 5}, R —inf{t > 0: mNE(KE) <

DO | —

Proposition 4.6 gives ¢ = &(s5, €) > 0 such that

10°

1
limsup P( sup ml (V) > —) < e.
Nooo  te[0.T) 10
so that applying (7.108) we have:
2
lim sup lim sup P( sup mpF((Vz)¢) > —) < 2e.
Rsoo  N—ooo  te[0.T) 10

Therefore limsupp_, . limsupy_,., P(7Tz < T') < 3e. We therefore have:

E[1 A sup| N — V|| <P(Tz < T)
t<T
B (7.110)
N <TAT|PER < TAT).

NRZ N,R N N,i
Z U —J R/\T/\T| + |JT/\7’C J

=1

We note that (X 7]_\7@ L)ez0 and (fﬁgi )0 are Fleming-Viot particle systems with generalised

dynamics. We recall from (4.64) that the stopping time 7V given in Proposition 4.9 is given
by inf{t > 0: miV(V(%ﬁ)) < 3}. Moreover the constants M, and p, obtained in that proof

were dependent only upon the upper bound on the drift B < oo, and the value of 6(%, €).
We therefore see that we may apply (the proof of) Proposition 4.9 to see that there exists

C. < oo dependent only upon 0(110, €) such that:

[| N,R,i NR,i

N R
Jrate — R/\T/\T5| + | — |7 <TA TE} < C..

We therefore have:

Ce
E[1 AsuplJF = 7Y|| < ~ER:] +B(T < 7).
t<T

Taking lim supp_, . limsupy_,., of both sides, using (7.108) and noting ¢ > 0 was arbitrary
we are done.
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8 Hydrodynamic Limit Theorem

In this section we shall establish Theorem 2.10. We shall then prove the uniqueness in law of
weak solutions to the McKean-Vlasov SDE (1.5), before combining this with Theorem 2.10
to prove Theorem 2.9 along with the existence part of Proposition 2.8 - completing its proof.

However the proof of Theorem 2.10 relies on Lemma 8.1, which provides a partial result for
Proposition 2.8 along with compactness for families of global weak solutions to the McKean-
Vlasov SDE (1.5) whose initial conditions belong to a compact set. This lemma will also be
used in Section 9. Therefore we firstly prove Lemma 8.1.

Throughout this section we assume Condition 2.4. For k C Py (U) we define:

E(k) = {(L(X¢|T > 1), —InP(T > 1))o<t<oo € C([0,00); Pw(U) x Rsp) :

: . N N (8.111)
(X, 7,W) is a global weak solution of (1.5) with initial condition £(Xy) € k}

which we equip with the metric d”. Therefore (2.29) is given by = = Z(Pyw (U)).
Lemma 8.1. Fvery weak solution (X, 7,W) to (1.5) is a global weak solution such that:
(ﬁ(Xt|T > t))0§t<oo S C([O, OO); Pw(U)) and (]P(T > t))0§t<oo € C([O, OO); R>0).

Moreover Z(k) is a compact subset of (C([0,00); Pw(U) xRxo), d>) for & C Pw(U) compact.

Note that Lemma 8.1 allows for the possibility that Z(k) is the compact set ().

8.1 Proof of Lemma 8.1

We begin by showing that every weak solution (X, 7, W) to (1.5) is a global weak solution
with W-continuous in time laws. We suppose (X, Wi)o<i<- is a weak solution to (1.5).
Lemma 12.1, which we establish in the appendix (Lemma 12.1), automatically implies that
(X, 7, W) is a global weak solution.

We now turn to proving that global weak solutions to (1.5) have W-continuous in time
conditional laws. We fix some weak solution (X,7,W) of (1.5) (which is a global weak
solution) and ¢ € Cy(U). Corollary 12.2 (established in the appendix) gives that P(1 =¢) =0
for ¢ > 0. Therefore we have:

lti/ITrtl O(Xy)L(r >t) = lti/rftl H(Xy)L(T > t') = ¢(X)1(7T > t) almost surely.
Thus L(Xy) = L(X;) in M(U) ast’ — t. Moreover since P(1 =t) = 0, P(t > t') = P(7 > t)
as t' — t. Therefore we have:

L(Xi|T>1t) € C([0,00); P(U)), P(r>t)e C([0,00);Rsp)

where P(U) is equipped with the topology of weak convergence of probability measures.
Since W generates this same topology, we have (L(X;|7 > t))o<i<co € C([0,00); P (U)).
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Compactness of =(k)

We now turn to establishing that Z(k) is a compact subset of (C([0,00); Py (U) x Rxg, d*>)
for k C Py (U) compact. Since the empty set is compact, we may assume without loss of
generality that Z(k) # 0. We take (X%, 7%, W*) a sequence of global weak solutions to (1.5)
with initial conditions £(X}) € &.

1. We define: .
P ::/ b(L(XE|T* > s), XF)ds
0

and the metric of uniform convergence on compact intervals of time:

CZ ((xtlv ft17 wt1)0§t<007 (.T?, ft27 wt2>0§t<00)
00

Z SUP ‘xt_'rt|+|ft ft2|+|wt_wt‘)/\1)

We establish that {L((XF ., FF_., Wk _)ocicoo)} is tight in P((C([0,00); U x R? x

= tATE Y T inTko
R%), dy)).

2. We equip [0,00] with the topology given by the one point compactification of
[0,00), metrised with the metric djoo(z,y) = |77 — m\ Then {L(7%)}
must be tight after compactification, hence the joint laws are tight, so that

{L((( t/\Tk,Ft’j\Tk,Wtk)OSKOO,T’“))} is tight in P((C([0,00);U x R? x R%),dy) x
([0, 00}, djo,)))-

We consider any convergent in distribution subsequential limit:

((Xt/\T7 F’t/\T? VVt/\T)OSt<ooa 7_)

so that on some new probability space (', F',P’) we have P’-almost sure convergence
in d*® by Skorokhod’s representation theorem. Having almost sure convergence (rather
than convergence in distribution) shall become useful in Step 4. We equip (@', ', ')
with the filtration F| = Np=00((Xsar, Fsnr, Ws)o<s<t+n, T A (t + h)). We see that
(Wi)e>0 must be an (F});>o-Brownian motion and 7 an (F]);>o-stopping time. It is
now sufficient to show that:

(a) (L(XF|TF > 1), —InP(7* > #))ocicoo — (L(X¢|T > 1), —InP(T > t))o<icoo in d*°.
(b) (X, W, ) is a global weak solution of (1.5).

3. We establish that there exists an F’-adapted and uniformly bounded process b; such
that:
dX; =bdt +dW,, 0<t<7=inf{t >0: X, € 0U}.

Corollary 12.2 then gives that P(7 = t) = 0 whilst Lemma 12.1 gives that P(7 > t) for
all t > 0.

4. We establish that L(XF|TF > t) — L(Xi|7 > t) in W and P(7% > t) — P(r > t)
pointwise in t.
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5. We now establish that (L(XF|T% > 1), —=InP(7* > t))o<icoo — (L(X¢|T > t) —InP(7 >
t))0§t<oo in doo

6. By considering the martingale problem, we see that b, = b(L(X¢|T > t), X;) for t < 7

hence (X, 7, W) must be a global weak solution of (1.5). Since & 3 £(X}) %% £(X,) and
Kk is compact in Py (U), L(Xy) € k. Thus (L(X¢|T > t), —InP(7 > 1))o<t<oo € Z(K).
Using Step 5 we have established that for any sequence (L(X[F|* > t), —InP(r*F >
t))o<t<oo in Z(k) there is a further subsequence converging in d*™ to an element
(L(Xy|T > ), —InP(7 > t))o<t<oo of Z(k). Thus we have Lemma 8.1.

Step 1
We note that Aldous’ condition [2, Theorem 1] gives that {L((X[ «, FE o, WE i )o<i<r)}
is tight in P(D([0, T]; U x R? x R?)) hence in P(C([0,T]; U x R? x R%)) (equipped with the
uniform metric) for any 7' < oo.

We now fix € > 0. Then there exists for each T € N some K7 C C([0,T];U x R? x R9)

compact such that P((X% ., FF . WE Yocier & Kr) < €277, We therefore define:

tATE Y S taTR Y PV tATE

K={fe(C(0,00);U x R* x RY),d*®) : (f))o<t<r € Kp forall T € N}.

We see that K is clearly compact in (C([0,00);U x R? x R%),d>®), and moreover
P((XE o FE o, WE Do<icos & K) < 3257, €277 < e. Therefore we are done.

Step 3
We note that (X, W, 7, F') P’-almost surely satisfies:

dXt = dFt + th, t S T (8112)

whereby W; is a Brownian motion up to time 7 and moreover F has B-Lipschitz paths. We
now define b, = lim,,_,q W € [—B, B] when the limit exists and b; = 0 otherwise. Since
F; is Lipschitz, Rademacher’s theorem allows us to see that:

dXt = btdt + th, t S T.

We now seek to show that P'(r =inf{t > 0: X;_ € oU}) = 1. We let 7/ = inf{t : X;_ €
OU}. Clearly we must have X, € 0U if 7 < oo hence it is sufficient to show P'(7" < 7) = 0.
We must have X, € U for every t < 7. Since OU is smooth and P’-almost surely X; satisfies
(8.112), if 7/ < 7 then P-almost surely there exists 7 € (7/,7) such that X,» ¢ U. This is
impossible, thus P'(7" < 7) = 0.

Step 4

Since P(1 = t) = 0, P(* > t) — P(7 > t). We now take ¢ € Cy(U) and extend ¢ to a
U by setting ¢(z) = 0 for x € OU. We have XF_, — X;», P-almost surely. Unless 7% > ¢
for arbitrarily large k and 7 < ¢ we must have ¢(X}[, ) — ¢(Xir-). However since 7% — 7,
P'(limsup;_,o 7% > ¢t > 7) < P/(7 = t) = 0 hence ¢(XE ) = ¢(Xin,) P-almost surely.
Therefore we have £(XF) — £(X;) in M(U) hence L(XF|TF > t) — L(X;|T > t) in W.

Step 5

We begin by establishing that for all 7" < co we have:

sup|—InP(7% > t) + InP(r > t)] - 0 as k — oo. (8.113)
t<T
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We will then establish that for all T" < oo we have:
sup W(L(XF|mF > 1), L(X,|T > 1)) =0 as k— oo. (8.114)

t<T

These would then imply (L(XF|m% > t), —InP(7F > #))o<icoo = (L(Xy|T > t) — InP(r >
t))0§t<oo in d*.

P(7% > t) and P(7 > t) are continuous, non-negative, non-increasing in t, and uniformly
(in k € N, t <T') bounded away from 0. This and Step 4 imply (8.113) and that

sup Plt<7"<t+h)—=0 as h—0 (8.115)
0<t<t+h<T
keN
by elementary analysis. We now turn to establishing (8.114). We calculate:
W(L(XFp|mF > t+h), L(XF|TF > t))
<SW(L(XE LT > t+h), LXF|T5 >t + h)) + W(L(XF|TH >t + h), L(XF|7F > 1)).
(8.116)
We begin by bounding W (L(X[F|* >t + h), L(X[F|r* > t)). We observe that:
LX) =L(XF|7" >t+h) P(r* >t+h)
—_———
=P(rk>t)-P(t<Tk<t+h)
+L(XHt <P <t + R)P(t <1 <t+h) = LXF|™" >t +h)P(F > 1)
H(L(XFE < 7 <t4h) = LXF|T* > t+ h))P(t < 78 <t +h).
Therefore we have:
LXFTF >t) = L(X[|7F >t +h)
P(t < 7F <t+h)
P(1F > t)

+H(L(XFIE < 7 < t+h) — LIXF|TR > £+ 1))

so that using (8.115) we have:

W(L(XF|TF > 1), L(XF|T" >t + h)) < ||L(XF|T% > t) — L(XF|78 >t + h)||py
P(t < 7F <t+h)

- P(1F > t)
kl_k k k EHXZM)NFXQ%H .
We have W(L(X/|T% > t 4+ h), L(X[,|T" > t+h)) < BRI so that using

(8.116) we have:

sup  W(L(XE I > ¢+ h), L > 1))
OStStlfgf—f—hST

P(t < ™ <t+ h) EHXé-f-h)/wk - Xf/\rk
P(1F > t) P(1F >t + h)

< sup ( H)—)O as h—0.

keN
0<t<t'<t+h<T

Therefore using Step 4 we have (8.114). This concludes our proof of Lemma 8.1.
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8.2 Proof of Theorem 2.10

Our goal is to establish tightness of {L£((m}, JN)o<i<o0)} and characterise the limit distri-
butions as being supported on = - the set of flows of laws of a stochastic process.

To characterise subsequential limits the strategy we would like to employ is to use martin-
gale methods to chararacterise subsequential limits as being supported on the solution set
of a nonlinear Fokker-Planck PDE, then to show that these PDE solutions correspond to
global weak solutions of (1.5).

Formally speaking subsequential limits should correspond to weak solutions of the nonlin-
ear Fokker-Planck equation:

&qurV-(b(ﬁ,x)u):%Au, uaU:0
renormalised to have mass 1. We may rigorously show that subsequential limits of
{(m¥, JN)o<t<oo } correspond to weak solutions of this PDE. However on unbounded domains
we can’t directly show these PDE solutions correspond to solutions of the McKean-Vlasov
SDE (1.5) as we need to make use of a uniqueness theorem [2, Theorem 1.1] for solutions
of the linear Fokker-Planck equation which requires boundedness of the domain.

We will instead consider a notion of solution which satisfies a certain approximation condi-
tion upon truncation of the domain to a large but bounded subdomain Uy of U. Proposition
7.2 allows us to couple our N-particle system XV toan N -particle system XNE on Up and
obtain uniform controls on the difference between the two N-particle systems. Thus we
show subsequential limits satisfy this approximation condition, and by martingale methods
are solutions of our PDE.

We then show that such approximable PDE solutions correspond to solutions of the
McKean-Vlasov SDE (1.5).

Overview

For R > Ry, + 1, we take XNE t6 be the particle system on the subdomain Ur C U whose
existence is guaranteed by Proposition 7.2 with associated empirical measure valued process
and jump process respectively given by:

1 X .
N,R N.R ‘ ' |
my = v ;5)({\771%,1'7 Jo" = #{jumps up to time t by XNR}_
We define for 1 + R, < R < oo the following test functions:

Co2(Ur x [0,00)) = {p € C2(Ur x [0,00)) : 01, 0y = 0} (8.117)

and define C5°(U x [0, 00)) in the same manner, with Ug replaced with U.
We define the following;:

MENR = (1 DY R ) () — md R0, 00, 0))

N
—/Ot (1~ %)NJS (MR, (. 5) 4+ bmY, ) - V() (8.118)
1

+§Ag0(., s)ds, 0<t<T, ¢c CSO(UR x [0,00)),
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and define M in the same manner, with Ug replaced with U and m™F replaced with m? .
By showing these are martingales and using the Martingale Central Limit Theorem [20,
Theorem 2.1] we establish the following proposition:

Proposition 8.2. For R > 1+ Ry, T' < oo and for fized test function ¢ € Cs°(Ugr x
[0,00)), (MM ocrcr (and similarly MP™ Yoci<r for p € C(U x [0,00)) converges to zero
uniformly in probability:

sup| MM — 0 in probability as N — co. (8.119)
t<T

We then establish tightness of {£((m;"", J;}"")o<i<r)} by combing Proposition 8.2 with
the estimates of Section 4 (which prevent mass accumulating on the boundary):

Proposition 8.3. We show for R > 14 Ry and T < oo that {L((my ", TN ) oci<r)}
(similarly {L((mY, JN)o<i<r)}) is tight in P(D([0,T]; Pw(Ur) x Rsq)) (respectively
P(D([0,T]; Pw(U) x Rxg))) with almost surely continuous limit distributions.

It is then simple to use Proposition 8.3 to establish that:

Proposition 8.4. {L((m}, JN)o<i<oo)} is tight in P((D([0,00); Pw(U) x Rxg),d”)) with
almost surely continuous limit distributions.

Along subsequential limits we have (1 — )N’ — =7 and mY — m, so that Proposition

8.2 gives us that ¥, := e~’tm, almost surely corresponds to a weak solution of:

(o) = (2r0) = [ 0,00 8) + 00, )+ Vipl5) + A 8))ds = 0,
0<t<T, 03U x][0,00)).

We would then like to show that such a PDE solution corresponds to a solution of the
McKean-Vlasov SDE (1.5) by constructing a diffusion killed at the boundary U with drift
b(ys, X;) and showing that £(X;) = y,. This final step requires a uniqueness result of Porretta
[24, Theorem 1.1] for weak solutions of the linear Fokker-Planck PDE (both y; and the £(X})
satisfy the same linear Fokker-Planck PDE with fixed drift b(y,,.)). Availing ourselves of this
uniqueness theorem, however, requires the following:

1. We require y = y; ® dt to have a density with respect to Lebyy(o,s0). Lemma 6.1 allows
us to see that this is the case.

2. We require y to have a density with respect to Leby. Lemma 6.1 allows us to see
that this is the case after arbitrarily small time intervals. This issue may be overcome
by arguing after a small time interval ¢y > 0, showing that (y4,++)i>0 corresponds to a
McKean-Vlasov solution, then taking a limit as ¢ty — 0 using Lemma 8.1.

3. We require U to be bounded, whereas we wish to include the case where U is un-
bounded. To address this issue, we employ the coupling of Section 7. Since Ug is
bounded, we may apply the above strategy to the coupled particle system XNR, By
then employing the uniform controls of Proposition 7.2 and changing our notion of
PDE solution, we are able to circumvent this problem.
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We now introduce our notion of PDE solution. Given y € C([0,00); Pw(U)) and R >
1 4+ Ry, we define:

Hrr(y) = {z € C([0,T); M(Ug)) N L' (Ug x [0,T]) : 2 € L*(Ug) forall t€ Qs and

<zt<'>7 @('7 t>> - <20(')7 @('7 0)) - /Ot<zs(')7 as@('v S) + b(@/s; ) ’ V(,O(-, S) + %A(:O(" S)>d5 =0,

0<t<T, peCUgxI[0,00))}
(8.120)

This is the solution set of the linear Fokker-Planck equation on the truncated domain and
truncated time interval with drift given by b(ys,.). We now define the following notion of
approximable PDE solution for the nonlinear Fokker-Planck equation:

S=A{(y,f) € C([0,00); Pw(U) x Rxg) : for every e > 0 and T' < oo we have for R < oo
arbitrarily large that there exists z € Hrr(y) with sup||lyee ™t — z||rv < €}
t<T

(8.121)

Note that at this point, we have not established existence of either PDE solutions or
McKean-Vlasov solutions for given initial data. We will combine Proposition 8.2 with Lemma
6.1 to show that any subsequential limit of our Fleming-Viot particle system must meet the
criteria pathwise to being a PDE solution:

Proposition 8.5. Suppose that some subsequence of {(m¥,JN)ocicoo} converges in
(D([0,00); Pw(U) x Rsq),dP) in distribution to (my, Ji)o<t<oo- Then (my, J)o<icoo € S
almost surely.

We then show that any such PDE solution must correspond to a solution of our McKean-

Vlasov SDE (1.5):

Proposition 8.6.
S CEZNC((0,00); LYU)). (8.122)

Taken together, these give Theorem 2.10.

Proof of Proposition 8.2

We provide here the proof for M. The proof for M"Y is identical with Ugp, m™E,
C°(Ug x [0,00)) and 7" replaced with U, m", C(U x [0,00)) and 7V respectively.

We fix ¢ € CP(Ug x [0,00)), 14 Ruyin < R < 0o and establish (M)« converges
to zero in distribution.

It is trivial that M is integrable for all t. We recall that Tév ' is the k'™ death time of
any particle in the coupled system with Tév .= 0. Inducting on k, we shall establish that
MENRE M;’XZ’R is a martingale. This is trivially true for k£ = 0.

We note that J* is constant on [Tk, Tk+1), and moreover the infinitesimal generator of
(my "), (1) is (my (), due(,t) + b(md, ) - V(. t) + TAp(.,t)). Therefore we have

O, N, RE+1 _ ¢,N,R,k+1 N,Ry o, N, Rk+1 :
MMT&?* = 1(t < Tpy1) M, +1(t > 7,0, )MTﬂ?f is a martingale.
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At time T]ﬁ\i?, the particle which dies (let’s say particle i) jumps to a uniformly chosen
different particle (let’s say particle j). Since ¢ vanishes on the boundary dUg, the value of
go(X ,t) jumps from 0 to @(Xiﬂ,, Tk+1—), the expected value of which must be

N
7280)( =N 1<mi\£ﬁ (s Th1—))-
J#z

Thus we have:
N,R 1 N N,R
E[<mrk7+1(')v 90('7 Tk+1)>|f7'k:+1_] = N {m(mTk-'»l 790( Tk+1_)> + N< Tlc+1 ’90( Tk+1_)>
1 -1
= (1 - N) <mivkﬁ co(e, The1—))-

N RE+1 . .
M k]ﬂz . Therefore we have M} lisa martingale. Thus
k+1

Thus E[M’f; | F.
M(p,N R .

Th+1— ]

is a martmgale.
We shall now employ the Martingale Central Limit Theorem [26, Theorem 2.1] to obtain

. . : N,R N.R
convergence to 0 in probability as N — co. Between times 7, and 7,.);", we have:

N AN X ;
AM§ ,R:(l_ﬁ) _ZV XBZ )~thR’Z—|—drift terms.

Hence we have [M™N#%)p, - — [MNES) < L[Vl |2 (75T — 7). Moreover, at each
jump time, the jumps of M#™® are bounded by:

MENE, AN < (1 DY ) S () o T A )

Tht1 A Tk+1 N TAT TATYY
2
+(1- %)W(l - %)mgj w() =M (), T AT ) <3(1- %)k%

k+1

Therefore the jumps of [M*#™f], are bounded by:

M 1\#9lell3 *9lel]3
N,R N.R 0 o0
[ v ]T/\T]i\;}f - [MSO ]T/\TN’R <1 - N> N2 < <1 N> T

k+1

Therefore summing the geometric series we have:

(MY < i||V<pH2 T+ Illelloe —0 as N — 0.
- N o N

Thus we have [MY-%#] converges to zero in probability as N — co. Moreover it is trivial
that E[supt§T|MfV’R’” — MY®%|] = 0 in probability as N — co. Thus using the Martin-
gale Central Limit Theorem [26, Theorem 2.1] we have (M7™")o<,<r — 0 uniformly in
probability.

O
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Proof of Proposition 8.3

We provide here the proof for {/3(( "IN oci<r)}. The proof for {,C((mt I o<i<r) } is
identical, but with Ug, m™# COO(URX [0 00)) and 7, replaced with U, m", C5°(U < [0, 00))
and 7V, respectively, aside from two places where Lemma 6.2 must be invoked.

The proof can be broken down into the following steps:

1. We begin by establishing that {£((J}")o<i<r)} is tight in P(D([0,T]; Rso)), and
moreover any limit distribution is supported on the space of continuous functions.

2. We then show {L£((m;"Mo<i<r)} is tight in P(D([0, T); Pw (Ur))).

3. Having shown that {£(((m; ™) o<i<r, (J"oci<r))} is tight in P(D([0, T]; Pw (Ug)) x
D([0,T);Rsp)) with limit distributions supported on P(D([0,T]; Pw(Ug)) X
C([0, T];Rsp)) we establish {£((my ", J)"F)oci<r)} is tight in P(D([0, T); Pw (Ug) x
R>p)) with almost surely contmuous limit distributions.

Step 1
Markov’s inequality and Proposition 4.9 give that {£(JN" : N € N)} is tight. Thus it
NI
is enough to show the set of laws of ¢V := (1 — %) is tight in P(D([0,T];R)) with

limit distributions supported on C([0, T]; R). We will employ Aldous’ condition [2, Theorem
NI

1]. Since we have 0 < (1 -~ < 1 then {£(¢}¥)} must be tight for each fixed t. We
therefore need to establish [2, Condition A].

We fix €,0 > 0. As in Part 2 of Proposition 4.6 we take Ke s = V(e sy € Upg such

that we have limsupy_, ., P(sup;<p my (K 5) > &) < 4 Smce Ug is bounded KE s
27

is compact. Here the proof for {L((mY, JN )OStST)} diverges from the present proof as
U is not necessarily bounded In this case we use Lemma 6.2 to obtain R ; < oo such
that limsupy ., P(sup,p my *(B(0, R 5)) = %) < 4. In either case we obtain K.s =

2 2
K.s;NB(0,R ) € Ur compact such that:

ed
212

lim sup P(sup m;"" (Kf(;) >€) <.
N—o0 t<T

We now take ¢ 5 € C2°(Ug) such that 1z = < .5 < 1. Thus we have:

limsupIP’< sup |1 — (my"", pes()] < e> <. (8.123)

N—o0 0<t<T

We then take M/*™ ag in (8.118) and observe:

N,R 5.V, R 5.V, R

San =S = (Sivn = iy ves()) = (& — (mh 9066( 0) + (MEGT" = M)
t+h 1

+/ ,b(méV’ ) . v(pﬁ,é" + 5A(,0675>d8

We bound the first two terms on the right hand side using (8.123), the third term converges to
zero in probability using Proposition 8.2 whilst the integrand in the fourth term is bounded
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(by Ce5 < 0o say). Therefore we have:

liminf P( sup |¢Y,, —<V| < 3e+ C.s5h) >1—26.
Lm i (ogt§t+h/| b St € )
<t+h<T
This establishes [2, Condition A]. Moreover for any subsequential limit in distribution ¢
and €,0 > 0 there exists some h.5 = CL(; > (0 such that:

P( sup |7 — <7 > 5e) < 26.
hlghe,é
0<t<T I’

Thus as § > 0 is arbitrary there exists some random h(e) > 0 such that

sup s — Sio| < e almost surely.
h'<h(e)
0<t<T—h'

Since € > 0 is arbitrary, (*° € C([0,T];R) almost surely.

Step 2

We show {L£((my ™)o<i<r)} is tight in P(D([0, T]; Pw(Ur))), then extend this to showing
{L((m;""oi<r)} is tight in P(D((0,TT; P (Ug))).

Since Ug is bounded, [15, Theorem 2.1] gives us that:

Lemma 8.7 ([15]). We suppose that for every ¢ e C=(RY) the laws of o := (¢(.), m""(.))

are tight in P(D([0,T);R)). Then {L((mi Focicr)} must be tight in P(D([0,T); P (U))).

Here the proof for {L((m}, JN)o<i<r)} diverges from the present proof as U is not nec-
essarily bounded. In this case we obtain Lemma 8.7 by combining [15, Theorem 2.1] with
Lemma 6.2.

We now verify the assumptions of Lemma 8.7. We fix ¢ € C°(R?) and establish that
{L(o])} is tight in P(D([0,T];R)) by way of Aldous’ criterion [2, Theorem 1].

Since ¢ is bounded {L(oN)} is tight on the line for fixed t, so it is sufficient to check [2,
Condition A]. We let 7% be a sequence of stopping times and dy a sequence of constants
as defined in [ Condition 1]. We write oV = ¢™¢ 4 o™ whereby o™ is continuous and

o =Sy o) — o). Then ¢MC is a diffusion process with uniformly bounded drift and

dlffusn/lty hence we have:
N,C N,C
Ory+ony — Ory 5 0.

We note that the jumps of p are of magnitude bounded by % for some C' < oco. Therefore

to verify s v
Ory+on — Ory =0

it is enough to check:
N,R ,
JTN+5N — I
We have this since {£((J)")o<i<r)} is tight in P(D(]0, T]; R)) with limit distributions sup-
ported on C([0,T];R) (Step 1). Thus we have verified [2, Condition A]:

20.

N N P
Ory+én — Ory =0
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and hence have verified the assumption of Lemma 8.7.

Having established {£((m; ™)o<i<r)} is tight in P(D([0,T]; Pw(Ur))), we now show it
is tight in P(D([0,T]; Pw(Ug))). Using Skorokhod’s representation theorem, we consider
along any subsequence a further subsequence converging on a possibly different probability
(9, F', ") space in D([0, T]; Pw (Ug)) P'-almost surely to (mf)o<;<r. It is sufficient to show
(mF)o<i<r € D([0,T); Pw(Ug)) P-almost surely.

For each €, 7 > 0, Part 1 of Proposition 4.6 implies that mf(KgTO) < eforevery Ty <t <
T P'-almost surely. Therefore mZ(0U) = O for every Ty < t < T P-almost surely. Since T
can be made arbitrarily small and {£(m{"™)} is tight in P(Pw (Ur)) we have mZ(dU) = 0
for all 0 <t < T P'-almost surely.

Step 3

It is sufficient to consider some subsequence on which ((m;"™)o<i<r, (J")o<i<r) converges
in D([0,T]; Pw(Ur)) x D([0,T];R5¢) in distribution, then establish along this subsequence
convergence in D([0,T]; Pw(Ur) x Rsg) in distribution with limit distributions supported
on C([0,T]; Pw(Ur) x Rxo).

Indeed by the Skorokhod Representation Theorem on a possibly different probabil-
ity space (', F',P’') we have along this subsequence P’-almost sure convergence of
((miV’R)OStST, (JtN’R)QStST> to a limit we call ((mﬁ)oStST, (JtR)OStST)- By Step 1 we have
JI is continuous, and hence P'-almost surely JNE converges uniformly to JE.

From the definition of the Skorokhod metric [0, Equation (12.13), Page 124] it is triv-
ial that this implies (my ", J)"Mocicr converges to (mf, JB)o<ycr P-almost surely in
D([0,T]; Pw(Ugr) x Rsg). Now we have:

M = M2 — (1= DR, 00 = 0= )W R0, o)

< Cuh, e CX(U)

where C, is a constant dependent only upon ¢. Note that we are viewing ¢ both as a
function in C°(Ug) and a function in C§°(Ug x [0, 00)) which is constant in time up to time
T by abuse of notation. Proposition 8.2 then implies that almost surely (m!%)o<;<r satisfies
forall 0 <t<t+h<T:

(™ mmiL (), 0 () = (e mf(), p()] < Coh, € CZ(Ur x [0,T)).
We know mfie="" € D([0,T]; M(Ug)), so that we have:
(e mi(), 0()) = (e m (), () =0, ¢€C=(Up), 0<t<T.

This implies e="'mf = e~ 7“mf for all t < T hence e~ "'mf € C([0,T]; M(Ug)). Thus
almost surely m® € C([0,T]; P(Ug)). Since W metrises the topology of weak convergence
of probability measures, we are done. O

Proof of Proposition 8.4

We fix ¢ > 0. Then by Proposition 8.3 there exists for each 7' € N some Kp C
D([0,T); Pw(U) x Rsg) compact such that P((mY, J¥)o<icr & Kr) < €277. We there-
fore define:

K= {f € D([O, OO),Pw(U) X Rzo),dD) : (ft)OStST € Ky forall Te N}
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We see that K is clearly compact in (D([0,00); Pw(U) x Rsg),d”), and moreover
P((my, JM )o<i<oo & £) < Tre27" <

U
Proof of Proposition 8.5

We write (€, F',P’) for the probability space on which our subsequential limit (m, J;)o<t<oo
is defined. We define:

Serr ={(y, f) € C(]0,00); Pw(U) x Rsg) : there exists

z € Hpr(y) with SE;)Hyte_ft — zil|rv < €} (8.124)
t<
We claim that for all € > 0 and T" < oo fixed:
P'((mye, Jt)o<i<oco € Serr) = 0 as R — oo. (8.125)

We fix R < oo for the time being. We take, on the probability space (QN:-% FNE PN.I)
the particle system XNE on Up coupled to X" whose existence is guaranteed by Proposition
7.2. We have by propositions 8.3 and 8.4 that {L(((mY, JN)o<tcoo, (my ", TN )ocicr))} is
tight in P((D([0, 00); Pw (U) X Rsq),dP) x D([0, T]; Pw(U) x Rsg)) with limit distributions
supported on C([0,00); Pw(U) x Rsg) x C([0,T]; Pw(U) x Rsp). We may therefore take
a further subsequence along which {((mY, JN)o<tcoo; (mp ", J ") o<t<r)} is convergent in
distribution. Using Skorokhod’s representation theorem, these may be supported on a prob-
ability space (€, F",P") along which {((m, JNM)o<tcoo, (mi™, TN )oci<r)} is P-almost
surely convergent, to a limit we call ((my, J;)o<t<oo, (ME, JF)o<i<T).

Note that we are abusing notation here, writing (m, J;)o<t<oo both for a random variable
on (£, F',P") and for a random variable on (", F” P”). Nevertheless, by construction, they
have the same law, hence:

P’ ((my, Ji)o<t<oo € Se,rT) = P”((m, Jt)o<t<oo € Se,rT)-

For t € Q.o we have by Lemma 6.1 that m € L'(Ug) P"-almost surely. Therefore m €
LY(Ug) for all t € Qs, P"-almost surely. Moreover, Lemma 6.1 gives that m® = m? @ dt
satisfies m* € LY(Ug x [0,T]), P"-almost surely. Therefore, by Proposition 8.2 we have

(mfe_‘]tR)ogtST € Hpr(m) P"-almost surely.

Since convergence in Skorokhod space to a continuous function implies uniform conver-
N N N,R ¢N,R R TR :
gence, (mg, Ji" Jo<e<r — (mu, Je)o<e<r and (my 7, Ji Vo<ecr — (g, Ji)o<e<r in dify
P”-almost surely. Therefore we have:

sup||m!® — my||rv < liminf sup||m;® — m||ry  P"-almost surely.
t<T N—oo <
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Therefore we have:

EY {sup| imEet —mye™ | |py

< EY [sup||mf — myllrv + 1A sup\JtR — Ji
+<T t<T t<T ]

<EY [liminf (supHmfeV’R —m'||rv + 1A sup|J" — JtND
N—o00 t<T = ]

Fatou’s Lemma

lijgn inf ¥ {sup||mftV —m ||ov 4+ 1 Asup|JY — IV
—00 t<T t<T ]

VR -0 as R—

o N.R
= liminf E* | sup||m} —m,"
N—oo t<T

|TV + 1A sup|JtN — Jt]V7R|
t<T

by Proposition 7.2. Therefore using Markov’s inequality we have:

P/((mt, Jt)o<t<oo € Se.rT) = P"((mt, Jt)o<t<oo € Se.rT)

1
< —EP"[supHmfe_Jﬁ - mte_Jt||Tv} —0 as R — 0.
€ t<T

Therefore we have (8.125) so that for all Ry < oo:
(me, Jt)o<t<oo € UrspySe.rr P-almost surely.
Therefore we have:

(mt, Jt)0§t<oo € Nex>o MNren NRyeN URZRO SE,R,T =8 P-almost surely.

Proof of Proposition 8.6

Step 1
We fix deterministic (my, Ji)o<t<oo € S and use Girsanov’s theorem to construct (X, 7, W)
a global weak solution of the SDE:

dX; = b(my, Xy)dt +dW,, 0<t<7=inf{t >0:X;, € 0U}. (8.126)

Step 2
For the time being we fix R,T < oo and assume that there exists z € Hprr(m) such that
20 € LY(Ug) and (2¢)o<i<r is a solution of:

(2:(.), 00, 1) — (20(.), ¢(., 0)) — /Ot<zs(.),8sso(., s) +b(ms,.) - V(. s) (8.127)
—i—%Agp(., s)hds =0, 0<t<T, ¢eC5*Ugx[0,00)). |

Then defining 7% = inf{t > 0: X; € OUr} < 7 and (X/*)g<i<rr := (Xi)o<t<, We obtain
(X 77 W) a weak solution of the SDE:

dXF = b(my, XYdt +dW,, 0<t <78 =inf{t >0: X[ € oUR} (8.128)
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such that:
sup||L(X;) — LX) ||tv S P(rF <7 AT). (8.129)
t<T

We now establish that:

LX[)=2 for t<T, (z)o<icr € C([0,T); L'(Ug)). (8.130)
Indeed we observe that the following is a martingale for every ¢ € C$°(U x [0, 00)):
O(XE n t ATR) — o(XE,0) — /OWR(as + b(ms, XF) -V + %AM(XSR, s)ds, 0<t<T.

Taking expectation, we see that £(X;) - must satisfy the PDE (8.127). Moreover we have
20, L(Xp) € LY(Ug) and z; @dt, L(X;) ®@dt € LY (Ug x [0,T)). We therefore have L(X[F) = 2

by the uniqueness results of [24, Theorem 1.1], and by [24, Theorem 3.6] we also have
(2t)o<t<r € C([0,T); LY(Ur)).
Step 3

We suppose that for all ¢ > 0 and 7" < oo there exists R < oo arbitrarily large such that
there exists z € Hp r(m) with sup,<p||z —mee™ |1y < e and zy € L'(Ug). Then we claim:

(M, Jp)o<i<oo € 2N C([0,00); LH(U) x Rsyp). (8.131)

We have from Step 2 the sequence of solutions (X% 7f» W) to (8.128) on the domains
Ug, with R, — oo as n — oo such that:

sup||£(X,) — mue™"[|ry < sup||L(X™) — LX) lrv + supl[L(X[™) — mpe™||ry
t<T t<T t<T

1
< —+P(rfr <7 AT).
n

Since U N B(0, R,) = Ug, N B(0, R,,), P(%» <7 AT) — 0 as n — oo hence:

sup|[mee ™" — LX) > t)e” "F0] gy = 0.
t<T

Thus (X, 7,W) is a global weak solution of (1.5) and therefore (my,J;) € Z. Moreover
since (L(X/"))o<i<r € C([0,T); LY(U)) for all n, (L(X;))o<i<r € C([0,T); L*(U)). We have
established (8.131).

Step 4

We therefore have that if (my, Ji)o<t<oo € S then (my 1+, Jiy1t)o<t<oo € = for all tg € Q<.
We have that:

: o0
(Migtt, Jro+t)ost<oo = (Miy J)o<t<oo N d™ as  ty — oo.

Since my, — mo in W, Lemma 8.1 allows us to extract a subsequence converging to an ele-
ment of =, hence (my, J;)o<t<oo € 2. Moreover since (my, 14, Ji1t)o<t<co € C([0,00); LY(U) x
R>g) for all ty € Qo we have (my, Ji)o<i<oo € C((0,00); LY (U) x Rxg).

O
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8.3 Uniqueness in Law of Weak Solutions to (1.5)

We implement a strategy similar to the proof of [I 1, Proposition C.1]. We fix v € P(U) and
firstly seek to show:

(LY(X¢|T > t))o<t<oo 1S unique amongst (8.132)
all weak solutions to (1.5) with initial condition X, ~ v. '

We take weak solutions to (1.5) (X!, W' 71) and (X2, W?2 72) of (1.5) on the possibly
different, probability spaces (!, F1,P!) and (9%, F2,P?). We note by our earlier result that
these must be global weak solutions. We then define £(X}) = u¥ for k = 1,2 and ¢ < oo.

We recall that b is uniformly Lipschitz in the measure argument with respect to the W
metric. Since this metric is dominated by the Total Variation metric (up to a constant), b is
uniformly Lipschitz in the measure argument with respect to the Total Variation metric.

By abuse of notation we write:

u

Jul

b: M (U)xU53 (u,z) = b(—,z) € R, |u|], = u(U)

where |u, is the mass of u on U.
Therefore since |u}], [u?| > |ut| A |ui] > 0 for 0 < ¢ < 1 there exists Cp;, < 0o such that:

|b(ui,x) - b(u?,x)| < CYLipHut1 - U?HT\U relU t<1
We now define
dy = sup||uZ — uyl|rv
s<t

and drifts
b (z,t) = b(u;,z) and b*(z,t) = b(u?, z).

We consider weak solutions of the following SDE:
dX; = b (X, t)dt +dW,;, 0<t<t=inf{t: X; €U}, X,~ v (8.133)

Weak solutions to (8.133) are unique in law by the same change of measure argument giving
that weak solutions to SDEs without killing with bounded measurable coefficients are unique
in law; see [21, Proposition 3.10].

Clearly (X1, W1 71) on (Q, F1,P!) is a weak solution of (8.133). We have by Girsanov’s
theorem (since b',b? are bounded Novikov’s condition is satisfied):

t
W= w2 = [(0(x2 ) — (X2 8))ds

is a P’-Brownian motion whereby:

AP
P2

t
Z, —(Y),, Yi :/ BLX2, 5) — bA(X2, s)dW2.
0

|]:t2
Therefore we have:

dX? = V(X2 t)dt + dW? = b (X2 t)dt + dW]
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so that (X7Z, W/, 72) on (Q* F? ') is also a weak solution of (8.133). By uniqueness in law
of weak solutions to (8.133) we have:

cr(xhH =crx?, t<1. (8.134)
We now fix some measurable set A C R and see that:
uf(A) —u(A)] = [PYX] € A) —PHX? € A)| = P'(X] € A) - P*(X7 € A)’

= [E* [1x,ea(2 ~ 1)), = Nz~ 2@y /ur(A) < |20 — 1] 12e2)-

Holder’s
inequality

Taking the supremum over measurable sets A C R we have:

lu; —will7y <EV[(Z -1 =E7([Z]] -2 EV[Z] +1=E"[Z7] -1.
~—_——
=1 as Z; is a
P2-martingale

We calculate the first term on the right using [to’s formula:
2 t 2 t 2
EP[Z2] = 1 +/ EP[(b — 0)2(X,, 5)Z2ds < 1 +/ (Cripds) B [22]ds.
0 0
By Gronwall’s inequality, using that d; < 1 and e < 1+ rte” for 0 < t < 1 we have:

EF[Z2] = eloCuind)® < it <1 4 C2 2eChit for 0<t< 1.

Gronwall

Therefore we have: ,
l|uf — u?||3, < C’Eipdfecmpt for 0<t<1.

Therefore for some C' < oo we have:
d, < CV'td,.

Thus for ¢t < 52z A 1 we have uf = u;. By iteration we have uj = uf for ¢ < 1. Repeating
inductively we have u; = u? for all t < co. This implies (8.132).
This then implies uniqueness in law. Indeed (8.132) implies that both (X!, W1 7!) and
(X2, W? 72) are weak solutions to (8.133) and hence are equal in law.
U

8.4 Proof of Proposition 2.8 and Theorem 2.9

Given v € Py (U), let {XN}n=2 be any sequence of weak solutions to (1.3) with initial
conditions X§" such that the (random) empirical measures m{" = 9 X converge in Py (U)
to v, in probability as N — oo. This can be achieved, for example, by taking XY ~ &N

Next, we define m» and J} as in (1.10) and (1.12):
= 1
mN = 9N(X}V), JtN:Nsup{k:ENhkgt}.
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Theorem 2.10 and the fact that m)” — v in probability imply that the laws of (m, J )o<i<oo
are tight in P((D([0,00); Pw (U) x Rsg)),d?)) and every limit distribution of this family is
supported on Z({v}) N C((0,00); L*(U) x Rsq). In particular, Z({v}) N C((0,00); L}(U) x
R>p) is non-empty. We have already proved uniqueness in law of weak solutions to (1.5);
therefore this limit distribution is uniquely determined. Taken together with Lemma 8.1,
this establishes Proposition 2.8
The fact that the limit distribution is unique implies convergence along the entire sequence
N — oo in probability to the same element of Z({v}) N C((0,00); L' (U) x Rsg). Further-
more, since convergence in d” to a continuous function implies convergence in d*>, we have
convergence in d*° in probability. This proves Theorem 2.9.
O

9 Properties of the Semigroup G; - Proposition 2.11

Our goal in this section is to establish Proposition 2.11. We begin with a proof of (2.31).
We take (t,,v,) — (t,v) and T" > sup,, t,. Then Lemma 8.1 and Proposition 2.8 imply that
(Gi(n))o<i<r = (Ge(V))o<i<r In dig 7y as n — oo. Therefore:

W (G, (1), Gy(v)) < W(Gy, (vn), Gy, () + W (Gy, (v), Gy(v)) = 0 as n — oo.

We have thus established (2.31).

We now assume U is bounded, fix t; > 0 and combine the estimates on the N-particle
system we established in Part 1 of Proposition 4.6 with the hydrodynamic convergence
theorem (Theorem 2.9) to prove that Image(G;,) CC Pw (U).

Let (XN :0<t<o0)=((XM,...,X"N):0 <t < o0)be a sequence of weak solutions
to (1.3) with initial conditions X2 ~ v®V. We define m® = 9V (X}) as in 1.10. Therefore
Part 1 of Proposition 4.6 gives that for all € > 0 there exists ¢ = ¢(e,ty) dependent only
upon tg, € > 0, the upper bound on the drift B < oo and the constant of the interior ball
condition r > 0 such that the compact set K ;, = V() satisfies:

: N c
h_I;l’Cl)O ]ID(mto (Ke,to) Z 6) =0.

Therefore by our hydrodynamic convergence theorem (Theorem 2.9) we have:

G (V) (K¢

€,to

) <e.
Since K., was not dependent upon v, Gy, (v)(K¢, ) < ¢ for all v € P(U). Therefore:
Gi(v) € {n € PU) : p(K3-n4,) 27", m €N},

which is a tight family of measures on U.
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10 Existence and Properties of QSDs - Proposition
2.13

Parts 1 and 2 of Proposition 2.13

We firstly establish 1la < 1b. It is trivial to see that a QSD is a QLD. In the opposite
direction we consider a QLD 7 with Gy(v) — min W as t — oo. We define the following
continuous map:

p: (C([0,00); Pw(U) x Rxo),d™) > (f,9) = f € C([0,1]; Pw (U)).
We further define:

Ci(k) = {Ge(1)o<t<r : € K} = p(E(K)).

We have by Lemma 8.1 that =(k) is compact in (C([0, 00); Pw (U) x R>g), d*) for compact
K, hence (;(k) is compact in C([0, 1]; Pw (U)) as it is the continuous image of a compact set.
We now take k = {G,(v) : n € N} U {r} which is compact in Py (U). Thus we have

Ci(k) = {(Gnye())ost<r - n € N} UL{Gi(m)o<e<1 }
is compact in C([0, 1]; Pw(U)). We note that:
(Gnrt())osi<t = (Mot in C([0,1; Pw(U)) as n — oo.

Thus we must have:
(T)o<t<1 € Ci(k).

Therefore Gy(m) = 7 for 0 <t < 1. Thus 7 is a QSD.

We now establish 1la = 1c along with Part 2 of Proposition 2.13. We take m a QSD,
(X, 7, W) a global weak solution to (1.5) with initial condition Xy ~ 7 and (my, Ji)o<t<1 =
(L(X¢|T > 1), —InP(7 > 1))o<tcoo € E({7}). By considering the martingale problem we see
that mye™* = me™* = L(X;) satisfies:

e (), @) — w0 () = [ e blm, ) - Vg
. 0 ) (10.135)
+§A<p)ds, 0<t<oo, @eCU).

Clearly the right hand side is differentiable in time, so the left hand side must be also and
so we have:

—(n(.), w(-))eJt%Jt = e (m,b(m,.) - Vo + %Aw% p € C(U).

Thus 4.J, must be constant and so equal to some A > 0. Since we can’t have P(r > ¢) =1
for all t>0, we must have A > 0. Moreover we must have £,(X;) € L'(U) since L,(X;)
can be related to the distribution at time 1 of Brownian motion killed at the boundary by
a Girsanov transformation - thus we must have 7 € L'(U). Thus (7, \) satisfies (2.34) and
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hence la = lc. Moreover e = e~ = |£(X;)| = P(r > t) so that 7 ~ exp()\) and hence

we have Part 2 of Proposition 2.13.
We now establish 1c = la. We take (7, \) € L'(U) x (0,00) a solution of (2.34) and take
(X, 7, W) a weak solution of the SDE (which exists by Girsanov’s theorem):

dX; =b(m, Xy)dt +dW,, 0<t<rt=inf{t: X, €9U}, X,~m.

We have both £(X;) = L,(X;|7 > t)P(7 > t) and me~* must be L. (U x [0, 00)) solutions
to the PDE (for every T' < 00):

) 0) = () 0) = [ (), 09
+b(m,.) - V(. s) + %Acp(., s)ds, 0<t<oo, ¢eCFU x[0,00)).

Therefore by [24, Theorem 1.1] we have me ™ = L£(X;), thus L(X;|7 > t) = 7 and hence
(X, 7, W) satisfies (1.5). Thus 7 is a QSD.

Part 3 of Proposition 2.13

We define I1,, = {7 € P(U) : Go-n(mw) = 7}. We recall that Proposition 2.11 gives that
Go—n : P(U) — P(U) is continuous with tight image. Since the convex hull of a tight family
of measures is tight, the closed convex hull Fy-» := Conv(Image(Gy,)) is compact in P(U).
Therefore II,, corresponds to the fixed points of the following map:

Ggfn . Fgfn — F27n

which is a continuous map from a compact convex subset of a locally convex topological
vector space (M(U)) to itself. Thus Schauder’s fixed point theorem implies I, is a non-
empty compact subset of P(U). It is therefore sufficient to prove:

I = N,II, (10.136)

as the intersection of a descending sequence of non-empty compact sets must be non-empty
and compact.

We clearly have that II C II, for all n, so it is sufficient to establish N,II,, C II. We
suppose m € N,IL, and fix t > 0. We take a sequence of dyadic rationals ¢, — t. We have
m = Gy, (1) = Gi(m) by Proposition 2.11 so that we have Gy(7w) = 7. Since t is arbitrary
m e Il

O

11 QSDs as Limits of the Fleming-Viot Particle Sys-
tem

The goal of this section is to establish that QSDs may be obtained as limits of the N-
particle system. In Theorem 2.15 we show that the stationary distributions of the N-particle
system converge to the set of QSDs. In Theorem 2.16 we then establish under an additional
assumption on the semigroup G; convergence as N and T' go to infinity together.
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Proof of Theorem 2.15

We take the N-particle stationary distributions 1%, associated to which are the correspond-
ing stationary empirical measures WY = 934" as in (1.17) and Py (U)-valued random

variables 7 ~ UN. We consider a sequence of stationary solutions XV to (1.3) with initial
distributions . We write m¥ := 9V (XN) and JN = +sup{k € N | 7, <t} as in (1.10)
and (1.12).

Since mY¥ ~ WY Proposition 4.5 gives that {¥V} are a tight family of random mea-
sures. We may then use Theorem 2.10 to establish that {L£((m", JN)o<i<)} is tight in
P((D(]0,00); Pw(U) x Rsg),d”)). We then consider an arbitrary convergent subsequence,
along which UV — U in P(Py,(U)) and (mY, JN )ocicoo = (m™, J*)g<i<oo in distribution,
which must satisfy (m>, J;7°)o<t<co € = almost surely by Theorem 2.10. We take a random
variable 7% ~ ¥ so that we have:

U™ ~mg® = Gi(mg®), t>0,
so that in particular U* is an invariant measure for the semigroup G;. We calculate:

E[W (7>, II)] = E[W (Gy(7™),II)] = 0 as t— oo

by Lebesgue’s Dominated Convergence Theorem and our assumption (2.32).

Thus 7 € II almost surely, so U* is supported on II. Thus along every subsequence,
there is a further subsequence along which W (7, II) — 0 in probability, hence we have

convergence in probability along the original sequence.
O

Proof of Theorem 2.16

We take an arbitrary sequence ¢y — oo and fix € > 0. We take (using the assumption (2.33))
T < oo such that W(Gr(v),7) < € for all v € Py (U).

Then by Proposition 4.5, {£(mJ\,_;)} is tight in P(Py (U)) and hence by Theorem 2.10
and Skorokhod’s representation theorem we may take a subsequence and possibly different
probability space (', F,P') on which (my ;. , J5 _144)o<t<oo converges in d* P-almost
surely to (my¢, Ji)o<t<oo € = C C([0,00); Pw (U) X Rsg). Then my = Gr(myg) so that on this
subsequence:

limsup W(m;, ,m) < e P-almost surely.
N—o0
This subsequence was arbitrary as was € > 0, so we have W(mg ,m) — 0 in probability as
N Aty — oo. Using Theorem 2.9 and Proposition 2.13 we are done.
]

12 Appendix

Here we prove various technical lemmas, whose proofs we have deferred to this appendix.
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12.1 Proof of Lemma 6.5
We define:
G.=0Vsup (m(p) - Ce(Tmin(p))Leb(p)).

PER

Since we have bounded m on sets in R in terms of Leb, we may bound the corresponding
outer measure m* in terms of the outer measure Leb*. Specifically:

m*(FE) < C(Tuin(E))Leb™(E) + G, forall E e B(U x[0,7])\ {0}
holds almost surely. Since m < m* and Leb = Leb*, this implies that
m(E) < C(Tun(F))Leb(E) + G, forall E e B(U x[0,7])\ {0} (12.137)
holds P¢-almost surely. We define for 9, Ty > 0:

Nso, ={p e P(U x[0,T]) : u(N) <6 forall N € B(U x (Tp,T])
such that Leby o, (N) = 0}.

Then (12.137) implies that for 6,7 > 0 we have:
€
J

Since € > 0 is arbitrary, we have P(m € Nsz) = 1 for all 6,7 > 0. We now note that
No,o = N0 Nsso Nsz, so that:

P(m € Ns1,) > P(Ge < §) > 1 — = by Markov’s inequality.

]P<m < Lemb(O,T]) = P(m c NQ()) =1.

Moreover we have P(m(U x {0}) = 0) = 1. Therefore P(m < Leby o)) = 1.

12.2 Proof of Lemma 7.1
We fix ¢ a positive mollifier supported on B(0,1) and take p € C°°(R?) such that:
U={p>0}, oU={p=0}, Vp#0onadl.
We define g = (¢ * Lp(o.rts))p € C°(R?) which we note satisfies:
1. UNB(0,R+2)={g>0}NnB(0,R+2).
2. 0UNBO,R+2)={g=0'NB(0,R+2).
3. Vg #0on dU N B0, R+2).
We then define h = ¢ % Lo g+1)c € C2°(R?) which we note satisfies:
1. h=0on B(0,R).
2. 0<h<1lonB(0,R+2)\B(0,R).
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3. h=1on B(0,R+ 2)“.

We then define f = g —eh € C®(R?) for € > 0 to be determined and claim that for some
e > 0 small enough Ug := {f > 0} gives a domain with our desired values. We firstly observe
that for all € > 0,
UNB(0,R)C{f>0}CUNB(0,R+4).

Therefore by the implicit function theorem it is sufficient to show that for some ¢ > 0 small
enough:

f=0= Vf#0. (12.138)
Sard’s theorem allows us to take ¢, | 0 such that
g=¢€, = Vg#0.
Therefore f, = g — €,h satisfies:
falx) =0 and |z|>R+2 = Vf,(z)#0.

We now assume for contradiction there exists for all n |z,| < R + 2 such that f,(x,) =0
and Vf,(r,) = 0. We take a convergent subsequence z,, — x € B(0, R+ 2), so that
0= fu.(z,,) = g(x) and 0 = Vf, (,, ) = Vg(x). This is a contradiction, hence we may
choose ¢, such that:

g—eh=0= V(g —¢€,h) #0.

O

12.3 Controls on the Density and Hitting Time of Generic Diffu-
sions

Lemma 12.1. Let (X, 7,W) be a weak solution of the following SDE:

on the domain U C RY and filtered probability space (Q, F, (Fi)i>0,P) where by is (F;)i>o0-
adapted and uniformly bounded |b;| < B. For ¥ = (x1,...,74) € U C R? and h > 0 we
define the open cube:

Dp(@) ={¥=(y1,---,ya) €U : ly; — ;| < h}.

Throughout we write L(X;) = L(Xy|T > )P(1 > t) for the law of the killed process restricted
to U. Then we have the following:

1. There exists a non-increasing function C : (0,00) — Rsq such that:

L(X)() < CiLeby(l), 0<t< oo (12.140)

2. If hyt > 0 and Ds,(Z) C U there exists ¢ > 0 dependent only upon the upper bound on
the drift B < oo, t > 0 and h > 0 such that:

L(X0)1p, () > P(X, € Dy(@))Leby, . ()- (12.141)
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We obtain from this the following corollary:
Corollary 12.2. For every t > 0 we have P(t =) = 0.

Proof of Lemma 12.1. We firstly establish (12.140). We may apply Lemma 6.7 to the family
of processes {X; — Z: ¥ € U} to see that:

P(X; € Dy(7)) < CiLeb(Dy(Z))

where C} is the function given by Lemma 6.7. By considering the outer measure generated
by the open cubes, we see that:

L(X)() < L(X)"(.) < CiLeb*(.) = CiLeb(.), 0 <t < oo.

We now turn to establishing (12.141). We consider on the probability space
(Q, F, (Ft)i>0, P) a family of weak solutions (X7, W7) (v € T') on the domains U” D Dy;(0)
to:

dX] =bldt +dW,, 0<t<7* =inf{t >0:X; € 0U"}

where {b7} are bounded |b}| < B and (F;);so-adapted processes. We take h = (h, ..., h)
and write 7i(%) for the inward normal of the positive orthant R?,. If we repeat the proof
of Lemma 6.7 (on page 42) with strong solutions of the SDE (6.94) replaced with strong
solutions of the 1-dimensional SDE (which exists by [3, Theorem 1.3]):

dZ, = dW, + Bdt +dL?, Z, = 2h,
we obtain for each v a strong solution (27, W”) of the d-dimensional SDE:
dz) = (B,...,B)dt +@(Z))dL?', 0<t<7? =inf{t >0:Z) € 0D4(0)}, ZJ =2h
where L?" is the local time of Z; with the boundary OR%, and which satisfies:
X{ € Doy (0) and Z7 € D(0) = X; € D.(0), 0<e<h. (12.142)

Moreover we may take ¢ > 0 such that for all h > ¢ > 0 and v € T' we have P(Z;] €
D.(0)) > cLeb(D.(0)). Therefore by considering the processes {X; — ¢ : ¢ € Dp(Z)} we see
that:

P(X, € D(%)) > P(Xy € Dan(i7))cLeb(D(0)) > P(Xy € Dy(Z))cLeb(D,(0)).
Therefore by considering the inner measure generated by the open cubes, we see that:
L(X)(.) > L(X})«(.) > cLeb,(.) = cLeb(.)
O

Proof of Corollary 12.2. The t = 0 case is trivial, so we assume ¢ > 0. Indeed by the
continuity of the paths of X;, we have for all R < co and € > 0:

P(r =t) <limsupP(d(X;_,0U) < e and |X; | < R+1})+P(Xi > R).

h—o0

Applying (12.140) we have:
P(r=t) < C’%Leb({x cd(x,0U) <e and |z|<R+1)+P(X,| > R).

Taking lim supp_, . limsup,_,, of both sides we are done. O
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