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Abstract

Consider an interacting particle system indexed by the vertices of a (possibly random) locally
finite graph whose vertices and edges are equipped with marks representing parameters of the
model such as the environment and initial conditions. Each particle takes values in a countable
state space and evolves according to a pure jump process whose jump intensities depend only
on its own state (or history) and marks, and states (or histories) and marks of particles and
edges in its neighborhood. Under mild conditions on the jump intensities, it is shown that if
the sequence of (marked) interaction graphs converges locally in probability to a limit (marked)
graph that satisfies a certain finite dissociability property, then the corresponding sequence
of empirical measures of the particle trajectories converges weakly to the law of the marginal
dynamics at the root vertex of the limit graph. The proof of this hydrodynamic limit relies
on several auxiliary results of potentially independent interest. First, such interacting particle
systems are shown to be well-posed on (almost surely) finitely dissociable graphs, which include
graphs of maximal bounded degree and any Galton-Watson tree whose offspring distribution has
a finite first moment. A counterexample is also provided to show that well-posedness can fail for
dynamics on graphs outside this class. Next, the dynamics on a locally convergent sequence of
graphs are shown to converge in the local weak sense to the dynamics on the limit graph when
the latter is finitely dissociable. Finally, the dynamics are also shown to exhibit an (annealed)
asymptotic correlation decay property. These results complement recent work that establishes
hydrodynamic limits of locally interacting probabilistic cellular automata and diffusions on
sparse random graphs. However, the analysis of jump processes requires very different techniques,
including percolation arguments and notions such as consistent spatial localization and causal
chains.
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1 Introduction

We consider interacting particle systems (IPS) indexed by the vertices of a (possibly random) locally
finite graph that encodes the interaction structure between the particles and whose vertices and
edges are equipped with marks representing parameters of the model such as the environment and
initial conditions. Particles take values in a countable state space and evolve according to a pure
jump process, with the jump intensities of each particle depending only on its own history and
marks, and the histories and marks of particles and edges in its neighborhood in the graph. The
framework covers standard IPS like the voter model and Glauber dynamics for the Ising and Potts
models, as well as heterogeneous models like the contact process in a random environment and non-
Markovian processes such as the renewal contact process. It can also be extended to cover models
with directed interactions such as (the non-Markovian) neuronal Hawkes models (see Remark 2.2]).
An important quantity of of interest is the empirical measure of the particle trajectories. When
the underlying interaction graph is the complete graph, it is a classical result that under general
assumptions, neighboring particles become asymptotically independent as the number of particles
goes to infinity (a phenomenon referred to as propagation of chaos) and the corresponding sequence
of empirical measure processes converges to a deterministic limit whose evolution is described by
a measure-valued equation, often referred to as the mean-field limit [20,28]. Recent work has
established similar convergence results in the case of certain (sufficiently) dense graph sequences
(see, e.g., [7]), for which the minimum (or average) degree of the graph goes to infinity with the
size of the graph, in which case the strength of the interaction between neighboring particles still
decays to zero as the number of particles goes to infinity and propagation of chaos still holds.
The focus of this article is on the complementary case when the underlying graph is truly
sparse (i.e., with uniformly bounded average degree). Such IPS arise as models in a wide variety of
fields including statistical physics [26], epidemiology [3,[19,30], neuroscience [34], opinion dynamics
[8,[18,25], engineering and operations research [7,[32]. Unlike in the case of complete or dense
graphs, for sparse graph sequences one cannot expect the empirical measure process to have a
limit simply by sending the number of particles to infinity since the topologies of the graphs in
the sequence also matter. Instead, a suitable alternative that respects the topology is the notion
of local convergence of sparse graphs introduced by Benjamini and Schramm [2]. For a broad class
of IPS we show that when the sequence of finite interaction graphs G,,, additionally marked with
initial conditions, converges to a limit (infinite) marked almost surely finitely dissociable graph G
in probability in the local weak sense (as specified precisely in Definition [4.4]), then the sequence of
empirical measure processes of the IPS on G,, converges weakly to a deterministic limit, referred
to as the hydrodynamic limit (see Corollary [£7)). The class of finitely dissociable graphs, specified
in Definition [B.11], includes graphs with bounded maximal degree and Galton-Watson trees whose
offspring distributions have finite mean (see Proposition [(.15]), which are of particular interest
since they arise naturally as local weak limits of many random graph sequences such as Erdos-
Rényi graphs and configuration models [6, Theorems 3.12 and 3.15]. In fact, we show that the



hydrodynamic limit coincides with the law of the trajectory of a typical (or root) particle of the
IPS on the limit (marked) graph G. When the limit graph is a tree, an autonomous description of
the dynamics of the hydrodynamic limit (which is non-Markovian even when the original IPS is
Markovian) is provided in forthcoming work.

The first step of the proof entails establishing strong well-posedness (in the sense of Defini-
tion 3.7)) for IPS on finitely dissociable graphs, which is of potential independent interest. Indeed,
although several recent works studying IPS on random graphs provide intuitive descriptions of
the IPS [3,[17,19,27,131], there appears to be no general result that rigorously establishes well-
posedness of even Markovian IPS on a general class of random graphs. While well-posedness of IPS
on finite graphs is standard under our assumptions, on infinite graphs the issue is more subtle and
well-posedness can in fact fail to hold even for simple Markovian IPS, as illustrated by the simple
example in Appendix [Al Previous well-posedness results for IPS on infinite graphs have almost
exclusively focused on graphs with uniformly bounded maximum degree. For example, on lattices,
an analytical proof of well-posedness of a large class of Feller IPS via examination of their semi-
groups can be found in the seminal paper of Liggett [24] (see also [25]), and a probabilistic proof of
well-posedness of IPS with nearest-neighbor interactions using percolation arguments can be found
in the classical work of Harris [15]. The latter argument can be extended to locally interacting IPS
on translation invariant graphs, but crucially relies on the graph having uniformly bounded max-
imum degree. Another approach to well-posedness involves a standard Picard iteration argument
applied to the (jump) stochastic differential equation (SDE) representation of the IPS dynamics.
This works when the jump rates of any individual particle satisfy a strong Lipschitz property, that
is, when they are uniformly Lipschitz with respect to the state (or trajectory, in the non-Markovian
setting) of each of the neighboring particles with the (single-neighbor) Lipschitz coefficient being
inversely proportional to the degree of the vertex (see also [10] for a slightly weaker averaged ver-
sion of this Lipschitz condition). However, for even standard Markovian IPS such as the majority
process or the contact process [25], the Lipschitz constant of the jump rate function with respect
to the states (or trajectories and marks) of each neighboring particle does not decrease, but rather
increases with the degree of the vertex of the particle, or at best remains constant. In particu-
lar, strong Lipschitz continuity of the jump rates (in the sense described above) fails on infinite
(random) graphs that have unbounded maximum degree such as Galton-Watson (GW) trees with
Poisson offspring distribution. In Theorem we establish strong well-posedness of a general class
of possibly non-Markovian IPS on (almost surely) finitely dissociable graphs, which includes the
GW trees mentioned above.

Our proof of strong well-posedness consists of three main ingredients. First, we introduce the
notion of spatial localization of the IPS dynamics (see Definition 5.]). Roughly speaking, an IPS
with interaction graph G is said to be spatially localized if the IPS dynamics on any finite subset U
of the graph G coincides with the marginal dynamics on U of the same IPS model on (the induced
subgraph of G on) a finite random subset that contains U. Leveraging strong well-posedness of the
IPS on finite graphs, we show that the IPS is strongly well-posed on any graph G that spatially
localizes the IPS SDE (see Proposition [5.7)). Then, under mild conditions on the jump rates, we
show that the IPS SDE is spatially localized by any finitely dissociable graph (see Proposition [5.19]).
This proof entails the analysis of so-called causal chains that capture the propagation of influence of
the dynamics at a vertex in the IPS, as well as a suitably defined (inhomogeneous) site percolation
(see Section [5.4]). In addition, we also show in Section [5.3] that finitely dissociable graphs include
all bounded degree graphs and GW trees whose offspring distributions have finite first moments.
To the best of our knowledge, the only other work that proves well-posedness of a (jump) IPS on
a graph with unbounded maximal degree appears to be the recent work of Gantert and Schmidt
[13], which establishes well-posedness of the simple exclusion process on a GW tree whose offspring



distribution has finite mean by crucially exploiting the special structure of the exclusion process
to reduce the problem to the study of a standard bond percolation problem. Our result does not
subsume that of [13], but is applicable to a wide class of possibly non-Markovian models and does
not rely on specific features of the IPS.

The second step in the proof of the hydrodynamic limit is to show that the local weak con-
vergence of a sequence of interaction graphs (marked with initial conditions) implies local weak
convergence of the trajectories of the corresponding IPS (see Theorem [43]). This result is proved
via coupling arguments that entail establishing a certain consistent spatial localization property of
the sequence of interaction graphs (see Definition [5.4]). The final ingredient of the proof is an asymp-
totic spatial decay of correlations of the trajectories of the IPS that is annealed (or averaged over the
randomness of the graph). Specifically, in Theorem we show that although neighboring vertices
remain strongly correlated for sparse graph sequences (in contrast to dense graph sequences), finite
neighborhoods of two independent randomly chosen vertices become asymptotically independent
as the number of particles goes to infinity. The proof of the asymptotic correlation decay property
involves suitable coupling arguments and also exploits the local convergence result.

The present article complements recent work by Oliveira et al [29], which establishes local con-
vergence of interacting diffusions with (possibly random) pairwise interactions on locally convergent
sequences of finite graphs, and the works of Lacker et al [221[23][33], which establish hydrodynamic
limits for homogeneously interacting cellular automata and diffusions with general (not necessarily
pairwise) symmetric interactions. The hydrodynamic limit in [22] is also shown by first establish-
ing local weak convergence and then asymptotic correlation decay, but the proofs of these results
rely crucially on the previously mentioned strong Lipschitz continuity conditions on the drift and
diffusion coefficients, which makes well-posedness trivial. As mentioned above, for jump processes,
even simple examples require weaker assumptions on the jump rates, and well-posedness need not
hold for IPS on all graphs. In addition, our framework also allows for heterogeneities, which are of
relevance in many applications, and the nature of correlation decay established is different (see the
discussion in Section 3. for an elaboration of this point). Thus, several new tools are required for
the analysis in comparison with the diffusion setting. Finally, even though the class of IPS we focus
on already covers a large class of models (see the examples in Section 4]), many auxiliary results
are established under still weaker assumptions so as to facilitate further extensions of the main re-
sults to IPS described by more general Poisson-driven SDE, in particular those with simultaneous
jumps (see Remarks 5.0 5.8] [7.3] and [7.4]).

The article is organized as follows. In Section 2] we introduce notation that will be applied in
the sequel. In Section Bl we introduce the class of IPS we consider, state the basic assumptions on
the jump rates and also properly define notions of strong and weak solutions for IPS on random
graphs. The main results are stated in Section Ml with Section [£4] containing several examples
covered by our results. The rest of the article is devoted to proofs of the main results: Section
introduces the notion of (consistent) spatial localization, and contains the proof of well-posedness;
the local convergence result is proved in Section [0l and asymptotic correlation decay is established
in Section[7l Appendix [Al contains an example of a simple IPS that fails to be well-posed, Appendix
Bl contains auxiliary technical results related to canonical measurable representatives of random
(marked) graph isomorphism classes, Appendix [Cl addresses strong well-posedness on finite graphs
and Appendix [Dl establishes an alternative characterization of strong well-posedness.



2 Preliminaries and Notation

2.1 Graph Notation

Given an undirected graph G = (V, E) with vertex set V and edge set F, for v € V, let N, =
Ny(G) :={u € V : {u,v} € E} denote the neighbors of v in G and let cl, = cl,(G) := {v} UN,.
For any U C V, set Ny := Uper (N, \ U) and cly := U U Ny. For clarity, we may write cly(G) to
emphasize that the closure is taken with respect to edges in G. We define Ag :={U C V : |U| < oo}
to be the set of finite subsets of the vertices in G. Recall that the degree of a vertex v is equal to
|Ny|, where for any set A, |A| denotes its cardinality. The graph G is said to be locally finite if
each of its vertices has finite degree. We always assume graphs are simple (i.e., they do not have
self-loops or multi-edges) and locally finite.

A graph G = (V, E) equipped with a distinguished vertex ¢ € V, denoted the root, is called a
rooted graph, and denoted by (G, ¢) := (V, E, ), although when the root is clear from context, we
will simply write G instead of (G, ). For U C V', we denote by G[U] the induced subgraph of G on
U, that is, G[U] = (U, E[U]) where E[U| = EN{{z,y} : x,y € U}. For u,v € V, a path between u
and v in G is defined to be a sequence of vertices I' = (u = vy, v1,...,Vn—1,v, = v) such that for
all i € {1,...,n}, {vi—1,v;} € E and v; # v; whenever i # j except possibly when {7, j} = {n,0},
in which case the path is said to be a cycle. A graph is said to be acylic if it has no cycles. The
length of the path, denoted |T'|, is the number of edges in the path. We let dg(u,v) denote the
usual graph distance, which is the length of the shortest path between u and v in G. When G is a
finite rooted graph, its radius is the maximal distance from any vertex to the root. Let G, 1 denote
the set of rooted graphs of radius 1.

2.2 Configurations and Path Space Notation

Given a Polish space Z and U C V', we define the configuration space
ZY = {(2y)ver : 20 € Z for all v € U}. (2.1)

The space ZY is equipped with the product topology. For any z € ZY, we write 2y = (2,)ver € ZY
to mean the restriction of z to ZY. Given two vertex sets V; and Va2, a map p: Vi — Vs, a subset
U C Vi, and configurations z € Z¥1, y € Z2"2, we write zpy = Ypou) to mean x, = y,,, for all
v € U. Vertex set indices are assumed to be ordered.

Let X denote a countable state space, which we identify with a subset of Z and equip with
the discrete topology. For any U C V and t € (0, c], let DY := D([0,t]; XV) (respectively, DY :=
D([0,t); XY)) be the space of cadlag functions from [0,#] (respectively, [0,t)) to XV, equipped with
the product J1 topology, which makes it a Polish space [36, Section 11.5]. Also, let DV := DY _
denote the space of cadlag functions from [0, 00) to X U equipped with the topology such that z”
converges to x in DY if and only if for each ¢ € [0,00), the restriction of 2" to [0,t] converges to
the restriction of x to [0,¢] in DY. When |U| = 1, we will denote D or DY simply by D; or D,
respectively. If z € DY and v € U, then z,(t) denotes the value of the vth component of x at time
t. The restrictions of x to [0,¢] and [0,t) are denoted by x[t] € DY and z[t) € Df_ respectively. For
0<s<t<oo,WCUCVandzxe DtU, define the sets of jump times:

Discs (zw) = {s' €[0,8] : 2w (s") # xw(s—)}. (2.2)

2.3 Measure Notation and Point Processes

For any Polish space Z, let B(Z) be the Borel o-algebra on Z, and let P(Z) be the space of
probability measures on (Z,B(Z)) equipped with the topology of weak convergence, that is, yu,



converges to p weakly if and only if lim, s || z fdpn = S 2 fdp for every bounded, continuous
function f on Z. Given any ¢ € P(Z) and Z-valued random element Z and Y, let £(Z) denote the

distribution (equivalently, law) of Z, and we write Z ~ ( to mean £(Z) = (, and Y @ Z to mean
L(Y) = L(Z). We additionally define My(Z) to be the space of locally finite, non-negative integer-
valued measures on (Z,B(Z2)). We equip My(Z) with the weak topology. As is well known, P(Z)
and My(Z) are Polish spaces (see [4, Theorem 6.8] and [9, Proposition 9.1.IV (iii)], respectively).
For any measure ¢ € P(I) for an interval I C R, we will write ([a,b) and ((a,b) etc. for (([a,b))
and (((a,b)) etc. whenever these intervals lie in I.

A random element P taking values in My(Z) is called a point process. For every compact
set K C Z, there exists an almost surely finite set of points {zi}f\il C K, referred to as events,
such that P({z}) > 0 for all i = 1,...,N, and P(K \ {#}Y,) = 0. In this paper, we assume
all point processes are simple, that is, sup,cz P({#z}) € {0,1}. Given any measure { on Z that is
finite on each compact set K € B(Z), a Poisson point process on Z with intensity measure ¢ is a
point process P such that for any disjoint sets A, B € B(Z), P(A) and P(B) are independent and
E [P(4)] = ().

If Z =1x Z, where I C R is an interval and Z is a Polish space, then we refer to a point
process P on Z as a marked point process on [ with marks in Z. If P has events {(t;, ;) fil,
then we call {/@-}ij\;l the marks of P. We say a marked point process P on I defined on the filtered
probability space (2, H,H = {H,},P) is H-adapted if for every t € I and A € B([0,t|NI x Z), P(A)
is ‘Hs-measurable. Furthermore, an H-adapted marked Poisson point process P on I with marks in
Z is said to be a H-Poisson marked point process if for every ¢t € I and A € B((t,00) NI x Z),
P(A) is independent of H;.

2.4 Local Convergence

Since we represent our IPS as marked graphs we briefly review the notion of local convergence of
graphs and marked graphs, which was introduced in [2]. Let G; = (V;, E;),7 = 1,2, be (unrooted)
graphs. A mapping ¢ : Vi — V5 is said to be an isomorphism from G1 to G4 if it is a bijection
and e = {u,v} € Ep if and only if p(e) := {p(u),p(v)} € Es. Given roots ¢; € V;,i = 1,2,
¢ is an isomorphism from the rooted graph (G1,¢1) to the rooted graph (Gz,92) if, in addition,
©(0¢1) = d2. Recall that when denoting the rooted graph, we often omit the explicit dependence
on the root. Given locally finite rooted graphs Gy and Go, let I(G1,G3) denote the collection of
isomorphisms from G; to Go. If I(G1,G2) is non-empty, then G; and G are said to be isomorphic,
which is denoted G1 = G5. Let G, be the space of isomorphism classes of connected, locally finite,
rooted graphs. Then for any connected, locally finite rooted graph G, we let (G) € G, denote
the isomorphism class of G, namely (G) is the collection of connected locally finite rooted graphs
isomorphic to G. Conversely, we refer to G as a representative graph of (G). Clearly, if H =2 G
then H € (G). For each m € N, let B,,,(G) be the induced subgraph of G consisting of all vertices
within (graph) distance m of the root. We equip G, with the topology of local convergence in
which {(G)}nen C G« converges to (G) € G, if for every m € N, there exists n,, < oo such that
B (Gr) = B (G) for all n > ny,, G, € (Gy,) and G € (G).

Next, fix any two Polish spaces K and K that represent the edge and vertex mark spaces,
respectively, and consider a (not necessarily connected) marked rooted graph G = (V, E, ¢,R, k),
where (V) E, ) is a rooted graph, % € ¥ and k € KV Also, let [G4] = (V, E, 9) denote the marked
rooted graph G with its marks removed, and let [G] denote G with its root and marks removed.
For m € N, let B,,(G) be the induced marked rooted subgraph of G consisting of all vertices
within (graph) distance m of the root, equipped with the same marks and root. We slightly abuse



notation at times by allowing B,,(G) to also denote the set of vertices within graph distance m
of the root. We say the marked graphs G := (V, E,0,%, k) and G’ := (V', F',¢', %', k") with edge
and vertex marks in K and K, respectively, are isomorphic, and write G = G’ if there exists an
isomorphism ¢ € I([G,], [G%]) such that x, = I{:p(v) and K, = E:p(e) for all v € V and e € E. We let

I(G,G") denote the set of isomorphisms between G and G’, and let G,[KC, K] denote the collection
of isomorphism classes of graphs with edge and vertex marks in K and K, respectively. Once again,
for any such marked graph G, (G) € G.[K, K] denotes the isomorphism class of G. Likewise, for
any (H) € G.[K, K], the marked graph H (with edge and vertex marks in K and K, respectively)
denotes an arbitrary representative of (H). Also, given a (possibly marked or rooted) graph G,
we let Vg and Eg, respectively, denote the vertex and edge sets of G. We also occasionally abuse
notation by letting GG denote its own vertex set.
We equip G.[K, K] with the topology of local convergence, defined as follows.

Definition 2.1 (Local convergence). The sequence (G,) € G.[K,K], n € N, is said to converge
locally to (G) € G.[K,K] if for every sequence of representatives G,, = (V;,, Ep, 0, 5", k™), n €
N, and G = (V,E,0,R,k), and for every m € N there exists n,, < oo and a sequence @, , €
I(Bin([G+]), Bn([Gns]));n > npm,n € N, such that for every v € Vg (g, and e € Ep_(6.])
/{me(v) — Ky and /{me(e) — Re @S N — 00.
We also let G, 1[K,K] C G.[K,K] denote the (closed) space of isomorphism classes of graphs in
§*71 with edge and vertex marks in K and IC, respectively, equipped with the topology induced by
G.[K, K]. Note that one can also view G, = G.[{1},{1}] as a space of (isomorphism class of ) marked
graphs with trivial marks, that is, when both mark spaces are equal to the trivial Polish space {1},
in which case the local convergence defined above coincides with the notion defined earlier on G,.
It is well known that G,[K, K] and hence, 9*71[K, K] and G, (equipped with the above local
topology), are Polish spaces (see [6, Lemma 3.4]). If {¢,,}n C P(9«[K,K]) converges in distribution
to ¢, then we say that (,, converges to ( locally weakly, and denote it by (, = (. If G,, ~ (, for
every n € N and G ~ (, we may also write G;,, = G to denote the local weak convergence of
Gy, to G. We refer the reader to [6], [35] and [22] Appendix A] for general results on local weak
convergence, and to [22] Section 2.2.3] for several standard examples of local weak convergence of
sequences of random graphs, which include sequences of Erdos-Rényi graphs, configuration models
and random regular graphs, all of which converge to UGW trees (which are defined in Section
BE.14). As mentioned in Section 23] we will assume all G,[K, K]-random elements are measurable
with respect to the Borel o-algebra defined in terms of the local topology.

Remark 2.2. While the above discussion focused on local convergence of undirected graphs, there
exist several frameworks for working with local convergence of directed graphs. One possible ap-
proach is to define a space of isomorphism classes of marked directed graphs in which all isomor-
phisms additionally respect edge orientation (in the spirit of [35, Exercise 2.17]). Using an argument
similar to that used in the proof of [6, Lemma 3.4]), it is possible to then show that this space is
Polish and, furthermore, one can construct a random map that “lifts” marked directed graphs from
this new space to marked undirected graphs in a suitably continuous way. This construction can
be combined with the results of this paper to obtain convergence and hydrodynamic limit results
for a large class of IPS on directed sparse graphs, including neuronal Hawkes processes [34]. A fully
rigorous justification is somewhat technical, and hence postponed to future work.



3 Model Description

3.1 A Standing Assumption on the Jump Rate Functions

We consider IPS in which each particle takes values in a countable state space X', which we identify
with a subset of Z and equip with the discrete topology. We let 7 C {i—j :4,j € X,i # j} denote
the set of allowable transitions or jumps of any particle, and equip J with a finite measure ¢ € P(J)
that assigns strictly positive mass to all elements of J and satisfies ) | jeT l7ls(7) < oo, where we
write ¢(j) for ¢({;j}). Let K and K be two Polish spaces that specify static parameters of the model
such as random environments (see Example [£0), histories before time zero for non-Markovian
processes (see Example [4.10]), or heterogeneities and other graph attributes. The model is specified
by a family of jump rate functions r := {er’v Ry x D6 - R,,j€J,G a[K,K]-graph and v €
Vi }, where recall from Section that D is the space of cadlag functions taking values in X.

We now define a notion of regularity of jump rate functions. Recall that §*,1 denotes the set
of finite rooted graphs H = (Vy, Ey, ¢p7) of radius 1.

Definition 3.1 (Regularity of local rate functions). Given j € J, the family of functions Fff :

R, x DVE x O LN R, H = (Vg,Ey,0n) € §*,1, is said to be regular if 7" is Borel
measurable for each H € §*,1, and in addition,

1. for every t > 0, H — F;I(t, -,+,+) is a class function in the sense that for any (z,%,k) €

DV x K x KV, H € G,y with H= H, and ¢ € I(H, H),

] (ta (xv)ve\/Hy (Ee)eeEHy (HU)UEVH) = 7]1‘{(t7 (‘T@(U))UEV1§7 (Ep(e))eeEﬁy ("fgo(v))ve\/ﬁ);

2. for every H € /9\*71, (R, k) € K91 « KV (t,z) — FJH(t, x,R, k) is predictable in the sense that
for every t > 0 and x,y € DV#,

z(s)=y(s) Vse[0,t) = FjH(t,:E,E, K) = FjH(t,y,E, K).

Standing Assumption. For every j € J, there exists a family of regular (in the sense of Definition
B) functions {7}’ : Ry x DV# x K5 % KVe Rty v,

such that given any [/, |-

En,08)€5:,1
graph G = (V,E,0,R,k) and v € V,
T‘]‘Gﬂ)(ty .Z') = F;—IU (t7 TH,, (EG)GEEHva (RU)UEVHU)7 for every (t7 ‘T) € R'i‘ X DV? (31)

where H,, := (G|cly],v) is the induced subgraph of G on the closure cl, of v, with v as root.

Remark 3.2. As a consequence of the class function property of # specified in Property 1 of
Definition B} the jump rate function & satisfies a similar class property. Given any [KC, K]-graphs
G,G' with G = G’ and ¢ € I(G',G), for any v € Vg, t € R, and 2 € DY,

v G o v
7‘57 (tv (xU)UGVG) =T, a )(tv (xap(v))UEVG/)- (3'2)

3.2 Dynamics and Notions of Solutions

Fix a family of jump rate functions r that satisfy the Standing Assumption introduced in the

previous section. Also fix a random possibly unrooted [, K x X]-graph (G, &), henceforth referred
to as the initial data, which encodes both the random [K,K]-graph describing the interaction



structure of the IPS as well as the X-valued initial conditions encoded by £. Then the dynamics of
the associated IPS are described by the following SDE:

X0 =6+ |

. Jjﬂ{,ngrjcm(svxc,g)} NS (ds,dr,dj), veV,tel0,o00), (3.3)
;U XIR X

where N© is the so-called driving noise, comprised of a collection of i.i.d Poisson point processes
described in Definition B.3] below. When (G, €) is deterministic, the driving noise N& = {N¢ toevy
is simply a collection of i.i.d. adapted Poisson processes and (3.3]) reduces to a standard Poisson-
driven SDE. When (G, ¢) is random, analogous to what is done with initial conditions, it is more
natural to think of the driving Poisson processes as marks on the graphs and their measurability
and adaptedness properties have to be described with some care, as spelled out in Definition [3.3]

Definition 3.3 (Driving Noise). Given a complete, filtered probability space (2, F,F,P) such that
I satisfies the usual conditions and a (possibly random) Fy-measurable [K,C x X]-graph (G, ¢),
an F-driving noise (compatible with G) is a [K, K x My(R2 x J)]-random graph (G,N¢) that
satisfies the following properties:

1. conditioned on Fy, N¢ = {NG},cy, is a collection of i.i.d. Poisson processes on R2 x J with
intensity measure Leb? ® ¢, indexed by the vertex set Vg of G;

2. for any t > 0 and A € B((t,00) x Ry x J), the [K,K x Ng]-random graph (G,N%(A)) is
conditionally independent of F; given Fo;

3. for any Fy-measurable v € Vg, N¢ is an F-adapted point process in the sense described in

Section 2.3]
With a slight abuse of notation, we often denote the driving noise (G, N%) just by N¢.

When (G, €) is random, analogous to what is done with initial conditions and the driving
noise, it is natural to also encode the trajectories of the IPS, or equivalently any solution to (3.3]),
as additional marks on the random graph. This leads to the following definitions of weak and strong
solutions to the SDE (B3).

Given a filtered probability space (2, F,F,P) that supports a [K, K x X x My(R% x J)]-random
graph (G,&,N%), define H; := o((G,£,NF(A)) : A € B([0,t] x Ry x J)) for t > 0, and define
FGENY ¢5 be the augmentation of the filtration H = {H;}/cr, , that is, FGEN g the smallest
complete, right-continuous filtration such that }}G’S’NG D Hy for every t > 0, and ]:OG &N contains

all sets N C¢ A € F with P(A) = 0. When (G, §) is deterministic, we denote FEENY simply by
FNC,

Definition 3.4 (Weak and Strong Solutions). Given (possibly random) initial data (G, ¢), a weak
solution to B3) is a tuple ((G, X%, N, (Q, F,F,P)) such that
1. (Q, F,F,P) is a complete, filtered probability space such that I satisfies the usual conditions;
2. (G,N%) is an F-driving noise compatible with G in the sense of Definition B.3}

3. (G,X%¢) is a random [K,K x Dl]-graph with F-adapted vertex marks (i.e., for any Fo-
measurable v € Vi, X5 is an F-adapted process) such that X< satisfies (3.3) P-a.s..

Given a complete probability space (2, F,P) and an }'GvaNG—driVing noise (G,N%) compatible
with G in the sense of Definition B3, a N-strong solution (G, X%*%) is a [KC, K x D]-random graph
such that (G, XG€ N, (Q, F,FGEN P)) is a weak solution to (3:3).



Remark 3.5. For conciseness, we often omit mention of the whole probability space (2, F,F,P)
and simply refer to (F,N%) as a filtration-Poisson process pair, and say (G, X%¢) is a (F,N%)-
weak solution to (B3)) if ((G, X%, N), (Q, F,F,P)) is a weak solution to (33). We also say that
(G, XG%) is a weak solution to (3.3 if there exists a filtration-Poisson process pair (F,N%) such
that (G, X%¢) is a (F, N%)-weak solution to ([3.3). We would also like to emphasize that if X and X’
are both (F,N%)-weak solutions, then they are implicitly defined on the same filtered probability
space with the same driving noise.

3.3 Notions of Well-Posedness

Given the definitions of weak and strong solutions in the previous section, the definitions of unique-
ness and well-posedness we employ are mostly standard, except for the notion of strong well-
posedness which requires pathwise uniqueness of solutions instead of just uniqueness in law.

Definition 3.6 (Uniqueness notions). The SDE (B3] is said to be unique in law for the initial data

(G, &) if given any other initial data (G’,¢’), possibly defined on a different probability space, that

satisfies (G, ¢’) @ (G, &), any weak solutions (G, X) and (G’, X') to the SDE for the respective

initial data (G, ¢) and (G', ¢’) satisty (G, X) @ (G', X"). The SDE (3.3)) is said to be pathwise unique

for (G,¢&) if for any filtration-Poisson process pair (F,N%) and any two (F,N®)-weak solutions
(G, X1) and (G, X?) to B3), (G, X!) = (G, X?) as..

Solutions to the SDE (B3] for the initial data (G, &) will typically be denoted by (G, X ).

Definition 3.7 (Well-posedness). We say that the SDE (3.3)) is well-posed for the initial data (G, &)
if there exists at least one weak solution to ([B.3]) and the SDE (3.3)) is unique in law for (G, &). We
say the SDE [B3) is strongly well-posed for the initial data (G,§) if there exists at least one weak
solution to (3.3]) and the SDE (B.3)) is pathwise unique for (G, ¢).

The next lemma establishes an intuitive alternative formulation of strong well-posedness for random
initial data. Its proof is deferred to Appendix [Dl

Lemma 3.8. The SDE ([B3]) is strongly well-posed for the random initial data (G, &) if it is strongly
well-posed for a.s. every realization of (G,§).

In order to discuss local convergence of solutions, it will be convenient to work with iso-
morphism classes of initial data and solutions. To this end, note that (strong) well-posedness of
(3.3) depends only on the isomorphism class of the initial data. More precisely, given ((G,¢)) €
G.[K, K x X, let (Gi,&),i = 1,2, be two different representatives of ((G,¢)) and fix some isomor-
phism ¢ € I((Ga,&), (G1,£1)). Let (F,N©1) be a filtration-Poisson process pair compatible with

G1 and let X“1:41 be a (F, N )-weak solution to ([33)) for the initial data (G1,&;). Define,

N&2 .= Ng(lv) and XC%2 .= Xg(lv’)&, for all v € Vg,.
Then (F,N©2) is a filtration-Poisson process pair compatible with Go and by Remark and the
form of the SDE (B.3)), it follows that X“2:¢2 is a (IF,N“2)-weak solution to (3.3]). Thus, (B3] is
(strongly) well-posed for (G1,&1) if and only if it is (strongly) well-posed for (Gg,&2), showing that
(strong) well-posedness is a class property.

Definition 3.9 (Strong well-posedness for isomorphism classes). We say the SDE (B.3)) is (strongly)
well-posed for the (possibly random) initial data (G, £)) taking values in G, [K, K x X] if there exists
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a (possibly random) [C, K x X]-graph (G, &) with (G, €) € ((G,€)) a.s. such that B3)) is (strongly)
well-posed for (G, £). Furthermore, we say that ((G, X)) is a strong (resp. weak) solution to (3.3))
for ((G,§)) if there exists a (random) representative (G,¢) that lies in ((G,§)) a.s. and a strong
(resp. weak) solution (G, X%¢) to @3) for (G, €) such that (G, X¢) € (G, X)) as..

We conclude this section with a Yamada-Watanabe type result.

Lemma 3.10. For the initial data ((G,§)), if the SDE B3]) is strongly well-posed, then it is
also well-posed. Furthermore, [33) is strongly well-posed for ((G,§)) if and only if the set of weak
solutions to [B.3) for ((G,§)) is non-empty and coincides with the set of strong solutions to (3.3)).

Proof. Fix the o({(G,¢)))-measurable (K, K x X)-random graph (G, £) such that (G, &) € ((G,€))
a.s.. By Definition and Lemma[3.8] it suffices to prove the lemma for any deterministic [IC, K x X]-
graph initial data (G, &) instead of ((G,&)). The lemma can be deduced by showing that pathwise
uniqueness as defined in Definition [B.60] matches the definition of pathwise uniqueness in [2I]. Then
by [2I, Theorem 3.14], strong well-posedness is equivalent to all weak solutions being strong as

desired. The same theorem also shows that strong well-posedness implies well-posedness. O

Remark 3.11. Definition B4l and Lemma B0l imply that under strong well-posedness of the SDE,
(G, X %) is characterized by the initial data (G, ¢) and a compatible driving noise (G, N). Hence,
a coupling of the initial data and driving noises of a sequence of IPS immediately yields a coupling
of the respective solutions to (B3] (see Sections [l and [7)). It is worth emphasizing that strong
well-posedness is key to facilitating the construction of such couplings.

4 Statement of Main Results

We assume throughout that the IPS satisfies the Standing Assumption from Section B.Jl We state
the strong well-posedness, local convergence and hydrodynamic limit results for our IPS model in
Sections [4.1] and [4.3] respectively. Several motivating examples are introduced in Section [4.4]
and shown to satisfy all stated assumptions.

4.1 Well-Posedness Results
We start by imposing a fairly mild boundedness condition on the jump rates of the IPS model.

Assumption 1. There exists a non-decreasing family of constants {C r}renrer, € (0,00) such
that for any [C, K]-graph G, v € Vg, j € J, 2 € DE, T € Ry and t € [0,T), er’U(t,x) < Cla,(@),T-

In the case of finite initial data, that is, when the initial data consists of a finite (possibly
unrooted) graph, Assumption [Ilimplies the rates are uniformly bounded and strong well-posedness
is easily established via a simple recursive construction. For completeness, this result is summarized
in Proposition Tl and its proof provided in Appendix [Cl

Proposition 4.1. Suppose Assumption[d holds. Then the SDE (B3] is strongly well-posed for all
finite initial data, and all solutions to the SDE for finite initial data are a.s. proper.

We now turn to the main case of infinite graphs, with possibly unbounded maximal degree.
On such graphs, since Assumption [l allows the jump rates to grow with the degree of the vertex,
which is typical of most IPS of interest as the examples in Section [£.4] demonstrate, jump rates can
be unbounded. In this case well-posedness of even Markovian SDEs of the form (3.3) is subtle, and
may in fact fail to hold. Indeed, in Appendix [A] we construct a simple Markovian IPS satisfying
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Assumption [I] that admits multiple strong solutions (with different laws) on certain graphs with
super-exponential growth. Nevertheless, the following main result of this section shows that strong
well-posedness does hold for IPS on a large class of so-called a.s. finitely dissociable graphs, whose
precise definition is deferred to Section 5.3

Theorem 4.2. Suppose Assumptiond holds and fix an a.s. finitely dissociable G.[KC, K x X]-random
element ((G,&)) (as specified in Definition[5.11 and Remark[5.13). Then the SDE ([8.3) is strongly
well-posed for ((G,€)) in the sense of Definition [3.9.

As shown in Proposition 515, Corollary and Proposition (.I7] the class of a.s. finitely
dissociable graphs includes GW trees with offspring distributions that have finite first moment, and
hence, UGW trees whose offspring distributions have finite second moments, in addition to graphs
with bounded maximal degree. Thus, in particular, when applied to the contact process, Theorem
provides rigorous justification that the contact process on GW trees, which was for example
studied in [3,[17,27,[31], is well defined.

Theorem is a direct consequence of more general results established in Section [, which
are broad enough to cover applications for which Assumption [Il may fail, but the conclusion of
Proposition 1] nevertheless holds, that is, for which the following condition is satisfied.

Assumption[]. The family of jump rate functions r = {rf’v,j € J,G a [K,K]-graph and v € Vg}
is such that the SDE (B.3]) is strongly well-posed for all finite initial data.

Under Assumption [II] (and hence, under Assumption [II), Proposition (.7 establishes well-posedness
of the SDE (3.3)) for all initial data that “spatially localize” the SDE in the sense of Definition .11
Together with Proposition [5.19, which shows that (under Assumption [I]) any finitely dissociable
graph spatially localizes the SDE, this proves Theorem

4.2 Local Weak Convergence of the Dynamics

We now address local weak convergence of processes. Given well-posedness, this is equivalent to
establishing continuity (in the local weak topology) of the law of the isomorphism class (G, X%¢))
of the graph marked with the trajectory of the unique strong solution to the SDE (3.3)) with respect
to the G,[KC, K x X]-valued initial data ((G,¢)). This requires the following additional continuity
assumption on the local jump rates with respect to the “environment” marks, which holds trivially

when the mark spaces K and K are discrete.

Assumption 2. Let (G,X%¢) = (V,E,,%, k, X%¢) be any representative of a strong solution
(G, X%)) to [B3) for the initial data ((G,€)). Then a.s. for every (j,v) € J x Vg and Lebesgue-
a.e. t € Ry, (R, k) is a continuity point of the map:

K5 x Y6 5 (0,0) v ri¥eloote g xGe),
It is worth noting that for the remaining results in this section, we only apply Assumption
under conditions that also imply strong well-posedness of (8.3]), in which case the strong solution
(G, X%%)) in the statement of the assumption has a well defined law.

Theorem 4.3. Suppose Assumption [1 holds, and {((Gn,&"))}nen, ((G,§)) is a sequence of a.s.

finitely dissociable G.[KC, KK x X]-random elements (in the sense of Definition[5.11) such that ((G,€))
satisfies Assumption[D. If (Gn, €M) = (G, €)) in G.[IC, K x X], then ((Gpn, X)) = (G, X))

in G,[K, K x D).
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Theorem [£3]follows from a more general almost sure version of this statement proved in Proposition
[6.11] under weaker assumptions that only require Assumption I}, a consistent spatial localization
condition introduced in Section [5.1] and a weaker finite convergence condition, Assumption 2l in
place of Assumption [2, which is useful for several applications.

4.3 Hydrodynamic Limit and Correlation Decay

Given a Polish space Z, and a finite, unrooted [KC, K]-graph G, define the (global) empirical measure
of the finite, unrooted [K, K x Z]-graph (G, z) by

7T Z 5zv )

UEVG

where 4, (-) is the Dirac delta measure concentrated at z,. Note that for (G, 2') = (G, 2), 7%* =
7% so the empirical measure is determined only by the isomorphism class ((G,z)) of (G, z).
More generally, consider the so-called neighborhood empirical distribution given by

76z
6 : ’G’ Z 531 (Cu(G,2)))

veVg

where €, (G, 2) denotes the rooted [IC, K x Z]-graph obtained by restricting (G, z) to the connected
component of v in [G], equipped with v as its root. Note that 7 _GZ is a P(G«,1)-valued random
element that describes the empirical distribution of the 1somorphlsm class of a uniformly distributed
root in (G, z) and its neighborhood.

Since 7% and ﬁg * are global quantities, their asymptotic behavior cannot be deduced from
the local convergence result established in Theorem [£.3]l Moreover, as discussed in the introduction,
unlike in the case of IPS on dense graphs, states of neighboring vertices of IPS on sequences of con-
verging sparse graphs remain strongly correlated and do not become asymptotically independent,
that is, propagation of chaos typically fails. Hence, the analysis of the convergence of 7&* is more
subtle for IPS on sparse (as opposed to dense) graph sequences, and due to this strong dependence
between neighboring vertices, more complex empirical quantities such as fg # are also of interest
(see also Example L8 for additional motivation). Nevertheless, Theorem and Corollary .71 of
Section [£.3.2lshow that under a slightly stronger convergence condition on the initial data than that
imposed in Theorem [£.3] these empirical quantities do have a deterministic limit. A key ingredient
of the proof is a certain asymptotic correlation decay property, which is first stated in Section 131
(see Theorem [L.5]).

4.3.1 An Annealed Correlation Decay Property

We start by introducing a slightly stronger notion of local convergence that applies to graphs that
are not necessarily connected, and which in a sense has a more global flavor.

Definition 4.4 (Convergence in probability in the local weak sense). Consider a sequence {Gy, }nen
of finite, unrooted [K, K]-random graphs. Then G,, converges to a G,[K, K]-random element (G) in
probability in the local weak sense if for every bounded, continuous mapping f : §,[K, K] — R and
as n — 0o,

Z fue ) — E[f({(G))] in probability. (4.1)

UEVGn

IGI
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We now state a correlation decay property that holds for sequences of unrooted [C, K x X]-
random graphs {(G,,, ") }nen with finite vertex sets {V}, }nen.

Theorem 4.5. Suppose Assumption [ holds, and let {(G,€)) be a [K,K x X]-random element that
satisfies Assumptionld, and is a.s. finitely dissociable in the sense of Definition[5. 11l Suppose there
exists a countable deterministic set S and a sequence {(Gp, &™) ynen of finite, unrooted [IC, K x X]-
random graphs, each of whose vertex sets a.s. lie in S. If |G,,| — oo in probability, (G,,£™) converges
in probability in the local weak sense to ((G,€)) and for each n € N, o', i = 1,2, are independent,

uniformly distributed vertices of Gy, then for any bounded continuous functions f; : G.[IC, K x D] —
R, i=1,2,

lim Cov (f1 ((€01,(Gos XF5) ), fo (€3 (G XFE)) ) =0, (4.2)

n—o0

where Cov represents the covariance functional and for each n € N, (G,,, XG€") is the strong
solution to (B3) for the initial data (G, &").

The assumption that the vertex sets of each GG,, a.s. lie in S is merely imposed for technical
convenience. It allows us to construct couplings of the driving noise on the graph sequence {G,}
in a measurable way and thereby apply the results of Section in the proofs of Lemma and
Theorem in Section [7l The assumption is not restrictive because it is satisfied by most common
random graph sequences of interest including Erdds-Rényi graphs, configuration models and the
Barabasi-Albert model.

When the jump rate functions of the SDE (B.3]) are strongly Lipschitz continuous in the sense
described in the introduction, then arguments similar to those used for diffusions in [22] Lemma 5.2]
can be applied to obtain stronger quantitative quenched (i.e., conditioned on the graph) bounds on
the decay of correlation of IPS that are uniform with respect to graphs, and only depend on the
cardinality of the sets of particles being compared and the graph distance between the sets. Under
Assumption [, such a strong Lipschitz condition holds for Markov IPS on graphs with bounded
maximal degree, but fails to hold for many interesting IPS on graphs with unbounded maximal
degree. In such situations, one does not expect there to be a similar quenched correlation bound
that is uniform over all graphs (or even all finitely dissociable graphs), and thus the arguments we
use to prove Theorem are crucially different from those used in [22]. Specifically, to establish the
annealed asymptotic correlation decay property (4.2]), which is averaged over the randomness of the
initial data, we first use the fact that the initial data satisfies an analogous asymptotic correlation
decay property (due to the assumed convergence in probability in the local weak sense) and then
carefully construct an appropriate coupling and the stronger almost sure local convergence result of
Proposition [6.11] mentioned in Section to extend the correlation decay property to the solution
process.

4.3.2 Hydrodynamic Limits

The existence of the hydrodynamic limit follows as a simple consequence of well-posedness of the
limit, local convergence and asymptotic correlation decay.

Theorem 4.6. Suppose Assumption[dl holds and the sequence of finite, unrooted [IC, K x X]-random
graphs {(Gp, ™) bnen and the G.[K, K x X]-random element ((G,€)) satisfy the conditions of The-
orem [J-3. Let (Gp, X%&) and (G, XF¢) be weak solutions to B3) for (Gn,&,) and (G,€), re-
spectively. Then the sequence {(G, X¢")},en converges in probability in the local weak sense to
(G, X9%)).

14



Proof. First note that, given any driving noise, ((G,X%%)) and (G, X%¢"), n € N, are well
defined unique strong solutions to (3.3]) by Theorem [£.2] Proposition 4.1l and Lemma 310l For each
n € N, let (ol,02) be two i.i.d. uniformly distributed Vertlces in Gj,. Then, by Theorem [.5] and
Theorem A.3] for any bounded, continuous functions f1, f2 : G.[K, K x D] — R,

2

2
lim E Hfl oi (G, X" )>)] = lim [[E [fi(<60%(Gn,XG”’§")>)] =1IE [fi(«G,XG’g») .
i=1

n—00
=1

That this implies the desired result follows from [22, Lemma 2.12]. O

We now show that Theorem implies the convergence in probability of both the empirical
measure and the empirical neighborhood distribution to corresponding deterministic limits.

Corollary 4.7. Under the conditions of Theorem[].6], the P(D)-valued random empirical measure

sequence {WG"’XG"'ER} eN converges in probability to E(XG’S) € P(D), and the P(G.1[K, K x D])-

Gn "
valued random empirical neighborhood distribution sequence {ﬂ'G"’X v

bility to L((B1(G, X%%))) € P(G.1[K, K x D]).

tnen converges in proba-

Proof. By Theorem 6, the sequence {(G,,, X" )},en converges in probability in the local weak
sense to (G, X%%)). By [22, Lemma 2.11], this directly implies that the sequence gGn X o
P(D)-valued random measures converges in probability to £(Xf ’g).

Furthermore, note that the map G.[K,K x D] 3 ((G,x)) — (B1(G,x)) € G[K,K x D] is
continuous. Thus, for any bounded, continuous function f : G.1[K,K x D] — R, the function
g : G4[K,K x D] — R given by g(((G,x))) := f({B1(G,z))) is also bounded and continuous. Hence,
as n — 0o,

/9 KD UG 7 (G = Z FUB1(C,((Gny XEmEM)))
#,1 X UEVGn
= Gl D g((Cy(Gry X))
" veVg,,

- E[g({(G, Xx%))]

= E[f(B(G, X)),
where the convergence — in the penultimate line is in probability and justified by (4I]). Thus,
RO X L((B1(G, X94))) in probability in P(G.1 (K, K x D). O

As was already observed in [22] Theorem 6.4 and Proposition 7.7] in the context of interacting
diffusions, the stronger convergence in probability in the local weak sense of the initial data is
in general necessary to obtain deterministic hydrodynamic limits that coincide with £(Xf ’5) be-
cause if one only has convergence in the local weak sense of the initial data as in Theorem [A3]
the hydrodynamic limit can fail to be deterministic, or fail to coincide with E(Xg ’5) even when
deterministic.

4.4 Motivating Examples

We now present illustrative examples of IPS that fall within our framework.
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Example 4.8 (Finite-state Markovian IPS). Consider the graph G=(V,E,g) (ie., IC and K
are trivial) and suppose that for every j € J, there exist functions 7 r cXVE SR H € 9* .1, such

that the functions er, H = (Vy,Eq,0m) € 9*,1, from the Standing Assumptlon satisfy

it a) =7 (x(t—)) V(t,x) € Ry x DVH. (4.3)

If there exist non-decreasing constants {C} }ren such that sup,yvy |FJH ()] < Cg| for all j € T

and H € §*71, then Assumption [l holds with Cj, 7 := C}. Moreover, Assumption [2 holds trivially
for all initial data because the mark spaces K = K = {1} are trivial, and the solution X< is
a homogeneous Markov process (and Feller when X is finite and G has bounded maximal degree
[25, Chapter I, Theorem 3.9]). This class of processes includes many IPS such as the contact process,
voter model, majority process etc.

We will use the contact process introduced by Harris [16] to illustrate the variety of models
supported by our framework. The contact process has the state space X = {0, 1}, where 0 represents
the healthy state and 1 represents the infected state, and the rates {Y’JH } from (3] are given by

T (2) = H{z@H:O})‘ Z z, and 7 (2) = H{z@H:I} for z € XV,

UGN@H (H)

where A > ( is a parameter indicating the rate of spread of infection. Then it is easy to see that the
contact process satisfies both assumptions as described above with Cy, = 1+ (k—1)\. Therefore, the
conditions of Theorem and hence, Corollary 7], apply. In particular, Corollary [£.7] can be used
to shed insight on the proportion of infected vertices at a given time or the maximum fraction of
infected vertices over a time interval, as well as more complicated quantities such as the proportion,
at any time, of infected vertices with a high number of infected neighbors, which can be used to
detect clustering of the infection.

Example 4.9 (The Contact Process in a Heterogeneous Environment). Suppose each

individual v has an associated recovery rate k, > 0 and the level of transmission between two

neighboring individuals w and v is proportional to Ky, ,1 > 0. The model is then described by the

[K,K] := [Ry,R4]-graph G = (V, E,4,, k) and, as before, X = {0,1}, J = {-1,1}, s({-1}) =

¢({1}) = 1, but now the Standing Assumptlon holds with 7 (t, 2,7, k) = T‘H(JE(t ), R, k), for
= (Vu,Eg,0n) € 9*71, where r]H Vi BPT KV 5 R s given by

(2R, k) = H{Z@HZO} Z F{up}?u and 7 (2) = /QQHH{ZﬁH:l} for z € AV,
UEN¢H(H)

Then the jump rate function is continuous with respect to the initial marks (%, k), so Assumption
holds for all initial data. This model satisfies Assumption [lwhen there exist deterministic constants
% and & such that sup,cy ki, < R < 00 and sup,cpKe < & < 00, in which case Crr=kK+ (k- %
forall ke N,T e R,.

Example 4.10 (Non-Markovian Contact Process). We now introduce a class of non-Markovian
contact processes that fall within our framework. (Such processes have recently been considered on
the lattice in [12] under the rubric of renewal contact processes.) As before, let X = {0, 1} but now
consider G = (V, E,0,{1},k) € G«[{1},K], where K := D([-T,0],X) for some fixed T" € [0, oc].
The mark k represents initial data that encodes the history of the process from time —7 up to time
0. Let f; and fr be the probability density functions of two positive continuous random variables
that represent the respective times required for a particle to infect another particle or to recover
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from infection, and let h; and hgr be the respective hazard rates: hy(t) = f1(t)/ ft fr(s)ds and

hr(t) = fr(t)/ ft fr(s)ds. In the Markov case, f;r and fr are both exponentlal densmes with
respective means 1/ and 1. Also, recall that Ag(s) = g(s) — g(s—) for any cadlag function g, and
for any U C V and (2p, ky) € (D x K)V where we define Az, (s) = 0 for s € [T, 0] and Aky,(s) =0
for s > 0, consider the functional 77 : [T, 00) x DY x KV — [~T,00) given by

T(t, zy, ky) = sup{s € (=T,t),v € U : Aky(s) # 0 or Axy(s) #0}, t>—T, (zp,ky) € DYXKY,

where we apply the convention that if the above set is empty then the corresponding supremum
is —T. For any U C V, and at any time t > 0, when z is a realization of the actual process,
Tu(t, z, k) represents the last time that a particle in U experienced an event (infection or cure),
and it takes the value —T if no such events have occurred prior to time t. Then, the jump rate
functions Til Ry x D& — R, are given by

D) = T gom0y D (T T Rpue),
uGNg(v)
Tu(t—)=1
T?’lv(t .’L’) = H{mu(t—):l}hR(T(ty Ty, /{U)),

If T' < oo, then Assumption [I] holds, for example, when the distributions have infinite support and
the hazard rate functions are locally bounded, i.e., sup,cpoq[hi(s) + hr(s)] < oo for all t € R.
When T = oo, Assumption [ holds under the more stringent conditions that the distributions
have infinite support, the hazard rate functions are uniformly bounded on R and limy_,« Ay (%)
and limy_, hr(t) both exist. Again note that in the Markov case, hy = A and hg = 1 are both
constant. Finally, if both h; and hr are also continuous, then Assumption 2 holds on all initial
data.

5 Spatial Localization and the Proof of Well-Posedness

Throughout this section we continue to assume, without explicit mention, that the Standing As-
sumption holds. In Section [5.1] we introduce the notions of spatial localization and consistent spatial
localization (see Definitions 5.1l and [5.4)) and in Section show that the SDE (3.3]) is strongly
well-posed for any marked graph that “spatially localizes” the IPS. In Section (.3, we define the
class of finitely dissociable graphs and provide examples of graphs in this class. In Section [5.4] we
show that sequences of such graphs consistently spatially localize the SDE (8.3]).

5.1 Spatial Localization and Consistent Spatial Localization

We now introduce the notion of spatial localization for a graph, which roughly speaking says that on
any finite time interval the marginal of the associated IPS dynamics on any finite (random) subset
U of the graph coincides with the marginal dynamics (on U) of an IPS on the induced (random)
subgraph of G on a finite subset that contains U. When combined with Assumption Il this will
allow us in Section to establish well-posedness for the class of graphs that spatially localize the
SDE (33]). The measurability and consistency properties required to state this property precisely
are carefully spelled out in the following definition. Recall the notion of filtration-Poisson process
pairs from Remark [3.5]and recall from Section 2Ilthat Ag := {U C Vi : |U| < oo}. Now, supposing
that Assumption [l holds, we introduce the notion of spatial localization. In what follows, we will
deal with deterministic initial data (G, ), and recall the notion of a filtration-Poisson process pair
(F,N%) from Remark and its associated augmented filtration FN = {]:tNG }>0 introduced

17



prior to Definition 3.4l Also recall from Section that given f € D and t > 0, f[t] represents the
truncated path that lies in Dy.

Definition 5.1 (Spatial localization). A deterministic [KC, K]-graph G is said to spatially localize
the SDE ([B:3) if for any filtration-Poisson process pair (F, N¢) defined on (Q, F,F,P) and T € R,
there exists a mapping Sy(-; G,N) : Ag x Q — 2"¢ such that for every U, U’ € Ag,

(Sr(U;G,NC) CU'} == {w e Q: Sr(U; G, N (w) C U} € FNY, (5.1)

P(Sr(U;G,N%) € Ag) =1, (5.2)
and the following properties hold:
1. for each O € Ag, Sr(O;G,N%)(w) D O for every w € Q;

2. given any £ € N,& € XY and U,W C V such that U C By(G) C W, every (F,N%)-weak
solution XCWI&w to the SDE (B3) for the initial data (G[W],&w) satisfies

Xg[WLSW [T] — Xge(G)7£Be(G)|:

T] as. on the event {Sr(U;G,N%) C By(G)}, (5.3)
where XP¢(@)€5,©) ig the unique NgZ(G)-strong solution to ([B.3) for (Be(G),E&p,(c))- In this case
Sr(+;G,NY) is said to be a localizing map for the SDE ([3.3) on (G,N%).

Remark 5.2. Note that Assumption [Il] ensures that X Bu(@)£8,(6) in Definition B is well defined.
Also, recall from Proposition 1] that Assumption [II] is implied by Assumption [ but is strictly
more general and may hold even when Assumption [ fails.

Remark 5.3. In Definition 5.1l we may omit one or both of the last two arguments of Sy when
the graph and/or Poisson processes are clear from the context.

Given a fixed model (equivalently, a family of local jump rate functions T = {FJH Y a1 e
as specified in the Standing Assumption), we now introduce the concept of consistent spatial lo-
calization of a sequence of graphs, which will be used in the proofs of local convergence and the

hydrodynamic limit in Sections [6] and [T, respectively.

Definition 5.4 (Consistent Spatial Localization). A sequence of [K, K]-graphs {G,, }nen defined
on some common probability space (€2, F,P) is said to consistently spatially localize the SDE (3.3])
if for every n € N and corresponding filtration-Poisson process pair (F”,N%») on (Q, F,P), there
exists a mapping St(-; G, N*) : Ag, x Q — 2V6n that satisfies the following properties:

1. for each n € N, Sp(-; G, N@) is a localizing map for the SDE 3] on (G,,N&) in the
sense of Definition B.1k

2. for every n,n’,¢ € N such that there exists an isomorphism ¢ € I(B([Gy +], Be([Gn.«])), the
following property holds: for each pair of sets U C By(Gy,) and U’ := o1 (U) C By(G,),

Sr(U; Gn,NG”) = o(Sr(U"; Gy, NGn’)) a.s. on the event {Sp(U; Gy, NG”) C Bi(Gp)} NI,
where Z,, is the ]:TNG”/ \% ]:TNG” measurable event given by

ISD = {(10 S I(BZ([Gn’,*LNGn/)’BZ([GTL,*LNGn))}'
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In this case {St(+; G, N9")},cn is said to be a consistent sequence of localizing maps for the SDE
B3) on {(Gn, N)Jnen.

In Proposition 5.19] we show that any sequence of graphs that is a subset of the class of so-called
finitely dissociative graphs (see Definition [5.11]) consistently spatially localizes the SDE (3.3]).

It is not hard to show that (consistent) spatial localization is a property of isomorphism classes.
We omit the proof as it follows easily from the definition.

Definition 5.5. An isomorphism class (G) € G.[K, K] is said to spatially localize the SDE (3.3))
whenever each representative [IC, K]-graph G does the same. A sequence of isomorphism classes

{{Gn)}nen in G4, K] is said to consistently spatially localize the SDE (B.3]) if every sequence of
representative graphs Gy, € (G,),n € N, does the same.

Note that while spatial localization is a class property, the notion of a localizing map given in
Definition B.1] applies to a given graph, and not its isomorphism class.

Remark 5.6. Definitions [5.1] and [5.4] are abstract properties that easily extend to a more general
class of graph-indexed jump processes X ¢ that satisfy a different Poisson-driven SDE from (3.3),
as long as Assumption [ still holds for that SDE. For instance, they could apply to IPS such as the
exclusion process in which particles may experience simultaneous jumps, where it would be more
natural to index N© by the edges, rather than the vertices, of G, or processes with both types of
jumps.

5.2 Well-posedness on spatially localizing graphs

Proposition 5.7. Suppose that Assumption [l holds, and that ((G,€)) is a G.[K,K x X]-valued
random element such that (G) a.s. spatially localizes the SDE [B.3). Then the SDE ([B.3) is strongly
well-posed for the initial data ((G,£)).

Proof. By Lemma [B.7] there exists a o({(G, £)))-measurable [K,C x X]-random graph (G, &) such
that (G,§) € ((G,€)) a.s.. By Definition B9and Lemma[3.8] it suffices to prove that (3.3)) is strongly
well-posed for a.s. every realization of (G,&). Therefore, for the remainder of the proof we assume
without loss of generality that (G, &) is a deterministic [K, K x X]-graph where G spatially localizes
the SDE (3.3]).

We now explicitly construct a strong solution to the SDE (B.3) for (G, €). Let N¢ = {N{} v,
be a collection of i.i.d. Poisson processes on R% x J with intensity Leb? ®¢. Let F:= {F} := FN¢
be the associated filtration (as defined prior to Definition B.4)). It is clear from Definition B3] that
(G,N%) is an F-driving noise. So by Remark 3.5, (F, N®) is a filtration-Poisson process pair. Fix
T € Ry, and let Sp(-) := Sp(-;G,N%) be a corresponding localizing map, which exists due to
our assumption that G spatially localizes the SDE. For notational conciseness, let By, := B;,(G)
for each m € N, and additionally fix £ and omit the dependence on & from the superscript, with
the understanding that the mark is always the restriction of £ to the corresponding graph in the
superscript. Furthermore, for any ¢ € N, recalling that by Assumption [l the SDE (B3] is strongly
well-posed for the finite data (By,&p,), we let X Be denote the corresponding Ngl—strong solution
to ([B.3)). By Definition [b.1] for each m € N, there exists a random finite set O, := Sr(B,,) such
that for any ¢,¢' € N, ¢/ > ¢ > m, by (5.I)) and applying (53] with W = By and U = By,

ng;l [T) = ng;; [T] on the event {O,, C B} € Fr.
For m € N, we define the D?”—Valued random element X" and the random integer M, as follows:

X™[T]:= lim X, [T] and My, == inf{¢ >m: Oy, C By}. (5.4)

{—00
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Since | Jyeny Be = Vg and Oy, is a.s. finite, X™ is well defined on a set of full measure and M, is a.s.
finite. Moreover, since X5 is F-adapted for every £ € N and F is complete, it follows that X™[T]]
is also F-adapted. The last two displays together then imply that a.s.,

X™[T) = lim X5 [T] = X5 [T (5.5)

f—00 Bm m

Furthermore, clearly the sequence (X™[T])mnen is consistent: for any m’ > m, a.s.,

Xg [T] = lim (Xg¢ ), [T] = lim X5 [T) = X™[T] = X3 [T, (5.6)

L—o0 £—o00

where the first and third equalities invoke (5.5]) and the remaining equalities hold trivially. Now,
for every v € Vg, there exists an integer m, € N such that v € B,,,, and the last display shows
that X/™[T] = X' [T] a.s. when m’ > m,,. Because Vg is countable and F is complete, we can
define the F-adapted D%-random element X [T by setting

X,[T):= lim X'[T)=X"[T], veVg, (5.7)

m—o0

on the set of measure one where the latter limits exist, and setting X,[T] = &,,v € Vi, on the
complement.

To show that the X[7] thus constructed is a N%strong solution to the SDE (B3) on [0, T],
fix v € Viz and define m, := max{m, : u € cl,}. Then cl, C By, and from (GE35)-(G.7), it follows
that for £ € N,

Xa, [T] = XJ0[T) = XJT] on  Ay(v) = {f > My, }. (5.8)

Since X B¢ is a Ngl-strong solution to the SDE (B.3]), we obtain a.s., for ¢ € [0, 7],
Xo(®)la, ) = X284, )
= fv‘f‘/ JI GIBy) NUG ds,dr,dj) | Ta, -
( (0,8] xRy x T {T<T s XBZ)} ( ) )
By 1) of the Standing Assumption and (5.8]), it follows that with H := G|cl,],

G|[By], _ _ — G,
Tj = U(Sy XBZ) - TJH <37 ng: (HE)EEEH7 ("iu)ueclu) - TjH (37 XC1u7 (He)eEEHa (Hu)ueclu) - Tj U(Sy X),

for every j € J and s € Ry on the event Ay(v). Hence, we have

Xo(®)a, ) = | & T o NC (ds, dr,dj) | Ly, (.-
()Ae() <€ +/(0,t]xR+XJj {TST’JG (S,X)} ( 5, ar ])> Ag(v)

Since M, is finite, taking the limit as £ — oo shows that a.s.,

Xu(t) =& +/ JI G NUG ds,dr,dj).
g (0] xRy x T {TSTj (s,X)} ( )

Thus, we have proved the existence of a N@-strong solution to (3.3) on any interval [0, T7.

We now turn to the proof of pathwise uniqueness. Suppose that X and X are any two (I, NG)
weak solutions to the SDE ([B.3)) for (G,&). Since G spatially localizes the SDE, for any ¢ > m € N,
and M, defined as in (5.4]), invoking (5.1)) and applying (53], with W =V and U = B,,, to both
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weak solutions X and X', we obtain a.s. on the event {¢ > M,,} = {Sp(U;G,N%) C By(Q)} €
FN¢
Xp, [T = Xl V1) = X, [T,

m

where recall from Remark 5.1 that XP¢(©) is the unique Nge(G)—strong solution to (B3] for the
initial data By(G,¢). Taking the limit as ¢ — oo and using the almost sure finiteness of M,,, it
follows that Xp, [T] = Xp, [T] a.s. for every m € N, which in turn shows that X|[T] = X[T] a.s.
Since T is arbitrary for both existence and pathwise uniqueness, X[T], T' > 0, are consistent.
So there exists a.s. a unique pathwise extension X of the strong solution to all of [0,00). This
concludes the proof. O

Remark 5.8. Most of the proof of Proposition 5.7 also extends to more general IPS. For instance, if
an IPS has simultaneous jumps, then the proof will hold given Assumption[Illand spatial localization
(see Remark[5.6]) except for the verification that X := lim,, o, X solves (33). Instead of the latter,
one would have to prove that if XP¢ satisfies the SDE defining the new model on the finite graph
Bi(G), and X™ is as defined in (&.0]), then the limit X = lim,,_, o X, also satisfies that SDE on
the infinite graph G.

5.3 Finitely Dissociable Graphs
5.3.1 Definition of Finitely Dissociable Graphs

We now introduce the class of finitely dissociable graphs, which are defined in terms of an inhomo-
geneous site percolation on the graph. Recall the definition of the measure space My(0,7] from

Section 2.31

Definition 5.9. For any 0 < T' < o0, let (G,() be a [{1}, My(0, T]]-random graph. Fix 0 < ¢; <
ty < T, and set Ry, = Ry(t1,t2) := Li¢, (4, t2]>0} for v € Vig. Then the percolated graph perc,, ,, (G, ()
is defined to be the (possibly disconnected and random) subgraph of G induced by the vertex set
{v € Vg : R, = 1}. When t; = 0, we write perc,, (G, () := percy 4, (G, ().

In the percolation we will refer to vertices v € Vg with R, = 1 as active, and those with R, = 0 as
inactive. In our application of Definition 5.9 the vertex marks ¢ of the graph G will be realizations
of (Poisson) point processes.

Definition 5.10. Given 0 < A < T < oo, we say a [{1}, My(0,T]]-graph (G, () A-dissociates if
all connected components of percy (G, () are finite.

For any graph G, let (G,N%) be a driving noise in the sense of Definition Also, for T' € (0, 00),
let N&T = (NUG’T)UE‘/G be the collection of point processes on [0, 7] defined by

NG (1, ta) == NG ((t1,t2] x (0,Cla, 1) X J), for0<t; <ta <T <oo,ve Vg, (5.9)

where {Cj 1}renTer, is the family of constants from Assumption [Il Note that the union of the

events of NUG’T,U € Vg, almost surely contains the set of discontinuities of any weak solution
XGE[T] of the SDE (B3).

Definition 5.11 (Finite dissociability). A deterministic graph G is said to be finitely dissociable
if for any T € (0,00), there exists A > 0 such that (G,N%T) A-dissociates a.s.. We call A a
G-dissociation number. If G is a marked graph, we will say G is finitely dissociable if and only if
the corresponding unmarked graph [G] is finitely dissociable.
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Remark 5.12. In the percolated graph percy (G, NT) described in Definition [.IT] setting
C_'kj = §(j)Ck7T, Vk € N,T € R+, (510)

each vertex v is removed from G independently with a probability exp (—C’|C1U|7TA), which is de-
creasing in the degree of the vertex v.

Remark 5.13. Finite dissociability is a “class property” in that it depends only on the isomorphism
class (G) € G, of the graph G, and not on the particular representative or choice of the driving
noise. Indeed, if G1 = Gg, then for any fixed 7' € (0,00) and Poisson processes NGT §=1,2,
constructed as in (5.9), it is easy to construct a coupling (NG+7 N@2.T) of (N“LT N7 in which

NG T @ NG&T for 4 = 1,2, such that (Gl,ﬁcl’T) ~ (GQ,NG2’T) a.s.. Hence, for A € [0, 7],

percy (G, NGI’T) @ perCA(Gl,NG“T) = perCA(Gg,NG2’T) @ percp (Ga, NGQ’T),
with the equivalence holding a.s.. Since the finite dissociability of GG; only depends on the prob-
ability that percy (G, NT) has an infinite component for some A > 0, and the existence of an
infinite component is isomorphism invariant, this shows that the finite dissociability property is
also invariant with respect to graph isomorphisms. Thus, the statement “(G) € G, is (or is not)
finitely dissociable” is well defined.

5.3.2 Examples of Finitely Dissociable Graphs

We now show that the class of (almost surely) finitely dissociable graphs encompasses several
interesting classes of graphs of interest in applications, including lattices and regular, GW and
UGW trees.

We start by recalling that a rooted tree is a connected, rooted acyclic graph T = (V| E, 9).
Any pair of vertices u,v € V has a unique path connecting them. A vertex v € V is said to be in
the kth generation of T if dy(g,v) = k. For v € V' \ {0}, the parent of v, denoted 7,(7T), is the
unique neighbor u of v such that dr(¢,u) < dr(,v). We also set ¢,(T) := Ny(T) \ m(T) to be
the children of v. We will write 7, and ¢, when 7 is clear from context. For any vertex set U C V,
we will let ¢y (T) = Uyep cu(T) In addition, given v,w € V, w is said to be a descendant of v
if there exists n € N and a path (v = ug,uq,...,u, = w) in 7 such that for every i = 1,...,n,
u; = ¢y, ,(T). We now introduce the definition of UGW trees.

Definition 5.14 (UGW trees). Given a probability p € P(Ny), the UGW tree, denoted UGW(p),
is a random rooted tree (7, 0) such that |cs(7)| ~ p and for each k € Ny, conditioned on By (T),
{leo (M)} eV :dy(o,0)=k} is an iid. collection of random variables with distribution p € P(Np),

where
(k +1)pr+1

Dkl = ~—=———, k€ Nj. 5.11
P +1 Z;L.ozo npn 0 ( )
Proposition 5.15. If p € P(Nyg) has a finite first moment, that is, ), kpr < 00, then the GW
tree T := GW (p) is a.s. finitely dissociable.

Proof. Fix T < oo, A € (0,T), and let T2 := perca(7,N7"7) and R, = RS := H{NUT,T(O7A}>O},

v € V, be as in Definition Recall that 72 is precisely the subgraph of 7 induced by active
vertices in V. Also, recall that for v € Viya, C,(T?) denotes the connected component of T4
containing v, with v as its root. With a small abuse of notation, we extend the definition of €,(72) to
all v € V by setting C,(7T) to be the 1-vertex graph {v} for v € V'\ Vira. In addition, for v € V, let
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T, and 7;A be the restrictions of 7 and T2, respectively, to the set containing v and its descendants
in 7. By the self-similarity of the GW tree, for each v € V', L(T, (Rw)wev) = L(To, (Ruw)wevy, ),
and hence, L(T2|Ry = 1) = L(TA|R, = 1). For v € V, R, = 0 implies €,(7,”) consists of a
single isolated vertex. Hence, |Cy(T?)| < oo a.s. if and only if |C,(T;2)| < oo a.s. for all v € V,
in which case all connected components of 72 must be a.s. finite. Thus, it suffices to prove that
1Co(T2)| < ¢ ass..

Since the percolation probability at a site or vertex depends on its degree via the dependence
on Crr in (53), to bound the size of C4(T%), we couple Cy(T2) to a larger set obtained from
a simpler percolation that only removes vertices from the odd generations of 7. To this end, for
any rooted tree 7 and n € N, let L,,(T) := {v € V : dr(8,v) = n} denote the set of vertices in
the nth generation. Define the half-percolated forest 72 := hperca (T, N7°T) to be the subgraph
of T induced by the vertex set {v € V : R, = 1 or dy(g,v) is even}. Then let ’7;A = Cy(TA)
be the subtree of 72 that contains the root (note that the root always belongs to 7A'A). Clearly,
|Cs(T2)] < |7A;A|. Thus, to prove the proposition it clearly suffices to show that for all sufficiently
small A > 0,

lim E HLG(ﬁA)H —0, (5.12)
since then P(|T2| = 00) = ((L% ’?A)‘ >0 for all n € N) < infen P (‘Lgn AQ,A)( >0) =0,

To prove (|5:|:2|), choose n € Ny with Lgn( A) £ (), and fix v € Lgn(TA) Recall that for any
tree 7 and v € V, ¢,(T) denotes the collection of children of v in 7 and m,(T) is the parent of v
in 7 whenever v # @, and note that ¢,(7,2) = ¢,(T?) = {u € ¢,(T) : R, = 1}. Also, observe that

CCU@\;A)('?\;A) = U cu(’?;A) ={w € cy(T):u € cy(T) and R, = 1}, (5.13)
u€es(TH)

where the equality uses the fact that the half-percolation does not remove any vertices from even
generations of the tree. Now, for each w € Lgn(T) Lgn(TA) let Za . be the number of grand-
children of w in TA. Then, since v € Lgn(T )s Za,p is also the number of grandchildren of v in

72 and hence, by (GI3),

ZA,U = CCU(,?;A)(’?\;A)‘ =

CCU@;A)(T)‘ is o ({Cu(T)}uE{U}Ucy () {Ru}uecu(T)) -measurable. (5.14)

Furthermore, Lo,(7) and Lgn(?\;A) are both measurable with respect to H, :=
0(Bon(T), {Rw}weBsn_ (1)) Let A € H, be an atomic event, that is, A = {B,(T) =

T, {Ruw}weBsn (1) = {TwlweBon_. (7))} for some k-generation tree T, with k& < 2n and some
(Tw)weBan_1(T) € {0, 1}B20-1(T) | Then, conditioned on A, the collection of random variables

({Cu (T) }ue{v}Ucv (T)» {RU}UECU (T))UGL27L(T)
is equal in distribution to |La,(T)| independent copies of ({cu(T)}uefotues (1) {Rutuceo(m))- To-

gether with (5.13)), this implies that yao = ya, 1= £(Za »|A) does not depend on A or the specific
choice of v in Lo, (7). Moreover, conditioned on A, (5.13]) implies

d
Zaw= Y RueMIC Y Ruleu(T) = Zas.

u€cy(T) u€cy(T)
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Thus, conditioned on Hy, {ZAw}ver,, (1) 18 equal in distribution to Lo, (7) i.i.d. copies of Za 4.
Also, for v € Lo, (T), by the assumption that p has finite mean

o 2
E[ZaolHal =E[Zagl <E| Y lea(T)] =<ka<k>> <.
k=0

UECy (T)

A

Since Lgn(’?\;A) is H,-measurable and ya , = ya for all v € Lgn(ﬁ ), a recursive calculation shows

E[|LoeaTN|] =E| Y ElZaultal| =E [ILan(TA)]| E[Zao] = E[Zao"™*".
veLan(74)

Thus, to show (B.12]), it suffices to prove that for sufficiently small A > 0, E[Za 4] < 1. However,
note that for all A > 0, E [Za 4] < co. Furthermore, the definition of A-dissociation clearly implies
lima_0 Za,¢ = 0 a.s., so the Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem implies ima_,0 E [Za 4] = 0,
which concludes the proof. O

In light of Definition [5.14], this immediately implies the corresponding result for UGW trees
(see Definition [5.14]).

Corollary 5.16. If T ~ UGW(p), where p € P(Ng) has a finite second moment, then T is a.s.
finitely dissociable.

Proof. The fact that p has a finite second moment implies that p in Definition B.14] has a finite
first moment. Let 7, denote the descendant tree of T rooted at v. Then for each v # ¢, T, is a
GW(p)-tree, so by Theorem .15, for sufficiently small A > 0, €, (perca (7, N727)) is a.s. finite.
Since the A-percolated descendant tree of every non-root vertex is finite, it follows that 7 a.s.
A-dissociates. O

For completeness, we also show that graphs with bounded maximum degree (such as infinite
lattices) are also finitely dissociable.

Proposition 5.17. Let G = (V, E) be a graph with finite mazimum degree: d* := sup,cy |Ny| < oo.
Then G is finitely dissociable.

Proof. Fix 0 < T < oo and A € (0,7]. Then by Definitions 5.9 and [5.9] each vertex in G is inactive
independently with probability

po = exp (—=AC|q, 1) > exp (—ACq41,7) == paT,

where the inequality invokes (5.10) and the definition of d*. Therefore, the probability that (G, N&T)
A-dissociates is greater than or equal to the probability that G fails to percolate with respect to a
standard site percolation in which each vertex is independently removed with probability pa 7. For
any T' < oo, lima_,opa,r = 1, but as is well known, the critical probability (i.e., the probability
pe such that G fails to percolate a.s. when vertices are independently removed with probability
p > pc) is strictly less than 1 (see [14, Equation (0.3)]). Thus, for all T', there exists a sufficiently
small A such that (G,N%T) A-dissociates a.s. By Definition .11} this shows that G is finitely
dissociable. O

As demonstrated in Appendix [A] even Markovian IPS with very regular jump rate functions,
finite dissociability and well-posedness can fail on some graphs.
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5.4 Consistent Spatial Localization on Finitely Dissociative Graph Sequences

The main result of this section is Proposition [5.19] which states that sequences of finitely dissociable
graphs consistently spatially localize the SDE ([B3]). A key challenge is to find an explicit and
consistent representation of the localizing map St (-; G, N%) on finitely dissociative graphs. To do
this, we start by introducing the notion of a causal chain. Fix G and let

Eor i ={t € (0,T]: NST({t}) =1}, weVgTeRy, (5.15)
where NS is defined as in (5.9).

Definition 5.18 (Causal chains). Given T € (0,00), an interval I := [t1,t2] C [0,T] and vertices

u,v € Vg, a (G, N&T)-causal chain from v to u during I is a path I" := (v = ug, uy, . .. ,u, = u) in G
for some n € Ng such that if n # 0, there exists an increasing sequence t1 := sg < s1 < - -+ < §p < to
for which s; € &, 7,7 =1,...,n. We write v ~, 4, u if there exists a (G, N%7)-causal chain from

v to u during I = [t1,t2], and for any U C Vi, we write v ~>, 4, U if v ~»4, 4, u for some u € U.

Intuitively, causal chains describe long-range interactions over the graph that can develop over an
interval I, even though the instantaneous evolution of the state of a vertex is only influenced by the
states of neighboring vertices. Specifically, given a graph G, O € Ag and 0 < t; < t3 < 00, define

AZ L (0) i={v € Vg v~y 4, OF and  AJ(0) := Ay, (0). (5.16)

Then Ag ,(O) represents the set of vertices in G that are “seen” by vertices in O through a causal
chain during some time interval [t1,t2]. We now state the main result of this section.

Proposition 5.19. Suppose Assumption[dl holds, and suppose the deterministic graph G is finitely
dissociable. Then G spatially localizes the SDE ([B3]) in the sense of Definition [5.1l. Moreover, any

sequence of deterministic finitely dissociable [, K|-graphs {Gp}nen consistently spatially localizes

the SDE ([B.3)).

We first show why the proposition directly implies Theorem 2] and subsequently present its
proof, which proceeds by showing that the (random) map that takes O € Ag to the closure of
Ag (O) for finitely dissociable graphs G defines a consistent family of localizing maps.

Proof of Theorem given Proposition [5.19: Given Assumption I Proposition (.19 and Defini-
tion show that (G) a.s. spatially localizes (B8.3]), and Proposition [.T] shows that Assumption
holds. Therefore, the theorem follows from Proposition 5.71 O

Proof of Proposition [5.19: We start with the proof of the first statement of the proposition. Fix a
deterministic [KC, K]-graph G and let (F,N%) be a filtration-Poisson process pair. For each (not nec-
essarily finite) W C Vg, let XEWw be an arbitrary (F, N§,)-weak solution to B3) for (G[W], &w)
(assuming one exists, which is always the case when W is finite by Proposition .1]). Let O € Ag,
and for T € Ry, set Sp(0; G,NC) := A7(0) := A%(O), with the latter defined as in (5I0). Note
that by the definition of causal chains, for any U’ € Ag, {Ar(O) C U’} lies in ]:TNG, and hence
Sr(G,NY) = A satisfies (5.1). Moreover, since u ~»o7 u for all u € O, A7(O) 2 O, thus
verifying that St(-; G,N%) satisfies property 1 of Definition 5.1l To prove that finitely dissociable
graphs spatially localize ([B.3]), we argue below that it suffices to establish the following claims for
any 1" € (0,00):

Claim 1: If T is a G-dissociation number, then |A7(O)| < oo a.s. for every O € Ag.
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Claim 2: 1If G is finitely dissociable, then |Ar(O)| < oo a.s. for every O € Ag.

Claim 3: Fix any ¢ € N and (not necessarily finite) W C Vi such that By(G) C W and a weak

solution XGWIEW exists. Then for each O € Aqw), Xo Be(@) 500 T] = Xg[W],fw [T] a.s. on
the event {A7r(O) C By(G)}.

Claim 2 shows that Sp(-; G, N©) satisfies (5.2)) when G is finitely dissociable. Suppose Claims 1-3
hold, and let W D By(G) be any (not necessarily finite) vertex set for which there exists a weak
solution X¢WIEw to the SDE (B3). Then clearly By(G[W]) = By(G) for O € Agpw) and on the
event {By(G) 2 Ar(0)}, the (G[W],N$; T) causal chains ending at O at time T are the same as
the (G, N%T)-causal chains ending at O at time T, that is, AG[W (0) = AF(0) = Ar(0). Thus,

we can apply Claim 3 twice (first directly and then when W is replaced with V') to conclude that
if there exists a weak solution X%*¢ to the SDE (3.3)), then

Xg[W},iw 7] = ng(G)vae(G) [T] = Xg’g[T] a.s. on {Ar(O) C By(G)}.

This implies that S7(-; G, N¢) satisfies (5.3) and thus, Property 2 of Definition (.1l holds. Since
we have verified all properties of Definition B.1] when G is dissociable, the first assertion of the
proposition follows.

We now turn to the proofs of the claims.

Proof of Claim 1. Fix O € Ag. Define G := percy(G,NT) as in Definition 5.3, where the
point process NG T is given by (B9). If T is a G-dissociation number, then _each of the connectAed
components of G is a.s. finite, and NG (0,7] = 0 for all w € N3, where O:=0U Uveo Cu(G).

Since O is finite, O is a.s. finite. Now suppose u € O and v € Ar(u). Let (v = UQ, ULy ey Uy = U)
be a (G,N&T)-causal chain with respect to [0,7]. Then, for any @ = 1,...,n, u; must be ac-
tive, that is, NS (0,T] > 0. Thus, for each i = 1,...,n, u; € O, and so v € cl5(G). Hence,

A1(0) = Uyeo Ar(u) C cl5(G), which is a.s. finite since (5 is a.s. finite and G is locally finite.

Proof of Claim 2. Fix u € U and v € Ap(U). Because G is finitely dissociable, there must exist
a G-dissociation number A > 0. If A > T, the result follows from Claim 1. If A € (0,7), then
Claim 1 implies that a.s.,

[AA(U)| < oo for every U € Ag. (5.17)

To complete the proof, for every t € [0,T — A], we will show that if |A4,(U)| < oo a.s. for every
U € Ag, then we also have |A;4A(O)| < oo a.s. for every O € Ag.

To this end, fix t € [0,7—A], and suppose |A;(O)] < oo a.s. forall O € Ag. Fix O € Ag,u e O
and v € Ay a(u). Then there exists a (G, N%T)-causal chain I' = (v = ug, u1,...,u, = u) during
the interval [0,¢ + A], with the corresponding sequence of times 0 = 59 < 51 < -++ < 8, < t + A.
Let i, be the largest integer ¢ € {0,...,n} such that s; < A. Then v € AA(u,*) Further-

more, by considering the path (uf, = w;,,...,u; = witi,,...,u, ;. = u) with times sj; = A and
sh=sipi, it =1,...,n—1,, it follows that u;, ~>a +a u. Thus, v € Aa(Aa 4+ (u)), which implies

Aisa(0O) C AA(U), where U := A 14+ (O). In view of (5.I7), it suffices to show that U is a.s.

d
finite, but this holds because by time homogeneity of Poisson processes, U @ A (O), which is a.s.
finite by assumption.

Proof of Claim 3. For notational conciseness, let H := G[W], where we recall that W is a
deterministic vertex set such that By(G) C W. Additionally, let Hy := By(G), and note that
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Hy = By(H). Fix O € Ay with |A¥(0)| < 0o and note that AZ(0) = AZ(O) = A7 (O) on the
event {H, O AH(O)}. To prove Claim 3, we need to show that

X 7] = X 50T as. on {Ar(0) C Vig,}. (5.18)

Assume Ng}T({T }) = 0, which holds a.s. because Ng}T is a countable collection of homogeneous
Poisson processes. We prove this claim in a recursive fashion by iterating over events in the driving
noise N, and relating them to the dynamics of the SDE (3.3]). For each v € W, let {tV,i € N}
be an enumeration of the (a.s. finite) set &, 7 from (B.I5]) of events of NST in [0, 7], arranged in
increasing order. Below, we use the conventions that max() = 0, inf ) = oo and [0) = {0}. Define
Up := O, 19 :=T, choose an arbitrary vertex vy € O and for k € N, recursively define

S max{t] : v € Up_1,t} < Tp_1} %f Te—1 > 0, (5.19)

0 if Tk—1 = 07
_1 st NGT =1 if

- v € Ug_1s {m}) 1 T > 0, (5.20)

Vg1 if Tk = O,
_ L, if ,

Uy = Up—1 Ucly, l T >0 (5.21)

Uk—l if Tk — 0.

Also, set K := inf{k € N : 7, = 0}. Note that the above construction is well defined even if K = oo,
the sequence {7 }ren is strictly decreasing, and the sequence {Uj }ren is non-decreasing, but with
possible repetitions (for example, if vy lies in the interior of Uy_1).

The set Uk is specifically constructed so that Ux C Ap(O) and so that Xg Aw T] = Xg‘ ke [T
on the event { Hy O Uk}, which immediately implies Claim 3. In fact, we will show that the recur-
sive construction (5.19)-(%.21)) is such that the following two claims are true.

Claim 3A: For every k € Ny, U, C Ap(O).
Claim 8B: For every k € Ny,

XIS ) = X0 ) = XEV T = X5 [T as. on {U) € Vir,}. (5.22)

We first show how Claim 3 follows from the auxiliary claims. On the event {A7(O) C Vg, },

. . . . G.T i
Claim 3A and (5.19) together show that {7}xen \ {0} is contained in the events of N " (0,T7;
since Hy is finite, this implies K < 1 + Z%VH‘Z NUG’T(O,T] < 00 a.s.. By the definition of K,
(519) and (5:2T)) this implies that a.s. on the event {Ar(0) C Vy,}, 7k = 0, Ux = Upen, Us

and (applying Claim 3A with & = K) Ux C Arp(O) C Vi, € W. Together, these properties

imply, Xgl’fw [TK) = v = Xg}i’gH‘f [Tx). Invoking Claim 3B with £ = K, we see that a.s. on

Uk CVy, D {A7(O) C Vg, }, we have XHEw ) — XHI“/’gH‘Z T). This proves Claim 3.
2 4 (@] (@]

We first provide a rough idea of the proof of the auxiliary claims. When k = 0, U, = O and
it is easy to see that claims 3A and 3B will hold trivially (due to the stipulation that O C AT(O%
and the assumption that there is no jump at T"). If there is any jump in the driving processes Ng’
in [0,7), then by the construction (5.19)-(5.2I]), the most recent event before 79 = T' that could
have influenced the value of the process X :¢W at 7 occurs at 7y corresponding to a transition at
the vertex vy. The local nature of the dynamics implies that this transition is influenced by the
particles in cl,,, so that the trajectory of X AW up to time 7 is influenced by the trajectories of
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the particles in O Ucl,, = Uy Ucl,, = Uy before time 71. Any vertex u in U \ O belongs to N,
and so (u,v1) forms a (G,N%T) causal chain, showing that U; C A7(0). Claims 3A and 3B follow
by proceeding inductively in this manner, tracing backwards in time the (G, N%7)-causal chains
that end in O. We now provide fully rigorous proofs of the auxiliary claims.

Proof of Claim 3A. We prove the following assertion using induction: For any k € Ny and v € Uy,
v ~p 1 O. This is obviously true in the case k = 0, in which case Uy = O and for any v € O,
v~ v € O by definition. Now suppose that for all v € Ug_1, v ~»;, 7 O. Then because
Tk41 < Tk, it follows that v ~»; 7 O. There are now two cases to consider. In the first case,
Ur = Ug_1 in which case the conclusion v ~, 7 O for all v € Uy, holds trivially. In the second
case, by (520) and (B.21), Uy \ Ug—1 C N,,, where v, € Uj_;, and furthermore, 7, > 0 and
N%T({Tk}) = 1. Since v}, € Uj_1, the induction assumption implies there exists a (G, N&T)-causal
chain T' = (v = wug,uy,...,u, € O) from v to O contained in the time interval [r3,T] with
corresponding times 7, 1= 0y < 0; < --- < 6, < T. Then because N%T({Tk}) = 1, it follows that
(Thp1 = 0 < 6p < -+ < 6,,) is a sequence of times such that for all i = 0,...,n, N7 ({6;}) = 1,
and for any w € Uy \ Up_1, (w, v, u1,...,u,) is a (G,N%T)-causal chain ending in ©. Thus,
w ~p O for all w € Uy. By induction, we may conclude that for any k € No and v € Uy,
v~ 7 O, which proves the assertion. Now, by Definition [5.I8] the assertion in turn implies
v ~or O. By (6.10), this implies that Uy, € A7 (O) for all k € Ny, concluding the proof of claim
3A. O

Proof of Claim 3B. We will again use an argument by induction. First, note that the base case
H
k =0 in (522) is true because Uy = O, 79 = T and both Xg’éw and XOMHZ a.s. do not have a

jump at T" because Ng’T({T}) = 0 a.s.. Now, suppose (5.22)) holds for k = m — 1, for some m € N.
To show it holds for k& = m, we argue that it suffices to show that

1 H,
Xgrfw [Tm) = XU::SHZ [Tm) = ngw [Tm—l) _ XUeyﬁHZ

-1 m—1

[Tm—1) a.s. on {Up, € Vg, }.  (5.23)

Indeed, Uy,,—1 C Uy, implies Up,—1 € Vp, on the event {U,, C Vg, }, and so (5.23) and (5:22)), with
k =m — 1, shows that (5.22)) holds for k¥ = m. Claim 3B then follows by induction.

H
To establish (5.23), assume U,, C Vg, and ngw [Tm) = XU:;’gH‘ [Tm). Since Up—1 C Uy,
Hy, . .
this implies X[I]{ff‘i [Tm) = XUriff‘f [Tm). Moreover, note from (5.19) that 7, is the largest time

prior to 7,1 that there is an event for any of the Poisson processes in U,_1 and hence,
> el s NS (7, Tm1) = 0. The form of the SDE (33) then implies that both ngff‘i and

Hy, . .
X Ujfff are constant on (7, Tm—1). Thus, to establish (5.23)), it suffices to show that ngf‘; (Tm) =

H
XUMH‘Z (T) a.s.. Now, by (519)-(520), vy, is the only vertex in Up,_; such that NS ({r,,}) = 1.

m—1

Thus,

HZ7£HZ HZ7£HZ

x How (i) = x HEw (Tim—) = XUm71\{vm}(Tm_) = XUm71\{vm}(Tm)’ (5.24)

Umfl\{vm} Umfl\{UM}
. . H¢w  Hekn, .
and so it only remains to show that X,, > (7,,) = Xy,, “(7m) a.s.. Since for m € N, cl,, (G) C Uy,

by (G.21)), and U, € Vg, C W by assumption, cl,,, (H) = cl,,, (G) =: cl,,,. Then the assumption
X{wa [Tm) = Xg:;’gH‘ [Trm) implies X HfW [Tm) = X Hety [Tm) a.s. The locality and predictability

cl clom

(see Definition B.]) of the jump rates stated in the Standing Assumption then imply that for j € 7,
denoting by (%, k) the marks of Glcl,, ] we have

rfvvm(s’XH,gw) _ Ff[CIUm}(SiniW’E’ K) = T‘fe’vm(s,XHe’ng), s € [0, 7m].
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Due to the form of the SDE (3.3]), this shows X HEw (Tm) = XH"SHz

Um Um

(Tm), as desired. O

We now turn to the proof of the second assertion of the proposition. Let {G,} be a sequence
of deterministic finitely dissociable [IC, K]-graphs, and for each n € N, let N be a driving noise
compatible with Gj,. Then define A} , analogously to Ay, 1,, but with G' and N¢ replaced by G,
and NC» respectively. By the first assertion of the proposition just established above, for each n,
A2 is a localizing map of the SDE ([B:3) on (G,,, N¢"). It follows that St (+; Gy, NGn) := claz () (Gn)
is likewise a localizing map of the SDE (3.3) on (G,,N%»). Note that Sy(-; G,,, N satisfies (5.1))
as a consequence of the fact that {A}(U) C U’} lies in .FQNG" for every U,U’ € Ag,. With this
choice of localizing maps Sy (-; G, N&7), clearly Property 1 of Definition [5.4] holds.

It only remains to show that Property 2 of Definition [5.4]is also satisfied. Fix n,n’, ¢ € N such
that there exists an isomorphism ¢ € I(B¢([Gy «]), Be([Gn,])). Define the Fyp-measurable event

T, = { € I(Bu(([Guw ), N), By([G o, NO))}.

and for notational conciseness, set W := B;_1(G,) and W’ := B, _1(G,/). Let U, C Vg, and
Up C Vg, be any pair of sets such that ¢(U,s) = U,. Then it suffices to prove that on the event
T, N {W 2 AR(Un)} = T, N {Be(Gn) 2 Sr(Un; G, NC)}, AR(U,,) = o(AZ (Up)) as..

Let T' = (v = ug,u1,...,un € Uy) be a (G, N T)-causal chain up to time 7" which we will
refer to as a Gj,-causal chain for now. Let (0 =1ty < t; <--- <t, <T) be the corresponding times
associated with I'. By definition of A% (U,), I' € W on the event Z, N {W 2 A%(U,)}. Moreover,
¢~ !w is an isomorphism in I(([Gm*[W]],Ng}I), ([Gn/,*[W’]],NSV",')), so ¢ 1(T') is a path in G,,.
Furthermore, for every k € {1,...,m}, Ngk"({tk}) =1, so Ngﬁﬁ(uk)({tk}) = Ngk"({tk}) =11t
follows that ¢~!(T') is also a (G, N )-causal chain which we will refer to as a G,/-causal chain.

We not claim that for any G,/-causal chain I, o(I") is a G,-causal chain. To see why this
claim holds, let IV = (v' = uj,u,...,u), € Uy ). By an identical argument to what we applied in
the previous paragraph, if I' C W/, then p(I") is a Gj,-causal chain. We now argue by contradiction
to justify that this is the only possible case. Indeed, suppose there exists k € {0, 1,...,m} such that

uy, ¢ W'. Note that uy, € U,y € W', so k < m. Choose the maximal such k so that (uj_ ..., uy,,) C

. .= .
W'. Then because subpaths of causal chains are causal chains, I' = (uf,...,u;,) is also a G-

causal chain. Furthermore, uj, € Ny (Gy), so on the event 7, cp(F,) is a path and a causal chain
in G,,. Moreover, gp(f/) ¢ W which contradicts our assumption that A%.(U,) C W. This proves the
claim.

Because ¢ a.s. induces a bijection between causal chains in G,, and G, that end in U,, and U,
respectively, it follows that A% (U,) = @(A% (U,)) on the event Z, N {A%(U,) C W}. Equivalently,
S1(Un; Gy, N = o(S7(Upr; Gy, N9)) on the event {Sr(Un; Gy, N9) C By(Gp)} NI, It
follows that Property 2 of Definition [5.4] also holds for the sequence {G, }nen.

This proves the second assertion and hence, concludes the proof of the proposition. O

6 Local Convergence of the IPS

The main goal of this section is to prove the local convergence result of Theorem A3l When the
initial data have finite, deterministic and equal unmarked representatives |G, .| = [G«], n € N,
|Va| < o0, and the corresponding SDEs in (3.3]) are driven by the same Poisson processes for different
n, Theorem [.3] is essentially a consequence of the continuity condition in Assumption 2 which
implies pathwise continuity of the dynamics of the SDE (B3] with respect to the initial data. For
more general finite initial data, the proof entails carefully constructed couplings, and when dealing
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with infinite graphs, it will also involve applications of consistent spatial localization to reduce
the analysis to the finite graph case. While the localizing maps associated with consistent spatial
localization (see Definition [5.4]) only make sense on graphs, rather than their equivalence classes,
local convergence results are defined in terms of equivalence classes. To bridge this gap, we need to
carefully select suitable representatives of equivalence classes, as well as establish correspondences
between statements about convergence of equivalence classes and statements about representative
graphs.

Section defines canonical representatives, with a view to constructing suitable couplings.
These are then used in Section to establish a more general almost sure local convergence result
in Proposition [6.1T]). The latter result is used in Section [6.3] to prove Theorem [4.3] and also in
Section [[in the proof of the hydrodynamic limit.

6.1 Canonical Representative Graphs and Consistent Extensions
Let Z, Z be Polish spaces. We begin by defining a space of [Z, Z]-graphs:
G.[Z. 2] = {[Z, Z)-graphs G := (V, E,0,9,9) st. V C N}. (6.1)

It follows from Lemmas [B.5], [B.6] and that é;[?, Z|] can be equipped with a Polish topology
that is compatible with the topology of 9.[Z, Z], and that for any G.[Z, Z]-random element (G),
there exists a o((G))-measurable é\*[g, Z]-random element G such that G € (G) almost surely.
In the latter case, G is referred to as a é:[ﬁ, K]-random representative of (G), and thus, é:[?, Z|
can be viewed as a canonical space of measurable representative graphs compatible with the local

topology. We begin with the definition of a representative convergent sequence.

Definition 6.1 (Representative convergent sequences). Let ((Gy,£")) be a random sequence con-
verging a.s. to ((G,&)) in G.[KC, K x X] on some complete probability space. Then a representative
convergent sequence (henceforth abbreviated to rep-con sequence) of ({{(Gn,&™)) Inen, ((G,§))) is

a U({<(Gn7 Sn»}neNa <(G7 §)>)_measurable tuple ({(Gm gn% MN}HENv (Ga 5)7 {‘Pn,m}neN,mSMn)v de-

fined on the same probability space, that satisfies the following properties:

1. for each n € N, (G,,£") = (Vy, En, 0n, B, K™, €M) is a @[K,IC x X]-random representative of
(G, €™));

(G,&) = (V,E,0,R,k,§) is a é:[K,IC x X]-random representative of ((G,¢));
limy, 00 My, = 00 a.s. and By, ([G4], &) = By ([Gr,«],€™) on the event {m < M,};
for each n € Nym <m/ < M, opm € I(Bn([G+],§), Bn([Gn «],€")) and <pmm/|Bm(G) = Pn.m;

AN N

for every n';m € N such that m < M, and e € EB,.a) im0 n>n/ K,

Pn,m(€) = e

6. for every n’,m € N such that m < M,, and v € By, (G), im0 n>n ngn () = Ho-

The next lemma guarantees the existence of rep-con sequences. A constructive proof of the
lemma, which leverages the existence of suitably measurable representative graph sequences, iso-
morphisms and driving maps is deferred to in Appendix

Lemma 6.2. Fiz a complete probability space (fAZ, .7?, @) that supports the random sequence (G, &™))
converging a.s. to ((G,€)) in G,[K,K x X]. Then there exists an F-measurable sequence ofgl[z, K x
X]-random elements {(Gpn,€ " )}nen, (G, €) satisfying Properties 1 and 2 of Definition 61 In addi-
tion, given any sequence {(Gyp,&") }nen, (G,§) satisfying Properties 1 and 2 of Definition [61], the
probability space ((AZ,]?, I@) also supports a rep-con sequence ({(Gy,&"), Mp}, (G,€), {¢nm})-
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To extend the notion of rep-con sequences from initial data consisting of é:[f, K x X]-random
elements to the corresponding IPS characterized by G [, K x D]-random elements, we will need a
common probability space on which we can define both the driving noise and a rep-con sequence.

Definition 6.3 (Consistent representative convergent extensions). Given a complete probability
space ((AZ,]?, I@) that supports a sequence ((Gy,,£")) converging a.s. to ((G,€)) in G [K,K x X], a
consistent representative convergent extension (henceforth abbreviated to consistent rep-con ex-
tension) of (€0, F,P), {{(Gn, &) Inen, (G, €))) is a 4-tuple ((Q, F,F,P), {(G,, ", N), M, }nen,
(G, &, N, {nm }nenm<n,) such that

L ({(Gn,€"), Mn}, (G, €), {on,m}) is a rep-con sequence of ({{(Gn,&"))}nen, (G, )));

2. (, F,F,P) is a complete extension of the probability space (SA),]? , ]?’) such that F satisfies the
usual conditions and (G,,,N¢), n € N, and (G,N%), respectively, are F-driving noises that are
compatible with G, n € N, and G, as defined in Definition 33}

3. for each n € N and v € By, (G), N¢»

_ G
o () = N, as..

The construction of consistent rep-con extensions is facilitated by the use of so-called driving
maps defined below. Let M be the space of maps from subspaces W C N to N, which can be
equipped with a Polish topology by Remark [B.8

Definition 6.4. Given a é:[K,IC x X]-random element (G,¢&) := (V, E,¢,R,k,§), a driving map
is a random injective map 1 : V' — N, that is, ¢ is a 0(G, §)-measurable random element taking
values in M. Suppose (2, F,F,P) is a filtered probability space supporting a collection of i.i.d.
[F-Poisson processes {Ng}ren on ]Ri x J with intensity Leb? ® ¢. Suppose also that F satisfies
the usual conditions and (G, €) is Fo-measurable. Then the [K, K x My(R2 x J)]-random graph
(G,N%) defined by NG = Ny (v 1s said to be an F-driving noise generated by .

Remark 6.5. We now justify our reference to (G,N%) as a F-driving noise in Definition
It is easy to see that on any complete, filtered probability space (2, F,F,P) supporting the Fy-
measurable initial data (G,¢) and F-Poisson processes {Ng}ren, the o(G,§)-measurability (and
thus Fp-measurability) of driving maps ensures that for any Fp-measurable v € Vg, NUG is FF-
adapted and therefore supported on (2, F,F,P), and Condition 3 of Definition B.3] is satisfied.
Furthermore, conditioned on Fy, N is a collection of i.i.d. Poisson processes indexed by V. Thus,
Condition 1 of Definition B3] is satisfied. Lastly, because {Ny}ren are F-Poisson processes, for
any t > 0 and A € B((t,00) x Ry x J), (G,NY(A)) is conditionally independent of F; given Fy
so Condition 2 of Definition is satisfied. Assuming F satisfies the usual conditions, all three
conditions of Definition [3.3] are satisfied.

The following lemma shows that there always exists a consistent rep-con extension of any

convergent sequence of random elements in G, [, K x X]. We prove this at the end of Appendix[Bl

Lemma  6.6. Let {{((Gp,&"))}nen be a random  sequence  on (Q,]?, @) that
converges a.s. to ((G,£)) in GiK,K]. Then there emists a consistent rep-
con extension (Q, F,F,P), {(Gy, ", NE), My, bnen, (G, &, N {pn.m fnenm<n,,) of
((Q, F,P), {{(Gy, ")) Ynen, (G, €))) such that (Q,F,F,P) supports a collection of i.i.d. F-
Poisson processes N := {Ng}ren and driving maps ¥, n € N, and 1 that generate the respective

F-driving maps N, n € N, and NC.
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Consistent rep-con extensions are useful because, as shown in Proposition [6.11] of the next
section, under the conditions of Theorem K.3], a sequence of IPS will converge almost surely if it is
generated by a consistent rep-con extension in the following sense.

Definition 6.7. A sequence of IPS {(G,, X" )},cn, (G, X%¢) is said to be generated by a
consistent rep-con extension ((Q7 ]:7 F) ]P))v {(GTH gn’ NGn)v Mn}n€N7 (G7 67 NG)7 {(pn,m}nGN,mSMn) if
for each n € N, (G, X%€") is a N _strong solution to ([B3) for (G, &™) and, likewise, (G, X&)
is a N@-strong solution to ([B3)) for (G, ).

Not every sequence of IPS can be generated by a consistent rep-con extension of its initial
data. For example, this would fail if {((G,, ™)) }nen, ((G,§)) is a deterministic sequence of isomor-
phism classes such that (G, £")) — ((G,€)) in G.[K, K x X], and {(G, X" )} en, (G, XGE) are
mutually independent. However, as noted below, consistent rep-con extensions are preserved under
conditioning on Fp.

Remark 6.8. If {(G,, X)), cn, (G,XE¢), are IPS generated by a consistent rep-
con extension of ((Q,F,P), {{(Gn,&")) Inen, (G,€))), then for almost every w €
L{(Gp, X&)V en, (G, XG8)| Fo)(w) describes the law of a sequence of IPS generated by a con-
sistent rep-con extension of a tuple that contains the terms {((Gp,&"))(w)}nen and ((G,§))(w). A
rigorous justification of this would follow along the same lines as Lemma .8 and is thus omitted.

6.2 Proof of Local Convergence in the almost sure setting

We start by stating a “finite convergence” condition on IPS defined on finite truncations of graphs
(equipped with the associated marks).

Assumption [2I. Given any consistent rep-con extension (Q, F,F,P),{(G,, ", N), M, }nen,
(G,£,NO), {pnmbnermenr,) Of (@ F,B), {{(Gos € bncrv, (G, €))), T € Ry and m € N, there

exists an a.s. finite, Fpr-measurable random variable N, := N, 7 such that for every n € N,
(B ([Gr]), X™™[T]) 22 (B ([G4]), X™®[T]) a.s. on the event {n > N,,,} N {m < M,}, (6.2)

where X™" and X"™°° are the respective Ngzl () and Ngm(G)—strong solutions to ([B.3)) for the
initial data By, (Gn, &™) and By, (G, ).

Remark 6.9. Given Assumption @ as a consequence of Remark [6.8], if Assumption B holds for
a tuple ((Q, F,P), {((Gn,£"))},((G,€))) then it holds for a.s. every realization of the isomorphism

classes {((Gn,&"))}, ((G,€)).

The following lemma shows that the finite convergence property of Assumption [2I] holds under
our basic Assumptions [0l and 2] together with consistent spatial localization.

Lemma 6.10. Suppose the family of jump rate functions r satisfies Assumption [, and ((G,£))
satisfies Assumption [2 If the sequence {(Gn)tnen, (G) defined on (2, F,P) consistently spatially
localizes the SDE (B.3)), then the tuple ((Q, F,P), {{(Gn, &™) }nen, (G, €))) satisfies Assumption ]

The weaker Assumptions Il and 2] have been introduced in place of Assumptions Il or As-
sumption [2] with a view to future extensions of our results to more general IPS for which the latter
assumptions may not hold but the former assumptions and consistent spatial localization can nev-
ertheless be established. Indeed, as we now show, the main convergence result of this section holds
under these weaker assumptions. We defer the proof of Lemma to after the proof of this main
result.
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Proposition 6.11. Suppose that Assumption holds, the tuple ((ﬁ,fﬁ),{«(}n,g"»}nem
(G, €))) satisfies Assumption 2| and {(G})}nen, (G) a.s. consistently spatially localizes the SDE
B3). Also, let {(Gp, X ) en, (G, XGE) be a collection of IPS generated by a consistent rep-
con extension of the tuple. If ((Gpn,&™)) — ((G,€)) a.s. in G, [IC,K x X], then ((Gp, XCE")) —
(G, X)) a.s. in G.[K, K x DJ.

Proof. Let Ny := NU {oco} and let ((Go,£X)) := ((G,€)), and (Goo, XE=t7) := (G, XFE) re-
spectively. We first prove the proposition under the additional assumption that {(G,,&")}nen,, are
deterministic. In this case, let ((Q, F,F,P), {(Gy,&", N, M, }nen, (G, &N, {pn.m bnen.m<n, )
be a consistent rep-con extension of (€, F,P), {((Gn, &™) nen., ), where (Goo, %) = (G, £). In
addition, let N@~ := N, Due to Assumption [II] and the assumption of of consistent spatial lo-
calization, there exists a consistent sequence of localizing maps {Sr(+; Gy, N“*)},.en., for the SDE
B3) on {(G,,N“)},en., and by Proposition (.7, for each n € N, the SDE (@3] is strongly
well-posed for (G, &™). Hence, the N%n-strong solution X <" to ([3:3) for the initial data (G, &™)
is well defined.

Fix n’,m, M € N such that m < M < M,,. By Property 3 of Definition 6.3 for every n € N,
m < M, and v € B,,(G), Ng:’m W) = N&. Thus, by an application of Property 2 of the consistent
spatial localization property in Definition 5.4l with £ = M, n = oo, n’ = n/, ¢ = QDE%M and
U = B (G), and noting that then Z, = {M < M, } =, we see that

Sr(U; G,NY) = o(Sr(¢™ (U); G, N)) = Sr(pw aa(U); Grr, N ) = s 0 (Sr(U; G, NY))

a.s. on the event {Sp(U;G,NY) C By/(G)}. Because Sr(U; G,N%) is a.s. finite, there must ex-
ist an Fr-measurable a.s. finite random variable M,, such that Sp(U;G,N¢) C By (G) as.
Furthermore, by (53]) this implies that

’
By (Gn’)yng(Gn,)
<pn’,M(U)

B (G)

XG4T = XM OO ) ang XG0T =

@t 2 (U) [T] a.s. on {M > M,,}.
By (6.2) of Assumption DIl there exists an a.s. finite, Fp-measurable random variable Ny, such that

’
BM (Gn/)7£EM(GnI)
Pn! M (U)

Bum(G)€By, (@)

Xy T]=X [T] a.s. on the event {n’ > Ny/}.

The last two displays together show that a.s. on the event {M > M,,} N {n’ > Ny},

Bar(G)6" o
7€BM(G) [T] _ X M BM(Gn/)[T] — XGnhf [T]

B @n/,M(U) @n/,M(U)

xgem = x

Applying the last d_isplay for each M satisfying m < M < M, and noting by Property 1 of
Definition 5.1 that M,, > m, it follows that

G, Gn” n' S
Xy T = X%,’;m(U) [T] a.s. on the event {M,, < M} N {n" > Ny; }.
Sending n’ — oo and noting that then M, — oo by Property 3 of Definition 6.1, and M,, is a.s.
finite it follows that

/
. G, &n
lim x%*¢

n/—o00 ¢n’,ﬁm(

[T = X7 ¢ [T] as.

This concludes the proof for deterministic sequences.
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The random case can be obtained by conditioning on the initial data. More precisely, suppose
{{(Gns &™) bnen, ((G,§)) is random and let {(Gn,XG"vfn)jneN, (G, X%%) be the sequence of TIPS
generated by a consistent rep-con extension of the tuple ((Q, F, P), {{(Gn, ™) Inen, (G, €))). Then
by Remark B8, for almost every w € Q, L({(Gpn, X)) (G, XF¢)|Fy)(w) describes the law of
a sequence of IPS generated by a consistent rep-con extension of a tuple that contains the terms
{{(Gn, €M) (W) Inen, ((G, €))(w). Moreover, by Remark 6.9, Assumption 2] holds a.s. conditioned on
Fo. Therefore, by the proof of the proposition for deterministic initial data, P({(G,, XG¢")) —
(G, X)) Fo) = 1 a.s.. Therefore, (G, X)) — (G, X)) a.s., as desired. O

We finish the section with a proof of Lemma [6.10]

Proof of Lemmal6.10: Fix a consistent rep-con extension of the given tuple, write G =
(V,E,0,F, k), G = (Vyu, B, 0, K", &™), n € N, and set M := max,cy dg(v, ). We first consider the
case when {G), }nen and G are a.s. finite graphs and additionally assume that max,cy;, dg, (v, 0,) <
M for all n € N, and show that for any T' € R, there exists an a.s. finite, Fpr-measurable random
variable N := NM,T such that,

([Gm*],XG”’Sn [T]) = ([G*],Xc’g[TD a.s. on the event {n > N}N{M < M,}. (6.3)

Note that on the event A, := {M < My}, ([Gn«],£") = ([G4],£™). To show ([@.3), fix T € R, and
for each n € N, let ¢, : V' — V;, be the Fy-measurable map given by ¢, := ¢,y on the event A,
(on A, we may define ¢, to be any measurable function with the appropriate domain and range,
for instance, the function that maps all vertices of G to the root of G,,). For each n € Nand v € Vg,
recall from Property 3 of Definition [6.3] that Ng:(v) = Ng on the event A,. In terms of the family

of constants {C}, 7} ken >0 from Assumption [I} define
g = ET = {(tharaj) eV x [OaT] X (07 C(|clv(G)|,T] X J: Ng ({(t,r,j)}) = 1} :

Since |€| < oo a.s., we can a.s. order the elements {(vk,Tk,rk,jk)}‘,f:'l of € such that {7} }ren is
strictly increasing. Note that {74 }ren is the sequence of points in a time-homogeneous Poisson
process, which implies that each 75 is an absolutely continuous (Gamma distributed) non-negative
random variable. Thus, for any Borel set O C [0, 7] such that Leb(O) = 0, P(7 € O for any k) =
% P(ry € O,k < [E]) = 0. Let R = mf{m — G (g, XC)| 1 k= 1,...,|2|}. By the pre-
dictability of the jump rate function Tjk’vk, the random variables r; and erk’v’“ (g, X G’f) are inde-
pendent and therefore ry # erk’v’“ (T, X¢) a.s. which implies that R > 0 a.s.. On the event A,,
let

L G G.&y\ _ ,.Gnypn(vk) G
Rn (= sup { ‘T,?k (Tk, X ) Tjk (Tka XLp»,:l(Vn)

) ;kzl,...,\a},

G7§ J— G7§
where X 75 ) = (X5,

{An}nen is a sequence of events such that P(N,>pAn) — 1 so that lim, o I4,3 = 1 as.. By
Properties 5 and 6 of Definition [6.1], it follows that for each v € V and e € E,

Jvev,, - By Property 3 of Definition 611 M,, a.s. diverges to infinity, so

i T (7, 0000, ) = () 0. 64

Let &) gy = (Egn(e))eé pand K3 () = (/{Zn(v))vev. Then using the fact that the local rate functions
are class functions (specifically, applying Remark with G1 = (V, E, @,Egn (B) /{Zn (V))v Gy =G,
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and ¢ = ¢, !) in the first equality below, and combining (6.4]) with the absolute continuity of 73
and the fact that ((G,¢)) satisfies Assumption 2, we have for every k € N,

 Grn(vg) e¥3 _ i VESRL (5yRG L v) U Gie _ G e
s (o XS ) Yo = 1 X)L, = o (71X
a.s. on the event {k < ||}. Because |€] is a.s. finite, it follows that lim,_,., R, = 0 a.s.. Moreover,
the fact that R > 0 a.s. implies the existence of an a.s. finite random variable N such that,

R, < g on the event {n > N} N A,. (6.5)

We now argue that X“¢[T] = X¢"[T] on the event {n > N} N A, by making use of the
fact that for each n € Nand v € V, X5 and Xg”(f) are driven by the same Poisson processes on

n

the event A,. Fix n € N and note that by the SDE @3)), X¢¢ and X“"¢" are both a.s. continuous
on the random set {t € [0,00) \ {7k }ren} N A,. Furthermore, at time 7, the processes X“¢ and
XGnt" may either remain constant or experience a jump of size ji, at the respective vertices vy, and
©n(vg). Tt follows from the SDE (B.3]) that the processes will either simultaneously jump or both
fail to jump if and only if
sgn (rk - r]i’vk (T, XG’g)) = sgn <rk - ri“’w"(vk)(m, XG"’gn)) ,

where sgn : R — R is the cadlag function given by sgn(a) = L1450y —I{s<0}- Suppose that XGEn,) =
XGnn [7k). Then, using the predictability of the jump rates (by the Standing Assumption and

on(V)
Definition B.]) in the first equality below, we have

Sgn (Tk o /,.,‘]‘Gl;'ru(ﬁn('Uk)(Tk7 XG7L,£n)>

Gn7 n G7
= sgn (rk =7 ¢ (vk)(Tk’Xsoﬁfl(%)))

s G7 G7 : G7 Gn’ n G7
= sgn (rk =T (T, XG8) + iy o (g, XG5 — Tji, ’ (Uk)(Tk’Xeoﬁfl(Vn))) ’

However, the last line of the above display is a.s. equal to sgn (Tk — rji’v’“ (g, X G€ )) on the event

{n > N} by (6.35). Thus, X%¢[r;] = Xg:(’g; [7%] a.s. on the event {n > N} N A,. It follows that

X)) = XOUi ) as. i [E] > k and XP74[T] = XOW(T] as. if [€] = k. Applying
induction, we see that X &[T = Xg:’gl [T] a.s. on the event {n > N} N A, and so ([6.3)) follows.
To see why this implies Lemma |Z§ﬂ)ﬂ| in the general case of possibly infinite graphs, note that
(63) implies that for any m € N and any sequence {(Gy,) }nen, (G) we may replace (Gp,&"),n € N
by Bm(Gn,&"),n € N, (G,€) by B(G,€), Ny, by N and M by m in ([6.3) to get ([6.2). This
concludes the proof of the lemma. O

6.3 Proof of Theorem 4.3

We now show how Theorem [.3] follows from Proposition [6.11l The proof uses a simple argument
involving the Skorokhod representation theorem and Proposition [£.19]

Proof of Theorem[{.3. Set ((Go,&™)) = ((G,€)) and Ny := N U {oo}. By Assumption [ and
the a.s. finite dissociability of {(G)}nen.,, the conditions of Proposition 5.19] are satisfied a.s..
Hence, the collection {(G,)}nen,, a.s. consistently spatially localizes the SDE (3.3). Assumption
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[, Proposition A1l and Proposition (5.7] then imply that the SDE (B3]) is strongly well-posed for
all initial data in {((Gn,£"))}nen, . Moreover, since ((Gn,£")) = ((G.£)) in G.[K,K x X], by

the Skorokhod representation theorem there exists a (complete) probability space (£, F,P) that

supports random elements <(Gn,§”)> ((Gn,§”)>, n € Nuo, such that (G, ")) — (G, €)) =

<( 0075 )> ]P’—as ~ o~ o~ ~ o~
By Lemma [6.6] there exists a consistent rep-con extension of ((22,F,P), {{(Gn,&"))}nen..)

given by ((, F,F,P), {(Gn,&", NG") M, }nen, (G, €, NG, { G bnenment, )- For each n € No, let
(Gn,XG”’§ ) be the resulting NG”—strong solution to B3) for (Gp,£&"), where (Goo, £°) = (G, €)
and let <(Gn,XG”’§n)> denote its isomorphism class. Such strong solutions are well defined by
Lemma .10 (which establishes the existence of a pathwise unique strong solution for the initial
data <(én,£")>, n € Ny ). Because Lén}neNoo spatially localizes (3.3), by Assumption [Il and the
fact that ((G,€)) (and therefore ((G,¢))) satisfies Assumption 2] LemmalGI0 implies that the tuple
((Q, F,P), {{(Gy, £™)) nen, (G, €))) satisfies Assumption 2l Proposition [6.11] then implies

lim (G, XEE)) = (Gooy XC=£€7))  as.

n—oo
A xGngryy @ G £™
By well-posedness of B3), (Gn, X)) = ((Gn, X)) for every n € Ng. Thus,
(G, XF€")) L (G, X)) = (G, xG€) 2 (G, X)) in 6. [K, K x D. O

7 Proof of Asymptotic Correlation Decay

This section is devoted to the proof of Theorem Recall that for an unrooted [K, K]-graph G
and a vertex v € Vg, C,(G) is the connected component of G' equipped with v as its root. For the
remainder of the section, we fix a sequence of finite, (possibly disconnected) unrooted [IC, K x X]-
random graphs (G,,,£"), n € N, and a G.[K, K x X]-random element (C,(G, €)) (henceforth, denoted
just ((G,€))), all defined on a common complete probability space (fAZ, F, @) We additionally assume
that, by extending the probability space if necessary, (Q ]-A' @) also supports an i.i. d pair of vertices
(oL, 02), each uniformly distributed on G, for all n € N. The proof of Theorem [.5]is comprised of

n»-n

two steps. The first step is to establish an asymptotic independence property stated in Lemma, [7.1]
below.

Lemma 7.1. Suppose (G,,&"™) converges in probability in the local weak sense to ((G,€)). Then
((Cop (G €M), (Co2 Gy €M) = (((GM,6M)), (G, £2))), (7.1)

where = represents convergence in distribution in (S.[KC,K x X])? and (G, ™)), i = 1,2, are
two independent copies of ((G,£)).

Proof. Let f1, f2 : 94[K, K x X] — R be bounded, continuous functions. Then by [22, Lemma 2.12],
Jim B [ ((Coy (G, €))) 2((Coz (G, €")))] = E[A({(G, N E [2(((G, €)))]
=E[AWGD,eOMARIGD D). (7:2)

Since G,[IC, K x X] is a metric space, the algebra of separable bounded functions on (G,[K, K x X])?
strongly separates points and hence, is convergence determining [11, Theorem 3.4.5(b)]. Thus, (7.2))

implies (Z.I)). O
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Invoking the Skorokhod representation theorem, the second and main step of the proof as-
sumes joint local convergence of the initial data {(C,1 (Gy,&")), (Co2 (Gn,yE€™)) bnen to the ii.d. pair
((GW, WY ((GP),£2)))) and proves convergence in probability of the corresponding pairs of strong
solutions {{€y1 (G, X9")), (Cpz (G, X)) Jaery to (G, XOTEM)) (@), XG5,
The coupling proof proceeds as follows. For each i = 1,2, we first construct a sequence of driving
noises {(G,N"™")},cn such that the isomorphism class of the corresponding {IN™}-strong solution
{(€4i (G, X™"))} for the initial data (€, (Gy,£™)) converges a.s. as n — 0o to ((G(i),XG(i)’ﬁ(i))>.
From this, we construct a single sequence of common driving noises {(G,, N")},cn such that
for each i = 1,2, the corresponding {N®»}, cn-strong solutions Goa(Gn,XG"’gn), n € N, and

(GO, XD satisty
(Ci (G X)) = (G, XEV4Y)) in probability.

By the independence of {((G), X GO)ém))}i:Lg, this would imply the desired correlation decay
result.

Lemma 7.2. Given {(G,,&") }nen, suppose there exists a countable set S such that for P-a.s. every
weQ, Vg, CS8 forall n € N. Suppose also that Assumption [ holds and that the collection of

isomorphism classes {(Cyi (Gn)), (GN}eniz12 a.5. consistently spatially localizes the SDE ([B.3).
In addition, assume that for each i = 1,2,,

(Cyi (G, €M) — ((GD, €Dy (7.3)

and the tuple ({(@Oa(Gn,§”)>}neN,((G(i),f(i)») satisfies Assumption [l Then it is possible to
define a filtered probability space (Q, F,F,P) supporting solutions (Gp,X%¢" ) n € N, and
((G(i),XG(i)’5(i))>, i = 1,2, to the SDE ([B.3l) for the respective initial data (G,,&"),n € N, and
(GO @)Y i =1,2, such that as n — oo,

(@Oa(Gn,XG”’Sn» — ((G(Z‘),XG(Z')’S(Z.)»7 i =1,2, in probability. (7.4)

Proof. Fix any deterministic injection 1; : S — N. For each n € N, let (én,E") be the unique
9.[K, K x X]-random element such that |y, € I((Gn,&"),(Gp,&")). To be precise, if for each
n e N7 (Gn7§n) - (VnaEn7¢n7En7’%n7§n)7 then

(G &) 1= (Vay B 00, B R EY) = (D(Va), $(En) $(00), (B Daci, s (K5 €0y e, )

Noting that all the remaining statements of the lemma depend only on (Cy (Gn,&")) =

( B, (én,§")>, we may assume without loss of generality that S C N and therefore that
Coi (Gn,fn) is a G, (K, K x X] random element for each n € N and i = 1,2.

Now, by Assumption [IIl and the spatial localization assumption, Proposition 5.7 implies

that the SDE ([B.3)) is strongly well—posed for all initial data in the collection of marked graph
representatives {C, (Gn,§"), (GO €O}, enim1.2, where for i = 1,2 (G®,£0)) is a random rep-
resentative of ((G®, (")) (whose existence is guaranteed by Lemma [B.7). Also, by assump-
tion, the collection of g:[K,IC x X]-random elements {C,: (Gp,&")}neni=1,2 18 F-measurable.
For each ¢+ = 1,2, Lemma implies the existence of an associated consistent rep-con
extension ((Qi,}'i,Fi,Pi),{Goa(Gn,5",N"’i),M7gi)}n€N,(G(i),é(i),NG(i)),{901(1i,)m}neN,mgMn) where
(QF, Fi,F*, P") supports a collection of i.i.d. F'-Poisson processes N := {N} }zen which together
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with the driving maps En’i, n € N and E(i) generate the respective F'-driving noises N™%, n € N and
NG We may also identify (Q, F,F,P) := (Q', F1,F', P') = (02, 72, F2,P?) and assume that N
is independent of N’ so that both collections consist of F-Poisson processes. On this space, define
for each k € Nand i = 1,2, Nog_oy, := ﬁz. Then for each n € N and i = 1,2, N™ and NG are
generated from {IN} }zen by the driving maps ¢™(-) := 2@7”() —2+4i and O (.) := ZE(i)(-) —2+1,
respectively.

For each n, let L, := dg, (0,02) and let M,, be the maximal Fy-measurable random variable
such that M,, < L2 and M,, < min;— 2 M,(Li) a.s.. Define the mapping v, : V;, = N by

2

W) Y™ (v)  on the event {dg, (v,0}) < M,},

v) =
Y™2(v)  otherwise.

Since for ¢ = 1,2, the driving maps ¥™* have disjoint images and M,, < %dgn(oiﬂ 02), it follows
that ¥" is Fy-measurable and injective and is therefore also a driving map. For each n € N, let N»
be the F-driving noise generated by the driving map ¢™. Then N is compatible with Coi (Gn),
i =1,2. Because M, < Mr(f), i = 1,2, it follows that for any i = 1,2, n € N and v € B, (C;: (Gr)),

i)

NGn — Nn7i — NG( )
v v (%m) =1 (v)

Let {ni}ren be any deterministic sequence such that L,, (and therefore My, ) di-
verges to infinity a.s. as kK — o0o0. Such a sequence exists because L, — oo in probabil-
ity. Fix ¢ € {1,2} and consider the tuple T; := ((Q,}",F,]P’),{(‘foglk (G €% N ) My, e,
(G(i)f(i),NG(i)), {gpﬁf,z,m}keNvmm ). Using ([Z5)), the definition of M,, and directly checking the
three properties of Definition [6.3], i‘lg is easy to see that this tuple is a consistent rep-con extension
of R; := ((Q, F,P), {<e°3% (G €N}, (GO @), For completeness the verification is provided
below.

on the event {m < M,}. (7.5)

Property 1: By construction, ({GO%(Gn,ﬁn),Mr(f)}neN, (G(i),£(i)),{90£f7)m}neN,m§Mn) is a rep-con
sequence of ({(@O%(Gn,gn»}neN,((G(i),f(i)»). Since M, < M. for every n € N, the
tuple Ry := ({Cp (G, €™), Mnk},(G(i),g(i)),{¢£f27m}keN’m§Mnk) satisfies Properties 1,2

and 4-6 of Definition Because Mnk — o0 a.s. and Mﬂ < M,(fk) for each k£ € N,
it follows that Property 3 of Definition [6.I] holds. Thus, R; is a rep-con sequence of

({(€ay, (G € ncre, (G, €D)).

Property 2: This holds because (2, F,F,P) is part of the consistent rep-con extension of R; and
NG&» is an F-driving noise.

Property 3: This holds by (5.
Given that T; is a consistent rep-con extension of R;, by Proposition [6.11]

(€4, (G X €™ )) 5 (G, 60)) s

Lastly, note that for any deterministic subsequence {ny }reny C N, there exists a further deterministic
subsequence {ny, }sen such that limy_, Lnkg = 00 a.s.. By the above result, this implies that

ng
hm <eo?’ (Gnke ’ XG7LkZ & e

l—00 ky

) = {(GY,£1)) as.,

which immediately implies (7.4]) and completes the proof. O
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Remark 7.3. Note that the proof of Lemma does not make direct use of the form of (3.3]) but
only relies on spatial localization of the SDE, Assumptions [IIl and 2] and Proposition [6.11] all of
which could potentially be verified for solutions X%*¢ of more general Poisson-driven SDEs.

Applying Lemmas [7.1] and [7.2], we now prove Theorem
Proof of Theorem [{.5: Lemma [T1] implies that
((Coy (G €, (Coz (Gnr €M) = (G, €1)), (G262,
where ((G®, £@)) i = 1,2, are i.i.d. copies of ((G,€)). By the Skorokhod representation theorem

and Lemma [B7] there exist {<(é(i),§(i>)>},~:12 @ (G, @) },_1 9, and finite, g, K, K x X]-

~ o~ d
random elements {(Gy, 0}, &") tneN,i=1,2 @ (Gn,on,fn)}neN,i:Lg such that

(Cay, (G, €)= ((GW, 1)), i = 1,2, as..

By assumption, G @ G, and G @ G are a.s. finitely dlssocuable for i = 1,2, and n € N.
So by Assumption 0 and Proposition BT {(G,,dh, &), (GO, €0)}en i 12 con51stently spa-
tially localizes the SDE (B.3). Assumptions [ and 2] imply by Lemma ] that the tuple
(€, F,P), {{Co: (Gn, ™)) Fnen, (G, £®)) satisfies Assumption 2Il for each 1. Thus, by Lemma [7.2]

it is possible to construct a collection of driving noises {Né",Ném }nen,i=1,2 such that for each
n € N and i = 1,2, the respective N¢» and NG _solutions XCGnén and XG€" satisfy
(Can (G, XEE")) — <(é(i),XG(i)’5(i))> in probability as n — oo.

By the bounded convergence theorem, for any bounded, continuous function f : (G.[KC, K x D])? —

R, lim E [f <<(€5g(én,Xénf")>>i:1’2>} —E [f <<<(§(z’),Xéu)f(o»)i:l’z)] ‘ (7.6)

By well-posedness of the SDE ([B.3]) on each of the graphs (én, E"), n € N, and (é, 5), which holds by

Theorem [£.2] it follows that for every n € N, <<(‘3 (G, XGns 5")>)i_1 , @ ((@02(GH,XG”’5H)>)Z.:1’2

)

and (é(l)LXCi(l)’g(l)) @ (6(2),ch(2)’§(2)) 9 (G, XE<€). Together with (78] and the independence of
<(é(1),XG(1)’5(1))> and ((6(2),XG(2)75(2))>, for any bounded, continuous functions f1, f2 : G.[K, K x
D] — R, it follows that

lim-so0 B [f1((€op (Gry X9€")) fo((€05 (G XOE"))]
= s B [1((€57 (G, X5 E))) fo((Coy (G, X))

& [f((@, Xy (G, XGW”»)}
—E |A((GW, X )| B | (GO, X870 E0)]
=E [A({(G. XN E [L{(G. XF)))].
This allows us to conclude the desired result:
Tim Cov (f1({€oy (Gny X)), fo((€03 (G, XE€7)))) =0
]

Remark 7.4. From the proof of Theorem [£5] it is not hard to see that in fact the conclusion of
Theorem holds under Assumptions [IIl and Pl and the spatial localization property in place of
Assumptions [I] and 2] and the finite dissociability property respectively.
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A Counterexample: When the SDE is not Well-Posed

There are two ways the SDE (3.3]) can fail to be well-posed. Either there exist no solutions, or there
exist multiple solutions. To construct an IPS with no solutions, it is a simple matter of constructing
unbounded jump rate functions that increase fast enough that all stochastic processes X for which
B3) holds a.s. with X%¢ := X explode (have infinitely many discontinuities on some compact
interval in R, ) with positive probability. In this section, we show that well-posedness is non-trivial
even if we restrict ourselves to Markov processes with bounded jump rate functions by constructing
a graph and a collection of jump rate functions with respect to which the SDE (3.3) has multiple
strong solutions with different laws.

Proposition A.1. Let T be the tree such that for every k € N, all vertices v in the kth generation
of T have 4% children. Using the notation of Evample [[-8, suppose X = {0,1}, J = {1} and for
z€ XV andv €V, let ?IT[CL”LU(z) = 1 if both 2, = 0 and ), cn;, 2u > 0, and let ?IT[CI”LU(z) =0
otherwise. Then the corresponding SDE (B.3)) has multiple strong solutions for the initial state
& = Xy(0) =0,v € V and these solutions also have different laws.

The proof of this proposition requires us to introduce the notion of infinite causal chains.

Definition A.2 (Infinite causal chains). For any locally finite graph G, T' € (0, 00) and associated
Poisson processes N&7T defined as in (5.9)), an infinite (G, N&T)-causal chain ending at a vertex u
is a path I' = (u = ug,u1,us,...) such that for every n € N, (upn, Un_1,...,u1,ug) is a (G, N&T)-
causal chain (see Definition [(.18]).

To prove Proposition [A ] we first show that the tree 7 has an infinite causal chain almost surely.

Lemma A.3. Let T = (V, E, ) be the tree defined in Proposition[A 1 and let N7 be the correspond-
ing driving noise. Fiz any T € (0,00) and a strictly positive, non-decreasing family of constants
{Ckr}ren, and let NTT be the associated Poisson processes defined in (5.9). Then there exists an
infinite (T, NTT)-causal chain with probability 1.

Proof. Define the path I" := {¢ := vg, vy, ... } using the following recursive construction. For n > 1,
first check if there exists u € ¢, (7) such that NZ’T(2_"_2, 277=1) > 0. If this condition is satisfied,
then set v,11 = u (if multiple children satisfy this then we choose one arbitrarily from amongst
them). If not, then we choose any child of v,, arbitrarily and set it to be vy, 41.

Define U := {v;,i € I} C T, where T := {n € Ng : N,/ (271, 277) > 0}. We now claim that
U contains an infinite path a.s.. To see why, we prove the equivalent claim that U a.s. contains all
but finitely many vertices in I'. Let oy, := P(vy41 ¢ U). Note that Cpr > C := Cyr > 0 for all k.
Thus, for each v € U,

]P (NZ;T(2_’/L_17 2_TL) — 0) — 6_2771716\6171,‘771 S 6—2*71710.
The independence of the Poisson processes (NZ’ ’T)uev then implics that
—n- 4an n—
o= [[ BONITE 2 =0) < (27 '€) =2,
uec“n(T)

Because o, decreases super-exponentially fast, Y > a, < oo. By the Borel-Cantelli lemma, it
follows that with probability 1, all but finitely vertices in {v, }nen, are contained in U, thus prov-
ing the claim. Note that for any path IV = (up,un—1,...,u9) € U where wug is closest to the
root, there exists a decreasing sequence of times {t;, € (27 (@7 ®0.9)+k) 9=(d7(u0,0)+k)+1)1 guch that
NuTk’T({tk}) = 1. Thus, I is a (7,N7T)-causal chain, and we have shown that U contains an
infinite (7, N7°T)-causal chain a.s.. O
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We can now prove Proposition [A 1]

Proof of Proposition [A1: Although there are infinitely many strong solutions for the initial state
& = 0, we explicitly construct two of them. First, the process XUT S (t)=0 for allv e Vandt € Ry is
clearly a strong solution to the SDE (B3.3)) for the initial data (7, &) with r Yt z) = NT[CM( (t—)),
with 7 as given in the proposition.

Fix T' < oo. Note that for each v € V, by (5.9), NUT’T is a unit rate Poisson process. Then for
(v,t) € Vx(0,T), we say (v,t) has an infinite causal chain if there exists an infinite (7, N7°T)-causal
chain ending at v on the interval [0,¢]. Then for v € V and t € [0,T], define

TE(t) = 1 if (v,t) has an infinite causal chain, (A1)
0 otherwise.
We claim this is also a solution to the same SDE. Fix any v € V' and define
X, (1) =&, +/ I . N7 (ds,dr,dj), teR,. A2
(t) i g {r<T R ZTS) ( ) + (A.2)

If 7{ E V x R4 has no infinite causal chain, then by Definition [AZ2] for any s < ¢, either

= N7 ([s,t] x (0,1] x {1}) = 0, or there does not exist a u € N,(7) for which (u, s)
has an 1nﬁn1te causal chain. It immediately follows that for every event 7 in NUT’T in the interval
(0, 1], rlr’v(T, XU,XX—/S(T)) = 0 so that X,(t) = X, (t) = 0. If (v,¢) has an infinite causal chain,

then there exists a minimal event 7 < ¢ in NUT’T such that there exists a neighbor u of v for which
(u,7) has an infinite causal chain. By minimality of 7, (v, s) does not have an infinite causal chain
on the event {s < 7}, and hence, X, (7—) = 0 by the previous case. Thus, T’Z—’U(T, X, X8 ) =1,

No(T)
s0 X,(7) = 1. It follows that X, () = X,(t).
Thus, Xv =X/ T£ Because v and t were chosen arbltrarlly, it follows that X7 ¢ satisfies B3).
Finally, because (7, N7 T) causal chains are F7&N" -adapted, X X 7€ must also be F7-6N" -adapted
by (A). Thus, X7+ is also a strong solution to (3.3), and by Lemma A3, X7< #£ X< as.. O

B Measurable Representatives of Graph Isomorphism Classes

In this section, we establish measurability of marked graph representatives of random isomorphism
classes, culminating in the proofs of Lemmas and[6.6l Along the way, we introduce a Polish space
of canonical representative graphs that may be of independent interest. We start with preliminaries
in Section [B.I] and then establish the main measurable selection results in Section [B.2l

Throughout the section, we let Z and Z be Polish spaces denoting the respective spaces in
which the edge and vertex marks lie, and let dz and dz be associated metrics that induce the
respective topologies. Let ® be an arbitrary point not lying in Z U Z, define the spaces Z, :=
ZU{®} and Z; := ZU{®}, and endow them with the corresponding Polish topologies from Z
and Z, respectively, with ® being an isolated point. Throughout the section, we often implicitly
denote the components of (possibly random) [Z, Z]-graphs by G := (V, E,,9,9) and G,
Vi, B, 0, 0", 0™).

Definition B.1. Given a Polish space Z’ and a measurable space (2, F), a mapping F : Q —
clo(Z’), where clo(Z’) denotes the set of closed subsets of Z’, is said to be an F-random closed
subset of Z’ if it is weakly measurable in the following sense: for every open set U C Z’, the set
{w e Q:UNF(w) # 0} lies in F. Moreover, F is said to be non-empty if F'(w) # () for every w € Q.
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Several results in this appendix make use of the following measurable selection theorem.

Theorem B.2 (Kuratowski & Ryll-Nardzewski Measurable Selection Theorem). Suppose Z' is a
Polish space, (Q, F) is a measurable space and F : Q — clo(Z') is a non-empty F-random closed
subset of Z'. Then there exists an F-measurable function Z : Q — Z' such that Z(w) € F(w) for
all w e Q.

Proof. This is simply a restatement of [5, Theorem 6.9.3] in our notation, in particular with X, B
and VU in [5] replaced by Z’, F and F, respectively. O
B.1 A Canonical Subspace of Rooted Graphs and its Properties

In this section, we construct a canonical subspace of the space of [Z, Z]-graphs introduced

in Section 2.4] and equip it with a topology that is compatible with the topology of G.[Z, Z]. In
the ensuing definition, we use the following standard notion of convergence of subsets of N. Given
Sn, CN,neN, and S C N, we write S,, — S if and only if

s=U N se=NUsw

neNn/>n neNneN

Equivalently, S,, — S if and only if for every k € S, there exist only finitely many n € N such that
k ¢ S, and for every k' ¢ S there exist only finitely n’ € N such that ¥’ € S,,. In addition, we
equip N with the discrete topology. Lastly, recall the definition of cl,(G) from Section 211

Definition B.3. We equip the canonical space é:[?, Z] of rooted [Z, Z]-graphs defined in (G.1]) by
G.[Z,2] = {[Z, Z]-graphs G = (V, E,,0,9) s.t. V C N}, (B.1)
with the following notion of convergence: G, — G in Q[Z Z] if and only if
1. limy, oo, V,, = V:
2. limy, oo B, = E;

3. limy, 00 8n, = &;

W

. limne—>Eoo Jr =1, for all e € E;
€ n

5. limn—oo ) =9, for allv € V.
VeV

6. for each v € V, limngﬁo max{u € cl,(Gp)} = max{u € cl,(G)}.
For G,G' € Q[Z Z], notions such as graph distance dg(-,-), truncations By, (G), sets of isomor-
phisms I(G,G’) and isomorphism classes (G) are all defined as in Sections 1] and 241

Remark B.4. The least intuitive condition is perhaps Condition 6 of Definition B.3l but it is
necessary for the topology on G.[Z, Z] to be compatible with the topology of G.[Z, Z] (in the sense
made precise in Lemma [B.6). This is best illustrated via an example of how compatibility could
fail without Condition 6. Let Z = Z = {1} be trivial and suppose that V C {2k : k € N}, ¢ := 2
and F is any set of distinct pairs of V' such that G = (V, E,¢) is locally finite. If for each n € N,
G, is defined by ¢, :=2, V,, :=V U{2n + 1} and E,, ;== EU{{2,2n + 1}}, then Conditions 1-5 of
Definition [B.3] are all satisfied, and only Condition 6 fails. However, note that G,, & G, % G for
all n,n’ € N, so (G,,) = (G1) # (G) in G.[Z, Z].
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In order to apply Theorem o find measurable representatives of isomorphism classes, it is
necessary to prove that the space G.[Z, Z] is Polish. This can be done by direct verification using
Definition [B.3l We fill in the details for completeness.

Lemma B.5. The space é:[?, Z] is Polish.

Proof. Define the Polish space R := (N X Zg X (EQ)N)N x N, equipped with the product topology,

and consider the map 9 : G,[Z, Z] — R defined by ¥(G) := ((¢x(G))ken, 8), where for each k € N,
— .

Ve(G) = (¢ O, (Vi py Jwven), with

o max{cly(G)} ifkeV, 9 — U ifkeV, —/ L E{k,k’} if {k, k‘,} eE,
Tk otherwise, e otherwise, Uk} ©) otherwise.

We then have the following observations:

(i) The map v is a bijection from é:[g, Z] to R, where R is the subset of elements ¢ =
(s V5, {E/{k,k/}}k’eN)keN, @) in R that satisfy the following constraints:

(a) o € Vo :={keN: 9| # 0Ok

(b) for every k ¢ V¢, ), = k;

(c) One has {k,k'} C V; for every {k,k'} € E¢ := UpenE¢(k), where E¢(k) = {{k,k'} C
Nk # K Ty # 0

(d) for every k € N, ¢, = max[{k} U{K' € N: {k,k'} € E¢(k)}].

It is trivial to check that for every G € 9A[§ Z], ¥(G) must satisfy conditions (a)—(d) above.
Thus, the 1mage of G, [Z, Z] under P is contained in R. On the other hand, note that any
¢ = ((c,, 9, {ﬁ{k’k, bwen)ken, @) € R has a unique inverse under 1, described by 1~1(¢) =
G¢ = (VC,EC,@C,Ek(g),gl{hk,}(@), where V; and E; are respectively defined as in (a) and
(c) above, o¢ = @, Up(¢) =0}, € Z forAk: € Ve, and Jg 11 (¢) = El{hkl} € Z for {k,k'} € E.
Condition (c) also ensures that ( € R implies |E¢ (k)| < oo for every k € Vi, and so the
resulting graph G is locally finite. Moreover, conditions (a) and (c) together ensure that
the edge and vertex marks lie in Z and Z, respectively, thus showing that Gg is a [Z, Z]-
graph. Lastly, it is easy to see that for any G € S, [Z, Z] and ¢ € R Yop~1(¢) = ¢ and
Y~ 0 (G) = G, thus proving 1 is a bijection between S, [Z, Z] and R.

(ii) R is a closed subset of R under componentwise convergence: suppose the sequence (" =
("0 ’",{EQ’Z,M}}kreN)keN,@") € R,n € N, converges to ( = ((02,192,{Egk’k,}}kreN)keN,Q)
pointwise. Then { € R because R is Polish. To show ( € ﬁ, it suffices to show that ( satisfies
the constraints (a)—(d) in (i) above. To prove condition (a) we argue by contradiction. Suppose
75‘; = (. Then since ¢ — ¢ it follows that there exists N < oo such that ¢ = ¢ for all n > N.
Since 0;;“ — ¥, and © is isolated, this implies that for all sufficiently large n, 19;;: = 19;;" =@,
which implies ¢,, ¢ V» and thus contradicts the assumption that (" € R. Thus, this proves
that ¢ satisfies condition (a). Condition (c¢) can be established in an exactly analogous fashion.
Next, suppose k ¢ V. Then since ( satisfies (a) as shown above, ¥, = ©® and since © is isolated
and 192" — ¥y, it follows that 19;’" = @ for all sufficiently large n. In turn, since (" € ﬁ, this
implies k € Vi» and hence that c;;" = k. Since c;;" — ¢, this implies ¢}, = k and condition (b)
follows for ¢. Finally, condition (d) for ¢, which implies each E¢(k), k € N, is a finite set, can
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be deduced by similarly observing that ;" = ¢, and therefore E¢n (k) = E¢(k) for all k € N
and all sufficiently large n, and the fact that each (™ satisfies condition (d).

(iii) The map v is a homeomorphism from é:[g, Z] to R: For each n € N, let G, =
(Vo En, 0, On,90) € G.[Z, Z] and ¢(G,) = ((an702n7{E/{’]Zk’}}k’eN)keN7¢n) € R. Then we
wish to show that G, — G = (V,E,9,9,9) in §,[Z, Z] if and only if ¥(G,) — ¥(G) =
(¢ O AT (g oy renien, 0) in R.

(a) If G, — @G, then lim, ,¥(G,) = ¥(G): for any k, k' € N, Conditions 1 and
2 of Definition B.3l imply that if & € V and {k,k'} € E, then £k € V, and
{k,k'} € E, for n sufficiently large. Then for any k € V, Condition 6 implies that
limy, o0 ¢ — lingﬁo max{cly(G,)} = max{clx(G)} = ¢}, and for k ¢ V, k ¢ V,
for n sufficiently large so lim,_, C;c’n = k = ¢}. Conditions 4 and 5 imply that for

. n —/n . n "
k E V and {k, k/} E E, 11111”_)00(79;; 719{]6,]6,}) == llmn%m,(ﬁzn,ﬁgzk/})evnXEn(ﬁk7ﬁ{kJC,}) =

(ﬁk,g{k,k/}) = (19;,5/{k7k,}). If £ ¢ V, then k ¢ V,, for n sufficiently large and because
® is an isolated point, this implies that linnn_);)o 19;;" = ® = ¥}.. By the same argument,
if {k,k'} ¢ E, then lim,,_, 521?,1«} =0 = E{k,k’}- Lastly, ¢" — ¢ by Condition 3 of
Definition [B.3l Thus, ¥(G,) — ¥(G), which establishes the continuity of ).

(b) If ¥(G,) — ¥(G), then G,, — G: Conditions 1 and 2 of Definition [B.3] follow from the

convergence of 192" to ¥} and the convergence of 52,?7,@/} to 5i{k7k/} and the fact that
® is isolated in Z. and Z. This directly implies that every vertex k € V and edge
{k,k'} € E is in V,, and E,, respectively for all sufficiently large n, and likewise every
non-vertex k € N\ V and non-edge {k,k'} € N\ E is not in V;, or E,, respectively
for all sufficiently large n. Condition 3 follows from the convergence of ¢" to ¢. To
prove Condition 4, recall that we have already shown that any & € V is in V,, for
n sufficiently large. Thus, lim%g‘c;: v = limrlza?: 19;’" = limy 0 192" = 9}, = V. The
proof of Condition 5 is exactly analogous except we apply the fact that {k,k'} € FE
implies {k,k’'} € E,, for n sufficiently large and then apply the convergence of 5/{7:,14} to

Ef{,ﬁk/}. Lastly, for each k € V', because c;;" = ¢}, for sufficiently large n, this implies that
E¢(k)n{c,+1,...} = 0 for n sufficiently large so ¢}, > max cl;(G). However, {k,c,} € E
if and only if {k,c}} € E, for all n sufficiently large, and because {k,c;"} € E, and
c;f’" = ¢}, for n sufficiently large, this implies that {k,c,} € F so ¢ = maxcly(G). Thus,
Condition 6 holds.

Because v is a one-to-one map onto ﬁ, this proves the claim.
Since é;[?, Z] is homeomorphic to the closed subset R of the Polish space R, it is also Polish. [

Next, in Lemma below, we show that the map G — (G) is continuous and its set-valued

inverse map (G) — {G € é:[?, Z]: G € (G)} is lower semicontinuous in the sense of [I, Definition
1.4.2].

Lemma B.6. If G,, —» G in é:[z, Z], then the isomorphism classes also converge locally, that is,

(Grn) — (G) in G«[Z, Z]. Moreover, given the limit (G,) — (G) in G«[Z, Z] and any representative

G € (G) such that G € G[Z, Z], there exists a sequence of representatives G, € (Gy), n € N, such
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that G, = G in é:[?, Z]. In other words, the correspondence G.[Z,Z] 2 (G) — {G € é:[g, Z]:
G € (G)} is lower semicontinuous.

Proof. For convenience of notation, let [n] := {1,...,n}. We start by proving the first statement. Fix
any m € N, and let M,, := max{v € B,,(G)}. Then Conditions 1 and 2 of Definition [B.3limply that
for sufficiently large n, VN [M,,] = V,,N[M,,] and EN[M,,]? = E,N[M,,]?. Condition 3 implies that
on, = ¢ for n sufficiently large. Thus, the subgraphs of B, ([G]) and By, ([Gj «]) induced by the set
[M,,] exactly match for sufficiently large n. Then by Condition 6, max{cl,(G,)} = max{cl,(G,)}
for all v € VN[M,,] and n sufficiently large. Because B, (G) C [M,,], these statements imply that all
of the vertices in By, (G,,) also fall inside [M,,], and hence, By, ([G«]) = By, ([Gp, «]) for all sufficiently
large n, that is Ny, := min{n € N : B,,,([G,y .]) = Bin([G4]) for all n’ > n} is finite (where the
minimum of an empty set is taken to be co). For n > Ny, let ¢ m : Bpn(G) — By, (Gy) be the
identity isomorphism. Then for each v € B,,(G) and e € Ep, (), Conditions 4 and 5 of Definition
B.3] imply lim R ﬁgnm ) x
Definition 211 this proves that (G,,) — (G).

To prove the second statement, first consider the case when the representative G € (G) has
a vertex set that is canonical in the sense that V = [|V|] = {1,...,|V]}. It is easy to see that one

BT n __ . n T " 3
= hng‘go 191} = ’L%, and hmg;No; ﬂ@n’m(e) = hmreze—ﬁcl) 196 = 196. By

can always choose representatives G, = (V/, E. ¢, 0", 9"") of (G,), n € N, such that
Vi =Vl ={1,...,|V)|} for n € N, (B.2)

where we interpret {1,...,00} as N. By construction, each V,, is also in canonical form. Then by
Definition [ZT], for each m € Ny, there exist n,, < oo and a collection of isomorphisms ¢y, , €
I(Bm([G4]), Bn([G}4]1)), m € No,n > ny, such that for each m € N, the inclusions v € B,,(G)
and e € Eg (@) imply

. —/,n - . M
Jim dz (0 (,0) =0 and  lim dz (V] L Pe) =0, (B.3)
n>nm Nn>nm

Hence, there exists a sequence of non-decreasing integers M,,,n € N, converging to infinity such that

for each n € N, the inclusions v € By, (G) and e € Ep,, (g) imply dz(l?;n . (v),ﬁv) < 27Mn and
—/n n,Mn

d?(ﬁ%z,Mn (e)

by

,e) < 27Mn when M, > 0. Set ¢, := ¢, u,, and for each n € N, define 7, : N — N

wy otherwise,

5 (0) = {gpn(v) if v € By, (G),

where if v is the kth smallest element of N\ By, (G), then wj is the kth smallest element of
N\ By, (G)). Now for each n € N, define

—In

Gy = (Vy, En, ¢N75n7 ") = (Ggl(vri%@r_zl(E;L)v@;1(¢;)7 (ﬁan(e))GEva (ﬁ%Z(v))UEVn> :

By construction, for each n € N, V,, = V! = {1,...,|V,|}, just as in (B.2)). Then by definition,
for each m € N and noting that (i) when m < M,, @,|p,.(¢) = ¥n.M.|B,.(G) (Which implies
Gn B = 90;%\/1n| Bm(Gy)) and (ii) M,, increases to infinity, one has

B ([Gnx]) = (’07;3[\4'” (Bn([G), 4])) = Bin([G4]) for n sufficiently large. (B.4)

For every v € V and e € E, there exists m € N such that v € B,,(G), e € Ep, (). Then by (B.4),
v € V,, and e € E, for n sufficiently large. On the other hand, suppose v ¢ V. Then because V
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is in canonical form, |V| < v is finite. Thus, G has radius M < oco. Setting m = M + 1 in (B.4),
Bur41([Gnx]) = Bu+1([Gy]) = [G4] for n sufficiently large. Furthermore, because Bas41([Gp «]) has
radius M, it follows that [Gy, «] = Bayr41([Gn«]) = [G+]. Thus, v ¢ V,, for n sufficiently large which
implies that V,, — V. Now, suppose e = {u,v} ¢ E. Then either (without loss of generality) u ¢ V,
in which case u ¢ V,, for sufficiently large n and {u,v} ¢ E, for such n, or u,v € V. In the latter
case, we can fix m so that u,v € Bj,(G). Then for n sufficiently large, B, ([Gy «]) = B ([G«]) by
@4, so {u,v} ¢ E,. Thus, E, — E. Setting m = 0, ¢,, = B, ' (¢,) = ¢ for all n € N. Lastly, for
each v € V, fix m such that v € B,,_1(G). Then by ([B.4), cl,(G,) = cl,(G) for n sufficiently large.
Thus, Conditions 1-3 and 6 of Definition [B.3 hold. Now for each v € V and e € E, there must exist
m € N such that v € B,,,(G) and e € Ep, (). Then by the definition of M,,, it follows that

. n _ . /77, — 1 _Mn J—
33 42 (o, Do) = Jim d2 (0, P0) = Jip 277 =0

. —n = . —='n = . M, __
33, 420, V) = iy, A2 (D ary (e Ve) =l 277 =0,

Thus, Conditions 4 and 5 of Definition [B.3] also hold, proving that G,, — G in é:[?, Z].

We finish the proof of the second assertion by considering the general case in which G is
an arbitrary representative of (G) with no restriction on the vertex set. In this case, there exists
G = (V|F, @’,5/,79’) = (G whose vertex set V' := V¢ is in canonical form. Using the argument
above, construct the sequence {G},} whose vertex sets V,; := Vg are in canonical form and such
that G, = G’ in é:[z, Z]. Given any isomorphism ¢ € I(G’, G), define

S(0) = {gp(v) ifve Vg,

Wy otherwise,

where if v is the kth smallest element of N\ V', then w, is the kth smallest element of N\ V. Then
» : N — N is a bijection, so for each n € N,

i

Gy = @(Gn) = (@(Vri%@(E;L)v @(Q;L)7 (ngl(e))eeﬁ(E;L)v (19£*1(U))v€¢(‘/7§))7

is isomorphic to G}, and G,, — G. Thus, the correspondence (G) — {G’ € é:[g, Z]: G € (G)}is
lower semicontinuous by [I, Definition 1.4.2]. O

B.2 Existence of Measurable Selections

The goal of this section is to establish Lemmas and We begin this section by showing that
every random isomorphism class of rooted graphs has a measurable random representative.

Lemma B.7. Given any G.[Z, Z]-random element (G), there exists a o((G))-measurable represen-
tative [Z, Z]-random graph G in G.[Z, Z].

Proof. For every (H) € G,[Z, Z], define
U,((H)) :={H' €G,[Z,2]: H € (H)}. (B.5)

Then the set W, ((H)) is non-empty since it contains H, and is also closed due to the continuity of
the map H — (H) established in Lemma Thus ¥, maps any isomorphism class in §,[Z, Z]
to the closed set in clo(G«[Z, Z]) that contains all graphs in G.[Z, Z] that lie in that isomorphism

46



class. Given the G.[Z, Z]-random element (G), we first argue that to prove the lemma it suffices to
prove the claim that for every open set U C G.[Z, Z], the following set is open in G.[Z, Z]:

AL = {(H) € $.[Z, 2] : W.(H)) nU # 0} = | (1)}

HeU

Indeed, since (G) is a G4[Z, Z]-random element, the claim implies that 1.((G)) is a non-empty
o({G))-random closed subset of G.[Z, Z] in the sense of Definition [B.I] and the lemma follows on

—

applying Theorem [B.2l with 2" = G.[Z, Z], F = ¢¥.((G)) and F = o({G)).

We now turn to the proof of the claim. If U is empty then so is AY. Now, fix U C é:[?, Z]
non-empty. Then AU is trivially non-empty as well. For (H) € AU, suppose there exists a sequence
{{H,)}nen of (deterministic) elements of G,[Z, Z] converging to (H). Select H' € W, ((H)) NU
(which is non-empty since AU + 0). By Lemma [B.6] there exists a sequence of representative
graphs H), € (H,), n € N, that converges to H' in Z’. Because H' € U and U is open, H] € U for
all but finitely many n. By the definition of AV, this implies (H,) € AV for all but finitely many
n. Because this is true for any sequence converging to an element in AV, and because G,[Z, Z]
is a Polish space (in which convergence is equivalent to sequential convergence) AY is open. This
concludes the proof. O

Remark B.8. For Wi, Wy C N, let M(W7,W3) be the space of mappings from W; to W, and
define M := Uy, y,cny M(W1, Wa). Then any map f € M(Wi,W2) C M can be embedded in N
(equipped with the discrete product topology) via the bijective map

if n € Wy,
otherwise.

B(f) = (Bu(f)new,  where 5n<f>={§<"> for f € M(W1,W)). (B.6)

We equip M with the topology induced by 3, that is, we define a subset U C M to be open if and
only if 5(U) C NI§ is open. With this definition, 8 is automatically a homeomorphism and M is a
Polish space. We now apply Theorem [B.2] to select the isomorphisms in Lemma [6.2]in a measurable
manner.

Lemma B.9. Fiz a probability space (0, F,P) that supports finite, F-measurable Q[Z Z]-random
elements Gy, i = 1,2, that satisfy P(G1 = Ga) > 0. Then given any F-random closed subset A
of M such that A is a non-empty subset of 1(G1,G2) on the event {Gy = Gs}, there exists an
F-measurable map p € M(Vy,Va) such that ¢ € A on the event {G1 = Ga}.

Proof. Given any F-random closed subset A of M such that A C I(G1,G2), consider the set-
valued mapping B(w) := M(V1,V3) if G1 2 G2 and B(w) := A otherwise. Note that by finiteness
of G; and G2, B is also finite because B C M(V1, V3), and thus B(w) is closed for all w € Q. Let
B = {B(f) : f € B}, with 8 as in (B.6]), and note that B(w) is similarly finite and therefore closed
and non-empty for all w € Q. We claim that B(w) is weakly F-measurable. That is, for every open
U C NISI , the set {BNU # 0} is F-measurable. If the claim holds, then B is a non-empty F-random
closed subset, so by Theorem [B.2] with Z’ = Ng‘ and F = B, there exists an F-measurable random
variable b such that b(w) € B(w) for every w € €. The lemma follows on setting ¢ = 871(b).

To prove the claim, first note that the set {w : G1 = G2} is F-measurable by assumption.
Moreover, fixing any open set U C NJ, note that {G; = G2} N {BNU # 0} = {G; = G} N
{ANB~YU) # 0}, and also that U’ := ~1(U) C M is open since 3 is continuous. Because A
is an F-random closed subset, this implies {G7 = G2} N {BNU # (I} is F-measurable. Next,
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observe that {G1 2 Ga} N{BNU # 0} = {G1 2 Ga} N {M(V1,Va) N B7YHU) # 0} = {G1 &
Go} N{M(V1, Vo) N U’ # (}. However, note that

MV U #0 = |J  {Vilw) = Wii=12}n{U' N MW, W) # B},
finite W1,WaCN

which is a countable union of F-measurable sets since U’ is open. Thus, { BNU # ()} is F-measurable
for every open U, and the claim follows. O

The following lemma ensures driving maps on different graphs can be constructed so as to be
consistent with isomorphisms between those graphs, which is required in Sections [6] and [7

Lemma B.10. Fiz a probability space (2, F,P) that supports the F-measurable @[Z Z]-random
elements G;, i = 1,2. Let M be an F-measurable random variable such that M(w) € {m €
No : Bn(Gi(w)) = Bp(G2(w))} for every w € Q. Then for any F-measurable isomorphism
¢ € I(By(Gh), Bi(G2)) and F-measurable driving map 11 : Vi — N such that N\ (V1) is
infinite, there exists an JF-measurable driving map 9 : Vo — N such that 11 (v) = a(p(v)) for
every v € By (G1) and 11(G1) N2(Ga \ Bu(Ga)) = 0.

Proof. Fix an JF-measurable random variable M and JF-measurable isomorphism ¢ €
I(Bun(Gh), Ba(G2)) as in the statement of the lemma. Let Z := (N})2, equipped with the product
topology, and consider the Z-random element b = (by, ba) with b; = (b; & )ken given, for i = 1,2 and
k € N, by

0 if k ¢ Gy,

by = P (k) if k € Va,,

" Y1(p ' (k) if k € By(Go) and i = 2,
Oé(k) ifkeVs \ BM(GQ) and ¢ = 2,

where @ : N — N is an injection mapping each k to the kth smallest element of N\ (V7).
Observe that « is well defined because N \ ¢ (V7) is infinite and is also an F-measurable element
of M because 11 is F-measurable. Thus, b is clearly also F-measurable. Define 1; := B71(b;),
i = 1,2, with 3 as in (B.6)), and note that since 3~! is Borel measurable, each ; is also F-
measurable. Because 11 (V1) and a(N) are disjoint, 15 is also injective and therefore a driving map.
Furthermore, for each k € By (G1), ¢¥1(k) = ¥1(p (k) = a2(p(k)), and 1 (G1) C 1 (V1)
and ¥2(G2 \ By (G2)) € aN), so ¥1(G1) and ¢o(Ga \ By (G2)) are disjoint. This completes the
proof. O

We finish the appendix with proofs of Lemmas and

Proof of Lemmal6A The first assertion follows from Lemma [B7 and the fact that o(((G,,€"))) C
F. For the second assertion, let {(Gp, &™) bnen, (G, €) be any sequence of measurable representatives
satisfying Properties 1 and 2 of Definition By Definition 2] the convergence of ((G,&™)) to
(G, 9)) in G.[K, K x X] implies that for every m € N, By, ([Gs]) 2 By,([Gy+]) for sufficiently large
n. Since X is discrete, this further implies that there exists an a.s. finite random variable N, such
that By, ([G+],€) = Bp([Gn«),&") for all n > Ny, and Ny, is F-measurable. Then for any ¢ € M,
define the following random variable:

B, () 1= 4 2@ WGy ) + Deery ) IRy Fe) 19 € Lo,
o 00 otherwise,
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where Iy = I(Bpn([G],€), Bm([Gns],€")). Let My, = argmingc y(¥pm(p), where we define

My .. to be empty if ¥y, (@) = oo for all ¢ € M. On the F-measurable set {n > N}, I is
7

n,m

non-empty and finite, and so M
following claim:

is also non-empty and finite. We first show that to prove the

Key claim: Mgm is a F-random closed subset of M that is non-empty on the event {1, , # 0}.

Deferring the proof of the claim, first note that given the claim, applying Lemma B.9 with G; =
B ([G4],€), G2 = B([Gny],€") and A = M.} . there exists a sequence of F-measurable maps
{Br.m tn,men such that B, ,, € My for every n,m € N on the event {n > Ny,}. Hence, by the
definition of My ., the fact that B, ,, € In.m and by Definition 2], for any m € N,
lim min ¥ = lim ¥, (¢ = 0.
n—00,n>Ny, PE€EIn,m n’m((p) n—00,n>Nm n,m(‘pmm)
This implies that for every m € N there exists a F-measurable integer N, such that Vorm (@rm) <

27" for all n > Nm. Moreover, Nm is non-decreasing and a.s. finite and so M,, := max{m € N:n >
Np,} is F-measurable and increases to infinity. Therefore, Property 3 of Definition [6.1] is satisfied.
For each n € N and m < M, define ¢ m = B, a1, | B () It follows that {©n m tnenm<n, is also

an F-measurable sequence and satisfies Property 4 of Definition Furthermore, Properties 5 and
6 follow directly from the fact that for v € B,,(G) and e € Ep, (),

max{di (kg - (w)>Ev), G (B, ey Fe)) < W, (@nr,) < 27Mn 50 as n— 0.

We now turn to the proof of the key claim. Fix n,m € N. We first prove the following:
Sub-Claim 1: For each p € M, ¥, ,(¢) is F-measurable.

Proof of Sub-Claim 1: Fix ¢ € M. Define Ay, := A, 1 N A7 ,, where

m,2?
Ap1 = {(Hl,Hg) € é:[E,IC X X]2 : max _ dp,(9,v) < m},
i=1,2v€Vy,
A = {1 H) € G x XJ2: o € I(0(H), 0(Hy)) }

with 6 : é:[K,IC x X| — é:[l,?(] being the mapping that takes H = (V, Eg,on, &7, &M, eH) €
G, [, K x X] to (Vig, B, 61, &) € G,[1, X], which is the rooted representative graph H with only
the X-valued vertex marks retained. Then consider the mapping 05, : (G.[K, K x X])? — Ry U{c}
given by

ZveVHl dlC("’if;I(zv)v’ffl) + ZeeEHl dz(ggé)’gfl) if (Hy, Ho) € Af,
00 otherwise.

©7 (Hy, Hs) := {

Since Wy, 1 (¢) = O3 (B (G, &), By (Gn, £™)), to prove Sub-Claim 1, it suffices to show the following:
Sub-Claim 2: The map 07, is continuous.

Proof of Sub-Claim 2: Fix ¢ € M(Wy,Ws) and m € N. If W is infinite, ©, = oo, and so
is trivially continuous. Next, suppose |W;| < co. Then, since § and H +— max,cy, di(0,v) are
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continuous and {(Hi, Ha) € (é:[l,X])2 : ¢ € I(Hy, H)} is closed, it follows that Ay, ; and A7 ,
are closed, so Af, is likewise closed. Let {(H}, HY)}nen C é:[f, K] € A}, be any sequence that
is convergent in é:[ﬁ, K], and let (H$°, HS®) denote its limit. Then (H°, H®) € A, since A}, is
closed. Moreover, by Conditions 1 and 2 of Definition [B.3] Vip = Ve = W1 and Egp = Epge
for all sufficiently large n. Then the convergence of ©F,(H?', HY) to ©7,(H, HS®) is an immediate
consequence of the definition of % and Conditions 4 and 5 of Definition [B.3l Lastly note that
the map 0y : (G.[K,K x X])?2 — (S«[1, X])? defined by 0y(Hy, Ho) := (6(Hy),0(Hy)) is continuous
and that Af, = 0;'(A7) where A” C (é:[l, X])? consists entirely of pairs of graphs with radius
at most m. However, it is easily verified by Definition [B.3] that (since X is a discrete space) any
finite graph is an isolated point in é:[l, X], which implies that Zfl, and therefore Af;,, must also be
open. Sub-Claim 2 then follows on noting that ©7, is identically equal to infinity and thus trivially
continuous on the closed set (Af,)°.

min

Next, define \I/g‘,% := mingepm Uy m(p) where U = oo when I, ,,, = (). Then wom always

exists because Iy, p, is finite. Note that since |B,,(G)] ¥ | B (Gr)| < 00, it follows that
pmin min N4
n,m <p€M(W17W2): n,m(‘ﬁ)a
|W1|+|Wa|<oo
is a minimum over a countable collection of F-measurable random variables. Sub-Claim 1 then

shows that \Ifﬁlﬁl is also F-measurable. For any open U C M,

{Mg,m nU # @} = U {‘Ijn,m(@) = \IJS,I#L} N {\1,2171771; < OO}
QDEM(WLWQ)OU:
|[W1|+|Wal<oo
Since this is a countable union of F-measurable sets, the key claim follows from Definition [B.Il O

Proof of LemmaB.8: Let {((Gn,&™))}nen be a random sequence on (€, F,P) that converges a.s.
to ((G,€)) in G,[K,K]. By Lemma 6.2 there exists a rep-con sequence ({(Gn,&"), My} nen,
(G,&), {nmIneNm<m,) of ({{(Gn,&"))}nen, ((G,€))) defined on the same probability space
(Q, F,P). Let ) be a F-measurable driving map t : Vg — N such that N\ ¢(G) is infinite (e.g.,
consider the map (k) = 2k). Then, invoking Properties 3 and 4 of Definition [6.1] and repeatedly
applying Lemma BI0, with M = M,, G = ([G4],§), G2 = ([Gn4],"), F = F, ¢ = ¢n um, and
i1 = 9, for each n € N we can construct a F-measurable driving map ¥, : G,, — N such that for
every m < M,, and v € B, (G), ¥n(¢nm(v)) = ¥(v). Then extending the space (0, F,P) to add a
countable sequence of i.i.d. Poisson processes {Nj }ren and using the driving maps ¢, n € N, and
1 to generate the respective F-driving noise (G, N®), n € N, and (G,N%) as in Definition [6.4]
we obtain a consistent rep-con extension. O

C Well-Posedness for Finite Initial Data

Under Assumption [Tl well-posedness of ([B.3]) is common knowledge when the initial data is finite,
but we establish it here for completeness. In this case, we also show that the trajectories also satisfy
the following additional regularity property. Recall the definition of the discontinuity set Disc; (x)

given in (2.2)).
Definition C.1 (Proper trajectories). Given a countable set W and t € [0,00), we say = € D}V

is proper if Discy (xy,) N Disc, (z,) = 0 for all distinct v,w € W. Moreover, we say a trajectory
x € DV is proper if its restriction z[t] to [0,¢] is proper for all ¢ € R,
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Proof of Proposition [{.1] and trajectories being a.s. proper: Let (G,€) = (V,E,¢,R, k,£) any a.s. fi-
nite [KC, K x X]-random graph. By Lemma 3.8, it suffices to prove that (3.3) is strongly well-posed
for (G, &) with a.s. proper solutions under the additional assumption that (G,¢) is deterministic.

Let (F,N%) be a filtration-Poisson process pair in the sense of Remark 5l First note that for
any (F, N%)-weak solution (G, X) to ([3.3)), any distinct vertices u,v € V and any T > 0,

Discr (X, )NDiscr (X,) € {s € [0,T] : NS ({s}x (0, Cp 1] x J)NS ({5} x (0, Cp 7] x JT) = 1} = 0 as.,

by [B3) and Assumption [l where {C}, 7} is the family of constants from Assumption [l and k :=
max{|cly/|, |cly|}. Since this holds for all T', (G, X) is a.s. proper.
Next, fix a filtration-Poisson process pair (F, N&). Define the finite collection,

& = {(TnsTnsjnsvn) € [0,T] x [0,Crr] x T x V : NS ({7, jn)}) = 1},

K = maxyey |cl,| and {Tn}fz‘l is increasing. Note that {7,} is, in fact, strictly increasing. define
the DY.-random element X [T by,

& if0<t<m,
Xo(7n) if 7, <t < Tpy1,n < €],
Xo(t) = ¢ Xo() ifr, <t<T,n=|&|,
Xy (7n) it = Toi1, g1 > 7500 (g, X),
(X0 () + Jns1 Ht=Tng1, g1 > Tﬁil(t"H’X)'

Then note that for ¢ € [0,T], X (t) is clearly .7-"tG N easurable so X is a N&-strong solution to
B3) for (G,€) on the interval [0,T]. Furthermore, it is clear that any (F,N%)-weak solution to
([B3) must satisfy the above display, so all (F, N%)-weak solutions equal X on the interval [0, 7).
Because T is arbitrary, and for any 7" > T the corresponding solution X’ satisfies X'[T] = X[T
a.s., it follows that there exists a N@-strong solution to [B3) and that solution is pathwise unique.
Therefore ([3.3)) is strongly well-posed for (G, ¢). O

D Characterization of Strong Well-Posedness on Random Graphs

Proof of Lemma[3.8. The key issue here is to show that conditioning on the initial data does not
change the driving noise structure. Note that this is slightly non-standard as the driving noise is
indexed by the vertices of the graph and thus is not completely independent of the initial data. Let
(Q, F,F,P) be a complete, filtered probability space that supports (G, ) and a filtration-Poisson
process pair (F, N¢) such that (G, X) and (G,Y) are two (IF, N%)-weak solutions of ([3.3) for (G, &).
To prove the lemma, it suffices to prove the following claim: for P-a.s. w € Q, setting (H, &) :=
(G(w),&(w)), there exists a filtration-Poisson process pair (F# N) on some probability space
(Qf, FH FH PH) and two (FH,N#)-weak solutions (H,X) and (H,YH) to B3) for (H,¢H)
such that £((G,X,Y,N)|Fo)(w) = L((H, X", YH N)). Indeed, if the claim holds, then a.s.
strong well-posedness of ([B3)) for every realization of the random graph (G, &) implies that P(X =
Y|Fo)(w) = PH(XH = YH) =1 for P-a.s. w € Q. Hence P(X = Y) = 1, which proves strong
well-posedness. This claim can be proved via direct verification of Definitions B.3] B4l We include
the details for completion.

To prove the claim, let (H, X", Y7 N”) be a random element with law
L((G,X,Y,N%)|Fy)(w) and fix a complete, filtered probability space (QF, FH FH PH) that
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supports (H, X H yH NH ) where FH is the minimal filtration satisfying the usual conditions such
that X Y and N are all FH-adapted in the sense that for any v € Vi, XX V. and N are
all F7-adapted (point) processes. Since by assumption N is a F-driving noise, Condition 1 of
Definition B3] immediately implies N¥ is a collection of i.i.d. Poisson processes on Ri x J with
intensity Leb? ® 7, indexed by the vertices of H, and hence that (H,N) is a FNH-driving noise.

Since (B3] holds a.s., for P-a.s. w € Q, (H, X)) and (H,YH) are both graphs with random
cadlag marks that, together with (H,N), P(-|F)(w)-a.s. solve B3] for (H,&M). Thus, (H, XH)
and (H,Y ') satisfy Conditions 1 and 3 of Definition [3.4] P-a.s. with respect to the filtered prob-
ability space (QF, FH FH PH) (noting that any P(-|Fp)(w)-null event is also PH-null), and so it
suffices to prove that N is P-a.s. a collection of i.i.d. F”-Poisson processes. To do this, we note
that Condition 2 of Definition B3] implies that for any ¢ > 0 and A € B((t,00) x Ry x J), the
random element (G,N%(A)) is conditionally independent of the F;-measurable random element
(G, X[t],Y[t], N{) given Fo, where N{ = N . g, x7. Thus, P-a.s., (H,N*(A)) is independent
of (H, XH[t],YH[t], N/). Then using a standard approximation argument exploiting the fact that
Borel sigma algebras of subsets of Polish spaces are countably generated and that F¥ is complete, it
follows that P-a.s., N2 (A) is independent of F/! for all v € Vi, t € Ry and A € B((t,00) x Ry x J).
Thus, {NZ},cy,, is P-a.s. a collection of F-Poisson processes. Therefore, N is P-a.s. an F-
driving noise in the sense of Definition B.3] so Condition 2 of Definition [3.4] is also P-a.s. satisfied.
This concludes the proof of the claim. O
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