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COLLISIONS OF THE SUPERCRITICAL KELLER-SEGEL PARTICLE
SYSTEM

NICOLAS FOURNIER AND YOAN TARDY

ABSTRACT. We study a particle system naturally associated to the 2-dimensional Keller-Segel
equation. It consists of N Brownian particles in the plane, interacting through a binary attraction
in 0/(Nr), where r stands for the distance between two particles. When the intensity 6 of this
attraction is greater than 2, this particle system explodes in finite time. We assume that N > 360
and study in details what happens near explosion. There are two slightly different scenarios,
depending on the values of N and 6, here is one: at explosion, a cluster consisting of precisely ko
particles emerges, for some deterministic kg > 7 depending on N and 6. Just before explosion,
there are infinitely many (ko — 1)-ary collisions. There are also infinitely many (ko — 2)-ary
collisions before each (kg — 1)-ary collision. And there are infinitely many binary collisions
before each (ko — 2)-ary collision. Finally, collisions of subsets of 3,...,ko — 3 particles never
occur. The other scenario is similar except that there are no (kg — 2)-ary collisions.

1. INTRODUCTION AND MAIN RESULTS

1.1. Informal definition of the model. We consider some scalar parameter # > 0 and a number
N > 2 of particles with positions X; = (X}, ..., X¥) € (R%)Y at time ¢ > 0. Informally, we assume
that the dynamics of these particles are given by the system of S.D.E.s

i i 0 Xi - X .
(1) dXt :dBt—NZmdt, S H].,N]],
J#i

where the 2-dimensional Brownian motions ((Bf)tzo)iem, n7 are independent. In other words,
we have N Brownian particles in the plane interacting through an attraction in 1/r, which is
Coulombian in dimension 2. Actually, this S.D.E. does not clearly make sense, due to the singularity
of the drift, and we will use, as suggested by Cattiaux-Pédeches [4], the theory of Dirichlet spaces,
see Fukushima-Oshima-Takeda [11].

1.2. Brief motivation and informal presentation of the main results. This particle system
is very natural from a physical point of view, because, as we will see, there is a tight competition
between the Brownian excitation and the Coulombian attraction. It can also be seen as an ap-
proximation of the famous Keller-Segel equation [16], see also Patlak [20]. This nonlinear P.D.E.
has been introduced to model the collective motion of cells, which are attracted by a chemical
substance that they emit. It is well-known that a phase transition occurs: if the intensity of the
attraction is small, then there exist global solutions, while if the attraction is large, the solution
explodes in finite time.
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We will show that this phase transition already occurs at the level of the particle system :
there exist global (very weak) solutions if 6 € (0,2) (subcritical case, see Proposition [3| below), but
solutions must explode in finite time if § > 2 (supercritical case).

To our knowledge, the supercritical case has not been studied in details, and we aim to describe
precisely the explosion phenomenon. Informally, we will show the following (see Theorem below).
We assume that 6 > 2 and N > 36, we set kg = [2N/0] € [7, N]. There exists a (very weak)
solution (Xt)te[o,g) to , with ¢ < oo a.s. and such that X._ = lim;_,._ X; exists. Moreover, there
is a cluster containing precisely ko particles in the configuration X._, and no cluster containing
strictly more than ky particles. Such a cluster containing k( particles is inseparable, so that is
meaningless (even in a very weak sense) after (. Just before explosion, there are infinitely many
ky-ary collisions, where ky = ko — 1. If (ko — 3)(2 — (ko — 2)0/N) < 2, we set k2 = k; — 2 and just
before each ki-ary collision, there are infinitely many ks-collisions. Else, we set ks = k1. In any
case, there are infinitely many binary collisions just before each ks-ary collision. During the whole
time interval [0, ¢), there are no k-ary collisions, for any & € [3, k2 — 1].

This phenomenon seems surprising and original, in particular because of the gap between binary
and ko-ary collisions.

1.3. Sets of configurations. We introduce, for all K C [1, N] and all z = (z*,...,2V) € (R%)V,
1 : ; 1 : .
SK('T):WZI'Z € R?* and RK(x): ZHJBZ—SK($)”2=M Z ||332_1'j||2 > 0.
icK €K ijEK

Here | K| is the cardinal of K and |[|-|| stands for the Euclidean norm in R%. Observe that Ry (z) = 0
if and only if all the particles indexed in K are at the same place. We also set, for k > 2,

By = {:c e (R?)N : VK C [1, N] with cardinal |K| = k, Ry (z) > 0},

which represents the set of configurations with no cluster of k (or more) particles. Observe that
Ej = (R*)N for all k > N.

1.4. Bessel processes. We recall that a squared Bessel process (Z;);>¢ of dimension § € R is a
nonnegative solution, killed when it reaches 0 if § < 0, of the equation

t
Zy = Zo+ 2/ \ Z AW, + 0t
0
where (W});>0 is a 1-dimensional Brownian motion. We then say that (v/Z;);>0 is a Bessel process
of dimension §. This process has the following property, see Revuz-Yor [2I, Chapter XI]:
e if 6 > 2, then a.s., for all t > 0, Z; > 0;
e if § € (0,2), then a.s., Z is reflected infinitely often at 0;
e if § <0, then Z a.s. hits 0 and is then killed.
Applying informally the It6 formula, one finds that Y; = /Z; should solve
§—1 [tds
Y=Y+ W, + —— —
t o+ Wi+ > J, Vo
which resembles in that we have a Brownian excitation in competition with an attraction by

0, or a repulsion by 0, depending on the value of §, proportional to 1/r. This formula rigorously
holds true only when 6 > 1, see [2I, Chapter XIJ.
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1.5. Some important quantities. Consider a (possibly very weak) solution (X¢);>o to . As
we will see, when fixing a subset K C [1, N] and when neglecting the interactions between the
particles indexed in K and the other ones, one finds that the process (Rx (X¢))i>0 behaves like a
squared Bessel process with dimension dg n(|K|), where

2) don (k) = (k= 1)(2 - 20).

Similar computations already appear in Haskovec-Schmeiser [12], see also [§]. A little study, see
Appendix [A] see also Figure and Subsection for numerical examples, shows the following
facts. For r € R4, we set [r] = min{n € N:n > r}.

Lemma 1. Fiz 6 > 0 and N > 2 such that N > 0. For ko = [2¥] > 3, we have
(3) don(k)>0 if ke[2,ko—1] and don(k) <0 if k> ko.
We also define ki = ko — 1, and

. { ko—2 if don(ko—2) <2,

ko—1 if don(ko—2)>2.

If 0 > 2 and N > 30, then ko € [7, N] and it holds that
e do n(2) €(0,2);
o don(k)>24fke[3,ks—1];
o don(k) €(0,2) if k € {ka,k1};
o dgn(k) <0 ifk > k.

FIGURE 1. Plot of dg,n(k) as a function of k € [2, N] with N =9 and with
0 = 2.35 (left) and 0 = 2.42 (right).
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We thus expect that there may be some non sticky k-ary collisions for k € {2, ks, k1}, some
sticky k-ary collisions when k > ko, but no k-ary collision for k € [3, ko — 1].

1.6. Generator and invariant measure. As we will see, it will happen that Ry (X) vanishes
at some time 7 strictly before explosion and for some subset K C [1,N] of cardinal k1, and
Ry (X) behaves like a squared Bessel process with dimension dp y(k1) around this instant 7.
Since dg n(k1) can belong to (0,1] for some values of N and 6, this implies in this case that
f:faa [Ri(X,)]7'/?ds = oo a.s. for all a > 0, which can be shown by comparison with the 1-

dimensional Brownian motion. Since now || X! — X7|| < [Rx(X,)]*/? for all i,j € K, the S.D.E.
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(1) cannot have a solution in the classical sense, because the drift term cannot be integrable in
time. We will thus define a solution through the theory of the Dirichlet spaces.

For z = (z1,...,2") € (R?)" and for dx the Lebesgue measure on (R?)V, we set
(4) m(z) = H |zt — 27| 79N and p(dz) = m(z)dz.
1<i#j<N

Informally, the generator of the solution to is given by £X, where for ¢ € C?((R?)V),

6) L) = 3000) — v Y T Vo) = g divim(@) V()

P ] om(w)

It is well-defined for all x € F5 and p-symmetric. Indeed, an integration by parts shows that

0 vVeweB). [ etodi=-3 [ Vovedu=[ ut¥edn
(R2)N (R2)N (R2)N
As we will see in Proposition the measure p is Radon on (R2)" in the subcritical case
0 € (0,2), while it is Radon on Ej, (and not on Fj,41) in the supercritical case § > 2. This will
allow us to use some results found in Fukushima-Oshima-Takeda [11] and to obtain the following
existence result.

Proposition 2. We fit N > 2 and 0 > 0 such that N > 0 and recall that ko = [2N/0]. We
set X = Ey, and Xn = X U{A}, where A is a cemetery point. There exists a continuous Hunt
process X = (Q%, MX (X4)i>0, (PX)zex, ) with values in Xa, which is p-symmetric, with regular
Dirichlet space (£X,FX) on L?((R?)N, ) with core C°(X) defined by

o 1

forall ¢eC@), o) =5 [ IVelPd== [ et
(R2)N (R2)N

and such that for all x € FEo, all t > 0, the law of X; under P, has a density with respect

to the Lebesque measure on (R?)N. We call such a process a KS(6, N)-process and denote by

¢C=1inf{t > 0: X; = A} its life-time.

We refer to Subsection [B.1]|for a quick summary about the notions used in this proposition: Hunt
process, link between its generator, semi-group and Dirichlet space, definition of the one-point
compactification topology endowing Xa, etc. Let us mention that by definition, A is absorbing,
ie. X; = Aforallt > (. Also, t — X; is a priori continuous on [0,00) only for the one-
point compactification topology on X, which precisely means that it is continuous for the usual
topology of (R%)N during [0,¢), and it holds that ¢ = lim, ,. inf{t > 0 : X; ¢ K,} for any
increasing sequence of compact subsets (/Cp, ), >1 of Ey, such that U,>1K,, = Ej,.

As we will see in Remark for all x € E,, under PX, X; solves during [0,0), where
o=inf{t > 0: X; ¢ Ey}. By the Markov property, this implies X; solves during any open
time-interval on which it does not visit X'\ Es.

When 6 < 2, we have kg > N and thus Ej, = (R?)N. We will easily prove the following
non-explosion result, which is almost contained in Cattiaux-Pédeches [4], who treat the case where
0 € (0,2(N —2)/(N —1)).

Proposition 3. Fiz § € (0,2) and N > 2. Consider the KS(0, N)-process X introduced in
Proposition[4 For all x € Es, we have P, (¢ = 00) = 1.
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When 6 > 2, we will see that there is explosion. Note that any collision of a set of k > kg
particles makes the process leave Ey, and thus explode. However, it is not clear at all at this point
that explosion is due to a precise collision: the process could explode because it tends to infinity
(which is not hard to exclude) or to the boundary of E}, with possibly many oscillations.

1.7. Main result. To avoid any confusion, let us define precisely what we call a collision.

Definition 4. (i) For K C [1, N], we say that there is a K -collision in the configuration x € (R?)N
if Ric(x) = 0 and if Rgygiy(z) >0 foralli e [1,N]\ K.

(it) For a (R?)N -valued process (Xi)ie(0,c), we say that there is a K-collision at time s € [0,()
if there is a K-collision in the configuration Xs.

The main result of this paper is the following description of the explosion phenomenon.

Theorem 5. Assume that 8 > 2, that N > 36 and recall that kg € [7,N], k1 = ko — 1 and
ky € {ko — 1,ko — 2} were defined in Lemma[il Consider the KS(0, N)-process X introduced in
Proposition[4 For all x € Es, we Py-a.s. have the following properties:

(i) ¢ is finite and Xo— = limy_c— X; ewists for the usual topology of (R*)N;

(i) there is Ko C [1,N] with cardinal |Ko| = ko such that there is a Ky-collision in the
configuration X¢_, and for all K C [1,N] such that |K| > ko, there is no K-collision in the
configuration X¢_;

(iii) for all t € [0,¢) and all K C Ky with cardinal |K| = ky, there is an infinite number of
K -collisions during (t,{) and none of these instants of K-collision is isolated;

() if ko = ko — 2, then for all L C K C Ky such that |L| = kq and |K| = k1, for all instant
t € (0,¢) of K-collision and all s € [0,t), there is an infinite number of L-collisions during (s,t)
and none of these instants of L-collision is isolated;

(v) for all K C [1, N] with cardinal |K| € [3, ke — 1], there is no K -collision during [0, ();

(vi) for all L C K C Ky such that |L| = 2 and |K| = ko, for all instant t € (0,¢) of K -collision
and all s € [0,t), there is an infinite number of L-collisions during (s,t) and none of these instants
of L-collision is isolated.

The condition € > 2 is crucial to guarantee that ky < N. On the contrary, we impose N > 30
for simplicity, because Lemma [I| does not hold true without this assumption. The other cases
may also be studied, but we believe this is not very restrictive: N is thought as very large when
compared to 6, at least as far as the approximation of the Keller-Segel equation is concerned.

1.8. Comments. Let us mention that the very precise values of N and 6 influence the value ks.
(a) If N =200 and 0 = 4.04, we have ko = 100, k1 = 99 and ko = 98.
(b) If N =200 and 6 = 4.015, we have kg = 100 and k; = ko = 99.

Let us describe informally, in the chronological order, what happens e.g. in case (b) above.
We start with 200 particles at 200 different places. During the whole story, there is no k-ary
collision for £ = 3,...,98. Here and there, two particles meet, they collide an infinite number
of times, but manage to separate. Then at some times, we have 98 particles close to each other
and there are many binary collisions. Then, if a 99-th particle arrives in the same zone (and
this eventually occurs), there are infinitely many 99-ary collisions, with infinitely many binary
collisions of all possible pairs before each. These 99 particles may manage to separate forever, or
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for a large time, but if a 100-th particle arrives in the zone (and this situation eventually occurs),
then there are infinitely many 99-ary collisions of all the possible subsets and, finally, a 100-ary
collision producing explosion, and the story is finished. Informally, the resulting cluster is not able
to separate, because the attraction dominates the Brownian excitation, since a Bessel process of
dimension dp n(100) < 0 is absorbed when it reaches 0. We hope to be able, in a future work, to
propose and justify a model describing what happens after explosion.

1.9. References. In many papers about the Keller-Segel equation, the parameter y = 476 is used,
so that the transition at § = 2 corresponds to the transition at y = 87. As already mentioned, this
nonlinear P.D.E. has been introduced to model the collective motion of cells, which are attracted
by a chemical substance that they emit. It describes the density f:(z) of particles (cells) with
position 2 € R? at time ¢t > 0 and writes, in the so-called parabolic-elliptic case,

o
]2

Informally, this solution should be the mean-field limit of the particle system as N — oo.

(7) 0ufula) + 61w, (K » )(0) fulw)) = S Aufula), where K (r) =

We refer to the recent review paper on by Arumugam-Tyagi [I]. The best existence of
a global solution to , including all the subcritical parameters 6 € (0,2), is due to Blanchet-
Dolbeault-Perthame [2]. The blow-up of solutions to (7)), in the supercritical case 6 > 2, has been
studied e.g. by Fatkullin [7] and Velasquez [24] 25]. More close to our study, Suzuki [23] has shown,
still in the supercritical case, the appearance of a Dirac mass with a precise (critical) weight, at
explosion. This is the equivalent, in the limit N — oo, to the fact that lim; ,._ X; exists and
corresponds to a K-collision, for some K C [1, N] with precise cardinal k. Let us finally mention
Dolbeault-Schmeiser [6], who propose a post-explosion model in the supercritical case.

Concerning particle systems associated with , let us mention Stevens [22], who studies a
physically more complete particle system with two types of particles, for cells and chemo-attractant
particles, with a regularized attraction kernel. Haskovec and Schmeiser [12] [13] study a particle
system closer to , but with, again, a regularized attraction kernel.

Cattiaux-Pédeches [4], as well as [§], study the system without regularization in the subcrit-
ical case: existence of a global solution to (1)) has been shown in [8] when 6 € (0,2(N —2)/(N —1)),
and uniqueness of this solution has been established in [4]. Also, the theory of Dirichlet spaces
has been used in [4] to build a solution to (). Finally, the limit as N — oo to a solution of (7) is
proved in [§] in the very subcritical case where 6 € (0,1/2), up to extraction of a subsequence. This
last result has been improved by Bresch-Jabin-Wang [3], who remove the necessity of extracting
a subsequence and consider the (still very subcritical) case where 6§ € (0,1). Olivera-Richard-
Tomasevic [18] have recently established the N — oo convergence of a smoothed version of , for
all the subcritical cases 6 € (0,2). Informally, in view of the mean distance between particles, the
regularization used in [I8] is not far from being physically reasonable. There is also a related paper
of Jabir-Talay-Tomasevic [14] about a one-dimensional but more complicated parabolic-parabolic
model.

Let us finally mention the seminal paper of Osada [19], see also [9] for a more recent study,
which concerns the vortex model: this is very close to (L)), but the attraction —z/|z|? is replaced
by a rotating interaction 2 /|z|?, so that particles never encounter.

1.10. Originality and difficulties. To our knowledge, this is the first study of the supercritical
Keller-Segel particle system near explosion. We hope that this model, which makes compete
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diffusion and Coulomb interactions, is very natural from a physical point of view, beyond the Keller-
Segel community. The phenomenon we discovered seems surprising and original, in particular
because of the gap between binary and ke-ary collisions. We are not aware of other works, possibly
dealing with other models, showing such a behavior.

In Section 3} we give the main arguments of the proofs, with quite a high level of precision,
but ignoring the technical issues. While it is rather clear, intuitively, that the process explodes in
finite time when 6 > 2 and that no K-collisions may occur for |K| € [3, ke — 1], the continuity at
explosion is tedious, and some rather deep arguments are required to show that that each ko-ary
collision is preceded by many binary collisions, that each kj-ary collision is preceded by many
ko-ary collisions, that explosion is preceded by many ki-ary collisions, and that explosion is due to
the emergence of a cluster with precise size kg (which more or less says that a possible (ko + 1)-ary
collision would necessarily be preceded by a ko-collision).

Actually, the rigorous proofs are made technically much more involved than those presented in
Section [3] because we have to use the theory of Dirichlet spaces. Due to the singularity of the
interactions and to the occurrence of many collisions near explosion, we can unfortunately not,
as already mentioned, deal at the rigorous level directly with the S.D.E. (1). We thus have to
use some suitable heavy versions of some usual tools such as It6’s formula, Girsanov’s theorem,
time-change, etc.

1.11. Plan of the paper. In Section 2] we introduce some notation of constant use. In Section [3]
we explain the main ideas of the proofs, with quite a high level of precision, but without speaking
of the heavy technical issues related to the use of the theory of Dirichlet spaces. Section [4] is
devoted to the existence of a first version of the Keller-Segel process, namely without the property
that PX o X, ! has a density, and we introduce a spherical Keller-Segel process. In Section [5] we
show that the Keller-Segel process enjoys a crucial and noticeable decomposition in terms of a 2-
dimensional Brownian motion, a squared Bessel process and a spherical process. Section [f] consists
in building some smooth approximations of some indicator functions that behave well under the
action of the generator £X. In Section E we make use of the Girsanov theorem to prove that
when two sets of particles of a K S-process are not too close from each other, they behave as two
independent smaller K S-processes. In Section |8 we study explosion and continuity (in the usual
sense) at the explosion time. Section |§| is devoted to establish some parts of Theorem [5| for some
particular ranges of values of N and 6. Using the results of Section[7} we reduce the general study
to the special cases of Section [J] and we prove, in Section [I0] that the conclusions of Theorem [f]
hold true for quasi all z € X. Finally, in Section we remove the restriction for quasi all x € X
and conclude the proofs of Propositions [2] and [3] and of Theorem

Appendix [A] contains a few elementary computations: proof of Lemma [T} proof that x is Radon
on Ey,, and study of a similar measure on a sphere. We end the paper with Appendix E that
summarizes all the notions and results about Dirichlet spaces and Hunt processes we shall use.

2. NOTATION

We introduce the spaces

N
H:{wE(R2)N:S[[LN]](x):0}, S:{xE(RQ)N:ZHxiHQ:l} and S=HNS.
i=1
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For u € S, we have S nj(u) = 0 and Ry nj(u) = 1. We consider the (unnormalized) Lebesgue
measure o on S, as well as, recall .

(8) B(du) = m(u)o(du).
We define v : R? — (R?)Y by v(2) = (2,...,2) and ¥ : R? x R} x S = Ey C (R?)N by
(9) U(z,ru) =v(z) + V7 u, ie. (U(z,7,u))" = 2z —ru' for ie€[l,N].

We have Spy nj(¥(2,7,u)) = z and Ry np(¥(2,7,u)) =7
The orthogonal projection 7z : (R%)Y — H is given by
mu(x) = x —y(Sp,Np(2)), ie. (mu(z))" =2 — Sp np(z) for i€ [1,N]
and we introduce ®s : Eny — S defined by

THT . . oxt— S[[LN]] () .
10 Ps(z) = ——, ie. Ps(z))' = ——=—=— for i€ [1,N].
(10) o(w) = ey (o)) = = [1.N]

For z € (R?)V \ {0}, the projections 7,1 : (R*)Y — 2t and 7, : (R?)N — span(z) are given by

Ty )

where z -y = vazl xt gyt
We denote by b: Ey — (R?)N the drift coefficient of (I): for z = (2',...,2") € Es,

Vm(x)

(1) b(w) = g

2\N . _ a’ — 2 .
€ (R%)™, ie. =-x 27; e eR® for i€e][l,N].
VE)

Finally, we introduce the natural operators defined for ¢ € C*(S) and u € S by
(12) Vsp(u) = V[p o @s)(u) € (RN and  Agp(u) = Alp o Bg](u) € R,

where V and A stand for the usual gradient and Laplacian in (R?)". Since S ¢ Eyx C (R?)V
with En open, and since ®g is smooth on Ey, we can indeed define V{p o ®g](u) and Afp o Pgl(u)
for all u € S. Similarly, for ¢ € C1(S, (R?)V) and u € S, we set

(13) divsp(u) = div[p o Ps](u) € R.

To conclude this subsection, we note that for all ¢ € C°((R?)Y), for all u € S,

(14) Vs(els)(u) = mr (w1 (Vo(w)).
Indeed, it suffices to observe that setting G(x) = x/||z|| for all z € (R?)V\ {0}, we have &g = Gomy,
d,G = 7,1 /||z|| and dy7y = 7y and that for u € S, we have 7y (u) = v and ||7g (u)|| = 1.

3. MAIN IDEAS OF THE PROOFS

Here we explain the main ideas of the proofs of Proposition [3] and Theorem [5] The arguments
below are completely informal. In particular, we do as if our K.S(6, N)-process (X¢)ie[0,c) Was a
true solution to until explosion and we apply Itd’s formula without care. We always assume at
least that N > 2, 0 > 0 and N > 6, which implies that ky = [2N/6] > 3.
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3.1. Existence. The existence of the KS(6, N)-process (X¢)e(o,¢), With values in Ey,, is an easy
application of Fukushima-Oshima-Takeda [IT, Theorem 7.2.1]. The only difficulty is to show that
the invariant measure p is a Radon on Ej,, see Proposition The process may explode, i.e.
get out of any compact subset of Fy, in finite time. Observe that a typical compact subset of Ey,
is of the form, for € > 0,

K. ={z € (R*)Y :||z|| < 1/¢ and for all K C [1, N] such that |K| = ko, Rx(z) > e}.

3.2. Center of mass and dispersion process. One can verify, using It6’s formula, that the
center of mass Sp;,v7(X) is a 2-dimensional Brownian motion with diffusion constant N~1/2, that
the dispersion process Ry nj(X) is a squared Bessel process with dimension dg v (), recall ,
and that these two processes are independent.

Consequently, if ¢ < oo, the limits lim; ;¢ Spy np(X¢) and limy ¢ Rpy np(X:) a.s. exist, and
this implies that limsup,_,_ || X¢|| < oo: the process cannot explode to infinity, it can only explode
because it tends to the boundary of Ej,. If moreover kg > N (i.e. if § < 2), this is sufficient to
show that ¢ = oo, since then Ej, = (R?)V

3.3. Behavior of distant subsets of particles. Consider a partition Ky, ..., K, of [1, N]. If
we neglect interactions between particles of which the indexes are not in the same subset, we have,
for each ¢ € [1,p], setting 8, = 0| K,|/N,

0 X - X}
dXj =dBj - — > —l—i_di, i€k,
Kol | ey X = X

and we recognize a K S(6y, |K|)-process.

During time intervals where particles indexed in different subsets are far enough from each
other, we can indeed bound the interaction between those particles, so that the Girsanov theorem
tells us that (X{)ick,,...,(X{)ick, behave similarly, in the sense of trajectories, as independent

KS(61, K1)y ooey KS(@I,, | Kp|)-processes.

3.4. Bessel behavior of isolated subsets of particles. Consider K C [1, N]. As seen just
above, during time intervals where the particles indexed in K are far from all the other ones, the
system (X});ex behaves, in the sense of trajectories, like a KS(0|K|/N,|K|)-process. Hence, as
seen in Subsectlon RK (Xt) behaves like a squared Bessel process of dimension dg|x|/n, x| (| K1),
which equals dg, N ), recall (| .

3.5. Continuity at explosion. Here we assume that N > 6 > 2, so that ko € [2, N] and we
explain why a.s., { < oo and X¢_ = lim;,¢_ X; exists, in the usual sense of (R%)N

(a) We first show that ¢ < oo a.s. On the event where ¢ = oo, the squared Bessel process
Rp1 np(X) is defined for all times and hits zero in finite time, since dg v (N) < 0 (because 6 > 2).
This implies that X has a [1, N]-collision, and thus leaves Ej, (since kg < N) in finite time, which
contradicts the fact that ( = oco.

(b) We next show by reverse induction that a.s. for all K C [1, N] with |K| > 2, we have
(15) either lim Rg(X;) =0 or liminf Rx(X;) > 0.
t—=(— t—(—
If K =[1,N], lim;,¢c— Rr(X;) exists by continuity of the (true) squared Bessel process Ry (X})

and this implies the result. We now fix n € [3, N] and assume that holds true for all K
such that |K| > n. We consider K C [1, N] with |[K| = n — 1: by induction assumption, either
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there is ¢ ¢ K such that lim; ¢ Rgyug3(X¢) = 0 and then lim; ¢ Rix(Xy) = 0, or for all
i € [1,N]\ K, liminf; ,c Rgugiy(X¢) > 0. In this last case, and when limsup, . Rx(X;) > 0
and liminf, ,._ Ri(X;) = 0 (which is the negation of ), there are o > 0 and ¢ > 0 such that
(i) Rx(X:) upcrosses [¢/2,¢] infinitely often during [( — a, () and (ii) for all ¢t € [¢ — «, () such
that Ry (X:) < €, the particles indexed in K are far from all the other ones (because then Rx (X;)
is small and Rp(;3(X;) is large for all i ¢ K), so that R (X;) behaves like a squared Bessel
process with dimension dg, v (| K|), see Subsection[3.4] Points (i) and (ii) are in contradiction, since
a squared Bessel process is continuous and thus cannot upcross [e/2,¢] infinitely often during a
finite time interval.

(¢) We can now show by induction that for all n € N,

P for all # > 2 and all N > 0 such that kq(0, N) = N — n,
. if (Xt)ieo,¢) is a KS(0, N) -process, then lim; , X; exists a.s.

Here, and only here, we indicate the dependence of ko = [2N/0] in N and 6. Observe that N > 6
implies that ko(f, N) > 3 and thus that N > n + 3.

We first show P(0). For N > 6 > 2 such that kg = N and for (X¢)¢ejo,¢c) a KS(0, N)-process,
we have lim; ¢~ Ry nj(X¢) = 0. Indeed, lim; ¢ Ry np(X;) exists because Ry ny(X¢) is a (true)
squared Bessel process and is thus continuous, and if this limit was positive, the process would
remain in a compact of Ey, = Ex and would not explode. Since furthermore Sy n7(X:) is a (true)

Brownian motion on [0,() and so a.s. has a limit S € R? as t — (—, we conclude that for all
i€ [1,N], limye— X} = S.

We next fix n € N, assume that P(0),...,P(n) are true and we prove P(n+1). Wefix N > 6 > 2
such that ko(0, N) = N — (n+1) and consider (X¢)e[o,¢) a K S(6, N)-process. By point (b) above,
we can find K C [1, N] such that lim; ¢~ Rx(X;) = 0 and liminf; o Rgygy(X:) > 0 for all
i ¢ K. Consequently, the particles indexed in K are far, just before explosion, from the particles
indexed in K°¢. Thus by Subsection (X})iex and (X})icxe behave, just before explosion, like
two independent KS(0|K|/N,|K|) and KS(0|K¢|/N,|K°|)-processes, with life-times (1,{2 > (.
These two processes are continuous at ¢ by induction assumption, let us e.g. detail what happens
for the second one:

(i) if {2 > ¢, this is obvious;

(ii) if 2 = ¢, then necessarily 6| K¢|/N > 2, because else (X});cxe would not explode, see Sub-
section [3.2] We also have |K¢| > 0| K°|/N because N > 6, and we finally have ko(0|K°|/N,|K¢|) =
ko(0,N) =N — (n+1) > |K°| = n. Thus (X});c[o,¢,),ic ke has a limit at (— = {,— by P(n).

(d) Fix N > 6 > 2. Then kg < N and X¢_ = lim; ¢ X; exists by P(N — ko).

3.6. A spherical process. We recall that S, 7y, 7,1 and b were introduced in Section [2[ and
introduce the possibly exploding (with life-time &) process (Ut)ie[o,¢) With values in SN Ey,, infor-
mally solving (we will also use here the theory of Dirichlet spaces), for some given Uy € SN Ej,
and some (R?)"-valued Brownian motion (B;)¢>o,

t t 2N _ 3 t
U, =Uy+ / myrmpdBs + / WUSLWHb(US)dS - / U,ds.
0 0 0

We call such a process a SK.S(6, N)-process.
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One can check that this process is S-symmetric, where 3 is defined in , and that 8 is Radon
on SN Ey,, see Proposition And we will see that if kg > N, then B(S) < oo, so that the
process (U;)¢>o is non-exploding and positive recurrent.

3.7. Decomposition of the process. We assume that N > 2 and § > 0 are such dg n(N) < 2
and, as usual, N > 6. We consider a 2-dimensional Brownian (M;);>¢ with diffusion constant
N~1/2_ a squared Bessel process (Dy)c[o,r,) With dimension dy n(N) killed when it hits 0, with
life-time 7p, and a SKS(0, N)-process (Ut)ico,¢), these three processes being independent. We
introduce the time-change

tds

o Dy’
Since Tp < oo (because dg v (N) < 2), since D, = 0 and since, roughly, the paths of (m)tE[O,To)
are 1/2-Holder continuous, it holds that A,, = oo a.s. We introduce the inverse function p :
[0,00) = [0,7p) of A:[0,7p) — [0, 00).

At = te [O,TD).

We also set ¢’ = pe and observe that ¢’ < 7p, since p is [0, 7p)-valued, and that ¢’ < 7p if and
only if £ < co. A tedious but straightforward computation shows that, recalling @,
Xy =VU(My,Dy,Uys,), ie. X{=M++DU,,  i€][l,N],
which is well-defined during [0,(’), solves ().

This decomposition of the KS(0, N)-process, which is noticeable in that U satisfies an au-
tonomous S.D.E. and thus is Markov, is at the basis of our analysis.

In other words, (X¢)¢cjo,¢’) is the restriction to the time interval [0,¢’) of a K.S(0, N)-process
(Xt)te[o,¢)- Moreover, we have ¢’ = ¢ A 7p: if £ is finite, then U gets out of SN Ey, at time &, so
that X gets out of Ey, at time ¢’ = p¢ < 7p, whence ( = (' = ( A 7p; if next & = oo, then ' =7p
and U remains in Ey, for all times, so that X remains in Ej, during [0,7p), whence ¢ > 7p.

We have Sp1 ny(X¢) = My and Ry ny(X¢) = Dy for all t € [0,{ A 7p), because U is S-valued.
By definition of S, the process U cannot have any [1, N]-collision. But for any K C [1, N] with
cardinal at most N — 1,

(16) U has a K-collision at t € [0,€) if and only if X has a K-collision at p; € [0,{ A Tp).

Moreover, as seen a few lines above, £ < oo is equivalent to ( < 7p. In other words, since
Ry np(Xt) = Dy for all t € [0, A7p) and since 7p = inf{t > 0: Dy = 0}, we have

(17) < if and only if inf Rp np(X:) > 0.
t€[0,0)

3.8. Some special cases. Using the Girsanov theorem, see Subsection [3:4 we will manage to
reduce a large part of the study to the special cases that we examine in the present subsection.
Here we explain the following facts, for N > 2 and 6 > 0 with N > 6:

(a) if do v (N —1) € (0,2), then a.s., 7p = inf{t > 0: Ry n7(X;) = 0} < ¢ and for all r € [0,7p),
all K C [1, N] with [K| = N — 1, (X¢)se0,¢) has infinitely many K-collisions during [r, 7p);

(b) if dg, N (N — 1) <0 (whence kg < N — 1), then a.s., inf,c(o ¢) Rp1 np(Xt) > 0.
We keep the same notation as in the previous subsection.

(i) We first verify that in (a), 7p < (. Since dg ny(IN — 1) € (0,2), it holds that kg > N. If first
ko > N, then ¢ = oo by Subsection and we are done. If next kg = N, then ¢ < co and X¢_



12 NICOLAS FOURNIER AND YOAN TARDY
exists by Subsection [3.5] Moreover X cannot belong to Ey, = Ex by definition of ¢ and thus
has its N particles at the same place, i.e. Rj nj(X¢—) = 0: we have ( = 71p.

(i) In (b), ¢ < oo by Subsection [3.5) because dg, v (N — 1) < 0 implies that 6 > 2.

(iii) We consider, in any case, the spherical process (Uy)c[o,¢) and assume that £ = oo. A tedious
It6 computation shows that for K C [1, N], for some 1-dimensional Brownian motion (W;)>o,

dRk (Uy) =2+/ R (Us)(1 — R (Uy))AW; + dg n (| K |)dt — dg n(N) Ry (Uy)dt

20 Ui — U} :
- = —t L (U] — Sk (Uy))dt
Nm%@MW—WW

We fix € > 0 to be chosen later. During time intervals where min;e s j¢ i || U} — U}|| > e, we thus
have, for some constant C,

(18) dRk (Uy) SQ\/RK(Ut)(l — R (U))dW, + dg n (| K|)dt + Cen/ Rk (Uy)dt,
where we used the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and that Rx (U;) is uniformly bounded (because U

is S-valued). Hence, still during time intervals where min;ex j¢x [|Uf — U}|| > e, by comparison,
Ry (U) is smaller than Sy, the solution to

(19) dSt =2 St(l - St)th + dg’N(|K|)dt + CE VvV Stdt

And a little study involving scale functions/speed measures shows that this process hits zero in finite
time if and only if dg N (|K|) < 2, exactly as a squared Bessel process with dimension dg v (| K]).

(iv) We end the proof of (a). In this case, kg > N, so that U is non-exploding, as seen in
Subsection Hence & = co and we can use (iii). Moreover, U is recurrent, still by Subsection
We fix K with |K| = N — 1 and we choose £ > 0 small enough so that we have

5({u €S: min |u'—uf| > E}) >0,
i€K,jgK
where 3 is the invariant measure of U. Hence the process min;c g, j¢ |\Us— Utj || visits the zone
(€, 00) infinitely often and each time, Rx (U) has a (uniformly) positive probability to hit 0 by (iii)
and since dg (| K|) = dg,n(N — 1) < 2. Consequently, for any s > 0, (U;)¢>0 has infinitely many
K-collisions during [s, 00). Recalling and that { A 7p = 7p by (i), we conclude that for any
r €1[0,7p), (X¢)tejo,¢) has infinitely many K-collisions during [r, 7p).

(v) We finally complete the proof of (b). By 7 it is sufficient to show that £ < oo a.s.

Assume that U is recurrent (and thus non-exploding). Then we take K = [2, N] and apply the
same reasoning as in (iv): since dg v (] K|) < 0 < 2, Rg(U) hits zero in finite time and this makes
U get out of Ey_1 and thus explode, since U is (Eg, NS)-valued and since kg < N — 1. We thus
have a contradiction.

Hence U is transient and it eventually gets out of the compact of Ex, NS
K={ueS:VK C[1,N] such that |K| = ko, we have Rg(u) > ¢},

for any fixed € > 0. Hence on the event where £ = oo, lim;_, o min| g =g, Ry (U) = 0 a.s. Recalling
now that kg < N — 1 and that U is S-valued (whence Ry nj(U;) = 1) we can a.s. find K with
|K| € [ko, N — 1] such that liminf; ,o Rk (U;) = 0 but liminf; o minggx Rgugy(Us) > 0. Tt is
then not too hard to find & > 0 and € > 0 such that each time Rx (U;) < a (which often happens),
all the particles indexed in K are far from all the other ones with a distance greater than ¢ > 0.
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We conclude from (iii), since dg v (| K|) < 0 (because |K| > ko) that each time Rx(U;) < a, it has
a (uniformly) positive probability to hit zero. On the event { = oo, this will eventually happen,
so that the process U will have a K-collision and thus will leave E}, in finite time. Hence U will
explode, so that £ < oo.

3.9. Size of the cluster. We assume that NV > 36 > 6. Hence ¢ < oo and X,_ exists, by
Subsection Moreover, by definition of ¢, we know that X._ ¢ Ej,. We want now to show
that X._ € Ej 41, i.e. that the cluster causing explosion is precisely composed of kg particles.
If kg = N, there is nothing to do, since then Ep,+1 = (R?)Y. Now if kg < N — 1, we assume
by contradiction, that there is K C [1,N] with |K| > ko + 1 such that Rg(X¢-) = 0 and
min;g i Ricugiy(X¢—) > 0. Then there is a > 0 such that during [¢ — o, {), the particles indexed in
K are far from the other ones, so that (X{);e(0,¢),ieic behaves like a KS(0|K|/N,|K|)-process by
Subsection Observe now that dgx|/n, x| (| K| —1) = do,n(|K| — 1) < 0 because |K|—1 > ko
and |K| > 0[K|/N because N > §. We thus know from the special case (b) of Subsection [3.8] that
inf,c¢c—a,c) Rx(X¢) > 0, which contradicts the fact that Rx(X.-) = 0.

3.10. Collisions before explosion. We fix again N > 30 > 6. We recall that k; = kg — 1
and we show that there are infinitely many kj-ary collisions just before explosion. We know from
the previous subsection that there exists Ko C [1, N] such that |Ky| = ko and Rk, (Xc-) = 0
and min;g g, Ry, uqiy(X¢—) > 0. Then there is o > 0 such that during [( — «, (), the particles
indexed in K are far from the other ones, so that (X});cx, behaves like a KS(0ko/N, ko)-process
by Subsection Observe now that dg, /N k, (ko — 1) = do,n (ko — 1) € (0,2) thanks to Lemma
and that kg > 0ko/N because N > 6. We thus know from the special case (a) of Subsection
that (X})iex, has infinitely many (Ko \ {i})-collisions just before ¢, for all i € K.

When ks = k; — 1, one can show in the very same way that for all K with |K| = kq, for all
i € K, there are infinitely many (K \ {i})-collisions just before each K-collision. We may also use

Subsection (a), since dgg, /N, (k1 — 1) = do N (k2) € (0,2), see Lemma

3.11. Absence of other collisions. We want to show that when N > 30 > 6, for K C [1, N] with
|K| € [3, ko — 1], there is no K-collision during (0, (). Suppose by contradiction that there is K C
[1, N] with |K| € [3,kx—1] and t € (0, {) such that Rk (X;) = 0 and forall i ¢ K, Rgy;y(X:) > 0.
Then there is o > 0 such that during [t — «, ], the particles indexed in K are far from the other
ones, so that R (X;) behaves like a squared Bessel process with dimension dg x|/~ x| (|K]), see
Subsection Since dg|x|/n,x|(|K]) = do,n(]K]) > 2 because |K| € [3, ko — 1], see Lemma
such a Bessel process cannot hit zero, whence a contradiction.

3.12. Binary collisions. We still assume that N > 30 > 6, we suppose that there is a K-collision
for some K C [1, N] such that |K| = ks at some time ¢ € (0, () and we want to show that there are
infinitely many binary collisions just before ¢t. There is > 0 such that the particles indexed in K
are far from all the other ones during [t — «, t], so that Subsection [3.3|tells us that (X});cx behaves
like a K'S(0ky/N, ky)-process. We observe that ks > 5, that dgp, /N g, (k2 — 1) = do n (k2 — 1) > 2
and that d@kz/]\{’;€2 (k‘g) = dg,N(kig) S (O, 2) by Lemma

We are reduced to show that a K.S(6, N)-process, that we still denote by (Xf)ieﬂl,N}],tgoa such
that N > 5, dg n(N —1) > 2 and dg () € (0,2), a.s. has infinitely many binary collisions before
the first instant 7p of [1, N]-collision. Such a process does not explode, because kg > N (since
do,n(N) > 0), see Subsection Hence using (which is licit since dg n(IN) < 2), we only
have to show that e.g. U! collides infinitely often with U? during [0, c0).
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First, one easily gets convinced that the probability that e.g. X! collides with X? before p
is positive, because the probability that all the particles are pairwise far from each other, except
X! and X2, during the time interval [0,1], is positive. On this kind of event, by Subsection
Ry1,21(X¢) behaves like a squared Bessel process with dimension dp n(2) € (0,2) and thus hits zero
during [0, 1] (and thus before 7p) with positive probability.

Using again , we conclude that the probability that U! collides with U? in finite time is
positive. Since now U is positive recurrent, recall Subsection and that kg > N (because
dp.n(N) > 0), we conclude that U collides infinitely often with U? during [0, 00) as desired.

4. CONSTRUCTION OF THE KELLER-SEGEL PARTICLE SYSTEM

The aim of this section is to build a first version of the Keller-Segel particle system using the
book of Fukushima-Oshima-Takeda [I1]. We also build a S-valued process for later use.

Proposition 6. We fit N > 2 and 6 > 0 such that N > 6, recall that ko = [2N/0] and that p
and B were defined in and (§). We set X = Ey, and Xp = X U{A}, as well as U = SN Ey,
and Up = U U {A}, where A\ is a cemetery point.

(i) There exists a unique continuous Hunt process X = (Q%, M*, (X1)i0, (P )uex,) with
values in X, which is p-symmetric, with reqular Dirichlet space (EX, FX) on L2((R*)N, n) with
core C°(X) defined by

1
forall e C®(X), EX(p,p) = B /(RZ)N IVl *du.

We call such a process a QK S(0, N)-process and denote by ¢ = inf{t > 0: X; = A} its life-time.

(i3) There exists a unique continuous Hunt process U = (QU, MY (U})i>0, (PY)uecu, ) with val-
ues in Up, which is B-symmetric, with regular Dirichlet space (EY,FY) on L2(S,B) with core
C(U) defined by

1
forall o CTWU). Ep¢) = 5 [ Vsl
We call such a process a QSKS(0, N) -process and denote by & = inf{t > 0: Uy = A} its life-time.

The proof that we can build a K.S(6, N)-process, i.e. a QK S(6, N)-process such that PX o X,
has density for all z € F5 and all ¢ > 0 will be handled in Section

We refer to Subsection for some explanations about the notions used in this proposition:
link between a Hunt process, its generator, semi-group and its Dirichlet space, definition of the
one-point compactification topology, i.e. the topology endowing Xa and Ua, and about the quasi
notion. The state A is absorbing, i.e. Xy = A for all ¢t > ¢ and U; = A for all ¢t > &.

Remark 7. By definition of the one-point compactification topology, for any increasing sequence
of compact subsets (Kp)n>1 of X such that Up>1K, = X, ¢ =lim, o inf{t > 0: X; ¢ K, }.

Similarly, for any increasing sequence of compact subsets (Ln)n>1 of U such that Up>1L, =U,
E=lim, oo inf{t >0:U; & L, }.

The uniqueness stated e.g. in Proposition @-(1) has to be understood in the following sense,
see [L1, Theorem 4.2.8 p 167]: if we have another Hunt process Y = (QY, MY, (Y})i>0, (PY )zcx)
enjoying the same properties, then for quasi-all z € X, the law of (¥;)¢>0 under PY equals the law
of (X¢)i>0 under PX. The quasi notion depends on the Hunt process under consideration but, as
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recalled in Subsection [B.I] two Hunt processes with the same Dirichlet space share the same quasi
notion.

Proof of Proposition[6. We start with (i). We consider the bilinear form £X on C2°(X) defined by
EX(p,p) = f(RQ)N [[V|[2du. Tt is well-defined, since p is Radon on X = Ej, by Proposition

We first show that it is closable, see [I1, page 2], i.e. that if (p,),>1 C C°(X) is such that
lim,, ¢, = 0 in L2((R®)N, 1) and lim,, ., EX (00 — @m, ©n — ¢m) = 0, then lim, EX(¢n, ¢n) = 0
since Vi, is a Cauchy sequence in L?((R?)V, i), it converges to a limit g and it suffices to prove
that g = 0 a.e. For ¢ € C°(FEy, (R?)Y), we have f(RQ)N g - Ydp = lim, f(Rg)N Vo, - ¥du. But,

recalling ,
/ Vo iyt = / V() - ()m(z)de = — / () div(m(z)(x))dz.
(R2)N (RZ)N (R2)N

Thus by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,

| /() Ve vl < ( /() czan) " ( /() 'div(mrflﬁg;%f@»'zdx)l”,

which tends to 0 since lim, ¢, = 0 in L2((R?)Y, i), since ¢ € C°(Ey, (R?)V) and since m is
smooth and positive on F5. Thus f(Rz)N g-dp = 0 for all ¢ € CF(Ey, (R?)N), so that g = 0 a.e.
X
We can thus consider the extension of £X to FX = C°(X) ' , where we have set & (¢, ) =
Sy (& + HIVl2)dp for € C22().

Next, (€%, FX) is obviously regular with core C2°(X), see [L1], page 6], because C2°(X) is dense
in FX for the norm associated to £ by definition of FX and C°(X) is dense, for the uniform
norm, in C.(X). Tt is also strongly local, see [T, page 6], i.e. £X(p,1)) = f(R2)N Vo -Vidu =0 if
p, € CX(X) and if ¢ is constant on a neighborhood of Supp .

Then [I1, Theorems 7.2.2 page 380 and 4.2.8 page 167] imply the existence and uniqueness of
a Hunt process X = (Q%, M¥, (X})i>0, (PX )zex, ) with values in Xa, which is py-symmetric, of
which the Dirichlet space is (X, F¥), and such that ¢ — X; is PX-a.s. continuous on [0, () for all
x € X, where ( =inf{t > 0: X, = A}.

Furthermore, since £% is strongly local, we know from [TT, Theorem 4.5.3 page 186] that we can
choose X (modifying P only for a quasi-null set of values of z) such that P, ({ < oo, X¢c— = A) =1
for all z € X. This implies that for all © € X, P,-a.s., the map ¢t — X; is continuous from [0, o)
to Xa, endowed with the one-point compactification topology on X'a recalled in Subsection

For (ii), the very same strategy applies. The only difference is the integration by parts to be
used for the closability: for ¢ € C}(U) and ¢ € CH(SN Ea, (R?)Y), it classically holds that

(20) / (Vsi) - B = / (Vep(u)) - (w)m(u)o(du) = - / o (u)divs (m(u) (u) o (du).

This can be shown naively using Lemma O

We now make explicit the generators of X and U when applied to some functions enjoying a few
properties. See Subsection for a precise definition of the generator of a Hunt process. We have
to introduce a few notation.
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For p € C°((R?*)N), a € (0,1] and z € (R?)", we set

@) LXew) = 5ap) =g Y o (Vela)) = g divim (@) V(o)
1<i#j<N «

where

mu(r) =[] (2" =2 + )= CY.
1<iZj<N

Such a formula makes sense for © € Fy when a@ = 0 (with m,, replaced by m) and we recall
that for p € C°((R?)Y) and = € Es, LXp(x) was defined in by LXp(z) = L p(x).
For ¢ € C*(S), a € (0,1] and u € S, we set

(22) £lou) = L Asplw)— e Y

1<i#j<N

ut —ul

T T d. 164 .
i —wi |2+ ivg[mg (u) Vsp(u)]

(Vsep(u))' = Pma (1)

This formula makes sense for u € SN Ey when o = 0 (with m, replaced by m) and we set, for
0 € C>®(S) and u € SN Ea, LY p(u) = LY o(u).

Remark 8. (i) Denote by (AX,Dyx) the generator of the process X of Proposition @(z) If
@ € C(X) satisfies SUPye(g,1] SUPe(r2)~ |Lo p(x)| < 00, then ¢ € Dax and AX @ = LXp.

(ii) Denote by (AY,D4v) the generator of the process U of Proposition @»(n) If o € C(U)
satisfies SUPqc (0,1 SUPyes |LY p(u)| < oo, then ¢ € Dyv and AV = LY .

Proof. To check (i), it suffices by (B.1]) to verify that (a) ¢ € FX, (b) LX¢ € L?(X, ) and (c) for
all ¢ € F¥, we have EX(p, ) = — [, (L5 @)pdp.

Point (a) is clear, since ¢ € C°(X). Point (b) follows from the facts that u is Radon on X,
that ¢ is compactly supported in X and that £LX¢p € L*°((R?)N, dz), because for all z € E,
LXp(x) = lim,_0 LXp(z). Concerning (c) it suffices, by definition of (€%, FX) and since LX¢ €
L2(X, i), to show that for all ¢p € C°(X), we have %f(RQ)N Vo - Vipdu = ff(RZ)N(EXgo)wd,u.
But for a € (0, 1], by a standard integration by parts, since ¢, and m,, are smooth,

1 1

5 /(RZ’)N VSO(JZ) . V?/J(x)ma(x)d:zr = — 5 /(RZ)N diV(ma(I)vgp(l‘))d)(I)dz

— / 1£X ()] (2)ma ()d.
(R2)N

We conclude letting o — 0 by dominated convergence, since m, — m and £X¢ — LX¢ a.e., since
by assumption, |Ve(z) - Vip(z)me (z)| + |[L5 ¢(2)]¢(z)me (x)| < Clizexcym(z) for some constant
C and for L =Supp ¢ which is compact in X, and since u(K) = f,c m(z)dz < co.

The proof of (ii) is exactly the same, using that if ¢,v € C°(S), it holds that

1 1
3 /Vggo - Vst mydo = —5 /dng(maVSgo)wda = — /[Eggo]wmado,
s s S
which can be shown naively using the projection ®s, see (10), and Lemma O

We end the section with a quick irreducibility /recurrence/transience study of the spherical
process, see Subsection again for definitions.
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Lemma 9. We fit N > 2 and 8 > 0 such that N > 0 and consider the process U and its Dirichlet
space (EY, FY) as in Proposition @»(u)

(i) (Y, FY) is irreducible and we have the alternative:

o cither (EY, FU) is recurrent and in particular it is non-exploding and for all measurable A C U
such that B(A) > 0, for quasi all u € U, PY (limsup,_, . {U; € A}) = 1;

o or (Y, FY) is transient and in particular for all compact set K of U, for quasi all u € U, we
have PY (lim inf;_, . {U; € K}) = 0.

ii) If dg N(N — 1) > 0, then (EY, FY) is recurrent.
(ii) If dy,

In the transient case, one might also prove that PU (limsup,_, . {U; € K}) = 0, but this would
be useless for our purpose.

Proof. We start with (i). We first show that in any case, (€Y, FY) is irreducible. By [11} Corollary
4.6.4 page 195] and since £Y(p, ¢) = [5||Vsel|*mdo with m bounded from below by a constant
(on S), it suffices to prove that the o-symmetric Hunt process with regular Dirichlet space (€, F) on
L*(U, o) with core C2°(U) such that for all ¢ € C°(U), E(¢, ) = [ ||Vsel|*do is irreducible. But
this Hunt process is nothing but a S-valued Brownian motion. This Brownian motion is a priori
killed when it gets out of U/, but this does a.s. never occur since such a Brownian motion never has
two (bi-dimensional) coordinates equal. This S-valued Brownian motion is of course irreducible.
We conclude from [I1, Lemma 1.6.4 page 55] that (€Y, FY) is either recurrent or transient.

e When (€Y, FY) is recurrent, [I1, Theorem 4.7.1-(iii) page 202] gives us the result.

e When (€Y, FU) is transient, we fix a compact set K of ¢ and we know from Lemma that
B(K) < oo, so that by definition of transience, for S-a.c u € U, EJ[[; Tic(Us)ds] < oo. Setting
Tice = inf{t > 0: U; ¢ K}, we get in particular that for S-a.e u € U, PY (1 < o0) = 1. But, by
[T, (4.1.9) page 155], u — PY(7xce < 00) is finely continuous. Using [I1, Lemma 4.1.5 page 155],
we deduce that for quasi all u € U, PU (e < o0) = 1. The Markov property allows us to conclude.

Concerning (i), we recall from Proposition [A.3|that 5(S) < oo, because dg,x (N —1) > 0 implies
that kg > IV, see Lemma Moreover, kg > N implies that Ey, D Ex D S, whenceld = E,,NS =S
is compact: the process cannot explode, i.e. & = oo. Consequently, (€Y, FU) is recurrent, since
¢ =1 belongs to L' (U, 8) and since EJ[ [, ¢(Us)ds] = EY [¢] = oco. Indeed, as recalled Subsection
if (€Y, FY) was transient, we would have EY [ [~ ¢(Us)ds] < oo for all ¢ € L' (U, 8), with the
convention that ¢(A) = 0. O

5. DECOMPOSITION

The goal of this section is to prove the following decomposition of the Keller-Segel particle
system defined in Proposition @(l) This decomposition is noticeable and crucial for our purpose.

Proposition 10. We fix N > 2 and 6 > 0 such that N > 0, and we recall that kg = [2N/0], that
X = Ey, and that U =S N Ey,.

For x € En, we set v = Ry nj(z) >0, z = Spyp(2) € R? and u = (x —(2))/v/7 €S and we
consider three independent processes:

1/2

o (M})i>0, a 2-dimensional Brownian motion with diffusion constant N~1'/% starting from z,

o (Dy)i>0 a squared Bessel process with dimension dg n(N) starting from r and killed when it gets
out of (0,00), with life-time 7p = inf{t > 0: D; = A},
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o (Up)i>0, a QSKS(0,N) -process starting from u, with life-time £ = inf{t > 0: U, = A}.

We introduce Ay = fOMTD D;Yds, and its generalized inverse py = inf{s > 0 : Ay > t}. We

define Yy = W(My, Dy, Ua,), where we recall from (9) that ¥(z,r,u) = v(2) + ru € Eyx when
(z,7,u) € R? x (0,00) x S and where we set U(z,7,u) = A when r = A or u = /. Observe that
the life-time of Y equals ¢ = pe A Tp.

Consider also a QK S(0, N)-process X = (X, M*,(X¢)t>0, (PX)zex,), with life-time ¢, and
X* = (%, MY (X[ )i>o0, (Pf)me(XmEN)U{A}), where X{ = Xilyyery + Aly>ry and where 7 =
inf{t > 0: Ry nj(Xy) ¢ (0,00)}. In other words, X* is the version of X killed when it gets out of
En. The life-time of X* is 7.

For quasi all z € X N En, the law of (Y;)¢>0 is the same as that of (X} )i>o under PX.

We take the convention that Ry nj(A) = 0, so that 7 € [0,¢]. Since Ry np(Y:) = Dy and
Sn,ny(Yy) = M; for all t € [0,¢"), Proposition [10[in particular implies that (Rp n7(X¢))i>0 and
(Sp1,n7(X¢t))e>0 are some independent squared Bessel process and Brownian motion until the first
time (Rp np(X¢))e>0 vanishes. This actually holds true until explosion, as shown in Lemma
below. The quasi notion refers to the Hunt process X. Observe that when 6 > 2, we have kg < N,
so that Y N Ey = X and X = X*.

Proof. We slice the proof in several steps. First, we determine the Dirichlet spaces of the three
processes (My)i>0, (Di)i>0 and (Uy)>o involved in the construction of (Y;);>¢. Then we compute
the Dirichlet space of (D,,):>0. We next identify the Dirichlet space of (D,,, U;)¢>0, which allows
us to find the one of (Dy,Ug,)t>0 by a second time-change. By concatenation, we deduce the
Dirichlet space of (My, Dy, Ua,)t>0. Finally, and here lies the main computation, we find the
Dirichlet space of (Y;);>0, which allows us to conclude by uniqueness.

Step 1. First, take U = (QY, MY, (U})i>0, (PY)uew,. ) as in Proposition @-(11)

Second, consider a 2-dimensional Brownian motion M = (QM MM (M,);>0, (PY).cr2) with
diffusion constant N /2. We know from [T, Example 4.2.1 page 167] that M is a dz-symmetric
(here dz is the Lebesgue measure on R?) continuous Hunt process with regular Dirichlet space
(M FMY on L?(R?% dz) with core C2°(R2) and for all p € C°(R?),

(23) eV(p.0) = 57 [ VoI,

Finally, let D = (QP, MP (D;)s>o0, (P?)TER:_U{A}) be a squared Bessel process of dimension
dg v (V) killed when it gets out of R} = (0, 00) and set v = dg, n(IN)/2—1, see Revuz-Yor [2I], page
443]. Fukushima [I0, Theorem 3.3] tells us that D is a continuous r”dr-symmetric Hunt process
(here dr is the Lebesgue measure on R* ) with regular Dirichlet space (EP,FP) on L2(R,,rvdr)
with core C2°(R? ) where for all ¢ € CZ°(R?),

(24) EP(p. ) =2 / ()P
R

Together with [I0, Theorem 3.3], this uses that the scale function and the speed measure of (D;);>0
are respectively r — r~% and —[r”/(2v)]dr. Actually, we don’t take the speed measure as reference
measure but r”dr which is the same up to a constant.

Step 2. We apply Lemma to D with g(r) = 1/r, i.e. with A, = fg D lds = fOMTD D;tds
thanks to the convention A~" = 0 and recall that p is its generalized inverse: we find that setting
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Dy, = D,, ]I{pt<oo} + Aﬂ{ptzoo}a
D, = (27, MP,(Dy, )e>0, (P )rers )

is a continuous r*~!dr-symmetric (R% U {A})-valued Hunt process with regular Dirichlet space
(EPe, FPr) on L*(Ry,r*~tdr) with core C2°(R%) such that for all ¢ € C°(R?),

(25) £ (g.0) =20 =2 [ Pt =2 [ o r)Pr
Ry Ry
We use Lemmaand the notation therein: recalling that MP'Y) = ¢((D,,,U;) : t > 0), with
the convention that (r,A) = (A, u) = (A, A) = A, and that PETDLL)[) =PP @PY if (r,u) e R} xU

and P — PR @ PY | it holds that

(Dp,U) = (QD X QU7 M(DVU)7 (Dpﬁ Ut)tZOa (ng;‘()]))(r,u)G(Ri XL{)U{A})

is a continuous r*~*drS(du)-symmetric (R% xU)U{A}-valued Hunt process with regular Dirichlet
space (EPe) FDpU)) on L2(Ry x S,r*~tdrB(du)) with core C°(R% x U), and for all ¢ €
(RS, x U),

g(DP’U) ((pv Lp) = R gU(90(7"7 ')7 %0(7“7 '))TV_ldT + /SDP ((P(7 u)7 @(7 u))ﬁ<du)
n s

We now apply Lemma to (D, U) with g(r,u) = r for all » € R} and all u € . We consider
the time-change oy = fotg(Dps, Us)ds, with the convention that g(r,u) = 0 as soon as (r,u) = A.
We also set By = inf{s > 0: ay > t}. As we will see in a few lines, it holds that
(26) (Dps,Us,) = (Dy,Ua,)  forall ¢ > 0.
Hence Lemma [B23] tells us that

(D, Ua) = (QD x QU MPY) (D, Un, )0, (ngg))(r,u)e(m xu)U{A})

is a continuous r”drf3(du)-symmetric (R x U) U {A}-valued Hunt process process, and that its

Dirichlet space (£(P-V4), F(D:Ua)) on L2(Ry x S, r¥drB(du)) is regular with core C2°(R* x ) and
for all p € CF (R x U),

(27) PV (g, ) = EPD (g, ) = i 5U(<p(7"7->7<p(73-))T”‘ldr+/SED”(w(-,U)w(-,u))ﬁ(dw

We now check the claim (26]). Recall that D explodes at time 7p, that A, = fot "TP D71ds and
that p is the generalized inverse of A. Hence (p¢)ie[o,a, ) is the true inverse of (At)icpo,7p) and
we have p, = D,,, whence p; = fot D, ds for t € [0,A;,). We also have p, = oo for t > A, .
Next, ay = [3 D, ds = p, for t € [0, A, AE), because g(D,_,Us) = D, if (D,,,Us) # A, ie. if
s < A;, N§. Hence B, the generalized inverse of ¢, equals A during [0, 7p A pg), thus in particular

pp, =t fort e [0,A;, ANE). As conclusion, holds true for t € [0, A;, AE). If now ¢t > 7p A pe,
then B; = 0o, because B is the generalized inverse of a and because for all ¢ > 0,

Qp S QA AE T PA N = TD A Pe-

Hence, still if ¢ > 7p A pg, we have (D, ,Up,) = A, while (D;,Ua,) = A because either t > 7p
and thus D, = A or t > pe and thus A; > £ so that Ua, = A. We have proved .
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We finally conclude, thanks to Lemma again, setting MMPU) = o((My, Dy, Uy,) : t > 0)
with the convention that (z,A) = A and setting pLU) PM PP iy the case where

(z,r,u) (ryu)
(r,z,u) € R2 x R x U and PPV — pA @ pOPY) that

(M, D,Uy) = (QM x QP x QU MDY (N, Dy U, )0, (P<M7D7U))(z,r,u)€(]R2><]Rj_ xM)u{A})

(z,r,u)

is a continuous dzr”drf(du)-symmetric (R? x R% x ¢) U {A}-valued Hunt process with Dirichlet
space (EM:DUa) FM.D.UA) on L2(R2x Ry xS, dzr”drB(du)), regular with core C2(R2 xR, xU).
Moreover, for all p € C°(R? x RY. x U),

g(JV[’D’UA)((vaP) = / SM“O(’ T, U’)a 90(7 T, u))r”drﬁ(du) + / S(DVUA) (@(zv ) ')a (p(zv ) ))dZ
R R2

+><S

- / EM (-1 0), sy )P drB(du) + / P (2, ), plz, - ) dzB(du)
R R

+ XS 2xS

+ / EY(p(z,r,-), p(z,7,-))dzr"1dr
RZ2xXR4

1 1
e = 5 V=0 w2 + 2rlorp(z,ryw) 2+ 5[ Veo(z, 7, )] 2| dardr B(du).
R2xR4 xS 2N 2r

For the second line, we used . For the last line, we used 7 and the expression of £V,
see Proposition [6}(ii).

Step 3. We recall that Y; = W(My, Dy, Us,), where ¥(z,r,u) = v(z) + /ru for (z,r,u) €
R? x R% x U and ¥(z,r,u) = A for (z,r,u) = A. One easily checks that ¥ is a bijection from
(R?2 xRy xU)U{A} to (XY N En)U{A}, recall that X = Ej, and U = Ej, NS.

We now study
Y = (QY, MY? (Yt)t207 (PZ)yE(XﬂEN)U{A}%

where QY = QM < QP x QU MY = MMDU) and P = PUELY) for (2,0, u) = T 1(y).

(z,r,u)

First, Y is a continuous (X N En) U {A}-valued Hunt process, because the bijection ¥ from
(R?2xRE xU)U{A} to (X NEN)U{A} is continuous, both sets being endowed with the one-point
compactification topology, see Subsection

Next, we prove that Y is y-symmetric: if ¢, 1) are nonnegative measurable functions on X N Eyn
and ¢ > 0, we have, thanks to Lemma [A.2] (recall that v = dg n(N)/2 — 1),

[ et =5 [ (o) o w)rdedrs(dw).
(R2)N R2xR4 XS
But (P ¢)(U(z,7,u)) = E(. 0 [0(¥ (M, Dy, Ua,)] = PP (00 W) (2, 7,u), s0 that
/ [P ()] (y)p(dy) == / (B P (0 0 W) (2,7, w)][(4 0 W) (2, 7, w)]r” dedrB(du).
(R2)N R2xXR4 XS

Using that (M, D, Uy) is dzr”dr3(du)-symmetric and then the same computation in reverse order,
one concludes that [y [PY plpdu = Jmeyw [PY ]du as desired.
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Thus Y has a Dirichlet space (€Y, FY) on L?((R?)V,u) that we now determine. For ¢ €
L2((R®)N, ), using as above Lemma and that (PY )(¥(z,7,u)) = Pt(M’D’UA)(go oWU)(z,r,u),

1
- / (P} o — @)edp

(R2)N

1
=— [Pt(M’D’UA) (poU)(z,r,u) — (po W) (z,r,u)|[p oW (z,r u)lr’dzdrs(du).
2t Jr2xry xs

Since ¥ is bijective, we deduce, see [11, Lemma 1.3.4 page 23], that
(29) FY — {90 c L2((R2)N7N) cpol e ]_—(M,D,UA)}

1
(30) and for o € FY, EY(p, ) = §€(M’D’UA)(Q0 oW, po ).

Step 4. We now compute EY (i, ¢) for ¢ € C(X N En), so that po ¥ € C(R? x R x U).
Thanks to and , we have
1

(31) o) =5 [ Imudadrs(du),
2 R2xR4 XS
where
1 1
I(ZJ‘, u) = ﬁ”vz(‘p o \P)(Z7T7 u)H2 + 2T‘8T((P o \Il)(z, Ty u)|2 + ZHVS(QP © \If)(z, Ty U)HQ'

We recall that for ¢ : (RN — R, we call Vo(x) = (Ve(z))L, ..., (Ve(z)Y) € (R?)N the total
gradient of ¢ at x € (R?)Y, and we have (Vp(z))! € R? for each i € [1, N]. And for ¢ : O — RP,
where O is open in R", we denote by d,¢ the differential of ¢ at z € O.

We start with the study of ¥(z,r,u) = v(z) + /ru, where we recall that v was introduced in

Section |2 and that ®s(x) = mya/||mpe|| is defined on a neighborhood of S in (R?)V, see (10). It
holds that for all (z,r,u) € RZ x R% x S and all h € R?, k € R and ¢ € (R?)",
k
W u)(h) =~y(h), 4 ¥(z, - u)(k) = oW du[®(z, 7, 5(-))]() = Vrm o (71 (L)),

For the first equality, it suffices to use that ~y is linear, so that d,¥(-,r,u)(h) = d.v(h) = v(h).
The second equality is obvious. For the third equality, which is the differential at v € S of the
function F(x) = (z) + /r®s(x) defined for x € Ey (which is open in (R?)" and contains S), we
write d, F' = /rd,Ps. But g = G o gy, where G(z) = z/||z||, and we have d, 7y = 7y and
)G =d,G =m,1 forueS. Allin all, d, F = \/rm,. o7y.

ﬂ'H(u

First, we have V (¢ o U)(z,r,u) = Zizl[Vgo(\I/(z r,u))]?. Indeed, for all h € R?, it holds that

dz(p o W(,r,u)(h) = (dw(zru @) [(dY(,mw)(h)] = (dwruw @) (V(h) = Vo(¥(z, 7, u)) - y(h),
which, by definition of v, equals h - Zl V(U (z,r,u))

This implies that

N 2
(62)  SlValeo G = oo | STetw e )| = Sl (Vo w)l®

Indeed, recalling the expression of 7z, see Section [2| it suffices to note that for all x € (R?)V

7+ (@)]2 = 1V (Spmy @)I? = N[Spr,wp (@) = N1 3201, 2712
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Next, 0, (p o U)(z,r,u) = (Vo) (U (z,7,u)) - u/(2+/7). Indeed, for k € R,

dT((p ° \IJ(Za au))(k) = (d‘lf(z,'r',u)sa)[(dT\Ij(za 7u))(k)] = (d\P(z,r,u)w)(u) X

which is nothing but (V)(¥(z,r,u)) - u X k/(2y/7).
This implies, recalling that 7, is the orthogonal projection on Span(u) C (R?)V that

(3)  200(p0 W) u)l” = L (Vo)W (e u) I = Sllma(m(Ve) (W r,w)P
since u € S, so that ||u|| =1 and u € H.
Finally, Vs(p o ¥)(z,7,u) = /rrg(m,. (Vo(¥(z,7,u)))). Indeed, for all £ € (R2)N
du((p 0 U) (2,7, @5()))(£) =(dw(z,ru) ) (du[¥(z, 7, Ps(-))](£))
=V1(dy (s ru)0) (T (71 (L))
=VrVe(¥(z,r,u)) Ty (T (L))
=Vrra(m, (Vo(¥(z,7,u)))) - £,

K
NG

and we conclude since V(oo U)(z,r,u) = V4 ((po ¥)(z,7, ®s(+)))(u) by definition of Vg, see (12]).
This implies that
1 1
(34) 5 1Vs(e 0 O)(zm w)ll” = Sllmm (s (Ve (2 (=, w))) 1,

Gathering (32)-(33)-(34), we find that I(z,r,u) = 3|V (¥(z,7,u))||?, since for all z € (R?)N
17 (@)I* + 7 (@) + 7w (e ()2 = 2]
because u € S C H.
Injecting the value of I in and using Lemma we obtain

1 1
o) =g [ IVearw)Pdararsn) = 5 [ [TelPdp
R2 xXR% xS (R2)N

Step 5. As a last technical step, we verify that (£Y,FY) is a regular Dirichlet space on
L2((R?)N | u) with core C°(X N Ey), i.e. that for all ¢ € FY, there is p, € CX(X N Ey)
such that lim, ||n — || r2(@2)y ) + EY (Pn — @, 0n — @) = 0.

Recalling and using that (EM-D.Ua) F(M.D.UA)Y on [2(R? xR, xS, dzr?drf(du)) is regular
with core C°(R? x R% x U), there is g, € C°(R?* x R*% x U) such that
1gn — @ 0 Ul r2(r2 xR, x5, dorvdrs(duny) + EMPY (g, — oW, g, —p o) = 0.
Setting ¢, = g, o U1, it holds that ¢,, € C2°(X N Ey) and we have, by (30),

Lewrpua

92 gn_%’o‘l/agn—(ﬂo\l’)_)ov

EY (pn— @1 pn — ¥) =
as well as, by Lemma [A22]

1
llon — @llL2(@2yn 0y = §|\gn — @ o V|22 xR, x5,dzrvdra(du)) — -

Step 6. By Steps 3, 4 and 5, we know that Y is a continuous p-symmetric (X N Ex) U {A}-
valued Hunt process with regular Dirichlet space (£¥,FY) with core C2°(X N Ex) and with
EY(,9) = 5 Jimayw [Vepl[Pdu for € C2°(X N E).
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Now, applying Lemma to X defined in Proposition @(1) with the open set X N Ey, we see
that X*, i.e. X killed when getting outside X N E, is a continuous p-symmetric (X N Ey)U{A}-
valued Hunt process with regular Dirichlet space (X, FX") with core C2°(X N Ey) and with
EX (g, ) = %f(Rz)N [[Vel||?dp for ¢ € C2°(X N Ey).

This implies, as recalled in Subsection that (£X7, FX7) = (Y, FY). The conclusion follows
by uniqueness, see [I1, Theorem 4.2.8 p 167]. O

Actually, (R, np(X¢))e>0 and (S, np(X¢))e>0 are some independent squared Bessel process and
Brownian motion until explosion (and not only until the first time where Ry nj(X;) = 0, as shown
in Proposition , a fact that we shall often use.

Lemma 11. We fit N > 2 and 6 > 0 such that N > 6 and we consider a QKS(6, N)-process
X = (X, MX, (X})i50, (PX)zex, ). For quasi allz € X, there are a 2D-Brownian motion (My)i>o
with diffusion constant N=/2 issued from Sp,ny(z) and a squared Bessel process (Dy)i>o with
dimension dp n(N) issued from Ry ny(z) (killed when it gets out of (0,00) if dg y(N) < 0) inde-
pendent of (My);>0 such that PX -a.s., Sp,Np(Xt) = My and Ry Ny(Xt) = Dy for all t € [0,().

Proof. 1f 6 > 2, this follows from Proposition setting 7 = inf{t > 0: Ry n7(X¢) ¢ (0,00)}, we
have 7 = (. Indeed, on {T < (}, we have X, ¢ Ey, whence X, ¢ X since X = Ej, with kg < N
(because 6 > 2), which contradicts the fact that 7 < .

We now suppose that § < 2, so that kg > N and thus X = (R?)Y. We introduce the shortened
notation R(x) = Ry ny(x), S(x) = (Si(x), S2(x)) = Sp,np(2) and split the proof in three parts.

Step 1. For ¢ € C°(R? x R,), we set (z) = ¢(S1(z), S2(x), R(z)) and show that ¢ € AX and

AXp() =5 (016(51(2), 2(x), R(2) + Drp(51 (), S2(), B(a))
+ 2R(2)0s0(S1(2), 52(w), R(@)) + do.n (N)Dio(S1 (), Sa(a), R(x).
To this end, we apply Remark [8| Since ¢ € C°((R?)Y) and since X = (R?)Y, we have to

show that sup,e(g,1) SUPge(r2)~ |LX(z)] < oo, and we will deduce that AXv) = £X4). Using that
V.iS1(z) = (N71,0), V,iSa(x) = (0, N~1) and V. R(z) = 2(z* — S(x)), we find

:% (010(81(2), S3(2), B(x)), 20(81 (2), Sa(a), R(=)) )

+2(2" - 5(2))d3¢(S1(2), S2(2), R(x)).

Vwﬂ/)(f)

Hence by symmetry,

0 xt —ad 20 xt — i
N Z m Vi () _Na?)(p(sl(x)asé(x)vf{(x)) Z m " r
1<i#j<N 1<i#j<N
_9 |l — 272
(35) =5 0s0(51(2), Sa2(2), R(z)) > oo +a

1<i#j<N
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Besides,

B t(@) =iz (11(51(2), $2(a), R(2) + Drp(51 (), S2(), B(a)))

Az} — S (2))

* N

Du30(51 (@), $2(0), R(@) + =22 o 06,2, 53(0), )

1- %)33@(51(30)7 Sa(x), R(z)) + 4[|z" — S(z)|*Fs30(S1 (), S2 (), R(z)),

where 2 = (21, 2%) € R?. By symmetry again,

(36) M) = (0p(S1(2), 52(2), R(w)) + 022 (51 (2), 52(), R(z))
+ 4N = DIsip(81(2), S (@), R(x)) + 4R(2)Da0 (51 (x). Sa(a), R(a)).
We conclude by combining and that

£X0() =50 (0110(51(0). Sa(), R(@)) + 0220(51 (0). So (), B(w) )
+ 2R(1‘)633S0(51 ($)7 Sa (.%'), R(CU))
rw-n- 2y T Yo 06w Su(e). B,

< TN lxt — 27|12 + «

+4(

We immediately deduce, since ¢ is compactly supported, that sup,eo,1) SUPze®2)v |LX 4 (x)] < oo
Hence AXvy = L£X4), and since £LX¢ = LX) with a = 0, the conclusion follows, noting that
2(N —1) — (N — 1) = dg n(N).

Step 2. We fix n > 1 and introduce the stopping time 7, := inf{t > 0 : X; ¢ A,}, where
A, = {z € (R)N : S2(x) + S%(x) + R*(x) < n}. One easily checks that A, is compact in
(R%)N = X and that Un>14, = (R%)N | so that lim,, 7, = ¢ a.s. by Remark We prove here that
for quasi all # € X, there are some PX-martingales (M;"");o and (Mtk’z’”)tzo, for k,¢ € {1,2,3},
all issued from 0, such that for all ¢ € [0, 7, ],

(37) Si(Xy) =Sk (x) + MP™, ke{1,2},
(38) Sk(X0)Se(Xy) =Sk(x)Se(w) + M O™ + T g N7, k.l e {1,2},
(39) R(X;) =R(x) + MP™ +dg n(N)t,
(40) R%(X,) =R*(x) + M»®" + / t(4 + 2dp Ny (N))R(X,)ds,
0
(41) R(X;)Sk(X;) =R(z)Sk(x) + M>™ + dg n(N) / t Si(X,)ds, ke {1,2}.
0

Applying Lemma, to some 9, € C°((R%)M) N AX such that 1, = S; on A,, we conclude
that for quasi all z € (R?)N, there is a PX-martingale M" such that ¥, (X;) = ¥ (z) + M" +
f(f AX 1), (X)ds for all t > 0. But applying Step 1 with (a truncated version of) ¢(s1, s2,7) = 51,
we see that AXv,, = 0 on A,,. Hence during [0, 7,,], we have S1(X;) = Sy () + Mtl’” and this show
with k£ = 1. Of course, with £ = 2 is shown similarly. The other equalities are checked
similarly, using that by Step 1, with k, ¢ € {1,2},

o if 1, = S Sy on A,,, then AXv,(7) = N_l]I{k:g} for all x € A, (take ¢(s1,82,7) = Skss),

e if 1, = R on A, then A%, = dy n(N) for all z € A,, (take ¢(s1,52,7) =7),
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e if 1, = R? on A, then A%, () = (4+2dy n(N))R(x) for all z € A, (take ¢(s1,52,7) = 1?),
o if 1, = RSy on A, then AX,(x) = dg y(N)Sk(x) for all x € A,, (take p(s1,s2,7) = rsg).

Step 3. We deduce from — that (MFn M), = N_l]I{kZZ}t during [0,7,]. By the
Lévy theorem, S(X:) = (S1(Xy), S2(Xy)) is thus a 2-dimensional Brownian motion with diffusion
constant N~1issued from S(z), during [0,7,]. Next, we deduce from . 40)) that (M3my, =
4]0 s)ds, so that there is a Brownian motion (W;);>o such that M3 i 02V R dW for
all t € [0 Tn] whence

(42) R(X:) = R(z) + /Ot 2V R(X)dW; + dg n(N)t.

Hence (R(X})):>0 is a squared Bessel process with dimension dg y(N) during [0, 7,,], see Revuz-Yor
[21,, Chapter XI]. Finally, using --, we find (Sk(X), M>"); = 0, so that we also have
I3 VRX AW, Sp(X))s = 0 during [0,7,], for k € {1,2}. Since [} I{p(x.)=0yds = 0 (because
(R(X¢))¢>o0 is a squared Bessel process dimension dg n(N) > 0 since 6 € (0,2)), we conclude that
(W, 5(X)): = 0 during [0, 7,], for £ € {1,2}. By the Lévy theorem, the three Brownian motions
(S1(X1))e>0, (S2(Xt))t>0, (Wi)i>0 are independent during [0, 7,]. Since now the S.D.E. has
a pathwise unique solution, see Revuz-Yor [2I, Theorem 3.5 page 390], this solution is strong,
ie. it is measurable in the filtration of (W});>0 . As a conclusion (R(X}));>¢ is independent of
(S(X))i>0 = (S1(Xy), S2(X4))e>0 during [0, 7,]. We have shown the announced result on [0, 7,],
and this is sufficient since lim,, 7, = (. O

6. SOME CUTOFF FUNCTIONS

We will need several times to approximate some indicator functions by some smooth functions,
on which the generator £X (or £Y) is bounded. This does not seem obvious, due to the singularity
of £LX. We recall that £X and LY were defined in and .

Lemma 12. Fiz N > 2, 0 >0, a partition K = (K})pen,gq of [1, N], fix k € [1,N] and set

GK:{xEEk: min min \|xi—xj|\>0}.
1<p#q<l i€K,,jeK,

(i) There exists a family of compact subsets GE’H of GX such that
Un21G§n =GF and for each n > 1, G}fm is compact in CQY'ERH

and a family of functions Fka € C®((R?)N) such that for alln > 1,

Supp TK, c G¥,,, TK =1 on G¥, and sup sup
’ ’ ’ ’ ae(0,1] ze(R2)N

(i1) With the same sets Gk n 0S80 (i), there is a family Fgf € C*(S) such that for allm > 1,

}fn(a:)‘ < 00.

SupkanCGanﬂS, FkK)le on G}énﬂS and

< Q.
a€(0,1] u€S k"( )‘

The section is devoted to the proof of this lemma. We start with the following technical result.

Lemma 13. We define the family (ce)eeqi,ny by co = 1 and for all £ € [1, N —1], coy1 = (2+81)cy.
For all K C [1,N], alle >0, all z € (R*)N such that

Ri(z) <2k and gr;zilr(lRKU{j}(x) > ClK|+1E;

it holds that ||z* — 27||? > ¢k for alli € K, all j ¢ K.
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Proof. We fix K C [1,N] and € > 0 and assume by contradiction that there are iy € K, jo ¢ K
such that [|z% — 290[|2 < ¢ k. Then for all i € K,

ijo - zzci||2 < 2||:1ciO — ijHQ + 2Hmi0 — ;Ui||2 < 2||aci0 - :L'j0||2 + Rk (x) < 4cigie.
This implies that

Riugjoy () = Ri(x) + 2 Z |27 — 2*||* < 2¢x (e + 8 K|ejk (e = ¢jr|118,
ieK

which is a contradiction. O
We are now ready to give the

Proof of Lemma[I3 We introduce some nondecreasing C* function ¢ : Ry — [0,1] such that
0=0on[0,1/2] and o = 1 on [1,00). For a > 0, we set g,(x) = p(ax), which equals 0 if
x €[0,1/(2a)] and 1 if x > 1/a. We divide the proof in three steps.

Step 1. We fix n > 1 and define the families (EK,n)KCﬂLN]]:‘KEQ and (fKﬂl)KC[[l,N]HK > by
backward induction on the cardinal of K C [1, N], using the family (c¢)seq,ny of Lemma We
first set

~ cC ~
Epnio = {7 € @)Y : Rp(@) > 2] and Dpwga(e) = oujex (Bpua (@)

Then, for all K C [1, N] such that |K| € [2, N — 1], we define

> : . aIK| - _ -
Exn= {ﬂf € Q Exugiyn s Re(z) > T} and Tk (%) = 0n/e, e (Bic (7)) l;[[{FKU{i},n(x)'

One easily checks by induction on the cardinal of K that for all K C [1, N],

(43) f‘K,n € C*((R*HN), Supp fK)n C EK’%, and fK,n =1on E’K,n.
It also holds true, since Rk (x) > 0 implies that Ry (x) > 0 for all L D K, that

(44) Un>1 Exn = Ex, where Ex = {z¢c (R*)" : Rg(x) > 0}.

We now show, and this is the main difficulty of the step, that for all A > 0, all K C [1, N] with
|K| > 2, we have sup,,¢ (9,1 SUPe p(0,4) [ La Lien ()| < 0.

To this end, we proceed by backward induction on the cardinal of K and show that

P(k) : for all K C [1, N] such that |K|=Fk, forall A>0, sup sup |[LXTg,(z)| < oo
a€(0,1] z€B(0,A)

holds true for all k € [2, N].
We will often use that for all ¢ € C((R2)N), all ¢ € C®(R), all z € (R2)V, all « € (0, 1],
(45) L3 (0 9)(x) = ¢'(p(@) L3 (x) + %qﬁ”(w(aﬁ))IIW(JJ)II2
and that for all ¢, € C®((R2)N), all z € (R%)N, all a € (0, 1],
(46) L3 (o) () = (@) L3 (@) + () L3 p(x) + Vio(a) - Vi ().
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We will also use several times that for all K C [1, N], all x € (R?)V, all a € (0, 1],

(47) o= Y TG Rewy=2 Y Tt

T i 2
iierie 1 VP o I otl Ll
|t — 7|2
= E — < |K|(|K| - 1).

13
i,jEK i#] ”xl xj” ta

Indeed, a computation shows that V,:Ry(z) = 2(z* — Sk(z)) for i € K, so that the second
equality follows by symmetry, as well as the third one.

We now prove P(N). Since fﬂl,Nﬂ,n = On/cy © Rp1,np and using 7

~ 1
LET 1N (@) = 0, e (Rpuny (€) L5 Rpy vy (@) + 20 /en (BN (@) IV R, vy ().
The only issue is thus to show that sup,e¢(g,1] SUPzeB(0,4) |LY Rp1,np ()| < oo for all A > 0. But
1 0 b — ol
X
Ly Ry ny(z) = §AR{[1,N]] (z) — N Z o=t ViR vy (),
1<iA <N

and ARy, np is constant because Ry nj is a polynomial function of degree 2, while the second term
is uniformly bounded by (47). Hence P(N) holds true.

Next, assume that P(k) is true for some k € [3, N] and we show that P(k — 1) is true. We fix
K C [1, N] such that |[K| =k — 1. By , LXT g = S1.0+ S2.0 + S3, where

St,a(z) = ( 11 fKu{i},n(f))ﬁf (Qn/cuq ° RK) (@),
i¢K

S2.0(2) = 0n e, (Bic (@) LY ( T] Prevgiyn) (@),
i¢K

S3(x) = V(QH/CW o RK) (x) - V( H fKU{i},n) (z).
g K
It is clear that S35, which does not depend on «, is locally bounded. Moreover, we deduce from
P (k) and that sup,e(o,1] SUPzeB(0,4) 52,0(7) < 0o for all A > 0.
To complete the step, it remains to show that sup,e(g 1) SUPzep(0,4) S1,a() < oo for all A > 0.

If first Ry () > ¢k /n then Sy o(x) = 0, because L3 (0n/c,,, © Ric)(x) = 0, due to the fact that
On/ei © Rk =1 on the set {Rg > ¢k |/n}.

If next minjg x Ricugiy () < ¢jxj+1/(2n), then S1o(2) = 0, because [;¢ fKU{i}m(x) = 0.

Finally, we show that for each A > 0, there is a constant Cy4 (also depending on n and K)
such that for all x € B(0, A) satisfying Rx(x) < ¢|x|/n and min;g g Rgugiy (7) > ¢x4+1/(2n), all
a € (0,1], we have |S1,o(z)| < C4. Recalling and that |J[,¢ f‘KU{i}yn(fEﬂ < 1, we see that

11.0(2)] <IEX (0n /ey, © Bic)(@)
=16} ey, (R () £X (@) + 3 e, (R () IV B ()]
<Ca(l+ LY Ric(a))),
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for some constant C4 allowed to vary from line to line. Using that ViR =0 if i ¢ K, we write
|ILXRk| < 3|ARk| + |A1a| + | Az, |, where

i g

0 x
Ma@) = X Ve k(@)
i,J€K, i#]
0 xt— )
€K, jEK

First, |[ARk| is constant and A o = &|Ix o(z)] is bounded, see (7). Moreover by Lemma and
since Rk (x) < ¢k|/n and Ry (7) > ¢jgj41/(2n) for all i ¢ K by assumption, we deduce that
forallie K, all j ¢ K, |lz" — 27| > ¢x/(2n). Since ||V,iRk|| is locally bounded, we conclude
that As o(x) < Cy4 as desired.

Step 2. We can now prove (i). We fix k € [1, N] and a partition K = (K})pep,¢ of [1, N]. For
each n > 1, we set

G, =B(0,n)N ( m EK7n) N ( ﬂ m E{i,j},n)v

KC[1,N]:|K|=k 1<p#q<l i€K,,jeK,
K@ =a@( I Twa@)( IIT I Tuse@),
KC[1,N]:|K|=k 1<p#q<t i€Ky,jeK,

where g, (x) = 0,(1/||z||) with the extension g,(0) = 1.

First, GEH is clearly compact in G’i(n 41 and we deduce from that
U216 = ( N EK) M ( N f E{m‘}) =G},
KC[1,N]:|K|=k 1<p#£q<t i€K,,jeK,
where GkK was defined in the statement. We also deduce from that for each n > 1, it holds
that Fka € C((R?)N), that I‘ka =1on Gka and that Supp an C GEyp-

It remains to show that sup,e 1] SUPe(r2)y |£§I‘}€<n(x)| < 0o. Thanks to and introducing

XK k0 (T) = ( 11 flﬂn(@)( 11 II f{i,j},n(fﬂ)),

KC[1,N]:|K|=k 1<p#q<t i€cK,,jeK,

which belongs to C*°((R?)") by Step 1, we have FkK’n = gnXK,kn and thus by

EifF}f,n(w) = gn(x)ﬁngK,k,n(x) + XK,k,n(m)ﬂfgn(gﬂ) + Vgn(z) - VXK,k,n(SU)-
The first term is uniformly bounded because g,, is bounded and supported in B(0,2n) and because
SUPq e (0,1] SUPze B(0,2n) |LX XK kn(x)] < 0o by Step 1 and ([46]). The third term is also uniformly
bounded, since xk k.n € C*°((R?)") and since Vg, is bounded and supported in B(0,2n). Finally,
the middle term is bounded because Yk k. is bounded by 1 and because L g, is uniformly
bounded, as we now show: Ag,, is obviously bounded since g,, € C>°((R?)") and, since Vi g, (x) =

—on (/[ /],

Tt — d (11 i |
Z —-Vwign(x):_w Z _ -

N FZre] [ R Fe] R

:_M Z ||gji_1-j||2
|

2Melf | 2t T =P+ a
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by symmetry. This last quantity is uniformly bounded, since g}, is bounded and vanishes on
[1/n,00).

Step 3. We now prove (ii), by showing that the restriction Fff = FEn|g satisfies the required
conditions. We obviously have I}, € C*(S), Supp I} , C Ex 2, NS and I} |, =1 on B, NS. It
remains to show that sup,e (g 1) SUP,es |EgI‘§nS| < 00, recall (22). Since Fi)n € C™(S), ASFE,n is
bounded. We thus only have to verify that sup,e(q,1]SuPyes |Ta(u)| < 0o, where

0 - KS .
To(u)=—— E — - (VsI'}) E
) N 1<i,j<N lut — w2 + o (VT ()

Setting b, (u) = — & Z;\Ll m and using (14),
To(u) = bo(u) - nggf(u) =bo(u) - mh(m,L (VI‘}:”(U))).
Since now b(u) € H and since my and 7,1 are self-adjoint, as every orthogonal projection, we get
To(u) = mys (ba(w)) - VIE, (1) = ba(u) - VIS, (w) — (ba(u) - w)(u - VIR, (u)).
But by (u) - VFka(u) = Efl"}f”(u) - %Affn(u) is uniformly bounded by point (i) and since
AT, (u) is bounded on S. Next,

ut —ul) - ul ut —ud||?
(1) - = — 2. 3 ()t 6 >y I I

- _ - 2 — ,_—.2
e luf — uwd|]? + « 2N e |uf — uwi|]? + «

by symmetry, and this last quantity is also uniformly bounded. Finally, w - Vfﬁn(u) is smooth
and thus bounded on S. O

7. A GIRSANOV THEOREM FOR THE KELLER-SEGEL PARTICLE SYSTEM.

The goal of this section is to provide a rigorous version of the intuitive argument presented in
Subsection [3.4]

For z € (R?)N, all K C [1,N], we denote by z|x = (z%)iex. For K = (K,),e[1,¢q a partition
of [1, NJ, for y; € (R*)IK1l ... 4, € (R?)IKel we abusively denote by (Yp)peqn,q the element y of
(R?)N such that for all i € [1,4], y

K; = Yi-
We adopt the convention that for any 6 > 0, a QK S(6,1)-process is a 2-dimensional Brownian
motion. This is natural in view of .

Proposition 14. Let N > 2, 8 > 0 such that N > 0 and set kg = [2N/0]. Fiz ¢ € [2,N] and
some partition K = (Kp)peq,ep of [1, N]. We introduce the state spaces X = Ey, and, for each
pe 1,4,

[ Kol
Wy = {y € R VK C 1,1, I) with [K] 2 ko, Y Il —ylF > 0},
i,j=1
Consider

o X = (QX, MX (Xt)i>0, PX)zex,) a QKS(6, N)-process,
e Forallp € [1,4], YP = (P, MP, (Yp,t)i>0, (PF)yeyr ) a QKS(O|K,|/N, |Ky|)-process.
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We set QY = H£:1 O and Yy = (Ypt)pe[i,e), with the convention that Y; = /A as soon as
Ypi = A for some p € [1,£]. We also introduce MY = o(Y; : t > 0), as well as P} = ®£:1P’y’p for
all y = (Yp)peq,g € (R*)N.

We fiz e > 0 and set

G ={rex: min o' — /| > e} 0 B0, 1/e),

min
1<pAq<t i€K, ek,
TK,e = {t >0: X, ¢ Gk} and Tke = {t >0:Y; ¢ Gk}

FizT > 0. For quast all x € Gk ¢, there is a probability measure QL=XK on (X, MX), equiva-
lent to PX, such that the law of (XinTArk..)e=0 under QI=K s the same as that of (Yiarask . )e>0

xT

on (QY, MY) under PY.

sz,E,K
dPX

0(Xs,s <t), and there exists a deterministic constant Cr .k > 0 such that for quasi all x € Gk ¢,

dQT’E’K
< =z
= dPX

Furthermore, the Radon-Nikodym density is M%(/\TK _-measurable, where as usual ME =

-1
CT,E,K < CT75aK'

The quasi notion refers to the process X. Let us mention that for ¢ the life-time of X, we have
TK,e € [0,¢] when ¢ < oo because A ¢ Gk .. However, when 7k . = , it is generally not true that
X goes to the boundary of Gk . as t — (—.

Proof. We only consider the case where ¢ = 2. The general case is heavier in terms of notation but
contains no additional difficulty. We fix K = (K, K3) a non-trivial partition of [1, N]. Applying
informally Lemma to X with the function o(x) = exp(u(z)), where

0 o
@ =2 3 toglla o).
1€EK1,jEK>

until 7 . would prove the result, mainly because p?u = p1 ® pg2, with u defined in (4) and with
the measures on (R?)/%1l and (R?)/¥2l defined by

pmy) =[] MW =4 1I7"Ndy and po(dy)= [ Iy’ =417V dy.
1,JEK1,i#£] i,jEK2,iF#]
Unfortunately, this is not licit, because u does not belong to FX, mainly because Gk . is not

relatively compact in X, at least if |Ki| > ko or |Ka| > kg. To overcome this difficulty, we
introduce, for n > 1, g, (z) = e*»(*), where

un () = u(@)L) (@),

ko,n

with F?o,n defined in Lemma [12}(i). Observe that u, € C°((R?)") because Fi(om vanishes in the
zone where u is not smooth. We will first apply Lemma with o, and then let n — oo.

Step 1. We first prove, recalling the definition of £LX that

sup  sup |[LXo(z)]<oo and Vn>1, sup sup |LXon(z)| < oo
a€(0,1] 7€GK « a€(0,1] z€(R2)N

By (5),
1 1
£ o(x) = " LY ule) + 5 @ Vu@)|, LY on(x) = e L un (@) + 5O Vuy ()],
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Since u € C°°(Gk ) with Gk  compact in (R?)™ and since u,, € C>°((R?)Y), the only difficulties
are to check that

sup  sup |[LXu(z)| < oo and sup  sup |LXu,(x)] < oc.
a€e(0,1] z€GK,e a€e(0,1] ze(R2)N

By (46),
‘Ci(un( ) ko n( )‘CX ( ) ( )ﬁXI‘kg n( ) vrko n( )VU(:C)

Again, the only difficulty consists of the first term, because L£X Fﬁ,n is uniformly bounded by
Lemma Since Supp Fko n C Gg)%, see Lemma and since Gﬁgn C Gk (actually for some
other value of ¢ > 0), we are reduced to show that sup,e (g 1) SUPzeqy . |LXu(z)| < oo. But

1 0 xt —ad
X E : Rvay
Lyu= 2Au Sa, where S, (z) N [ — 2|2 Vziu(z),

and we only have to verify that sup,e(o,1] SUPzeqy . [Sa ()] < 00.

For k € K; and ¢ € K5, we have
¢

k_ pd "
Vru(z) = Z ﬁu and Veu(z) = Z b = °

k _ 712 0 ill2°
2 NaF ] 2 Nl =]

Hence So = S1,0 + 52,0 + 53,0 + S4,o, Where

0 b —ad b — ok
S @ i - - )
1, (I’) N Z ||.’L"L _ fL‘]||2 + a Z sz _ xk”Q

1,jEKq keKo

0 rt— g zt — gk
N T
200)=F 2 o wPra 2 oo

1€Ko,j€EK ke K,

and Sz o (resp. Siq) is defined as Sy o (resp. S2.) exchanging the roles of K; and Ks. First, S 4
(and S4,4) is obviously uniformly bounded on Gk .. Next, by symmetry,
0 xt —xd - P
SIRE L (ot oy
w0 =3y 2 —oPra,2e o—a o=
i,jEK1 keEKo
Moreover, there is C. > 0 such that for all x € Gk, all i,j € K; such that ¢ # j, all k € Ky,

zt — gk o , .
- — < Ce|lz* — 2’
| o=~ ol <Gl =
so that S1,4 (and Ss34) is bounded on Gk ., uniformly in a € (0, 1], as desired.

Step 2. We denote by
X = (0%, MY (X )20, P )cars | ooy )

the version of X killed when exiting GkKO 3 Lemma implies that X*™ is a continuous ,u|ka o
; 0.3n

symmetric Gﬁ,gm U {A}-valued Hunt process with regular Dirichlet space (£",F™) with core
Cg"(Gﬁ,gn) and for all ¢ € CEO(GEL%),

1
&)= [ IVelPan

kQ,3n
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Step 3. We want to apply Lemma [B7] to X*" with the function w, and so we first check
that the conditions are satisfied. We have u,, € C°((R?)Y) with Supp u, = Gg)%, which is
compact in Gﬁﬁn, see Lemma We conclude that u,, € F™ and that u,, is bounded. We denote
by (A™, D4n) the generator of X*™. Thanks to Remark [8| and Step 1, we have g, € Dy» and
A"o,, = LX 0, and A"p,, is bounded, again by Step 1. And with the convention that g,(A) = 1,
On is continuous on GkKO73n U {A}, because u, is continuous and vanishes on a neighborhood of

the boundary of Gi(g,gn (because it is supported in GkKo,zn)- Hence we can apply Lemma We
introduce

*,M t An *,1
Lf" — Q”(Xt ) p(_ 'A QH(X37 )d8>,
0

oy ©X *n
QH(X()’ ) Qn(X57 )
with the same conventions as in Lemma [B.7] i.e. 0,(A) =1 and A"g,(A) = 0. By Lemma
there exists a family of probability measures (Qg)megg 2 U{A) such that

0.3
Q=L PX on o({XI"s < 1))
for all ¢ > 0 and for quasi all x € GEO)?)” U {A}, and such that
X = (QX7 MX> (Xt*)n)tZO? (Qg)xElefOfmU{A})

is a continuous Q%M|G1k< ,,, “Symmetric G?U 3, U{A}-valued Hunt process with regular Dirichlet space
~ ~ 0-°m ’
(E™, F™) with core C°(GE 5,) such that for all o € C2(G 4,),

~ 1
o) =y [ IVelPedn

Gio.8n

Step 4. Denote by
Xmme = (QX7 MX (X0, (QZ)xE(GkKO‘nﬂGK,E)U{A})
the version of X*™ killed when exiting the open set GkKo,n NGk.. By Lemma X*" is a contin-
uous Q?LmGkK ey -symmetric (GE N Gk ,c) U{A}-valued Hunt process with regular Dirichlet
~ 0" ’ ’
space (E™¢, F™¢) with core C°(GE N Gk .) such that for all p € C°(GK  NGk.),

k)g,n ]i)o,n
e 1 2 2 1 2 2
£ pp) =35 Vel endp = 3 IVl o*dp.
le(o,anKvE le(o,anKvE
Indeed, F,Ifmn =1, whence g,, = 9, on Gkam see Lemma
Step 5. Consider the measures
p(dy) = J[ W= I17Ndy and po(dy)= [ Ilv' —¢1I7"Ndy
1,jEK1,i#] 1,jEK2,i#]

on (R?)E1l and (R?)¥2l) with p;(dy) = dy if |K;| = 1. Recall that u(dz) = m(z)dz, see (@) and
that by definition, o(z) = [[;ck, jer, |zt — 27]|%/N: we deduce that

[i1 @ po = 0*pu.
Recall from Proposition 6] that for p = 1,2, Y? is a continuous VX -valued p,-symmetric (since
(0|K,|/N)/|Kp| = 6/N) Hunt process with regular Dirichlet space (&,, F,) with core C2°(),) and,
for ¢ € CZ(Vp), Epl, ) = %f(Rg)mw |[Ve||?dpp. This also holds true if e.g. |Ki| = 1, see [11]
Example 4.2.1 page 167], since then ju; is nothing but the Lebesgue measure on R2.
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Since now p; ® iy = 0°p, by Lemma, [B.5)

= (QY> MY (Yy)ezo, (sz)ye(ylxyﬁu{&})

is a o?u-symmetric continuous X'a-valued Hunt process with regular Dirichlet space (€Y, FY) on
L2(Y1 x Vo, 0*dp) with core C°(Y; x V) and, for p € C(Y) x Is),

£ (9. ) = / Ex(p(y, ), oy, ) (dy) + / E1(p(- ), (-, 2)a(d)
(R2)I K1l (R2)I K2

1
—5 [ IVel*ean.
(R2)N

Finally, we apply Lemma to Y with the open set G}fom NGk, C X C Y1 X Vo, to find that
the resulting killed process

Y* e = (QY7 MYa (}/t*,nys)tZOa (]P)Y)yG(GkO nﬁGKYE)U{A})

is a continuous g2u|Gﬁ)yanK’E—symmetric (Giion NGk ) U{A}-valued Hunt process with the same
regular Dirichlet space as X*™*¢ see Step 4.

Step 6. By uniqueness, see [I1, Theorem 4.2.8 p 167], for quasi all x € G’go,n N Gxk,e, the law of
(X;™%)¢>0 under Q7 is the same as that of (Y;"");>¢ under PY.

Step 7. Here we fix T > 0 and we prove that there exist some constant Cr. x > 0 and some
M a7y .-measurable random variable Jr . g such that C:F)LK < Jrex < Crex and such that
for quasi all # € Gk ¢, EX[Jre k] = 1 and there is n, > 1 such that for all n > n,,

X __ T0On
E; [JT7€7K|M<77//\T/\TK,E:| - LCn/\T/\TK,e’

where we have set ¢, = inf{t >0: X; ¢ G{  }.

Recall that Un>1Gk0 n GEO, see Lemma and observe that G}fo contains Gk .. Fixz € Gk,
and consider n, > 1 such that z € Gk:Ko,nI' We know from Lemma that for all n > ng, (L7 )i>0

is a PX-martingale. Moreover, for all n > n,, we have 9,11 = 0 = 0, and A", 11 = LX 0,11 =
LX0=LX0, = A", on Ggm, so that L™ = LY on [0,(,]. Hence

X On+1 On+1 On
E [LCTL+1/\T/\TK - |MCn/\T/\TK,E] Lgn/\T/\rK - LCn/\T/\TK7E'

Consequently, (LQ" Jn>n, 18 & (M, ATArk . ) k>n,-martingale under PX. Moreover, recalling

ATATK
the expression of CLQ" that 0,, = pand A"p,, = LXpon Gk n» that gis bounded from above on from
below on Gk . and that £X g is bounded on Gk . by Step 1, we conclude that (Lé’”ATATK Yn>n, 18
bounded from above and from below, uniformly in € Gk . and n > n,. Hence (Lg"AT/\TK Vn>n.,
is a uniformly integrable martingale and has a M5, _-measurable limit Jr. (a.s. and in LY,
which is also bounded by above and by below, uniformly in z € Gk .. And it holds that EX [Jr ] =

1 and EX [Jr M, arame..) = LC:/\T/\TK for all n > n, as desired.

Step 8. We introduce, for each z € Gk ¢, the probability measure Q¢ = =Jre -PX. Tt obviously
satisfies the last assertion of the statement since CT x < Jrex < Crex by Step 7. Recalling the
notation of the statement, and since the laws of two continuous Hunt processes coincide as soon
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as their semi-groups coincide, we have to verify that for any bounded continuous ¢ : Gk . — R,
for quasi all x € Gk ¢,

T,e
E®: [<P(Xt)]l{t<TArK,s}] = E;/ [@(Yt)]I{K%K,EAT}]-
Fix n > n,, recall that {, = inf{t > 0: X; ¢ Gﬁn} and set (, = inf{t >0:Y; ¢ Gﬁn} By
Step 7 and since (Xia¢, arg AT )20 18 Mrac, A .-Measurable, it holds that
T,e
E®- [o(Xt) Wi Argc G} =EX [o(Xe) U crar o ACh}ITe]
:EIX[@(Xt)]I{t<T/\7'K,5/\Cn}ng/t\Cn/\TK,s].

Since now (L{");>0 is a (My)¢>p-martingale under Py,

T,e n
EQZ [@(Xt)]I{KT/\TK,EAcn}] = Eg}f [W(Xt)]l{t<T/\rK,5/\cn}L%"] = EQ‘” [‘P(Xt)][{KTATK,E/\Cn}]»

recall that Q" = L3 - PX was defined in Step 3. By the identity between the laws of the killed
processes established at Step 6,

T,e
EQI [QD(Xt)]I{t<T/\TKYE/\Cn}] = Eg [SD(Y;)]I{t<T/\’FK,s/\C_n}]'

The conclusion follows, letting n — oo by dominated convergence: (, ATk c — Tk and En ANTK,e —

TK,e as n — 0o because Unzng) n = Gfo, see Lemma and because GkKU contains Gk . O

8. EXPLOSION AND CONTINUITY AT EXPLOSION

In this section we consider a QK S(0, N)-process X with life-time ¢. We show that ¢ = oo when
6 € (0,2) and that ¢ < co when § > 2. In the latter case, we also prove that lim; . X a.s. exists,
for the usual topology of (R?)N: the Keller-Segel process is continuous at explosion. This is not
clear at all at first sight: we know that lim;,.— X; = A a.s. for the one-point compactification
topology, which means that the process escapes from every compact of X', but it could either go to
infinity, which is not difficult to exclude, or it could tend to the boundary of X without converging,
e.g. because it could alternate very fast between having its particles labeled in [1, k] very close
and having its particles labeled in [2, kg + 1] very close. The goal of the section is to prove the
following result.

Proposition 15. Fiz 0 > 0 and N > 2 such that N > 0, set kg = [2N/0] and X = Ey, and
consider a QK S(0, N)-process X = (Q%, MX, (Xy)10, (B} )oexuia}) with life-time ¢.

(i) If 0 < 2, then for quasi all x € X, PX(¢ = 00) = 1.

(ii) If @ > 2, then for quasi all ¥ € X, PX-a.s., ( < oo and X¢— = limy_,c X; exists for the
usual topology of (R?)N and does not belong to E, .

We first show that the process does not explode in the subcritical case and cannot go to infinity
at explosion in the supercritical case.

Lemma 16. (i) If § <2 and N > 2, then for quasi all x € X, PX({ = 00) = 1.
(i) If 0 > 2 and N > 0, then for quasi all x € X,

PX (C < oo and sup || X¢|| < oo) =1.
[0,0)
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Proof. The arguments below only apply for quasi all z € X, since we use Proposition [I0] In both
cases, we have for all ¢ € [1, N] and all ¢ € [0,(),

N
1X:12 <2 (X7 = Spay(X)I? + 1S, vy (X0)I%) = 2R vy (Xe) + 2N | Spr v (X |12
i=1
By Lemma there are a Brownian motion (M;);>o and a squared Bessel process (D;)¢>o with
dimension dp x(N) (killed when it gets out of (0, 00) if dg, n(IN) < 0), such that Sy np(Xe) = My
and Ry np(X¢) = Dy for all ¢ € [0, (). These processes being locally bounded, we conclude that

(48) a.s., for all T > 0, sup || Xy < oo.
t€[0,CAT)
(i) When 6 < 2 and N > 2, we have kg = [2N/0] > N, so that X = (R?)". Hence on the

event {¢ < oo}, we necessarily have limsup, ,._ || X¢|| = oo, and this is incompatible with
with 7 = C.

(ii) When N > 6 > 2, we have dg n(IN) < 0, so that (Dy);>0 is killed at some finite time 7. It
holds that ¢ < 7. Indeed, on the event where 7 < ¢, we have Ry n1(X7) = limy,-— Ry np(Xy) =
limy,.— Dy = 0, so that X, ¢ Ej, (since kg < N), which is not possible since 7 < ¢. Hence ( is
also a.s. finite and it holds that supjy () | X¢[ < oo a.s. by with the choice T = (.

O

To show the continuity at explosion in the supercritical case, we need to prove the following
tedious lemma.

Lemma 17. Assume that N > 6 > 2. For quasi all z € X, for all K C [1, N] with |K| > 2,
PX-q.s, lim Rg(X;) =0 or liminf Ry (Xy) > 0.
t—(C— t—(—

Proof. We proceed by reverse induction on the cardinal of K. If first K = [1, N], the result is
clear because (R n(Xt))tejo,c) is a (killed) squared Bessel process on [0,¢) by Lemma |11] (and
since ¢ < 7T exactly as in the proof of Lemma (ii)), hence it has a limit in Ry as t — (.
Then, we assume that the property is proved if |K| > n where n € [3, N], we take K C [1,N]
such that |[K| = n — 1 and we show in several steps that a.s., either lim; .~ Rg(X;) = 0 or
lim inft_)c_ RK(Xt) > 0.

Step 1. We fix € € (0, 1] and introduce 6§ = 0 and, for k > 1,
op =1inf{t € (67_1,¢) : Rx(X:) <e} and o} =inf{t € (0f,() : Rx(X:) > 2},

with the convention that inf ) = (. We show in this step that for all deterministic A > 0, setting
e = c‘K|+1£/c|K| (recall Lemma , there exists a constant p4 . > 0 such that for all £ > 1, for
quasi-all z € X, on {0} < (},

IP’X<0k (o +A)AC or . I[nax )||Xt|| >1/e or [mm )I{élHRKU{ i (Xt) < ac
Eo’z,&z of,0%) 1

where M = o(X; : s € [0,1]).

M )>PA5,

By the strong Markov property of X, on {of < (},

PX (o'k (og+A)NC or max HXtH >1/e or  min min Rgyg(Xe) < ae
te[ tG[a’k O'k] g K

MX) = g(XU,i),
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where

IPX(~€>AA X >1 R X;) < )

9(y) = ¢ or ten[%ﬁ’;%)” el =1/ or el[rélg)grélgg Ku{ip(Xe) < ac

We used that Rg(X,c) < e on {of < ¢} by definition of o, so that of = 0 under P _. Using
7k

again that Rk (Xoc) < e on {of < (}, it suffices to show that there is a constant ps . > 0 such
that g(y) > pa, for quasi all y € X such that R (y) <e.

If first |[y|| > 1/e or min;¢x Rxugiy(y) < a, then clearly, g(y) = 1.
Otherwise, y € Gk ., where
Gr:={zecX: forallic K, all j ¢ K, ||2" — 27| > e} N B(0,1/e)

as in Proposition |14] with K = (K, K¢), because ||y|| < 1/e and because Rx(y) < € < 2¢ and
min;¢ x Ricugiy(Y) > a: = ¢k +16/¢)x| imply that [[z° — 2*||? > e for all i € K, j ¢ K by Lemma
Hence, we can apply Proposition with 7' = A (and ¢) and we find that (for quasi all
ye GK,S)

g(y) >CA1€KQAEK( >ANCor terr[%)?;%) [| X¢|]| > 1/e or ter[r(1)1gs)%1lr(1RKU{ 3 (Xy) < ae)
Using that P(A; UAsU Ag) =P(A; NASN AS) +P(Ay U Ag) for three events Ay, Ag, A3, we deduce
that g(y) > g1(y) + g2(y), where

() CAEKQAEK( > AANC and ter%ax [|X¢]| < 1/e and er[%lgg)zélngKU{ }(Xt)>a5),

92(y) —CAEKQAEK( max I Xe]] = 1/e or te%lga)%gRKu{z}(Xt) <as)
But we know from Proposition |14 and Lemma (11| that under @;’E’K, (RE(Xt))te(0,ri..na) 18 @
squared Bessel process with dimension dgx|/n, x|(|K]) = dg,n(|K]), issued from Rg(y) < e,
stopped at time 7k . A A, where 7x . = inf{t > 0 : X; ¢ Gk,}. Hence there exists, under
Q;;"E’K, a squared Bessel process (S;);>0 with dimension dg n(|K]) such that S, = Ri(X;) for all
t € 0,7k, AN A]l. We introduce k. = inf{t > 0:.S; > 2¢} and we observe that

{ng > AAC and ten[%ax || X:|] < 1/e and I[%IIIE)H;II(IRKU{ 3 (Xe) > ag}

{ > A A and terﬂ)ax [| X¢|| < 1/e and I[%ms)r»glir(lRKU{ i (X)) > ae}
Indeed, on the event {max;c(s¢) || X¢|| < 1/e and minse(p ) mingg g Riugiy (Xe) > ac}, it holds
that 7k . > &5, because during [0,55), we have X; € Gk, because || X;|| < 1/¢ and because
Ri(X;) < 2¢, which, together with min,c(g 5e) minig g Rugiy(Xi) > ae = ¢x|116/¢ k|, implies
that || X/ —X/||2 > eforalli e K and j ¢ K by Lemma Hence, still on this event, Ry (X:) = S;
for all t € [0,65 A A), from which we conclude that k. > A A ( if and only 6§ > A A (.

Hence

91(y) —CAEKQAEK(RE > AAC and trr[%)ax || X¢|]| <1/ and r[nln ]IéllnRKu{ i (X)) > aa)
€ HEA

>CA5 QAEK(K}E > A and terr[gax [|X¢]| < 1/e and rﬁl)llrjlﬂlzglir{lRKU{z}(Xt) > a€>
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Using again that P(A; U A2 U A3) = P(A; N AN AS) + P(A2 U A3), we conclude that

9(W) = g1(y) + g2(y) > C1L Q5K (ke > A).

The step is complete, since ga.(y) = Q;"E’K(HE > A) is the probability that a squared Bessel
process with dimension dg n(|K]) issued from Rk (y) < e remains below 2¢ during [0, 4] and is
thus strictly positive, uniformly in y (such that y € Gk . and Rk (y) = ¢).

Step 2. We prove here that for all € € (0, 1], all A > 0, for quasi all z € X,

Pf(limsupHXtH >1/e or liminfmin Rgygy(Xe) <a. or 3k >1, of > C/\A) =1
‘ e t—(— i¢K

All the arguments below only hold for quasi all z € X, even if we do not mention it explicitly
during this step. For k£ > 1, we introduce

Qk+1={ai+1<CAA and  min  min Reyg(Xe) >ac and  sup ”Xt”d/g}
te[os,5¢) igK telog,5%)

and we first show that IP’f (liminfg Q) = 0. To this end, it suffices to check that for all £ > 1,
PX (N, ) = 0. Since Qy is M s -measurable, for all m > £ > 1,

PX ( Nyt Qk) =E; []Iﬂ;"':eﬂkpf (Qm+1 ’Mafn)} :

S}ilnce moreov;ezr NS, C {05, < ¢} and since o, > &5, > &, — 05, we deduce from Step 1
that on N7L €y,

Pf (Qm+1‘Ma§n)
=1-PX (Ufn_H >(NA or min - min Reygy(Xe) <ae or sup || X¢|| > 1/6‘./\/105 )
telos,,65,) igK telos,,65,) "

<1-— Pf ((fn > (o, FA)A¢ or  min  min Rgypy(Xe) <a. or sup || Xy > 1/5‘/\/105 )
t€los,,65,) i¢K telos,,55,) "

<L —pae.
Hence we conclude that PX(N7"%'Q) < (1 — pao)PX (N7, Q) for all m > ¢ > 1, so that
PX (N, 2) = 0 as desired.
Hence PX (liminfy, Q) = 0, so that a.s., an infinite number of Q¢ are realized. Consequently,
o cither there is k£ > 1 such that o, > ( A 4;
e or forall k > 1, o, < ¢ and minge(,z 5:) ming i Ry (Xt) < ae for infinitely many k’s, which

implies that liminf; ¢ min;¢x Rxugiy(Xt) < ac because necessarily, limy, 0j, = ¢ by definition
of the sequence (0%)r>1 and by continuity of t — Rx(X;) on [0,();

e or for all k > 1, o < ¢ and there are infinitely many k’s for which sup;¢(,= 5¢) [| X:|| > 1/e and
this implies that limsup, . || X¢[| > 1/¢, because lim, o}, = ¢ as previously.

Step 3. We conclude. Applying Step 2 for each A € N and each e € QN (0, 1], we conclude that
for quasi all z € X, PX-a.s., for all A > 0 and all € € (0, 1],

limsup [|X¢[| > 1/e or liminfmin Rgyg(Xe) <ae or 3k>1, o > (AA.
(- t(— igK
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By Lemma [16]-(ii), we know that ¢ < oo, so that choosing A = [(], we conclude that for quasi all
r € X, PX-as., for all € € (0,1]

(49) limsup [|X¢[| > 1/e or liminfmin Rgygy(Xe) <a. or 3k>1, of =(.
t—(— t—=(— i¢K

And by Lemma—(ii) again, limsup,_,_ |[X;]| < 1/g¢ for some (random) &y € (0, 1].

On the event where lim inf; ¢~ min;¢ g Riygiy(Xt) = 0, there exists some (random) 9 ¢ K such
that liminf; ¢~ Rgugio)(Xt) = 0, whence lim; ¢~ Rgug401(X¢) = 0 by induction assumption, and
this obviously implies that lim; .~ Rx(X;) = 0.

On the complementary event, we fix e1 € (0, o] such that liminf; ¢ min;gx Rruqiy(Xt) > ae,
and we conclude from and the fact that limsup,_, . [|X;[| < 1/ep that for all e € (0,¢1], there
exists k. > 1 such that of_ = (. Recalling the definition of (67)k>1, we deduce that for all
e € (0,e1], Rk (X;) upcrosses the segment [¢,2¢] a finite number of times during [0,¢). Hence
for all € € (0,e1], there exists t. € [0,¢) such that either Rx(X;) > ¢ for all t € [t.,() or
Ry (X;) < 2¢ for all ¢ € [t., (). If there is € € (0,£1] such that Rg(X;) > € for all ¢ € [tc, (), then
liminf; .~ Rg(X;) > e > 0. If next for all € € (0,e;], we have Rx(X;) < 2¢ for all t € [t., (),
then limy_,.— Rg(X;) =0.

Hence in any case, we have either lim; ,.— Rx(X;) =0 or liminf; ,.— Rx(X;) > 0. O
We finally give the

Proof of Proposition[15 Point (i), which concerns the subcritical case, has already been checked
in Lemma [I6}(i). Concerning point (ii), which concerns the supercritical case § > 2, we already
know that for quasi all x € X, PX(¢ < 00) = 1 by Lemma (ii), and it remains to prove that
PX-as., lim;,¢_ X; exists and does not belong to Ej,. We divide the proof in two steps.

Step 1. We show by induction that for all n € N|
P for all > 2 and all N > 6 such that ko(6,N) = N —n,
n) :
if X is a QK S(0,N), then for quasi all z € X, PX-a.s., lim;_, ¢ X, exists.

We indicate here the dependence of kg = [2N/0] on 6 and N. For N and 6 satisfying the conditions
of P(n), we have ko(8, N) > 3 (because N > ) and thus N > n + 3. All the arguments below
only hold for quasi all z € X, PX-a.s., even if we do not mention it explicitly.

If n = 0, we consider N > 6 > 2 with ko(, N) = N. We thus have X = Ey. But Lemma
(ii) tells us that limsup,_,_ |[X¢|| < oo, so that on the event where liminf; ,c Ry n(X¢) > 0,
we can find a compact of Ey of the form {z € (R*)" : |[z]| < 1/ and Ry yj(z) > £} in which
(Xt)te[o,¢) remains and this forbids explosion, which is absurd. Hence liminf; ;¢ Ry np(X¢) =0
and we conclude from Lemmathat lim; ¢ R, np(X¢) = 0. Moreover, according to Lemma
there exists (M;);>0, a 2-dimensional Brownian motion with diffusion constant N~'/2, such that
for all t € [0,¢), M; = Spi n7(X;). Hence M = limy ¢ Spi n7(Xy) exists. But for all i € [1, N],
all t € [0, ),

1 — MI* < 2| X{ — Sp (X[ + 2018, v (Xe) — M1? < 2Rp np(Xe) + 2[1Sp, vy (X) — M2,
which tends to 0 as t — (—. Hence lim;_,c— X; = M for all i € [1, N] and we have proved P(0).

We next fix n € N, we assume that P(k) holds true for all k € [0,n], and we show that P(n+1)
holds true. We consider N > 6 > 2 such that ko(6, N) = N —n — 1, a QK S(0, N)-process X, we
fix x € X = Exy_,_1 and we show that PX-a.s., lim; ¢~ X, exists in (R%HN,
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a e first prove that for all non-empty K C |1, N|, for a >0, for all e > 0,
We fi hat for all K C [1,N], for all T > 0, for all 0
(50)  (X})iex and (X});¢x have a limit in (R?)/%l and (R?)V =Kl as ¢ goes to (1. A T)—,

where 7k . = inf{t > 0: X; ¢ Gk} asin Propositionwith the partition K = (K, K¢). Let us
recall that since A ¢ Gk ., we have 7k . € [0,(] when ( < co. However, when 7k . = (, it is not
true in general that X; goes to the boundary of Gk . ast — (—.

If first © ¢ Gk e, is obvious since then 7k . = 0.

Else, we use Proposition we know that under QZ-¢¥, (Xti)ieK,te[o,rK,a] and (Xti)igzK,te[o,TK,a]
are two (stopped) independent QK S(6|K|/N,|K|) and QKS(0|K°|/N,|K°|) processes. Since
QI=K is equivalent to P, it is sufficient to prove that Q1**K-a.s., the limits lithTK,E/\T(XZ)ieK
and limy_, - _a7(X})ieke exist for the usual Euclidean topology. Let us e.g. consider (X7)iex-

o If (X})icx does not explode at time ¢, then it obviously has a limit at time 7 . AT € [0, (].

o If next the process (X});cx does explode at time ¢, then necessarily, we have |K| > 2 and
0|K|/N > 2 by Lemma[16]-(i). Thus its parameters 6|K|/N and |K| satisfy P(n + 1+ |K| — N).
Indeed, |K| > 0| K|/N (since N > ) and

ko(0|K|/N,|K]) = ko(0,N) = N —n— 1= |K[ - (n+1+|K|-N).

But n+1+|K|— N <n (because |K| < N —1), so that we can use our induction assumption and
conclude that (X});cx has a limit as t — (—. Since moreover 7x . AT € [0,(] and since (X})icx
is continuous on [0, ¢), this shows that it has a limit as ¢t — (7k c A T)—

b) For all € € (0,1] and all non empty K C [1, N|, we set ﬁK’E =0 and, for all £ > 0,
- o
772181 = inf{t > ﬁf’s : Xy € Gkoe} and ﬁffl = inf{t > nffl Xy ¢ G e}y

with the convention that inf () = ¢. Using and the strong Markov property, we conclude that
for all non empty K C [1, N], alle € (0,1]NQ, all k > 1, all T € Q4 if 775’5 < (, then

(51)  (X{)iex and (X});¢x admit a limit in (R?)5 and (R2)N=IKT as t goes to (7 ° AT) — .

(c) On the event {lim; ..~ Ry n7(X:) = 0}, one can check as when proving P(0) that lim; ¢ X;
exists: My = Sp n(X¢) is a 2-dimensional Brownian motion during [0,¢), it thus has a limit
M € R? as t — (— which, together with limg ¢~ Ry np(X¢) = 0, implies that lim; ¢ Xi=M
for all ¢ € [1, N].

(d) On {lim;_,¢— Ry np(X¢) = 0}¢, we can find some non empty Ko C [1, N] such that

tlﬁir{nﬁ Rik,(Xy) =0 and gg}g lirgclrjf Riougiy(Xe) > 0.
Indeed, ¢ < 0o and sup,¢(o ¢y || X¢|| < 0o by Lemma (ii). This implies that the set

S= {k € [2,N] such that  min  liminf Re(X,) = 0}
KC[1,N]:|K|=k t—C—

is non-empty, because else there would exist ¢y € [0,¢) and a compact subset of F of the form
{z € R?)V : ||z|| < 1/e and for all 4,5 € [1, N], ||z° — 27| > &}

in which X; would remain for all ¢ € [t,() and this would contradict the fact that { < co. On
the event {lim; ¢ Rp nj(X:) = 0}¢, we know from Lemma [17| that liminf; . Ry np(X:) > 0,
so that nyp = maxS < N. Hence we can find Ky C [1, N], with cardinal |Ky| = ng < N such
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that liminf; ;. Rg,(X¢) = 0 and, of course, min;¢ g, liminf; ¢~ Ry, ug3(X¢) > 0. Using again
Lemma we also have lim; .~ R, (X;) =0

(e) Using moreover that lim;_,¢_ || X¢|| < oo by Lemma [16}(ii), we conclude that on the event
{lim ¢~ Rp1 np(Xt) = 0}€, there exists € > 0 and to € [0, () such that for all ¢ € [to, (),
ClKo|+1 c

ClKo|

whence X; € Gk, by Lemma where Ko = (Ko, K§). Thus, recalling (b), there exists
k > 1 such that nf"’s < (¢ and ﬁk‘)’e = (. By this implies that limtﬂ(c/\T)f(Xti)ieKo and
1imtﬁ(</\T),(Xti)ieK8 exist for every T' > 0, and thus that lim; ,_ X, exists.

||Xt|| < 1/57 RKO(Xt) < 2 and ?éll}r(lRKOU{Z}(Xt) >

Step 2. We fix N > 6 > 2 as in the statement. Then kg € [2, N], so that N and 6 satisfy all the
conditions of P(n) with n = N — kg. Hence for quasi all z € X, PX-ass., Xeo = limy_,¢— Xy exists
in (R?)N. Moreover, X;_ cannot belong to X = Ej,, because lim;_,¢— X; = A when Ej, U{A} is
endowed with the one-point compactification topology, see Subsection [B:I} O

9. SOME SPECIAL CASES

During a K-collision, the particles labeled in K are isolated from the other ones. Thanks to
Proposition it will thus be possible to describe what happens in a neighborhood of the instant
of this K-collision, by studying a QKS(0|K|/N, |K|)-process. In other words, we may assume that
|K| = N, so that the following special cases, which are the purpose of this section, will be crucial.

Proposition 18. Let N >4 and 0 > 0 such that N > 0. Consider a QK S(0, N)-process X as in
Proposition @ Recall that ¢ = inf{t > 0: X; = A} and set 7 = inf{t > 0: Ry nj(X¢) & (0,00)}
with the convention that Ry (A) =0, so that T € [0,(].

(i) If dg n(N — 1) <0 and dg v (N) < 2, then for quasi all x € X,

PX( inf Ry np(Xe)>0) =1
. <tel[%,<) 11X > 0)

(i3) If dg y (N —1) € (0,2) and dg ny(N) < 2, then for quasi all x € X, PX-a.s, for all K C [1, N]
with cardinal |K| = N — 1, there is t € [0,7) such that Rk (X;) = 0.

(ii5) If 0 < dg n(N) < 2 < dg y(N — 1), then for quasi all x € X, PX-a.s, for all K C [1,N]
with cardinal |K| = 2, there is t € [0,7) such that Rk (X;) = 0.

The proof of this proposition is very long. First, we recall some notation about the decomposition
of X obtained in Proposition [L0]and we study the involved time-change. We then derive a formula
describing Rk (Uy), valid on certain time intervals, for any K C [1, N]. This formula is of course
not closed, but it allows us to compare Rx (U), when it is close to 0, to some process resembling
a squared Bessel process, of which one easily studies the behavior near 0. Finally, we prove
Proposition unifying a little points (i) and (ii) and treating separately point (iii).

9.1. Notation and preliminaries. We recall the decomposition of Proposition which holds
true for quasi all x € X N E. Consider a Brownian motion (M,;);>o with diffusion coefficient
N~1/2 starting from Sp; v7(2), a squared Bessel process (Dy)¢>o starting from Ry np(z) > 0 killed
when leaving (0, 00) with life-time 7p = inf{¢t > 0: D; = A} and a QSKS(0, N) -process (U;)i>0
starting from ®g(x) with life-time £ = inf{¢t > 0: U; = A}, all these processes being independent.

For t € [0,7p), we put A; = Ot 45 We also consider the inverse p : [0, A;,) — [0,7p) of A.

Lemma 19. If dg n(N) < 2, then 7p < 00 and A, = o0 a.s.
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Proof. Since (Dy)i>0 is a (killed) squared Bessel process with dimension dg n(N) < 2, we have
Tp < o0 a.s according to Revuz-Yor [21], Chapter XI]. Moreover, there is a Brownian motion (B;):>o

such that Dy, = r +2 fot VDsdB; +dg n(N)t for all t € [0,7p), where r = Ry nj(2) > 0. A simple
computation shows the existence of a Brownian motion (W;);>o such that for all ¢ € [0, A,,),

t t
D,, :7~+2/ Dpdes—Fdo,N(N)/ D, ds.
0 0

Hence for all t € [0, A.,), D,, = rexp(2W; + (dg,n(N) — 2)t). On the event where A, < oo, we
have 0 = Dy, =lim¢a, D), = exp(QWATD + (dg.n(N)—2)A;,) > 0. Hence A,;, = o0 as. O

From now on, we assume that dp y(N) < 2. Hence A : [0,7p) — [0,00) is an increasing
bijection, as well as p : [0,00) — [0, 7p). By Proposition for quasi all z € X N E, we can find
a triple (My, Dy, Up)i>0 as above such that for X our QK S(0, N) process starting from z, for all
t €10,7p A pe), and actually for all ¢ € [0, p¢) because pe < 7p since p is [0, 7p)-valued,

Xy =V(My, Dy, Ua,), ie. My=Spny(Xe), Di=Rpny(Xy) and Ua, = $s(X;).
We recall that ¥(m,r,u) = vy(m) + /ru if (m,r,u) € R? x (0,00) x U and ¥(m,r,u) = A if
(m,r,u) = A. Observe that 7 = 7p A pe = pg, where 7 = inf{t > 0 : Ry n7(X¢) ¢ (0,00)} € [0,].

We note that if £ < oo, then pe < Tp, because p is an increasing bijection from [0, c0) into
[0,7p). Hence, still if £ < oo, then X explodes at time pg strictly before 7p, whence

(52) {e<oo)c { int Ry w(X,) >0}
Finally note that since U is S-valued, it cannot have a [1, N]-collision. But for any K C [1, N]
with cardinal |K| < N — 1, it holds that
(53) U has a K-collision at ¢ € [0,¢) if and only if X has a K-collision at p; € [0,7),
which follows from the facts that
o for all (m,r,u) € R? x (0,00) x U, Rk (¥ (m,r,u)) =0 if and only if Rx(u) = 0;
e p is an increasing bijection from [0,&) into [0, 7), because pe = 7.

We conclude this subsection with a remark about the quasi notions of X and U, of course in the
case where they are related as above. See Subsection [B-1] for a short reminder on this notion.

Remark 20. Fiz B € MY such that PU(B) = 1 for quasi all u € U (here quasi refers to the Hunt
process U). Then }P’gg(z)(B) =1 for quasi all x € X (here quasi refers to the Hunt process X*,

which is X killed when it gets outside Ey ).

Proof. By definition, there exists NV a properly exceptional set relative to U such that for all
uweU \NY, PJ(B) = 1. Thus for all z € &5 (U \ NY), Py (B) = 1.

By Proposition there exists A% a properly exceptional set relative to X*, such that for all
z € (XNEN)\N™, the law of (X;);>o under P is equal to the the law of (Y; = W(M;, Dy, Ua,))t>0

under QY = [P%IL(I) ® PfﬂH(I)HQ ® ng(x), with some obvious notation.

Hence we only have to prove that ' = &5 (NY) UNX is properly exceptional for X*.

e First, we have PX (X, ¢ N for all t > 0) =1 for all z € X \ V. Indeed, since z € X \ N, the
law of (X} ):>0 under P equals the law of (V;);>0 under QY. Since PY (U, ¢ NV for allt > 0) = 1
for all uw € U \ NV and since ®5(Y;) = Ua,, we have QY (Y; ¢ &5 (NY) for all t > 0) = 1 for all



42 NICOLAS FOURNIER AND YOAN TARDY

e X\ O (NWY). Hence PX (X} ¢ &' (NV) for all t > 0) = 1 for all z € X\ (&5 (NY) UN).
Finally, PX (X} ¢ &' (WY)UNX for all t > 0) = 1 for all z € X'\ (&5 (NY) UNX) because N X
is properly exceptional for X*.

e We have u(N) = 0. Indeed, (NX) = 0 by definition and, using Lemma

1 1
@I NT)) = f/ Ly rwen—t (o) dzdrB(du) = 7/ BNY)rdedr = 0,
§ 2 Jroxre xs {2 (zru)edy (M)} 2 Jroxrs

because B(NV) = 0. We used that W(z,r,u) € 5 (NY) & u € NV, since ®g(V(z,r,u)) =u. O

9.2. An expression of dispersion processes on the sphere. We now study the dispersion pro-
cess (Rx (U)o , for K C [1, N]. The equation below can be informally established if assuming
that rigorously holds true, after a time-change and several tedious It6 computations.

Lemma 21. Fiz N > 2 and 0 > 0 such that N > 0 and recall that kg = [2N/6]. Consider a
QSKS(0,N) -process U with life-time £, fit K C [1, N] such that |K| > 2, and set K = (K, K¢).
Recall that GkKO was introduced in Lemma and observe that, since SN Ep, =U,

G NsS= {uEL[: min ||u’ — u!|| >O}.
i€K,jEK

For quasi all u € GkK0 NS, enlarging the filtered probability space (QY, MY, (MY);>0,PY) if neces-
sary, there exists a 1-dimensional (MY );>o-Brownian motion (Wy)i>o under PU such that

(54)  Ric(Us) =Ric(u) +2 / VRO~ R (U)W, + do (| K]t

' 26 tui—ul ,
- de,N(N)/ Ric(Ug)ds — 5 D (U] - Sk (U,))ds
0 i€EK,j¢ K 0 ||U5 —Us ”

Jor all't € [0, k), where kg = inf{t > 0: U, ¢ GK NS}

As usual, kg < € because A ¢ GkKO N'S. Note also that if K = [1, N], then Rx(U;) =1 for all
t €[0,€), and that the constant process 1 indeed solves (54).

Proof. We divide the proof in several steps. The main idea is to compute LY Ry and LY (Rg)?
and to use that Rx(U;) = Rk (u) + fot LY Ry (Us)ds + My, for some martingale (M;);>o of which
we can compute the bracket. However, we need to regularize Rx and to localize space in a zone
where the last term of is bounded.

Step 1. We fix n > 1 and recall I‘EOSW € C*(S), satisfying Supp P?O’,Sn C GkaQn C U, was defined
in Lemma We want to apply Remark |8| to RKI‘EJE and (RKI‘gi)2v for n > 1. We thus have
to show that RKF,CKO’EL and (RKFg’i)Q belong to C°(U) for all n > 1, which is clear, and that

sup sup (|5 [RiTISS ()] + | [(RxTSS)? w)]) < oo
a€(0,1] ues

for all n > 1. Since

(55) LY(fg) = fLlg+ gLl f + Vsf - Vsg
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for all f,g € C(S) and recalling that sup,¢ g 1] SUP,es \EgF}fﬂSn (u)] < 0o by Lemma [12{ and that
Supp rEs o Ggﬂn, the only difficulty is to verify that

ko,n
(56) sup  sup  |LJ Ry (u)] < oo.
a€(0,1]ueGk ,,

Step 2. Here we prove that

i Juf — w2
57) LY Ri(u) =2(|K|-1) —2(N - 1)R "R = wl
(57) Lo Ri(u) =2(|K[—1) —2( JRic (u) + 5 R (w) Z g [t
1<i,j<N
0 lul —w[> 20 w — |
N Z ||ul_u]||2+a N ||U1—U]H2—|—O¢ ('U, K(u)),

ieK,jeK i€K,j¢K

and this will imply : the first four terms are obviously uniformly bounded on S, and the last
one is uniformly bounded on G}fo,Qn by definition of Gfm%, see Lemma

This will also imply, taking o = 0 and observing that 2(|K| — 1) — %\K|(|K| —1)=don(|K|)
and 2(N — 1) — £ N(N — 1) = dg,n(N), that for all u € SN Es,

ui —Uj

(58)  LYRk(u) =don(|K|) — do,n(N)Rg (u) — ?\70 Z T —w? (u’ — Sk (u)).
€K jEK
Step 2.1. We first verify that for all u € S,
(59) (VsRi ()" =2(u’ — Sk (w) Lery — 2Rk (w)u’, i€ [1,N],
(60) AsRic(u) = A(IK| — 1) — 4N — 1) Ry (u)
First, a simple computation shows that for = € (R*)™, for i € [1, N],
6 Valle) =2 - S Tpery and ApRie(o) = U e,

so that in particular VR (x) € H and
(62)  VRk(z)-z=2) (' =Sk(x))-2' =2 (2" = Sk(x))- (¢’ = Sk (v)) = 2R (x).
€K i€K
Next, proceeding as in (14), we get V[Rg o ®s](x) = ||mu (@)|| ' 7a (7 (ryy (o))~ (VRK (Ps())))
for all x € Ey, so that

TH (VRK(‘I’S(x)) - Wm(@) _ VEk(x) - 2Ry (z) 2
[l ()] || ()] |2

We used that VR (®s(z)) = VRk(2)/||mu ()| thanks to (61), that VRk(z) € H by and
that my (z) - VR (2) = - VRk(z) = 2Rk (2) by (62).

We first conclude that for u € S, since 7y (u) = v and ||u|| = 1,
(63) VSRK(U) = V[RK o (DS] (’LL) = VRK(U) - 2RK(U)U,
which implies by .

V[RK [¢] ‘bg](l‘) =
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Second, we deduce that for x € Ey,

0 bsl(x) = - o) — _mu(z) o divra(@) | ARk (x)
Alfse 0 0ol(e) =i o (AR) = 29 Rce) - e = 2R o + )
_ 2mu(@) 2 — ()
TrnGa (YRR (@) = 2R @ g )

Using that divrg(z) = 2(N — 1), we conclude that for u € S, since 7y (u) = wu, ||u|]] = 1 and
u- VRg(u) = 2Rk (u) by (62),

ASRK(U) = A[RK o CI)S](U) = ARK(U) — 4RK(U) — 4(N — 1)RK(U) + 4RK(U)

Since finally ARk (u) = 4(|K| — 1) by (61)), this leads to (60).

Step 2.2. We fix u € S and show that setting I, (u) = —% Doi<ii<N % - (VsRi(u))?,
it holds that

w— 12 w— 12
(64) Ia(u)zfﬂ Z MJF%RK(U) Z H ' I

[ur =P +a Jur =P +a

ieK,jeK 1<i,j<N
20 u' — u? i
- - T a " - S .
N . § ||u’fuJH2+oz (U K(U))
€K, j¢K
By (59)), we may write I, = Iy o + I2,o, Where
20 ut —uf -
I « = —— T a v - S )
1, (’U,) N E : HuZ — u7||2 T (U K(u))
i€K,j€[1,N]
260 T .
I [e% = 7R - . s z.
ralt) = plx) D,
1<i,j<N
First, by symmetry,
260 ul —ud . 260 ul —ud .
I fe% = — —C - - s " v - S — - - s " v - S
1, (U) N E ||U27UJH2+04 (U K(u)) N § ||U27’U,JH2+04 (U K(u))
i€K,jEK 1EK,jEK
20 Z ut — .20 ut —ul ;
- — = %'Ul—i —(UZ_SK(U))
i 7112 Z T 0712
N ek TeK luf —uwd||? + « N seheK luf —uwi||? + «
0 Z [lut — u?|)? 20 ut —ul ;
T _ 2 i _ 2
ciger W~ WP+ N o v —wiF+a
Second, it immediately follows from (47) that
4 > [u’ —u|?
I (6% == 7R T T
2.0(t) N () lut —wi||? + «

1<4,j<N

Step 2.3. Since LY Ry (u) = $AsRk (u u), (57) follows from and (64).
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Step 3. By Steps 1 and 2, we can apply Remark [§] and Lemma B2} for quasi all u € U, all
n > 1, there exist two (MV);>o-martingales (M;"");>o and (M;"™);>o under PV, such that

(R D) (U0) = (RieTig5,)(u) + M + /t LY(Rx TS5 (U,)ds,

ko,n ko,n

k()’ﬂ

(RIS 200 = (RSS20 + 02+ [ 29 (RerSS 2w )as
for all t > 0. We introduce
Kin=nf{t >0:U; ¢ Gko nt

and observe that, since U, >1GK kom = Gﬁ, see Lemma KK,n a.S. increases to Kk, defined in the

statement, as n — oo. Next, since PkKO’Sn =1on Gﬁ’n NS, we have, for all ¢t € [0, Kk »],

(65) Ric(U) = Rct) + M+ [ £V iU,
0
(66) (Ri(U)? = (R + 2"+ [ 295 0.0

Applying the It6 formula to compute (Rx (Uy))? from , recalling from that LY(R%) =
2Rk LY Ry + ||VsRk||?> and comparing to , we obtain that for ¢ € [0, Kk n],

t
(i, = / Vs Ric (U] 2ds.

Hence, enlarging the probability space if necessary, we can find a Brownian motion (W;);>o, which
is defined by W, = f(f VsRi (Us)||~*dML™ for t € [0,k ] and which is then extended to R,
such that M" = fot IVsRk (Us)||dW, during [0, kk,,], whence, still for ¢ € [0, Kk n],

(67) Racw) = Ract) + [ IVsR @, + [ £ i)

But VsRg (u) = VRg (u) — 2R (u)u by (63), whence
IVaR (u)||* = ||VRK<u)||2 — 4R (u) VR (u) - w+ 4(Ri (u))*,
Since ||VRk (u)||* = 4Rk (u) by (61) and VR (u) - u = 2Rk (u) by (62)),
IVsRi (u)[|* = 4Rk (u) — 4(Ri (u))? = 4R (u)(1 — Rk (w)).

Inserting this, as well as the expression of LYRk, in 7 shows that Ry (U;) satisfies the
desired equation during [0, Kk ,]. Since finally lim, kK ,, = Kk a.s., the proof is complete. O

9.3. A squared Bessel-like process. The equation obtained in the previous lemma will be
studied by comparison with the process we now introduce. This process behaves, near 0, like a
squared Bessel processes.

Lemma 22. Fiz § € R, a > 0 and b > 0 such that § + av/b < 2. For (W;);>o a 1-dimensional
Brownian motion and for x € [0,1), consider the unique solution (Si)i>o of

t t
(68) St:x—i—/ 2\/|SS(1—SS)|dWS+6t+a/ Vb +[Ss|ds.
0 0

For z € R, set T, =inf{t > 0: Sy = z}. For ally € (x,1), it holds that P(1y < 1,) > 0.
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Proof. This equation is classically well-posed, since the diffusion coefficient is 1/2-Holder contin-
uous and the drift coefficient is Lipschitz continuous, see Revuz-Yor [2I, Theorem 3.5 page 390].
As in Karatzas-Shreve [I5] (5.42) page 339], we introduce the scale function

2 u s Tl
f(z)= /1/2 exp ( - /1/2 7;;(1 b—;)M dv) du.

This function is obviously continuous on (0, 1) and one gets convinced, for example approximating

(+a/b+ [v])/(2lv(1—v)|) by (6+avb)/(2[v]), that it is also continuous at 0 because §+av/b < 2.
By [15] (5.61) page 344], we have

fy) — fx)
69 Plrg < 1) = F~——=.
(69 <7 =)= 10)
for all y € (z,1). This last quantity is nonzero (which would not be the case if § + av/b > 2, since
then f(0) = —o0). O

9.4. Collisions of large clusters. We are now ready to give the

Proof of Proposition[18-(i)-(ii). We fix N > 4, § > 0 such that N > 6. We always assume that
dg n(N) < 2 and we use the notation of Subsection

Step 1. We consider € > 0 and K C [1, N] such that |K| € [2, N — 1] and dg n (| K|) < 2. We
introduce the constant ax = ¢|x|4+1/(2¢x|) With (c¢)ee1,n defined in Lemma We prove in
this step that there are some constants px . > 0 and Tk . > 0 such that, setting

K€ —inf {t >0: RK(Ut) > € or Igi[l{lRKU{i}(Ut) < aKe} ANk e,
with the convention that inf ) = ¢, it holds that for quasi all u € U satisfying Ry (u) < &/2,

pY (&Kﬁ =Cor b min R (U) < 2axce or Rye(U) = 0 for some € [0,51(’6)) > prce.

We note that for all ¢ € [0,6%°), Rg(U;) < e and minge(g 5.y mingg g Rcugiy(Uy) > axe so
that mine g jerx |Uf — U}|| > &/2 thanks to the definition of ax and to Lemma This implies
that 6%¢ < kg, where we recall that kg = inf{t > 0: U, ¢ GEO NS} was defined in Lemma
with GE NS ={u € U : minjeg j¢r |[u’ —u’|| > 0}.

By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, and since Ry is bounded on U, there is a deterministic
constant C¢ . > 0, allowed to change from line to line, such that for all ¢t € [0,5%¢), we have

20 Ui - U ;
—do,N(N)Rk(Ur) — N Z ﬁ (U; — Sk (Uy))
i€eK,j¢K ” t Yt ”

) 1/2
<CreeVRic(U) + Crce (31U} = Sc(U))
€K
SCK,@: RK(Ut)
<Ck.:vb+ R (U)

where b > 0 is chosen small enough so that dg (| K|) +Cxk Vb < 2. Actually, b is only introduced
to make the drift coefficient of Lipschitz continuous.
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Recalling that Ry (Up) < £/2, the formula describing Ry (U;) € [0,1] for ¢ € [0, kx) D [0, 55¢),
see Lemma [21} considering the process (S;):>o solution to with ¢ = ¢/2, § = dy n(|K]),
a = Ck . and with b introduced a few lines above, driven by the same Brownian motion (Wy):>o,
and using the comparison theorem, we conclude that Ry (U;) < Sy for all ¢ € [0,5%°).

Setting 7, = inf{t > 0: S; = 2} for z € R and recalling the definition of 5%, we conclude that

f R ,LU >2 C NK’E>5/\T€'
{te[égmg)%?{l ruiy(U) aKg} (65 > 1 o}

Indeed, on {inf;c(osr.) minggx Ricuqiy(Uy) > 2axe}, either 65° = Tk, or (Ri(Up))i>o

K,e

reaches € at time & and we then have 7. < 6%¢. In both cases, 6% > 7. A Tk ..

Hence, using again that Ry (U;) < S; for all t € [0,55),
~ K, . .
©<¢and inf Ricup (Us) > 2 d S, =0f te0,m ATk, ]}
{0’ ¢ an te[()l%]{yg)gﬁll}l{l xui}(Ue) > 2axe and S; or some [0, . K.

C{&K’E < ¢ and te[g%&ﬂ%i}g Riugiy(U) > 2axe and Ry (U;) = 0 for some ¢ € [0,5K75)}.

Hence we may write
IP’U(~K’5: inf  min Reuin (Us) < 2 Ric(U;) = 0 f te o,”ﬂa)
vl ) £ or te{ég}(@)g{él}? rugiy(Ut) < 2ake or R (Up) or some [0,57°)

=pY (5K,6 =¢ or te[oigffﬁf)?%i;{lRKU{i}(Ut) < QaKE)

+PY (&K’E <&and _infmin Ry (U) > 20xs and Ric(U) = 0 for some € [o,&K»E))
te[0,6%¢) i

SpU (&K,s =Cor _int min Ry (V) < 2aK€>

+PY (6K’E < & and inf  min Rgygy(Us) > 2axe and Sy = 0 for some t € [0, 7. A TK7€))
te[0,65:¢) i¢ K

ng (5](’6 =¢ or te[g,l}&vae) 1121}? Ry (Uy) < 2age or Sy =0 for some t € [0, 7. A TK’E))

>PY (St =0 for some ¢ € [0, 7. A TK7€)>.

This last quantity equals P(7p < 7. A Tk ) and does not depend on u such that R (u) < &/2.
Since P(m9 < 7.) > 0 by Lemma and since dp v (|K|) + Cr Vb < 2, there exists Tx . > 0 so
that P(m0 < 7. A Tk ) > 0 and this completes the step.

Step 2. We prove (ii), i.e. that when dp (N — 1) € (0,2), for any K C [1, N] with cardinal
|K| = N —1, for quasi all x € X, PX-a.s., R (X;) vanishes during [0,¢). By and Remark
and since PY (¢ = 00) = 1 for quasi all u € U by Lemma @(ii), it suffices to check that for quasi
all u € U, P{-as., (Rk(Uy))i>0 vanishes at least once during [0, 00).

We fix K C 1, N] with |[K| = N — 1, set eg = 1/(4ax) and introduce 7 = 0 and for all k > 0,
T,fj_l =inf{t > 7& : R (U;) < e0/2},
FE o =inf{t > 7l Re(Up) > eo} A (T8 + Tieeo)-
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with Tk -, defined in Step 1. All these stopping times are finite since (€Y, FY) is recurrent by
Lemma [9} (ii). We also put, for k > 1,

QF = {Rk(U;) = 0 for some t € [75, 7]}
We now prove that PY (Ny>1(25)¢) = 0 for quasi all u € U.

For ¢ > 1, since Nj,_; () is MY, -measurable, the strong Markov property tells us that
£+1

PY (nfh 2f)) =EY[( f[ 1(95)0)1@5% ((@f))].

We now prove that PY(Qf) > pk o, for quasi all u € U such that Ry (u) < g9/2. For such a

u, we have 7{* = 0. Moreover, for all i ¢ K, we have Ry ;3 (u) = Ry np(u) = 1 > 2axeq thanks

to our choice of 9. Hence 7 = %0 recall Step 1. Since finally 655 < oo = ¢ and since

Riugiy(Us) = R ny(Us) = 1 > 2axep for all t > 0 and all i ¢ K,
QF :{RK(Ut) = 0 for some t € [0,&K’50]}

:{&Km =¢or te[oi,gg,go)?;%l Rrcugiy(Ur) < 2akeg or Ry (Up) = 0 for some t € [0,51@50]}.

Hence Step 1 tells us that PU(Q¥) > pg ., for quasi all u € U such that Ry (u) < eo/2.
Since RK(UTZIjrl) < e9/2, we have proved that for all £ > 1,

PY (N (7)< (1= prcao) P ( My (26)°).
This allows us to conclude that indeed, PY (N2, (2£)¢) = 0.

Step 3. We prove (i), i.e. that if dg v (N —1) < 0, then P (inf{g ¢) Rp1,n7(X¢) > 0) = 1 for quasi
all x € X. By Remark [20| and , it suffices to show that for quasi all u € U, PY (¢ < 00) = 1.

For all K C [1,N], all € > 0, we introduce 65{’5 =0 and for all £ > 0,

offl = inf {t > 61°: Rg(Uy) < ¢/2 and n;l}r{l Riugiy(Uy) > QaKs},

&ffl = inf {t > affl : R (Up) > € or 1’21}1{1 Riugiy(U) < aKe} A (Uffl +Tke),

with Tk . defined in Step 1 and with the convention that inf () = &.

Step 3.1. We fix € > 0 and assume that | K| > ko, so that dg, n (|K|) < 0 by Lemmali] We prove
here that for quasi all u € U, PU-a.s., either there is t € [0,¢) such that Ry (U;) = 0 or there is
k > 1 such that U?fl = £ or there is k > 1 such that infte[o_K,z 550 min;g g Riugiy (Ur) < 2ake.

k "k

It suffices to prove that PU(Ngs1(Q25°)¢) = 0, where

QK’Ez{UK’E =¢ or inf min Ry (Up) < 2ake
k k+1 € relo R ) g K KU{ }( t) < 2ax

or Rk (U;) =0 for some ¢ € [0’5’5’5_5,6)}.
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But for all £ > 1, ﬂﬁzl(QkK’E)c is MUY _-measurable, whence, by the strong Markov property,

o411

o (i @) = [(IT Tiggeeye )P e ((9070°)] = 0 = pcc) P (s (05)7).
k=1

K,e

We used Step 1, that RK(Uffﬁ’i) < ¢/2 on the event (Q)°°)¢ C {o%

< £}, as well as the inclusion
{65 =¢) c {o,ﬁi = ¢}. One easily concludes.

Step 8.2. For all K C [1, N| such that |K| > ko, for quasi all u € U, PU-a.s., there isno t € [0, &)
such that Ry (U;) = 0. Indeed, on the contrary event, there is ¢ € [0,£) such that U; ¢ Ej,, whence
U; ¢ U, which contradicts the fact that ¢ € [0, £).

Step 3.3. We show by decreasing induction that

P(n) : for quasi all u € U, P{-a.s. on the event {£ = oo}, b, = ming|g|=pn} infi>0 R (Uy) >0
holds true for every n € [ko, N]J.

The result is clear when n = N, because for all t € [0,€), Ry np(Ur) = 1.

We next assume P(n) for some n € [ko + 1, N] and we show that P(n — 1) is true. We
fix K C [1,N] with cardinal |K| = n — 1 and we applying Step 3.1 with K and with some
e € (0,bn/(4ak)) (bn is random but we may apply Step 3.1 simultaneously for all e € Q%) and
Step 3.2, we find that on the event {{ = 0o}, there either exists k& > 1 such that 0']];’_51 =ocoork>1
such that infte[allc(,.e’&i(‘s] min;g g Riugiy(Ur) < 2axe. This second choice is not possible, since by
induction assumption, Ry (Us) > b, for all ¢ > 0 and all ¢ ¢ K. Hence there is k& > 1 such that

K,e _
O'kJrl = Q.

By definition of 0,5_(_51, this implies that, still on the event where £ = oo, there exists ¢ty > 0 such
that for all ¢ > o, either R (U;) > €/2 or minje x Ry (Ur) < 2axe. Using again the induction
assumption, we get that the second choice is never possible, so that actually, Rx (U;) > £/2 for all
t > to. Since (Ri (Uy))i>0 is continuous and positive on [0, ¢y] according to Step 3.2, this completes
the step.

Step 3.4. We conclude from Step 3.3 that for quasi all u € U, PU-a.s. on the event {¢ = oo},
U, € K for all t > 0, where

K={uel:forall ne fky,NJ],all KC[1,N] with |[K|=n, Rx(u) > b,}.

This (random) set is compact in U, so that Lemma[9}(i) tells us, both in the case where (U, FV)
is recurrent and in the case where (£Y,FY) is transient, that this happens with probability 0.
Hence for quasi all u € U, PY (£ = 00) = 0 as desired. O

9.5. Binary collisions. We finally give the

Proof of Proposition |18 (iii). We assume that N > 4, that 0 < dg,n(N) < 2 < dg (N — 1) and
observe that § < 2 and ko > N, so that X = (R?*)Y and &/ = S. The QK S(0, N)-process X is
non-exploding by Proposition [I5}(i), and the QSKS(6, N)-process U is irreducible recurrent by
Lemma, |§|-(11) In particular, { = £ = 0o a.s. We divide the proof in 4 steps. First, we prove that
X may have some binary collisions with positive probability. Then we check that this implies that
U also may have some binary collisions with positive probability. Since U is recurrent, it will then
necessarily be a.s. subjected to (infinitely many) binary collisions. Finally, we conclude using .



50 NICOLAS FOURNIER AND YOAN TARDY

Step 1. We set K = ({1,2},{3},...,{N}) and, for € € (0,1) to be chosen later,

K. = {x e B(O,%) et — a2 < S

nd min
4 i€[1,N],5€[3,N],i#j

We show in this step that if € € (0,1/(2N)), then PX(A) > 0 for quasi all z € K., where

|z — 272 > 95}.

A= {Xl X2 for some ¢ € [0,1] and H%Hi] Ry np(Xt) > O}

To this end, we fix x € K. and introduce the sets

0={ye @7 Runw <c2). 0 ={ye@yp:|Lir TR 2y

and B; = {y € R? : ||y — 2%||? < €} for i € [3, N]. We first claim that
L= {ye RV : (y1,42) € ONO’ and y' € B; for all i € [[3,N]]} C Gk.,

where we recall that Gk . = {y € B(0,1/¢) : Vi € [1,N], ¥V j € [3,N]\ {i}, ||v* — ¢/|]* > ¢}
First, for y € L, we have (y%,y?) € ONO’, so that

1 2 1 2 1 _ 1 _ 1_,2 1_ .2
1||§Hy+y7w+xH+Hy Yy oz xH<\f ly'! =2l | = xll<¢g’

T T

because ||zt — 2?|| < \/2/2 and |ly* — y?|| = \/2R{1,21 (¥, 4?) < V. The same bound applies to
|22 — y?|. Hence for all i € [1,N], all j € [3, N]\ {i},

ly" =71l = 2" = 27| = [ly" = 2"|| = [ly? = 27[| > ||2* — 27|| — 2V/e > Ve
Finally, [|yl|2 < 23N, [ly® — 7|2 + 2|jz||> < 2Ne +2/(9¢) < 1/e since & < 1/(2N).

ly' — =z

Since Gk e is obviously included in {y € (R?)™ : Rp; yj(y) > 0}, we conclude that
PX(A) >PX (th = X? for some t € [0,1] and X; € L for all ¢t € [0, 1])
>0 L QLK (th — X2 for some ¢ € [0,1] and X; € L for all £ € [0, 1])

by Proposition 14| with "= 1. We now set 7k » = inf{t > 0: X; ¢ Gk }. Proposition [14] tells us
that (for quasi all z € K. C Gk.c), the law of (X;);e[0,r ] under QLK equals the law of V; =
(Vi Y )07k, where (Y, V)0 is a QKS(20/N, 2)-process issued from (z',2?), where
for all i € [3, N, (V)0 is a QK S(0/N,1)-process, i.e. a 2-dimensional Brownian motion, issued
from 2”, and where all these processes are independent. We have set 7x . = inf{t > 0:Y; ¢ Gk }.

This, together with the fact that {X; € L for all ¢t € [0,1]} C {7k > 1}, tells us that

Pf(A) Z Ci;qus,l,Q HQE,Z'

for quasi all x € K., where

Qe12 = ]P( r%n1 Ry (YY) =0 and (V}',Y?) €ONO forallte]o, 1])
€

and, for i € [3,N], ¢.; = P(Y}! € B, for all ¢t € [0,1]), which is obviously positive since (Y;)¢>o

is nothing but a Brownian motion issued from x!. Moreover, we know from Lemma that

(M; = (Y,! +Y,2)/2)s>0 is a 2-dimensional Brownian motion with diffusion coefficient 271/2 issued

from m = (z' 4 2?)/2, that (R, = Ry123((Y',Y?)))e>0 is a squared Bessel process of dimension
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dag/n2(2) = don(2) issued from r = ||z — 2?|[*/2 € (0,¢/8), and that these processes are
independent. Hence, recalling the definitions of O and O’,

Genp = IP( min R, =0 and sup R, < E)IP’( sup ||M; —m]|| < i)
s€[0,1] s€[0,1] 2 s€[0,1] 16
This last quantity is clearly positive, because a squared Bessel process with dimension dg n(2) €
(0,2), see Lemma [T} does hit zero, see Revuz-Yor [21, Chapter XI].

Step 2. We now deduce from Step 1 that the set F' = {u € U : u! = u?} is not exceptional for
U. Indeed, if it was exceptional, we would have PY(3¢ > 0: U; € F) = 0 for quasi all u € . By
and Remark this would imply that for quasi all x € X, PX(3 ¢t € [0,7) : X; € G) = 0,
where G = {z € X : ' = 2%} and 7 = inf{t > 0 : Rpy yj(X;) = 0}. But on the event A
defined in Step 1, there is ¢t € [0, 1] such that X; € G and it holds that 7 > 1. As a conclusion,
PX(3t€0,7): X, € G) >0 for quasi all z € K., whence a contradiction, since u(K.) > 0.

Step 3. Since (€Y, FY) is irreducible-recurrent and since F is not exceptional, we know from
Fukushima-Oshima-Takeda [IT, Theorem 4.7.1-(iii) page 202] that for quasi all u € U,

PU(Yr>03t>r : U € F)=1.

Step 4. Using again and Remark [20| and recalling that ¢ = co and that p is an increasing
bijection from [0, c0) to [0, 7), we conclude that for quasi all z € X, PX-a.s., X; visits F' (an infinite
number of times) during [0, 7). Of course, the same arguments apply when replacing {1, 2} by any
subset of [1, N] with cardinal 2, and the proof is complete. O

10. CONCLUSION FOR QUASI ALL INITIAL CONDITIONS

Here we prove that the conclusions of Theorem [5| hold for quasi all z € X.

Partial proof of Theorem[5 We assume that §# > 2 and N > 36, so that kg = [2N/6] € [7, N], and
consider a Xa-valued QK S(6, N)-process X with life-time ¢ as in Proposition |§|, where X = Ej,.

Preliminaries. For K C [1,N] and € > 0, we write 7 = inf{t > 0: X; ¢ Gg} € [0,(]
and Gg. = {z € X : minjex jex ||z" — 27]|*> > €} N B(0,1/¢) instead of 7k . and Gk, with
K = (K, K°) as in Proposition We also write Q1% instead of Q7°*¥ and recall that it is
equivalent to PX on M7 = o(X; : s € [0,T]).

Setting X/ = (X});ex and XtKC = (X})icke, we know that for quasi all z € Gk ., the law of
(XK, XtKC)te[o,TK,E/\T] under Q1=% is the same as the law of (Y3, Z;)e(0,7, . a1)» Where (Yy)>0 is
a QKS(|K|0/N,|K|)-process issued from x|k and (Z;)i>0 is a QK S(|K°|0/N,|K€|)-process issued
from x|k, these two processes being independent, and where 7 = inf{t > 0: (Y}, Z;) ¢ Gk}
We denote by ¢¥ and ¢Z the life-times of (Y;);>0 and (Z;);>0. The life-time of (Y, Z;)¢>0 is given
by ¢ = ¢¥ A ¢Z and it holds that 7x . € [0,('].

No isolated points. Here we prove that for all K C [1, N] with dp n(|K]) € (0,2), for quasi all
x € X, we have PX (Ag) = 0, where A = {Zk has an isolated point} and
Zrg ={t €(0,() : there is a K-collision in the configuration X;}.

On Ag, we can find u,v € Q4 such that u < v < ¢ and such that there is a unique ¢ € (u,v)
with Rr(X:) = 0 and min;gx Riu(3(X:) > 0. By continuity, we deduce that on A, there
exist r,s € Q4 and ¢ € QF such that r < s < ¢, X; € Gk for all t € [r,s] and such that
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{t € (r,s) : Rx(X:) = 0} has an isolated point. It thus suffices that for all » < s and all € > 0,
that we all fix from now on, for quasi all z € X, PX (Af ,sc) = 0, where

Ak rse = {Xt € Gk, forall t € (r,s) and {t € (r,s) : Rx(X;) = 0} has an isolated point}.

By the Markov property, it suffices that PX (A K,0,5,c) = 0 for quasi all x € Gk . and, by equivalence,
that Q255 (Ak .5,c) = 0 for quasi all z € G .. We write, recalling the preliminaries,

QoK (Ag o) =Q55K (TK,E > s and {t € (0,s) : Rx(X:) = 0} has an isolated point)
:IP’(?K,E > s and {t € (0,s) : Rx(Y;) = 0} has an isolated point)
§P( {t € (0,s) : Rx(Y;) = 0} has an isolated point).

But (Y;)i>0 is a QKS(|K|0/N, |K|)-process, so that we know from Lemma |11 that (Rg (Y2))¢>0 is
a squared Bessel process with dimension d| o/, x|(|K]) = dg,n (| K]) € (0,2). Such a process has
no isolated zero, see Revuz-Yor [2I, Chapter XI].

Point (1). We have already seen in Proposition (ii) that for quasi all z € X, PX-a.s., ( < oo
and X = limy . X; exists in (R%)N and does not belong to Ej, .

Point (ii). We want to show that for quasi all # € X, PX-a.s., there is Ko C [1,N] with
| K| = ko such that there is a Ky-collision and no K-collision with |K| > ko in the configuration
X¢—. We already know that X._ ¢ Ej,, so that there is K’ C [1, N] with |K| > ko such that there
is a K-collision in the configuration X:_. Hence the goal is to verify that for quasi all x € X, for
all K C [1, N] with |K| > ko, PX(Bg) = 0, where

Bg = {There is a K-collision in the configuration X._}.

On B, there is ¢ € Q7 such that X._ € Gk .. By continuity, there also exists, still on By,
some 7 € Q4 N[0, () such that X, € Gk for all ¢t € [r,{). Hence we only have to prove that for
alle € QY, allt € Qy, all T' € Q4 such that T' > r, for quasi all z € &, PX(Bk.r1.e) =0, where

Bgrre=1{C€ (r,T], X; € Gk forall t € [r,{) and Rx(X¢_) = 0}.

By the Markov property, it suffices that P2 (Bg,o,7.) = 0 for quasi all z € Gk, for all € € Q%
and all T € Q. We now fix ¢ € Q} and T' € Q7}. By equivalence, it suffices to prove that
Qf’E’K(BK’O,T,E) = 0. Using the notation introduced in the preliminaries, we write

QL= (Bk,o,1,.) =Q1% (C <T, 7k = ¢ and Rg(X¢-) = 0)
=P(¢' < T, e = ¢ and Ric(Ye) = 0)

<P|( inf Rg(Y:)=0).
- (te[lgcy) & (Y1) )

But (Y;)i>o0 is a QKS(|K|0/N,|K|)-process with |K| > ko > 7 and with d|x9/n, |k |(|K]| — 1) =
do n(|[K|—-1) < 0by Lemmabecause |K|—=1 > ko. We also have d| k9w, x| (| K|) = do,n(]K]) < 0.
Hence Proposition (1) tells us that P(infycjo vy Ri(Y:) = 0) = 0.

Point (iii). We recall that k1 = kg — 1 and we fix L C K C [1, N] with |K| = ko and |L| = k;.
We want to prove that for quasi all z € X, PX-a.s., if Rg(X¢—) = 0, then for all ¢t € [0,(), the
set Z1, N (t,¢) is infinite and has no isolated point. But since dg n (k1) € (0,2), see Lemma [1| we
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already know that Z; has no isolated point. It thus suffices to check that for quasi all x € X, for
all r € Q4, we have PX (Ck, 1) = 0, where

Crrr={C>r, Rxk(X¢-) =0, and R, (X;) >0 for all t € (r,{)}.
We used that since |L| = k; = ko —1, for all x € X = Ej,, there is a L collision in the configuration
x if and only if Ry (x) = 0.

On Ck 1, thanks to point (ii) , there are ¢ € Q%, T' € Q4 and s € Q} N [r,() such that
C€(s,T)and Xy € Gk for all t € [s,(). Thus it suffices to prove that for all s < T and all € > 0,
that we now fix, for quasi all x € X, PX (Ck 1 s1.) = 0, where

OK,L,S,T,E = {C S (SaT]a RK(XC—) = 07 Xt S GK,E and RL(Xt) >0 forallt € [574)}

By the Markov property, it suffices that PX(Ck rore) = 0 for quasi all z € Gk . and, by
equivalence, that Qf"E?K (Ck,p0,1,e) = 0. Recalling the preliminaries, we write

QL=K(Ck pore) =QL=K (C <T, Rg(X¢-) =0, 7. = ¢ and R(X;) > 0 for all t € [0, C))
:]P’(C’ <T, R(Yor_) =0, #xce = ¢ and Ry(Y;) > 0 for all t € [0, g’)).

Setting ox = inf{t > 0 : Rx(Y;) = 0}, we observe that ox = (Y. Indeed, |K| = ko and
(Yi)e>o0 is a QK S(|K|0/N, |K|)-process, of which the state space is given by Yo = YU{A}, where
Y ={yec RIE: Ry(y) > 0forall M C [1, N] such that |[M| > ko}, because [2|K|/(|K|0/N)] =
[2N/0] = ko. Hence {Rk (Ye—) =0} C {¢’ = ok}, so that

Qg’E’K(CK,L,O,T,E) <P(RL(Y;) >0 for all t € [0,0k)).

This last quantity equals zero by Proposition [18t(ii), since d|xjo/n, x| (|K| —1) = do N (| K| — 1) =
do.n(ko — 1) € (0,2) by Lemma [I] and since [L| = k; = |K| — 1 and since d|x|o/n, x| (|K]) =
do n(|K|) = dg,n(ko) <0< 2.

Point (iv). We assume that ko = ko — 2, i.e. that dg ny(ko —2) € (0,2). We fix L C K C [1,N]
with |K| = k1 and |L| = ko. We want to prove that for quasi all z € X, PX-a.s., for all t € [0, (),
if there is a K-collision in the configuration X, then for all » € [0,t), the set Z; N (r,t) is infinite

and has no isolated point. We already know that Z;, has no isolated point. It thus suffices to check
that for quasi all z € X, for all r € Q, we have PX (D 1) = 0, where

Dy 1 = {¢ > r and there is t € (r, () such that there is a K-collision at time ¢
but no L-collision during (r,¢)}.
We set o, = inf{t > r : there is a K-collision in the configuration X;}. It holds that
Dk pr={C>r ok, <( and there is no L-collision during u € [r,ox )}

On Dk 1,5, there exists € € QY such that X, € Gk, so that by continuity, there exists
v € Q4 N[r,ok,) such that X,, € G, for all u € [v,0x,]. Observe that ok, = ok, and that
for all t € [v,0k,4), there is a L-collision at time ¢ if and only if Ry (X;) = 0, by definition of o,
and since X; € Gk . All in all, it suffices to prove that for all v € Q4, all e € Q% , all T € Q7
PX(Dk 1v1.e) =0 for quasi all z € X, where

D rwre={C€ vT)], oxv<(, Xy € Gge and Rp(X,) >0 for all u € [v,0x )}
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By the Markov property, it suffices to prove that PX(Dg 1, 0.7.c) = 0 for quasi all z € G . and,
by equivalence, we may use Q2:*¥ instead of PX. But recalling the preliminaries,

Q£7E’K(DK7L,O,T,E) :Qg,E,K (C <T, ok0<C(, TKk,e > 0K,0 and RL(Xt) >0 forallte [0, 0’1@0))
:IP’(C’ <T, 650 <C, Fre> 60 and Rp(Y;) > 0 for all t € [0,5K,0))
gIP’(RL(Yt) >0 forall t € [0,&K,0)),

where we have set 6k o = inf{t > 0: Rx(Y;) = 0}. Finally, P(R(Y;) > 0 for all t € [0,5k,0)) =0
by Proposition [18 (i), because (Y;):>0 is a QK S(|K|0/N, |K|)-process, because |L| = ky = |K|—1,
because d|K|0/N,|K|(|K‘ - 1) = d97N(|K| - 1) = d@J\[(kQ) € (0,2) and because d‘K‘g/N7‘K‘(|K|) =
do,N(|K|) = do,n (k1) € (0,2).

Point (v). We fix K C [1, N] with cardinal |K| € [3, k2 — 1], so that dg n(|K]|) > 2. We want to
prove that for quasi all z € X, PX-a.s., for all t € [0, (), there is no K-collision in the configuration
X;. We introduce ox = inf{t > 0 : there is a K-collision in the configuration X;}, with the
convention that inf () = ¢, and we have to verify that for quasi all z € X, PX(0x < ¢) = 0.

On the event {ox < (}, there exist e € QY and r € Q% N [0,0x) such that X; € Gg . for all
t € [r,o0k]. Hence it suffices to check that for all ¢ € Q7% all r € Q% and all ' € Q% N (r,00),
which we now fix, for quasi all x € X, PX(Fg 1) = 0, where

Fxrre={0k € (r,( ANT) and X; € Gk, for all ¢t € [r,ox]}.

By the Markov property, it suffices that PX (F| x,0,T,e) = 0for quasi all z € Gk - and, by equivalence,
that QE’E’K(FKO,T,E) = 0. Recalling the preliminaries, we write

Q=X (Fgor.) =QL=K (UK € (0,(AT) and 7. > UK)
:]P’<5K € (0, AT) and 7x. > &K)

<P{ inf Y,) =
<F( daty B0 = 0).

where we have set 6x = inf{t > 0 : there is a K-collision in the configuration (Y3, Z;)}. Since
(Yi)i>o0 is a QKS(|K|0/N, |K|)-process, we know from Lemma (11| that (R (Y}:)):>0 is a squared
Bessel process with dimension d|xg/n,x|(|K]) = do,n(]K|) > 2. Such a process does a.s. never
reach 0.

Point (vi). The proof is exactly the same as that of (iv), replacing everywhere ki by ko
and ky by 2, and using Proposition [I8} (iii) instead of Proposition [I8}(ii), which is licit because
0 < diyg/N ks (F2) < 2 < dpyg /Ny (k2 — 1), since di,g/n 1, (ko) = do N (k2) and dy,o/n 5, (k2 — 1) =
dg n (ke — 1) and by Lemma O

11. EXTENSION TO ALL INITIAL CONDITIONS IN Fjy

We first prove Proposition 2} we can build a KS(6, N)-process, i.e. a QK S(6, N)-process such
that PX o X, ! is absolutely continuous for all 2 € E, and all ¢ > 0. We next conclude the proofs
of Proposition [3] and of Theorem
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11.1. Construction of a KS(f, N)-process. We fix § > 0 and N > 2 such that N > 6 during
the whole subsection. For each n € N*, we introduce ¢, € C*°(R;,R%) such that ¢,(r) = r for
all 7 > 1/n and we set, for z € (R?)V,

m,(z) =[] [Bullz'=27)7Y  and  pa(dz) = my(2)de.
1<i#j<N
We then consider the (R?)V-valued S.D.E
'Y (X7,
0 2m,(X7)

which is strongly well-posed, for every initial condition, since the drift coefficient is smooth and
bounded. We denote by X" = (Q", M™, (X}")i>0, (P})ze(r2)~) the corresponding Markov process,
which is of course a Hunt process.

Lemma 23. For alln > 1, X" is a p,-symmetric (R?)N -valued Hunt process with regular Dirichlet
space (E™, F™) with core C2°((R*)N) such that for all p € C((R?)N),

1
ew%w:f/ IV lPdpn.
2 (RQ)N

Moreover P? o (X*)~! has a density with respect to the Lebesque measure on (R%)N for allt > 0
and all z € (R?)N.

Proof. Classically, X" is a u,-symmetric Hunt process and its (strong) generator £" satisfies that

for all p € C((R?)N), all z € (RN, L7p(x) = 3Ap(z) + Z:::((f)) -V(x). Hence, see Subsection

one easily shows that for (€7, F") the Dirichlet space of X", we have C2°((R?)N) C F" and,
for o € CX((RAHN), E™(p, ) = %f(W)N |Vel|2dp,. Since (E™, F™) is closed, we deduce that

(RN P,

where E7'(-,-) =E™(-,-) + | - ||2L2((R2)N ). But thanks to [II, Lemma 3.3.5 page 136],
Frc{p e L(R)Y, un) : Vip € L2(R*)™, )},

where V is understood in the sense of distributions. Since finally

n

C(@®N) ' = {p € LR jua) : Vo € (RN, )},

X" has the announced Dirichlet space. Finally, the absolute continuity of P?o(X7*)~!, for ¢ > 0 and
r € (R?)Y, immediately follows from the (standard) Girsanov theorem, since the drift coefficient
is bounded. d

For all z € E5 we set d, = min;; ||z — z7||%. For n > 1, we introduce the open set
1
(71) EP = {x € ®)N :d, >~ and |lo] < n}
We also fix a QKS(, N)-process X = (0%, MX, (X})i>0, (PX)zer, ) for the whole subsection.

Lemma 24. There exists an exceptional set Ny C Ey with respect to X such that for alln > 1,
for all x € B3\ Ny, the law of (X}, )i>0 under P2 equals the law of (Xias, )i>0 under P, where

o =1inf{t >0: X] ¢ E3} and o, =inf{t >0: X, ¢ E}}.
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Proof. We fixn > 1. Applying Lemma@to X" and X with the open set EF, using that m,, = m
on E3 and Lemma 23] we find that the processes X" and X killed when leaving E% have the same
Dirichlet space. By uniqueness, see [I1, Theorem 4.2.8 page 167], there exists an exceptional set
N, such that for all z € EY \ NV, the law of (X]");>0 killed when leaving E% under P? equals the
law of (X;):>0 killed when leaving EF under PX. We conclude setting Ny = Up>1N,,. O

Lemma 25. For all exceptional set N with respect to X, alln > 1 and all x € EY, we have
PH(X? ¢ A) = 1.

Proof. We fix N an exceptional set with respect to X, n > 1 and x € E¥. For any € > 0, we write
Pr(X? e N)<Py(1n <e) +PL(1n > e, X €eN) =P (1, <¢) + IEQ[]I{T”%}P";L(X% e N)

by the Markov property. But by Lemma for all y € E3 \ N, the law of (X7, )¢>o under

Py is equal to the law of (Xiaq,)¢>0 under ]P’i(. Since Ny U N is exceptional for X, we can find

N’ D> Ny UN properly exceptional for X (see Subsection [B.1)). Hence for all y € E5 \ N7,
n n n n N\ _ X AN
Py (X7 e N) <Py(X] e N') =P (X,, e N')=0.
Since now P? o (X)~! has a density by Lemma [24) we conclude that P?(X" € N”) = 0 and thus
that Pp-a.s., we have P%.,. (X € N) = 0. All in all, we have proved that P} (X € N) < P2 (7, <
¢), and it suffices to let € — 0, since P (7, > 0) = 1 by continuity and since z € EJ. O

Using Lemmas [24] and it is slightly technical but not difficult to build from X and the family
(X"),,>1 a continuous Xa-valued Hunt process X = (Q%, MX (X;)i>0, (PX)zecx, ) such that

o for all z € Xa \ Ny, the law of (Xt)tzo under I@f equals the law of (X;);>0 under PX,

o for all = € N, setting n = 1+ [max(1/d,, ||z||)] (so that z € EZ), the law of (X;xs, )s>0 under
P2 is the same as that of (X74 . )¢>0 under P2 and the law of (X3, 4+¢):>0 under Py conditionally on
MZ equals the law of (X;)¢>o under PX . We have used the notation &, = inf{t > 0: X, ¢ Ep}

and MX = o(X,:s€[0,1]). ’

Remark 26. For all x € By, setting n = 1 + |max(1/d,, ||z]|)], the law of (Xins,)i>0 under PX

is the same as that of (X}, )i>0 under P}.

Proof. This follows from Lemma |24| when = € F5 \ Ny and from the definition of X otherwise. [
We can finally give the

Proof of Proposition[d We fix N > 2 and 6 > 0 such that N > 6 and we prove that X defined above
is a KS(0, N)-process. First, it is clear that X is a QK S(6, N)-process because X is a continuous
X a-valued Hunt process and since for all z € XA \ Ny, the law of (Xt)tzo under Iﬁ’f equals the law
of (X¢)i>0 under PX . with N exceptional for X. It remains to prove that for all x € Ey, all £ > 0
and all Lebesgue-null A ¢ (R?)V, we have PX(X, € A) = 0. We set n = 1 + [max(1/d,, ||z|])]
and write, for any e € (0,?),

PY(Xy € A) <PY (5, > e, Xe € A)+PY (0 <€) = EF M550 P% (Xi—e € A)] +PJ (5, < o).

Since X is p-symmetric (because it is a QKS(6, N)-process), since P,_.1 < 1, where P, is the
semi-group of X and since A is Lebesgue-null,

[, BT € () < pl) = 0.
(R2)N
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Hence there is a Lebesgue-null subset B of (R?)N (depending on t — &) such that B, (X; . € A) =0
for every y € (R?)M \ B. We conclude that
PX (X, € A) <PX(6, >¢,X. € B)+PX(6, <¢) =P%(1, >¢,X" € B)+PX(5, <e),
where we finally used Remark Since B is Lebesgue-null, we deduce from Lemma that
Py (rn > e, X' € B) = 0. Thus PX(X; € A) < PX(6, < ¢), which tends to 0 as e — 0 because
PX (5, > 0) = 1 by continuity. O
11.2. Final proofs. We fix § > 0, N > 2 such that N > 6 and a K.S(0, N)-process X, which exists
thanks to Subsection m We recall that E was introduced in and define, for all n > 1,
op =1inf{t > 0: X, ¢ E}}, as well as the o-field
g - ﬂnzlo—(Xan—l-tat > 0)

Lemma 27. Fiz A€ G. If PX(A) =0 for quasi all x € X, then PX(A) =0 for all v € Es.
Proof. We fix A € G such that PX (A) = 0 for quasi all z € X'. There is an exceptional set A such
that for all z € Ey \ N, PX(A) = 0. We now fix z € Ey and set n = 1 + |max(1/d,, ||z||)]. For
any € > 0,

PX(A) < PX (0, <€) +PX[on > ¢, Al
By the Markov property and since A € G C 0(X,, 1+, > 0), we get

Pa)c( [Uﬂ > g, A] = Eg)c([]l{an>5}P))gE (A)]
But the law of X. under Py’ has a density, so that Py (X, € V) = 0, whence P)Y (PX_(A) = 0) = 1.
Hence PX[o,, > ¢,A] = 0 and we end with PX(A) < PX(7, < ). As usual, we conclude that
PX(A) = 0 by letting e — 0. O

We are now ready to give the

Proof of Proposition[3. Let 6 € (0,2) and N > 2. Since our KS(6, N)-process X is a QK S(0, N)-
process, we know from Proposition (1) that PX (¢ = oo) = 1 for quasi all z € X. We want to
prove that PX (¢ = c0) = 1 for all z € Fy. By Lemma it thus suffices to check that {¢ = oo}
belongs to G, which is not hard since for each n > 1,

{{=c}={X;eXforallt >0} ={X; € X forall t > 7, } € 0(Xy, +¢,¢t > 0).
For the second equality, we used that X; € E} C X for all t € [0,0,,] by definition. O

Proof of Theorem[5 Let # > 2 and N > 360. Since our KS(6, N)-process X is a QKS(0, N)-
process, we know from Section [10| that all the conclusions of Theorem [5| hold for quasi all x € X.
In other words, PX (A) = 1 for quasi all x € X, where A is the event on which we have { < oo,
Xeo = limyye— Xy € (RH)N, there is Ky € [1, N] with cardinal |Ko| = ko such that there is a
Ko-collision in the configuration X¢_, etc. We want to prove that PX(A) =1 for all x € E,. By
Lemma it thus suffices to check that A belongs to G. But for each n > 1, A indeed belongs to
(X, +t,t > 0), because no collision (nor explosion) may happen before getting out of E¥. O

We end this section with the following remark (that we will not use anywhere).

Remark 28. Fiz 0 > 0 and N > 2 such that N > 0. Consider a KS(0,N) process X and
define o = inf{t > 0 : X; ¢ Es}. For all x € Es, there is some (M;*);>0-Brownian motion
((Bi)t>0)ieqi,ny (of dimension 2N ) under Py such that for all t € [0,0), all i € [1,N],

72 X =2'+B — — / —2 5 (s.
( ) t t N; 0 ||X§—X§||2
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Proof. It of course suffices to prove the result during [0, 0,,), where o, = inf{t > 0: X; ¢ E}}. For
any x € B and for a given Brownian motion, the solutions to and classically coincide
while they remain E, because their drift coefficients coincide and are smooth inside E5. Hence,
recalling the notation of Subsection m, it suffices to prove that the semi-groups P:(z,-) and
Pl"(x,-) of the Markov processes X and X" killed when getting out of E} coincide for all € EY.

By Lemma [24] there is an exceptional set N such that Pi(z,-) = P/*(x,-) for all z € E} \ Ny.
We next fix x € EY. For any € € (0,1), using that P.(z,-) has a density and that A is Lebesgue-
null, we easily deduce that Py(z, ) = (P:Pi—¢)(z, ) = (P-P{.)(x,-). It is then not difficult, using
that P is Feller, to let ¢ — 0 and conclude that indeed, Pi(x,-) = P*(z, ). O

APPENDIX A. A FEW ELEMENTARY COMPUTATIONS
We recall that dg v (k) = (k—1)(2 — 0k/N) for k > 2 and give the

Proof of Lemmal[d First, (3), which says that dg (k) > 0 if and only if k < ko = [2N/0], is clear.
We next fix N > 36 > 6, so that kg € [7, N] and dg n(2) =2 — 20/N € (4/3,2). By concavity of
x — (x —1)(2 — 0x/N), it only remains to check that (i) dg n(3) > 2, (ii) dg n(ko — 3) > 2, and
(iii) dg v (ko — 1) < 2. We introduce a = 2N/6 > 6 and observe that dg n(k) = 2a71(k — 1)(a — k)
and that ko = [a].

For (i), we write dg y(3) =4a"1(a —3) =4 —12a~! > 2 since a > 6.

For (ii), we have dg v (ko —3) = 2a=*([a] —4)(a—[a] +3) and we need ([a] —4)(a—[a]+3) > a.
Writing @ = n + « with an integer n > 6 and « € (0, 1], we need that (n — 3)(2+ «) > n + «a, and
this holds true because 2(n —3) > n and (n — 3)a > a.

For (iii), we write dg y (ko — 1) = 2a7!([a] — 2)(a — [a] + 1) < 2a7!([a] — 2) < 2. O

We next study the reference measure of the Keller-Segel particle system.

Proposition A.1. Let N > 2 and 0 > 0 be such that N > 0. Recall that ko = [2N/0] and the
definition of p(dx) = m(x)dzx.

(i) The measure u is Radon on Ej, .

(i) If ko < N, then p is not Radon on Eyy 1.

Proof. (i) To show that p is radon on Ej,, we have to check that for all z = (z!,...,2") € Ey,,
which we now fix, there is an open set O, C Ej, such that x € O, and u(O,) < co. We choose
0, = Hf\il B(x%,d,), where the balls are subsets of R? and where
_ . ||=’172*IJH L i j
d; =1 A min T 4,7 € [1, N] such that =* # =/ + > 0.
We consider the partition Kj,..., K, of [1, N] such that for all p # ¢ in [1,£], for all i,j € K,
and all k € Ky, ' = 27 and ' # z¥. Since = € Ey,, it holds that maxpep ¢ |K,| < ko — 1. By
definition of O, and d,, we see that for all y € Oy, for all p # ¢ in [1, /], for all i € K, all j € K,

ly' =7 = ll2* = 27| = ||z’ = y'l| = l]2? — 7 || = [|2" - 27|| - 2d; > d.
This implies that for some finite constant C' depending on z, for all y € O,
¢

m(y) = H ||yi*yj”70/N§CH ( ||yi7yj”70/N>.
P

1<i#j<N =1 i jEK, i#]
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Recall now that p(dy) = m(y)dy and that we want to show that u(0,) < co. Since x* = 27 for
all 1,7 € K, and all p € [1,/], since |Kp| < ko — 1, d, <1 and by a translation argument, we are
reduced to show that for any n € [2,ko — 1], (when ko > N, one could study only n € [2, N])

Inz/ (I v =o' 1" )ay' .. dy" < oc,
(BO" “1<izj<n

We fix n € [2,ko — 1] and show that I,, < co. Since ||ul|? > |ujus| for all u = (u1,u2) € R?, we
have I,, < J,QL, where

Jn:/ ( 11 |ti—tj\’e/(QN))dtl...dt".
[FL0" P i<izji<n
But for all t!,...,t" € R,
n n 1 n n
H [t — 49| 70/2N) = H ( H It — tj|70/(2N)> <= Z H |t — 43| ~0n/(2N)
1<izj<n E1 =1 S =1
by the inequality of arithmetic and geometric means. Thus by symmetry,

n 1 1 n—
Tn §/ (H |t —tj|_9"/(2N))dt1...dt" :/ (/ t! —t2|—9"/<2N>dt2> Lt
[_171]n

=2 -1 VJ-1

1 2 n—1
J, < / (/ |s|—6n/(2N)dS) det.
—1 V2

Since n < kg — 1 =[2N/0] — 1 < 2N/6, we have 6n/(2N) < 1, so that J,, < oo, whence I,, < co.

Consequently,

ii) We next assume that ko S 27N . To prove that H is not radon on Ek 1, We show that
p o+
M(K) = oo for the compact subset

ko N
K=]][BO,1)x [] B((2k0),1/2)

k=ko+1
of Ei,41. All the balls in the previous formula are balls of R2. For z = (z!,...,2") € K, it
holds that x*ot! ... &V are far from each other and far from z!,..., 2", which explains that K

is indeed compact in Ej,11. There is a positive constant ¢ > 0 such that for all z € K,
m()= [[ ' =2/|N=c [ 2" =a/|I7",
1<i#j<N 1<i#j<ko
whence, the value of ¢ > 0 being allowed to vary,
M(K)Zc/ ( H ||a:i—xj||_9/N)dx1...dmk0.
(BOINM 1 <izj<ho
We now observe that
A={x=(z',... 2%) 2 2? € B(0,1/3), Vi ¢ {1,2}, ' € B(z',||z' — 22|)} C (B(0,1))*

and that for z € A, we have ||2! — 27| < |2t — 2!|| + ||27 —2!|| < 2||z* —2?|| for all 4,5 = 1,..., ko,
from which
H sz _ CL‘jH_e/N > C||$1 _ $2||—k0(k0—1)9/N'

1<i#j<ko
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As a conclusion,

w(K) zc/ |t — 22| TRotko=DO/N 51 422 / da? ... daho
(B(0,1/3))?

(B(z1, ||zt —=22|)))r0 2

>c/ ”xl - x2”7Ic0(kofl)G/N+2(k072)dxldx2
— JB01/3)2

>C/ Hu”7k0(k071)9/N+2(k072)du,
B(0,1/3)

where we finally used the change of variables u = z' — 22 and v = z' + 2. This last integral

diverges, because —ko(ko — 1)0/N + 2(ko — 2) = dp.n(ko) — 2 < —2, recall that dp n(ko) =
(ko — 1)(2 — kgf/N) < 0 by definition of k. O

2

We need a similar result on the sphere S defined in Section [2, where v : R? — (R%)Y and
U:R*xRY xS — Ey C (R?)Y were also introduced. First, we show an explicit link between
u(dz) = m(z)dx and B(du) = m(u)o(du) defined in and (8), that we use several times.

Lemma A.2. We fit N > 2,0 >0 and set v =dg ny(N)/2 — 1. For all Borel ¢ : (RH)N — R,

1 Ydzdrp(du
[ emtan =g [ ewerayazrs,

Proof. Since H = {y = (y",...,y") € (R)N : "V ¢y = 0} and since m is translation invariant,

[ etoutn) = [ pm)ds= [ o)+ ymly)dsd.

(R2)N (R2)N R2x H

We next note that S is the (true) unit sphere of the (2/V — 2)-dimensional Euclidean space H and
proceed to the substitution (¢,u) = (||yll, v/||yl|):

/ o(z)p(dr) = / o(y(2) 4+ Lu)ym(fu) >N 3dzdlo (du).
(R2)N

R2xRy XS
We finally substitute £ = \/r and obtain

1

/ o(z)u(de) = 3 / o(v(2) + Vru)ym(vru)rN “2dzdro(du).
(R2)N R2XRy xS

But m(y/ru)rN =2 = pN=2200N=1)/2m(y) by and f(du) = m(u)o(du), whence
/ o(z)u(dx) = 1/ o(U(z,r,u)rN 20N =D242dr8(du).
( 2 Jge xR XS

Since finally v = dg N(N)/2—1= N — 2 — 6(N — 1)/2, the conclusion follows. O

We can now study the measure 3 on S.
Proposition A.3. Let N > 2 and 6 > 0 such that N > 0. Recall that ko = [2N/0].

(i) The measure 3 is Radon on SN Ey,.

(i) If ko > N, then B(S) < oo .
Proof. We start with (i). For € > 0, we introduce

K. = {z € (R*)" : VK C [1, N] such that |K| > ko, we have Rg(z) >} and L.=K.NS.
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Since K. N B(0,1) is compact in Ej,, with here B(0,1) the unit ball of (R?)Y, we know from
Proposition [A.T}(i) that (K. N B(0,1)) < co. Now by Lemma [A2]

1 v
/‘L(’CE N B(Ov 1)) = 5/ ][{'y(z)—FﬁuGICEQB(O,l)}T dZdrﬁ(du)
R2XR4 XS

But for (z,7,u) € R? x R, xS,
v(z) +vrue K.NB(0,1) ifandonly if we L., and N|z||?+r <1

Indeed, R (v(2) + v/7u) = rRi (u) for all K C [1,N] and ||y(2) + 7ul|? = Zf[ ||z + ru?||? =
N||z||> + r because Ziv u? =0 and Ziv [|u?]|?> = 1. Thus

u(ICE N B(O, 1)) = / ]I{N"Z‘|2+T<1}’I“Vﬂ(£5/r)dzd’/‘.

XR+
All this implies that for all € > 0, for almost all » € (0,1), (L. /,) < co. Since € — L. is monotone,
we conclude that 5(L.) < oo for all € > 0. Since finally Uc~oL. = SN Ej, and since L. is compact
in SN Ey, for each € > 0, we conclude as desired that 5 is Radon on SN Ey,.

We next prove (ii). It holds that S C Ex, because for u € S, we have Ry nj(u) = 1. Hence if
ko > N, then S C Ey C Ey, , whence S = SN Ej, and thus § is Radon on S by point (i). Since
finally S is compact, we conclude that 5(S) < occ. O

APPENDIX B. MARKOV PROCESSES AND DIRICHLET SPACES

In a first subsection, we recall some classical definitions and results about Hunt processes and
Dirichlet spaces found in Fukushima-Oshima-Takeda [II]. In a second subsection, we mention a
few results about martingales, times-changes, concatenation, killing and Girsanov transformation
of Hunt processes found in [I1] and elsewhere.

B.1. Main definitions and properties. Let E be a locally compact separable metrizable space
endowed with a Radon measure « such that Supp o = E. We set Ea = EU{A}, where A is a ceme-
tery point. See [11], Section A2] for the definition of a Hunt process Y = (2, M, (Y;)i>0, (Py)ycr. ):
it is a strong Markov process in its canonical filtration, P,(Yy = y) =1 for all y € Ea, A is an
absorbing state, i.e. Y; = A for all ¢ > 0 under PA, and a few more technical properties are
satisfied. The life-time of Y is defined by ¢ = inf{t > 0:Y; = A}.

Let us denote by P;(y,dz) its transition kernel. Our Hunt process is said to be a-symmetric if
fE pPupda = fE Y Prpda for all measurable ¢, : E — Ry and all t > 0, see [I1], page 30]. The
Dirichlet space (£, F) of our Hunt process on L?(E, «) is then defined, see [T, page 23], by

1
F = {gﬁ € L*(E,q): }g% n /E (P — ¢)da exists},

1
E(p, ) = — lim 7/ (P — ¢)da for all p,¢ € F.
t=0t /g
The generator (A, Dy) of Y is defined as follows:
1

: lim = (Pyp — ) exists in LQ(E,Q)},

t—0 ¢
and for ¢ € Dy, we denote by Ap € L?(E, ) this limit. By [I1, Pages 20-21], it holds that

Da={p € L*(E,q)

(B.1) Dy= {(p € F:3h e L*(E,a) such that V¢ € F, we have £(p,v) = —/ hwda}
E
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and in such a case Ay = h.

The one-point compactification Ex = EU{A} of E is endowed with the topology consisting of
all the open sets of E and of all the sets of the form K°U{A} with K compact in E, see page [I1]
page 69]. Observe that for a Ea-valued sequence (x,,),>0, we have lim,, z,, = z if and only if

e cither x € F, z,, € E for all n large enough, and lim, x, = z € F in the usual sense;
e or z = A and for all compact subset K of E, there is nx € N such that for all n > ng, =, ¢ K.

We say that our Hunt process is continuous if ¢ — Y; is continuous from Ry into Ea, where
E A is endowed with the one-point compactification topology.

A Dirichlet space (€, F) on L?(E, ) is said to be regular if it has a core, see [T}, page 6], i.e. a
subset C C C.(E) N F which is dense in F for the norm ||| = [ [, p?da + E(p, ¢)]*/? and dense
in C.(FE) for the uniform norm.

Observe two regular Dirichlet spaces (£, F) and (€', F') such that (g, ) = E'(p, p) for all ¢
in a common core C are necessarily equal, i.e. F = F' and £ = £’. This follows from the fact that
by definition, see [I1], page 5], a Dirichlet space is closed.

We say that a Borel set A of E is (P;);>o-invariant if for all ¢ € L?*(E,«), all t > 0 we have
P(Tap) = T4Pp a-a.e, see [11, page 53]. According to [II, page 55], we say that (£,F) is
irreducible if for all (P,);>o-invariant set A, we have either a(A) =0 or a(E \ A) = 0.

We say that (€, F) is recurrent if for all nonnegative ¢ € L*(E,«), for a-a.e. y € E, we have
Ey[fooo o(Ys)ds] € {0,000}, see [11], page 55].

We finally say that (£, F) is transient if for all nonnegative ¢ € L'(E, a), for a-a.e. y € E, we
have ]Ey[fo00 ©(Y5)ds] < oo, with the convention that ¢(A) = 0, see [11l page 55].

By [11l Lemma 1.6.4 page 55], if (€, F) is irreducible, then it is either recurrent or transient.

A Borel set N' C F is properly exceptional if a(N) = 0 and Py(3t > 0:Y; € N) = 0 for all
y € E\ N, see [11], page 153]. A property is said to hold true for quasi all y € E if it holds true
outside a properly exceptional set.

Remark B.1. Two Hunt processes with the same Dirichlet space share the same quasi notion, up
to the restriction that the capacity of every compact set is finite, which is always the case in the
present work.

Proof. We fix a Hunt process Y and explain why its quasi-notion depends only on its Dirichlet
space. A set N' C E is exceptional, see [11], page 152], if there exists a Borel set N such that N ¢ N
and P,(F3>0:Y; € J\T) =0 for a-a.e. y € E. A properly exceptional set is clearly exceptional and
[11, Theorem 4.1.1 page 155] tells us that any exceptional set is included in a properly exceptional
set. Thus, a property is true for quasi all y € E if and only if it holds true outside an exceptional
set. Next, [11, Theorem 4.2.1-(ii) page 161] tells us that a set N is exceptional if and only if its
capacity is 0, where the capacity of N' C F is entirely defined from the Dirichlet space. And for [TT],
Theorem 4.2.1-(ii) page 161] to apply, one needs that the capacity of all compact sets is finite. O

B.2. Toolbox. We start with martingales.

Lemma B.2. Let E be a locally compact separable metrizable space endowed with a Radon measure
a such that Supp o = E, and (, M, (Zt)i>0, (P2).ep.) a continuous a-symmetric Ea-valued
Hunt process with reqular Dirichlet space (€,F) on L*(E,«) and generator (A, D). Assume that
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@ E— R belongs to D4 and that both ¢ and Ay are bounded. Define

MY = o(Z)) — p(Z0) — /0 Ap(Z,)ds,

with the convention that (A) = Ap(A) = 0. For quasi all z € E, (M} )i>0 is a P,-martingale in
the canonical filtration of (Z;)i>o.

This can be found in [I1, page 332]. There the assumption on ¢ is that there is f bounded
and measurable such that ¢ = Ry f, i.e. ¢ = (I — A)~1f, which simply means that ¢ — Ay is
bounded. Also, the conclusion is that (M,”);>0 is a MAF, which indeed implies that (M;");>¢ is a
martingale, see [11], page 243].

Next, we deal with time-changes.

Lemma B.3. Let E be a C*-manifold, o a Radon measure on E such that Supp(a) = FE,
and (M, (Z)i>0, (P.)scen) a continuous a-symmetric Ea-valued Hunt process with regular
Dirichlet space (£, F) on L*(E,«) with core C>°(E). We also fix g : E — (0,00) continuous
and take the convention that g(A) = 0. We consider the time-change A; = fotg(Zs)ds and
its generalized inverse p;y = inf{s > 0 : A, > t}. We introduce Y; = Z, 1, ooy + Ay, o0}
Then (Q, M, (Y1)i>0, (Py)ycE, ) is a continuous ga-symmetric Ex-valued Hunt process with regular
Dirichlet space (£, F') on L*(E, ga) with core C°(E), i.e. F' is the closure of C°(E) with respect
to the norm [ [, ¢*gda + E(p, ¢)]V/2.

Remark B.4. If we apply the preceding result to the simple case where E is an open subset of RY
and where E(, @) = [pa |[Vell?da for all p € C°(E), then when € is seen as the Dirichlet form

of a ga-symmetric process, it may be better understood as (¢, @) = [pa lg~2Ve|2gda.

This lemma is nothing but a particular case of [I1, Theorem 6.2.1 page 316], see also the few
pages before. We only have to check that the Revuz measure in our case is ga, i.e., see [I1, (5.1.13)
page 229], that for all bounded nonnegative measurable functions ¢, on E, for all ¢t > 0,

B[ [ czpgzia)swatn = [ [ #roesa,

where PZ is the semi-group of Z. The left hand side equals fot [ PZ(pg)¢da, so that the claim
is obvious since Z is a-symmetric.

The following concatenation result can be found in Li-Ying [I7, Proposition 3.2].

Lemma B.5. Let Ey, Ey be two C*°-manifolds, ay,aw be some Radon measures on Ey and
Eyw such that Supp(ay) = Ey and Supp(aw) = Ew. Let (QV, MY, (V;)i>o0, (Pg)veEVU{A}) be a
continuous ay -symmetric (Ey U {A})-valued Hunt process with regular Dirichlet space (5V7 fV)
on L*(Ey,ay) with core C2°(Ey). Let also (QY, MW (Wy)i>0, (Pl Jwepwuin}) be a continu-
ous aw -symmetric (Ew U {A})-valued Hunt process with regular Dirichlet space (Y, FW) on
L*(Ew,aw) with core C>°(Eyw ). Introduce the measure « = ay ® aw on E = Ey x Ey. We
take the convention that (v, A\) = (A, w) = (A, D) = A for allv € By, all w € Ew. Moreover,
we set MVW) = g ({(V;, W) : t > 0}) and we define ) = PY @ PV if (v,w) € Ey x Ew and

(v,w)
IP’(AV’W) = IP’X ® IP’VAV. The process

(QV x QW MYW) (VW) >0, (PEX’E;))(UM)G(EV xEW)u{A})
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is a continuous Ea-valued a-symmetric Hunt process, with reqular Dirichlet space (€,F) on

L3(E, ) with core C°(E) and, for ¢ € C=(E),
5(907 90) = 5 SW(QD(M ')7 QP(Uy '))aV(dv) + o 5V(<P(', w)a (P(" w))aW(dw)'

Observe that M("W) may be strictly smaller than MY ® M"W due to the identification of all
the cemetery points. Also, it actually holds true that PX @ PY =PV @ PY =PY @ PV on MV:W)

so that the choice IP’(AV’W) =PY @ P is arbitrary but legitimate.

The following killing result is a summary, adapted to our context, of Theorems 4.4.2 page 173
and 4.4.3-(i) page 174 in [II] Section 4.4].

Lemma B.6. Let E be a C*-manifold, let « be a Radon measure on E such that Supp(«) = E, and
let (M, (Z)i>0,(P2)zer,) be a continuous a-symmetric Ex-valued Hunt process with reqular
Dirichlet space (€, F) on L*(E,a) with core C=°(E). Let O be an open subset of E and consider
7o =inf{t > 0: X; ¢ O}, with the convention that inf ) = co. Then, setting

7P = Zljr<roy + Dliisro),

(M, (Z2)i>0, (P.).eouray) is a continuous olo-symmetric O U {A}-valued Hunt process with
regular Dirichlet space (Eo,Fo) on L*(0,alo) with core C2°(O) and for ¢ € Fo,

Note that since O is an open subset of the manifold E and since the Hunt process is continuous,
the regularity condition (4.4.6) of [11l, Theorem 4.4.2 page 173] is obviously satisfied.

We finally give an adaptation of the Girsanov theorem in the context of Dirichlet spaces, which
is a particular case of Chen-Zhang [5l Theorem 3.4].

Lemma B.7. Let E be an open subset of R, with d > 1, a be a Radon measure on E such that
Supp(a) = E and (Q, M, (Z1)1>0, (P2)zer,) be a continuous a-symmetric Ea-valued Hunt process
with regular Dirichlet space (€,F) on L*(E,«a) with core C>°(E) such that for all ¢ € C>(E),

E(p.p) = /E IVelda.

Let (A, D4) stand for its generator. Let uw € F be bounded, such that o = e* € D4 and such that

Ap is bounded. Set
o 0(Z) _ /t Ao(Zy)
1=z (=, Sz )

with the conventions that o(A) =1 and Ao(A) = 0.

Assume that o is continuous on Ex. Then for quasi all z € E, (L{)t>¢ is a bounded (My)i>o0-
martingale under P,, where we have set My = o({Z, : s € [0,t]}), and there exists a probability
measure P, on (2, M), such that for allt >0, P, = LY - P, on M.

Moreover, (4, M, (Z)i>0,(P.).cm,) is a continuous o*a-symmetric Ex-valued Hunt process
with reqular Dirichlet space (g,}') on L?(E, o*a) such that for all € F,

~ 1
Eee) = 5 [ IVelPeda.
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Actually, they speak of right processes in [5], but this is not an issue since we only consider
continuous Hunt processes. Also, they assume that L2 is bounded from above and from below
by some deterministic constants, on each compact time interval, but this is obvious under our
assumptions on u and Ap. Finally, their expression of L? is different, see [5] pages 485-486]: first,
they define M} as the martingale part of Q(Xt) By Lemma|[B.2] we see that Mf = o(Z;) — 0(Zo) —

fo Ao(Zs)ds. Then they put M; = fo ]7tdME and LQ = exp(Mt — 7<M>t). But by Ito’s
formula, log 0(Z;) = log 0(Zo) —|—f0 ldMQ + fo |7t Ao(Z 3 fo [0(Zs)]2d({M?)s,
whence log 0(Zy) =log Q(ZO —|—Mt—|—f0 )"t Ao(Z,)ds 1 (M)t, SO that Lt = exp(M;—%(M),) =
[0(Z0)] Yo(Z;) exp(— fo )1 Ao(Z ) ) as desired.
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