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Abstract

The boundary modified contact process models an epidemic spreading in one dimension with
two infection parameters, A; and \.. Starting from a finite infected set, each edge of Z transmits
the infection at rate \; except for the rightmost and leftmost edges incident to infected vertices,
which transmit the infection at rate A\.. We show a strong law of large numbers and central limit
theorem for the location of the rightmost infected vertex when \; = A\. and A\ = A + . We
also show stretched exponential tail bounds in the fluctuations of the rightmost infected vertex,
the extinction time of the process on the event of non-survival, and the probability of survival
given the size of the initial infected region. Our results extend to the boundary modified contact

process whenever A\, < A; < A, and solves an open problem first proposed by Andjel and Rolla

in [1].

1 Introduction

In this paper we show a law of large numbers and central limit theorem for the location of the
rightmost infected vertex of the one-dimensional boundary modified contact process, answering an
open question first proposed by Andjel and Rolla in [I]. The boundary modified contact process
was first studied by Durrett and Schinazi in [§], and is formed by assigning a separate infection
rate to the leftmost and rightmost infected edges of the standard one-dimensional contact process.
We will let {&;}+>0 denote the boundary modified contact process, which is a jump process taking
values in the set ¥ = {0,1}%. We say a site x € Z is infected at time ¢ if &(z) = 1, and susceptible
if &(x) = 0. Let |&| be the number of infected sites in &. We also define the leftmost and rightmost
infected sites to be,

R(&) = sup{z € Z | &(x) = 1},

L(&) =inf{x € Z | &(x) =1}
Infected sites recover at rate 1 and immediately become susceptible to reinfection. Any infected
site x ¢ {L£(&), R(&)} infects each of its neighbors at rate A;. The infected site R(&;) infects its

(1)
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neighbor R(&) + 1 with rate A., and neighbor R(&) — 1 with rate A;. Similarly, site £(&;) infects
its neighbor £(&) — 1 with rate A, and neighbor £(&) 4+ 1 with rate A;. This model aligns with
the standard contact process whenever \; = Ae = A.

We say & survives when for all ¢ > 0 there exists x € Z so that &(x) is infected. The standard
one dimensional contact process is known to have a phase transition in its infection rate at the
critical infection rate A.. Survival is possible whenever the infection rate A > \., and impossible
whenever A < \. as shown in [2].

Durrett and Schinazi in [8] first showed the boundary modified contact process can survive on
7Z whenever A\, > 1 and J\; is sufficiently large, and cannot survive when A, < 1. The authors
similarly show survival is possible when A; > A. when ). is sufficiently large, and that survival is
not possible when A; < A.. The authors additionally show the survival probability is an increasing
function in A; and A.. Andjel and Rolla in [I] show that the model can survive in the case when
i = Ae and A > A., and in the case when A; > A; and A, = A..

We define the shift operator ¥ : ¥ — 3 U {}} so that for any configuration n € X,

n(x—"R(n) ifn#0and R(n) €Z
Un(z) = : (2)
T else
Terra [12] shows that as ¢ — oo the shifted process W, converges weakly to an invariant measure

i, whenever the initial state ng belongs to the set of states with infinitely many infections to the

left of the origin and finitely many to the right,

29_{7762 | Zn(x)<oo, Zn(x)—oo}. (3)

>0 <0

Terra additionally shows that the invariant measure of the process as seen from the right edge, [,
is supported on 3.

Let O(\;, Ae) be the survival probability of & with infection rates (\;, A¢) and &y having a single
infection at the origin. Terra [12] also shows that when \; > A, then & cannot survive when A,
equals the critical boundary infection rate \:(\;) = inf{\ > 0] 0(\;, \) > 0}.

We study the regime when A\; = A\., and A\¢ = A\, + ¢ for € > 0. This model is of interest since
many of the standard tools in studying the supercritical contact process such as attractiveness, sub-
additivity, and a direct comparison to supercritical oriented percolation are no longer applicable.
We will often but not exclusively study & with & € X©. In this regime the boundary modified
contact process aligns with the right edge modified contact process {7;}+>0, which only assigns
infection rate A. to the edge (R(n:), R(n:) + 1), and rate \; to all other regions. In this paper we
will show a strong law of large numbers and central limit theorem for both R(n;) and R(&;). We
will also provide stretched exponential estimates for the deviations of R(7;) from its mean, and

stretched exponential tails to the extinction time 7% of either & or 1y on the event of non-survival,



along with the probability of extinction given the initial outbreak size. These stretched exponential
bounds are analogous to exponential bounds for the supercritical contact process obtained as a
consequence of sub-additivity and the comparison to oriented percolation first shown in [6].

We will also use the following lemma shown by Andjel and Rolla given in the proof of Theorem
5 of [1J.

Lemma 1 (Andjel, Rolla). Let & be either the boundary modified or right edge modified contact

process with infection rates \; = A and \e = A\ + € for some € > 0. Then when |&| < oo,

R
P <£t survives and limtinf (ft) > 0) > 0. (4)

We also leverage a box crossing property for critical two-dimensional oriented percolation. This
was first shown by Duminil-Copin, Tassion, and Teixeira in [4]. The authors show as n — oo, there
exists a scaling w(n) — oo so that the probability that a w(n) x n box is crossed horizontally and
vertically for critical two-dimensional oriented percolation is positive and independent of n. We
say that the box B = [0,n1] % [0, n2] is crossed vertically when there exists an open path from two
sites x and y € [0,n1] between times 0 and ny contained in B. The box B is crossed horizontally
when there exist times 0 < ¢1 < t9 < ng so that there is an open path from 0 to n; contained in B
between times t; and to. We will formally define open paths for the contact process in section 4.

The box crossing property also holds for the critical contact process, giving us the following lemma,

Lemma 2 (Duminil-Copin, Tassion, Teixeira). Let (; be the critical contact process. There exists
a scaling w(n) — oo such that for any n € N there is a probability of at least p > 0 independent of
n that a box of dimension w(n) X n is crossed both horizontally and vertically by ;. Furthermore

there exist universal constants ¢ > 0 and § € (0,1) so that for alln € N,
w(n) < en'=. (5)

The function w(t) scales on the same order of magnitude as the right edge process R((;) of the
critical contact process when (—oo, 0] is initially infected. Using an identical argument as in (4.3)

of [4] we have the following lemma.

Lemma 3 (Duminil-Copin, Tassion, Teixeira). Let (; denote the critical contact process with initial

configuration (y = (—o0,0]. Then there exist universal constants c1, ca > 0 so that for any y > 0,

P < sup |R(¢s)| > ytl_‘s) < cyexp (—coy) . (6)
0<s<t

2 Main Results

We answer the conjecture in [I] by providing both a law of large numbers and central limit theorem

for the right edge process of the boundary modified contact process when A, > A; > A.. Our results



are in the setting where the initial infected region is in the half space ¥© and is applicable to both

& and 7. We show that the asymptotic speed of the right edge converges to the constant,
a=E(R(m)), (7)

where 7 is the right edge modified contact process with 7y sampled via . We now state the law

of large numbers and central limit theorem.

Theorem 1. Let {n:}+>0 be the right edge modified contact process with infection rates N\j = A,
Ae = Ae +¢€ fore >0, and ng € X°. Then almost surely as t — oo,

Rim)

;o (8)

Where the constant o = E (R(71)) additionally satisfies o > e.

Theorem 2. Let {n:}+>0 be the right edge modified contact process with infection rates i = A,
de = Ae+¢e fore >0, and ng € £°. Then as n — oo

{Jr Rl —an)} = (W, )

>0

2

Where {Wi}i>0 is Brownian motion with a drift coefficient 0 > 0 independent of ng, and =

denotes convergence in distribution.

When A, > \; the boundary modified contact process is no longer attractive and the right edge
R(n¢) is no longer subadditive. As a consequence we are no longer able to apply the subadditive
ergotic theorem in a similar format as the standard contact process. We instead provide a stretched

0 on the event of non-survival. This coupled with

exponential tail bound to the extinction time 7
the attractiveness property at the right edge allows us to deduce that the increments of R(7;) are
strongly mixing. To show this we use the box crossing property for critical oriented percolation
and Lemma [I] in order to form an event sufficient for survival that occurs with a high probability.

As a result, we attain theorem

Theorem 3. Let {{:}i>0 be either the boundary modified or right edge modified contact process with
infection rates \j = Ao, Ae = A + €, with € >0, and || =n < co. Let 0 be the first hitting time
of & to the all susceptible configuration (). Then there exist universal constants ¢, ¢, and a > 0

independent of n so that for allt > 0,
P (t << oo) < cexp (—ct%), (10)

where the constant a is independent of ¢.



As a corollary of Theorem [3] and the box crossing property, we then get stretched exponential

bounds on the probability of extinction based on the size of the initial infected set.

Theorem 4. Let {{:}1>0 be either the boundary modified or right edge modified contact process
with infection rates \j = A¢, Ae = Ac + €, with e > 0, and || =n < oo. Let 7 be the first hitting

time of & to the all susceptible configuration (). Then there exists constants c,c’, and a > 0 so that,
P, <7‘® < oo) < cexp (—dn?), (11)
where the constant a is independent of ¢.

We use the results of Theorem [3] and an attractiveness property at the right edge first used in
[12] to show the increments of R(1n;) are strongly mixing at a stretched exponential rate, and gain
control on the tails of the increments of R(n;) via a similar argument to Galves and Presutti in
[9]. This allows us to show stretched exponential deviations for R(7;) from its mean when 7 is
sampled via fi, as well as the strong law of large numbers and central limit theorem for 7 when
no € X°. We now state our large deviation inequality for R(7j;).

Theorem 5. Let 7, be the right edge modified contact process with infection rates A\j = ¢, Ae =
Ae + € for e > 0, and that 7 is sampled from . Then for any v € |0, %) and b > 0 there exist

universal constants ¢, ¢ and a > 0 so that for all t > 0,
P(|R(7) — at | > btl_v) < cexp (—ct%), (12)
where the constant a only depends on v and is independent of €.

The critical contact process is known to die out as shown in [2]. Moreover in one dimension the
survival function of the critical contact process, s(t), has been bounded below by a polynomial in
[5] and above by a polynomial in [4]. Both bounds assume the contact process has a single infection
at the origin. Our results now show a sharp transition when adding the boost of ¢ to the left and
right edges A.. By Theorem [3] we see the survival function of the process with the origin initially
infected now decays at no slower than a stretched exponential rate on the event of extinction. For
the supercritical contact process it is shown in [6] that the survival function of the process with a
single infection at the origin decays at an exponential rate. Determining if the survival function
of the edge modified contact process has heavier than exponential tails on the event of extinction
when \; = A; and A\. > A, remains an open question. We conjecture Theorem [5| can be used to
show a law of large numbers for the outbreak size |¢;|, since the theorem gives stretched exponential
bounds for deviations of R(&) being of order t!= for v € [0,%). On the other hand, we expect
the outbreak size || to scale of order no less that ts(t) 2 t3 based on Theorem 1.1 of []. If we
set v = 0.3 in Theorem [5 then we have stretched exponential bounds for fluctuations in the right

edge of a lower order of magnitude than the conjectured mean outbreak size |&;|.



3 Notation and a Note on Constants

We will denote N as the natural numbers {0,1,2,...} and Zo+ as the non-negative integers. All
numbered constants such as ci, co, defined throughout the paper will typically be referred to in
later parts and be held constant line by line. On the other hand the constants ¢ and ¢’ are assumed
to be interchanging line by line. If specified constants may be independent of other parameters
varied throughout the arguments of this paper, such as the time t. We use standard asymptotic
notation,

f=0(g) it limsup;c < 00

e S
f =o(g) if lim p 0

(13)

We will commonly consider the right edge modified contact process 7; supported on the set X°;
this probability model is equivalent to the boundary modified contact process &; supported on ¥°.

For any time ¢ € R we define the time ¢~ as,
&-(z) = lim (). (14)

A site x being infected at time ¢~ also corresponds to the event & (x) = 1.

4 Sitewise Construction & Attractiveness at the Right Edge

We will now generate a graphical construction for the boundary modified contact process & and
right edge modified contact process 7;. Let E be the directed edge set of Z. For each directed
edge (z,y) € E, let N, ,(t) be a rate \. Poisson process. For each site = € Z, let N,(t) be a rate
1 Poisson process. Let Nej(t) and Nea(t) each be rate ¢ Poisson processes. Suppose that each of

previous counting processes are independent. We evolve & and 7; by the following rules,

1. If a site x € Z is infected at time ¢~ for either &- or 7,—, and the recovery clock N,(t) rings
at time ¢, then both &(z) and n(x) will jump to being susceptible at time ¢.

2. If at time t~ a site x € Z is infected and x + 1 is susceptible for either - or .-, and the
infection clock N, ;41(t) rings at time ¢, then both & (x + 1) and (x4 1) will jump to being

infected at time ¢.

3. If at time ¢t~ a site © € Z is infected and = — 1 is susceptible for either &- or 7,—, and the
infection clock N, ,—1(t) rings at time ¢, then both & (x — 1) and m(z — 1) will jump to being

infected at time ¢.

4. Whenever the clock Nej(t) rings, & will send an infection from the random location £(&;) to

location £(&) — 1, resulting in & (£(&;) — 1) becoming infected. There is no change if & = ().



5. Whenever the clock Neo(t) rings, both & and 7; will send an infection from the random
locations R(&), and R(n:) to locations R(&;) + 1, and R(n:) + 1, respectively. There is no
change if & = () or 1; = 0, respectively.

When the left or right edge is equal to +oo, then we will not attribute any edge boosts from the

clocks Negi(t) or Nea(t), respectively. We will define our outcome space,

Q= Q1 X Qg ¥ (H Qu X Q1 X Qm1> : (15)
TEL

where Qe1, Qe2, 4y, Qg oi1, -1 are each the set of cadlag functions on Zgy for x € Z. We
define our sigma-field F to be the minimal sigma field generated by {Nei(t)}i>0, {Ne2(t)}e>0,
{Nz(t) }+>0, {Naz+1(t)}e>0, and { Ny z—1(t) }i>0 for each z € Z. We let our probability measure P
be the product measure between the laws of {Nej(t)}i>0, {Ne2(t) }e>0, {Nz(t) }e>0, {Nozt1(t) b0,
and {Nyz—1(t)}+>0 for each x € Z. We will let {F;};>0 be the natural filtration of the sitewise
construction of the boundary modified contact process up until time ¢.

We say that a A\;~open path exists between sites x and y between times 0 and ¢ if an open path
exists under the standard graphical construction of the critical contact process (infection paths
omitting the edge-boost clocks Nei(t) and Nea(t)). Namely there exists a A; open path between z

and y between times 0 and ¢, if there exists a sequence,

(.1‘, 0), (1'1, tl), ey (xn_l, tn—l), (y, Ifn) (16)

So that for 0 < ¢ < n — 1 we have that &(z;) =1 in [t;, tiy1), that |z; — zi41] = 1, and at time ¢,
we observe Ny, », ,(s) increment. Here we assume that xg = z, tg = 0, z, = y, and §y(z) = 1. We
say that a A.-open path exists for & between sites x and y, times 0 and ¢ and initial infected set
A if there exists an open path under the graphical construction above when additionally including
infections from the edge boosts Ngi(t) and Neo(t) and setting &g = A. We say that a A.-open
path exists for 7; between sites x and y, times 0 and ¢ and initial infected set A if there exists
an open path under the graphical construction above when only using the right edge boost Nea(t)
and setting 1y = A.

We will now give an attractiveness property first used by Terra in [I2] shared by both & and
1 about the right edge. We define the auxiliary process,

Definition 1. Let {& }+>0 be either a copy of the boundary modified or right edge modified contact
process. We define the process {n}s>0 as a copy of the right edge modified contact process so that
np = {0}. For any site z € Z and s > 0, 7% will use infection clocks from Ny g (¢) otr(e)—1(t +5)
and N, yr(¢,)2+R(¢)+1(t + s) for infections occurring to the left and right respectively. Site z will
also recover at time s if the clock N, g, (t + s) increments. nt will have a right edge boost at

time s whenever No(t + s) increments. Our notation will set R(&;) = 0 whenever & = ().



We see via this construction that 1% will have the law of the right edge modified contact process
with the origin initially infected. If 79 is the first hitting time of nt to the all susceptible state,
then for all s € [0, 77),

R(Evs) = R(&) + R(nL).- (17)
Moreover, we also have that for all s € [0,7%) that the region,
[R(&) — L(15), R(&) +R(n,)] , (18)

is coupled between &1 s and nt. We will refer to this coupled region as the attractiveness property
at the right edge for & and 7;. We will commonly use this property throughout this paper to
couple the shifted process W&, with W¢., where £, is a copy of the boundary modified contact

process beginning with initial configuration (—o0, 0], or sampled from the invariant measure fi.

5 Bounding Survival Function of 7(¢) on Extinction

We will now bound the survival function of r/(t), the right edge modified contact process with the
origin initially infected. We will then use this bound to prove Theorems [3| and 4l We will now

show,

Lemma 4. Let n; be the right edge modified contact process with infection rates A\; = A¢, Ae = Ae+€
for e > 0 and the origin initially infected. Let 70 be the first hitting time of n; to the all susceptible

configuration. Then there exists universal constants cg,c1g > 0 so that,
1] [
P <t <70 <L oo) < ¢g exp (—610t4) . (19)

Where § € (0,1) is defined as in Lemma [

5.1 Bounding forward increments of R(7,) on event of survival by time ¢

Our first step in showing Lemma |4 is to show that survival by time ¢ > 0 implies that R(n}) has
exceeded 173 with a high probability for some 0 < s < t. To do this we will first define the
constant 8 > 0 so that,

R(n;)

P ( n; survives and lim inf
t—00

The existence of § > 0 is given by Lemma [I} We will now show the following.

Lemma 5. Let 1, denote the right edge modified contact process with the origin initially infected
and infection rates \j = A, and \e = A. + €. Let Ay be the event of survival by time t, and fix
y > 0. Then there exists universal constants c3,cq > 0 independent of t so that,

P (At N { sup R(n.) < ytlg}> < c3exp (—C4t%> : (21)

0<s<t



Proof. By the attractiveness property at the right edge we can couple R(7}) with R(7,) on A; for
0 < s <t, where 75 is the right edge modified contact process with (—oo, 0] infected for 0 < s < t.
We also know that R(7s) will dominate R((,) for all s > 0 where (s is the critical contact process
with (—oo, 0] initially infected. Thus since 7(s) dominates the critical contact process and using
Lemma [3] we have,

P <At N inf R(n's) < —ytl_g> < ciexp (—czyt%> . (22)
0<s<t
By Lemma (1| and we also have that,
lim inf P< >
t—00 t

dyt'=3 Bts
,t' = | —— — 1| and define the event,

> =q > 0. (23)

Bt
For n € ZN[0,— — 1] we let ¢, =

B, = {R(n;f,n) > 2yt1*%} . (24)

By the Markov property we can conclude that the collection of events {Bi}glzo are independent.
For 0 < n < t' we also have by that,

And thus,

4y -

)
P (mﬁ{ZOBg) <(1-¢) [ ‘ . (26)
We now intersect on the event,
Ay { inf ROy (s) > —yt'~ 2} 1 {US_oBu}, (27)
0<s<t

and assume the event B,, occurred for 0 < n < t/. Using the attractiveness property at the right
1)
dy(n+1)t' 2

edge we can write setting ¢ = S,
_9
R(npn) = Rngi_y,) + Rp,) > yt' 2. (28)
Thus by , , and , we have completed the lemma. ]

5.2 Forming a High Probability Survival Event

We will start this section by showing a lemma related to the box crossing property for critical

oriented percolation in two dimensions.



Lemma 6. There exists constants cs,ce > 0 such that for all n > 1 the probability that a box of
2—4
dimension n X n21-9) 4s not crossed vertically under the critical contact process is less than or equal

to,
[
5 €Xp (—cﬁni) . (29)

2—6
Proof. We write our box B = [0,n] X [0,112(1*5)}, and note that the function w(n) in Lemma
satisfies w(n) < en!™ For1<i< Lc‘ln%J we form disjoint subsets,
. 1-8 . -8 20
B; = [(z— )en "2 ien 2] X {O,n2<1*5)]. (30)
Using Lemma there exists a constant p > 0 independent of n so that for 1 <14 < [cilngJ,

P (B; is crossed vertically) > p. (31)

o

Using that our collection {B;};_, is disjoint, we can write,

P (B is crossed vertically)

\‘cfln%J
> P U {B; is crossed vertically} (32)
i=1

which completes the lemma. O

For k € N let K be the first hitting time of R(n;) to k, and let,

Dk:{Kg (’;)‘_5’”} (33)

Letting ¥ be the first hitting time of n; to the all susceptible state, we will now show the following

lemma,

Lemma 7. Let 1/(t) be the right edge modified contact process with infection rates N\ = ., and
Ae = Ae + € for e > 0 and the origin initially infected. Then there exists universal constants

c7,c8 > 0 independent of k so that for the event Dy,

P ({T@ <oo}n Dk) < crexp (—0814:%) . (34)

10



2—6
Proof. We will define the event G}, as the event that the box [0, k] x [0, k2<1—5)} is crossed vertically
under the critical contact process (ignoring the infection clock Na(t) entirely). Using Lemma [f]

there exists constants cs, c¢g > 0 so that for any k > 0,
P(Gk) > 1—csexp (—66]{%) . (35)
We will now define the event F} as follows;

)
B2

-1
4

K\ TSy | Ank BRI
1. For n € |0, NZ we let t, = (5) 21-9) 4 %, and b, = {4 — 1J

2. We say the event Fj, ,, occurs if R(ni’;’k) > 2k

B

3. We then set Fj, = UI;L];OFk,n

We will now show that,

Dy N (N2 (Frai N Giai)) € {7? < o0} (36)
Figure 1 provides a visual for the description provided below. We first see that the event Dy
guarantees that R(n,) reaches k at or prior to time (%)2(217165) The event G}, then gives that the
box By = [0, k] x [0, k%] is crossed vertically by the critical contact process. This means there
exists a \;-open path from two sites z,y € [0, k] between times 0 and k‘% that stays within the

box By. This A\;-open path between x and y must then intersect the A.-open path between 0 and
k. This lets us then conclude that,

k 2(21;756) 2-68
R(n;) >0 for all t € <2> k209 | (37)
Let us now suppose that for 5 > 0 that,
. 2-8 28
R(nl) > 0, for all € [(k:QJl) 5 | (k) 2<1—«s>} . (38)
) 2018
On the event that Fjy;, holds for some n € Z N |0, % — 1] we can then apply the
attractiveness property at the right edge and to conclude,
t o .
R o) =ROE 00+ R(n%;iﬁ) > k274 (39)

. . 2—4
And thus R(n}) reaches k27*! at or prior to time (k27)20=9. Based on event Gjqj+1 the A, open

path reaching k2/t! must intersect a \;-open path that vertically crosses the box [0,k2j+1] X

. 2—6
[0, (k2ﬂ+1)2<16>]. This then implies that,
. 2—46 . 2—4§
R(n}) >0, for all t € | (k27)20=9)  (k2/H1)20=9) | (40)

11



Using induction we can then deduce that limsup, R(1,) = oo, and thus 7 = oo.

2-8
J2(1-8)
k 2—-8 ﬂ
—2(1-8)
(5) B
2k

Figure 1: Figures of the event Fj and Gj occurring on the left, and the right edge having linear
speed during an epoch F;; on the right. Paths open under the critical contact process are in blue,

while A.-open paths are in red.

Using we can bound,

P (Dk n{r’ < oo}) <P (Dr N (M52 (Frai N Giai))©)

o0 4
S P (FEy) + P (G o
=0

IN

We will now provide an upper bound to P(F{) for k& > 1. Using the Markov property we note

o)
k25
that each Fy , are independent for n € Z N |0, 5T —1|. Using we have for n € Z N
BRI
=

0,——1
o ]

P(Fyn) >4 > 0. (42)

We note that based on Definition |1| whenever n{nyk = (), the process nﬁ"’k takes instructions from
the standard graphical construction starting at time ¢, ; with no location shift. And thus by
independence and , ;

BE70

4
P(Fy) <(1-4q) : (43)

12



And thus combining , , and , there exists universal constants ¢; and cg > 0 so that,
P (Dk n{r < oo}) < crexp (—q;kg) . (44)
This then completes the lemma. O
We will now bound the survival function for 7; when nj = {0}.

Proof of Lemmal[f} We can apply Lemma [§| to obtain universal constants cs, ¢4 > 0 so that,

[
ti=z
Pl AN {sup R(n,) > 27? >1—csexp (—C4tg> : (45)
0<s<t 93(1-8)
Noting that,
5 2—46 52
(#78) 77 =, (46)
we have for ¢t > 1,
An{sup R >3} CAND, ;. (47)
0<s<t 2

And therefore using Lemma , , and that 6 € (0,1) we have for ¢t > 1,
P (t <7< oo)
—Pp <At n{r0 < oo})

<P (At N { sup RO < t1§}> 4P (Dtk% N {0 < oo})

0<s<t (48)
5 sa-8)
< cgexp (—04t§> + crexp | —egt 200
5
< cg exp (—010t2> ,
completing the lemma, with us using on the last inequality that § € (0,1).
OJ

5.3 Proof of Theorems 3 & 4

We now generalize the results of Lemma [4] in order to show Theorems [3] and [4] Theorems [3] and
are applicable to both & and n;. We will prove each for n; without loss of generality. We start by

showing the lemma,

Lemma 8. Let {X;}°, be iid with the law of 0, the first extinction time of n; conditioned on
the event ™ < 0o. Let Q be an independent geometric random variable with success probability "

independent of {X;}52,. Then there exists universal constants ci1, ci2 > 0 so that for any n > 0,

Q
P (Z X; > n) < cq1 exp (—cung) . (49)

i=1
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Proof. Since ¢ = P (7'@ =o0) € (0,1) we can apply Lemma (4| and say there exists a universal

constant cy3 > 0 so that for any n > 0,
s
P(X; >n) <cizexp (—cmni) . (50)

Next, we define the events F; = {Q < ng} and Ey = {max1<< s Xi < nl=1 }. We see by
<i<n
that,
)
P(E) =1—(1—-¢")"
s 542 (51)
P(F3) > 1 —n4cizexp | —cion4d 16 | .
We see on the event E4 N E5 that,
Q
S X < (52)
i=1

Thus since ¢ € (0,1) we complete the lemma by applying a union bound to P (Ef U ES) based on
, and using that g—% > % .

Let n; be the right edge modified process so that R(ng) € Z. We will now define a recursive
process setting initially 7o = 0, and ¢ = 0,

1. For i > 0 let 7%"+1 be the first hitting time of n!* to the all susceptible state 0.

(a) If 7%+ = o0, set I =i+ 1, T = T} and terminate the loop

(b) If 7%+1 < o0, increment,
Tiyr = Tp + 70 (53)

Additionally set i =i + 1 and move back to step 1.

We note by the strong Markov property that the set {T@’i}i[:l are each independent. Based on
definition |1| if ny, = () for any ¢ > 0, then nli is the right edge modified contact process with the
origin initially infected beginning at time T;. We know that for i < I, each 7% are distributed via
the law of 7% conditioned on the event {T(ZJ < oo}, while via the rejection method for sampling,
n! has the law of the right edge modified contact process conditioned on the event of survival.
We know the event of survival has probability ¢” > 0. Based on this and Lemma |8 we can then
conclude,

P(T > n) < c11exp (—61277,%> . (54)

We will now prove Theorem
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Proof of Theorem[3. Let T be defined as in section 4.3, and let 7, be the right edge modified contact
process with |ng] < co. We note by attractiveness at the right edge, if ™ > ¢ and T < t, we can

conclude that 7% = oo almost surely. Using this we have,

P<t§T@<oo> §IP’<t<T®<oo, Tgt)+IP(T>t)
s (55)
<0+ cr1exp (—clgtg).

O]

We will leverage a coupling formed by Liggett and later stated in [6] to prove Theorem
Liggett’s observation shows if {(;}+>0 is the one dimensional contact process with infection rate
A and |¢o| = n, we can form a coupling with ¢[%", a copy of the contact process with [0,n] N Z

initially infected so that |(¢| > ]{t[o’n” for all t > 0. As a consequence we have for ¢t > 0,

P (G #0) <P (¢ £0). (56)
We will now prove Theorem [4

Proof of Theorem[]]. We suppose that 7, is a copy of the right edge modified contact process with
|no| = n. We use again that 7% = 00 almost surely on the event that 79 > n and T' < n. We write,
IP’(T@:OO> ZP<T®>TL, T§n>

zl—P(T@§n>—P(T>n). o7

By domination |n;| > |(;|, where (; is the critical contact process with (y = n9. Using |(p| = n,
, , and the same method as Lemma |§| we can write,

P <7'® > n) >P((, #0) >1—csexp (—06n5) : (58)

Hence by , , and we have,
P <7‘® < oo) < c11€xp (—clgn%) + c5 exp (—06n5> , (59)
completing the theorem. O

6 Law of Large Numbers for R(7;)

In this section we will form a law of large numbers for the right edge R(n;) when 79 € X°. As
before we will assume throughout this section that A\; = A, and A = A, + ¢ for some ¢ > 0. We
also note that when 7y € X, then & and 7; will have the same dynamics, since £(§;) = —oo for
all ¢.
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6.1 Bounding Increments of R(7;) under [

We let 7, denote the right edge modified contact process with infection rates \; = A. and A = Ao +¢€
for ¢ > 0, with 79 sampled from fi. Note that R(7j9) = 0. We will use a similar method of Galves
and Presutti in [9] to bound the increments of R(7;). We set ¢” > 0 to be the survival probability
of 1}, the right edge modified contact process with the origin initially infected.

We will now form a large deviation inequality for R(7;) for any ¢ > 0.

Lemma 9. Let 17 be the right edge modified contact process with infection rates \; = A. and
Ae = A + € with 7y sampled from [i the invariant measure from the right edge. Then there exists

universal constants c14 > 0 so that for any n > 0,

P < sup [R(7s)] >4 (Ac+e)(t+ n)) < c14€xp (—clgng) . (60)
0<s<t

Proof. We use that R(7;) is equal in distribution to R(7t+n) — R(7,). We will define the random
variables T, I, {r;}/_,, {79}, {{n’}s>0}_, as in section 5.3. Using the attractiveness property
at the right edge, for all s > 0 we can couple R(7irys) — R(fjr) with R(nl). We define the event
D = {n, survives}, and note that P(D) = ¢” > 0. We define the event A as the event where
Richardson’s model (the model with no sites recovering) beginning at the origin and moving in the

backwards direction exceeds a distance of 2(A. + ¢)(n + t) at or before time (n +t). We note that,

{ inf R < =2\ +&)(t + n)} NDCAND, (61)

0<s<t+n

where {n.}s>0 is the right edge modified contact process with a single infection at the origin. We
now also use the bound that if Y ~ Pois(\) then for a > 0,
2

P(Y >A+a) <exp (—2()\_7_(1/3)) . (62)

Using (61), (62), and that P(D) = ¢” we have,

nf T B
v <0§g§1t+nR<ns ) < 2()\6 + 5) (t + n))

—P( inf Y < —2(\, D
(oinf,, RO < ~20 +2)t+ ) D)

=(¢")"'P <{ inf  R(7s) < =2\ +&)(t + n)} n D) (63)

0<s<t+n

< (¢")'P(AND)

< (¢") L exp (_3(75 + n)8()\c + e)) '
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We now similarly use that {R(7;)}+>0 is dominated by a rate A, + ¢ Poisson process. Using
we obtain,

P < sup R(nL) > 2(\e +€)(t + n))

0<s<t+n

=P ( sup R(7s) > 2(Ac+e)(t+n) | D)
0<s<t+n

(64)

<@ P (s R) > 20+ 4

s(d@—laq><—3“'F”§Ac+6)>.

Note on the event E defined as,

{T <n}n {OgingnR(nZ) > —2(Ac+e)(t + n)} N {0<Ssg£)+n R(nL) <2\ +e)(t + n)} , (65)

we have by attractiveness from the right edge on F,

sup  [R(7]s) = R(1m)|

n<s<n-+t

= Tgsslg)wrtR(ﬁs) B TﬁilgﬁtR(ﬁs)

=S (R(1s) — R(7ir)) — ponf (R(7is) — R(7r)) )
N ogs;lgt—TR(ng) - OSSSi&f”*TR(nST)

< oot ROT) =t RO

<4\ +)(t +n).

Using , , and we have that,

(67)

P(E)>1—c11exp <_012n§> _ 2(q”)_1 exp <_3(t +n)(Ae + 5)) |

8

which then completes the lemma. O

6.2 Large Deviations for R(7;)

We will now prove Theorem [5| which provides stretched exponential bounds for the right edge

process at stationary R(7;) from «t. We first show the following lemma,

Lemma 10. Let 7; be the right edge modified contact process with ng sampled from the invariant

measure from the right edge fi. Then E(R(m)) = a € R and for all t > 0,
E(R(7)) = ot (68)
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Proof. Showing @ = E (R(71)) € R is a direct consequence of Lemma @ Fix t > 0. Using Lemma

N
again we can also conclude that the collection { (1)
s
1.3 of [12] there exists a random variable Y so that as s — oo,
R(ﬁs) (Z_S> Y,
s

where E(Y) = a.. Using and uniform integrability we have,

lim E(R(ﬁnt)) —

n—0o0 nt

For any n € N using that f is an invariant measure we have,
E (R(int))
= ZE (R(ﬁit) - R(ﬁ(ifl)t) )
i=1
— nE (R(7)
And thus combining and we have that E(R(7;)) = at.
We now prove Theorem [}

Proof of Theorem[j. Fix v € [0, %) and define the constants,

1

_ T3

Y1 = 5
_ 1L
T Ty

}s>1 is uniformly integrable. By corollary

(69)

(70)

(71)

(72)

We note that 71 — 2v9 =7, and 11 < %, and v > 0. Let My = —t"", and set ¢ = 1. We will define

epochs in time iteratively by the procedure below.

1. When i > 1 is fixed, set j = 1, and T; o = t"*. We will now run the procedure iteratively for

J-

M; 1+T; 51

2. Let 797 be the first hitting time of n; to the all susceptible state (). Define the event,

(a) On the event D;; set My = M; 1+ T; j—1 and I; =j. Set T;;, =t and j =1, =i+ 1.

Return to step 1.

(b) On the event ij set T; ; =T; ;-1 + 747 increment j = j + 1 and return to step 2.

18



The random times {M;+171}2°, are each stopping times. This can be seen since M+t is the first
time we observe a A.-open path starting from the right edge that survives for time ¢7'. Similarly,
Mo +1t7" is the first time following M7 4t7! where we see a A.-open path starting from the right edge
that survives for time t"*. We can apply this reasoning inductively to confirm that each M; + t™
is a stopping time for ¢ > 1.

It also follows that for ¢ > 1, the random variable M; — M;_1 is a measurable function of the

auxiliary processes,
I;

{{nyi_ﬁn’j_l}se[o,Tm]}. ’ (73)

j=1
which are independent of 7y, |4+, and depends on instructions from the sitewise construction
at disjoint times for each ¢ € N. Hence by the strong Markov property we can conclude that the
random variables {M; — M;_1}5°, are independent and identically distributed, and M; — My has
the law of My — My — t7* and is independent of M; — M;_1 for all i > 2.

For i € Zgy let 7% be the first hitting time of néwi_l to the all susceptible configuration . We

define the events,

A ={r" > M; — M;_; for 2 <i < ¢! n}
By={ max M;— M; 1 <t" +t"}

1<i<tl—m (74)
Ci=1{ max_ swp  [RmM)| <1200+, [R(an)| < 1200 + )7}
QSZStl_’“ 0<s<M;—M,;_1
Et:AtﬂBtht.
We also define,
H(t) =sup{i € N | M; <t}. (75)
Using attractiveness from the right edge, we also have that on the event FEy,
= =
~ ~ M; M M;
R(i) = Riian) + Y RO, —ar) ¥ RS )= D RO, —ar)- (76)
i=1 i=H(t)+1

Note that H(t) > 1 on the event E;. We will now bound the probability P(E;). By our construction
it follows for i > 1 that 7% is a copy of the right edge modified contact process with the origin
initially infected with a law conditioned on the event {TW > t"}. Recall for the right edge modified

contact process 1, with the origin initially infected,

P(r? > 1) > ¢". (77)
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We can then apply and Lemma [4] to obtain for ¢ > 2,
P (7' < M; — Miy)
<P (TW’ < oo) (78)
< (¢")  epexp (—eotF ).
And hence applying a union bound to the bound in gives,
P(AS) < 177 (¢") tegexp (—clot%é) . (79)

We will now provide a bound to P(B;). We can write for i > 2
I;
M;— My —t" =) ", (80)
j=1

We can apply the same decomposition as to the quantity My — My. Using that for ¢ > 1,
M; 4+t is a stopping time, by the strong Markov property both I; and Zjllzl 759 are independent
of Far,_y+1n. I; is dominated by a geometric(¢”) random variable. By the strong Markov property
the collection of variables {Ti’j }]I;_ll are iid with the law of 7% conditioned on the event 79 < 71
Using this and the same method as in the proof of Lemma [8 we have that for all i € N there exists

a universal constant c¢13 > 0 so that for any n > 0,
)
IP)(MZ — M1 >t + n) < ci3exp <—012n§> . (81)
Hence plugging in n = 72 to and applying a union bound then gives,
c 1- 228
P(By) <t Mcizexp (—012?5 8 ) : (82)

We will now bound the probability of Cf N A; N B;. Using attractiveness from the right edge, we
can couple R(nyi’l) with the right edge of an auxiliary process 7j* for all s € [0, M; — M;_1] on
the event A; N B;. We define i} as a copy of the right edge modified contact process with initial
configuration sampled from fi, and a law conditioned on the event that there exists a A, open path
beginning at 0 until time at least ¢7*. We note this event has a probability of at least ¢”. On the
event B; we note that M? — M;_; < t" + 2. Let 7}, be the right edge modified contact process
sampled via i (not conditioned on any event), and 7 be the first time that all A.-open paths of

ns die out when beginning at time 0 and site 0. By Lemma |§| we have for 2 < i <t and t > 1,
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using that v1 > s,

PA;NBN { sup R(nd1)

0<s<M;—M;_1

> 12(Ae + &)t })

<P ( sup  |R(75)] > 12(A\c + 6)t71)

0< <tV +172

=P < sup  |R(7s)| > 12(Ae + )t | 70 > t71>

0<s<tV1 472 (83)

<P(F > m)~tp ( sup  |[R(7s)] > 12(\e + e)ﬂl)

0<s<tT1 4172

<P(F > t%)—HP( sup  |R(7s)] > 12(Ae + e)ﬂl)
0<s<2tM

19

< (¢") 'craexp <—C12tT) .
Using same approach as in and applying Lemma |§| can be used to show when ¢ > 1,
1
P <At N BN { sup  |R(7s)| > 12(Ac + )t }) < c14€xp (—Clgt%) . (84)
OSSSMl—MO

Applying a union bound with the results from and yields,

19

P(th NA; N Bt) < ti=m (q”)_1014 exp (—ClgtT) . (85)

And thus applying , , and , there exists universal constants c15 and c16 > 0 so that for
any t > 1,
P(Ey) = 1—P(AS) — P(BY) — B(C{ N AN By)

128 (86)
>1- C15 €Xp (—Clﬁt 8 > .
We now write,
tI-7 =71
- ~ M;_ M M;_
R =1{E} [ RGnn) + Y R0y )+ ROEXO S Ry, )
=2 i=N(0)+1 (87)

L{E{YR(10t)-
By Lemma [10] we have that E (R(7};)) = at for « € R. We also note on the event E; that pointwise,
H(t) > [ (142 > (1 — ¢y — 1. (88)
Using , the following three inequalities hold on the event Ej,
‘R(n%j\/hil)‘ <12(Ne + )t for 2 < i <t
\R(nj‘f’;};’[ m)‘ < 12(\ + )t (89)

(R(a )| < 12(Ac + )t
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Applying and along with the triangle inequality then gives when ¢ > 1 on FE,

R(ﬁMl) + R(T/t F]\I}Z(t) Z R 7]M M ) < 12()\0 + g)t’Yl (t1+’72*2’}’1 + 3)
i=H(t)+1 (9())

< A8(1 + 2\ + 2e) ¢ttt
Using Lemma@ and we have for t large,

|E (L{E Y R(7:)))|

g/o P(Ef)dn+/t2mIP(|R(ﬁt)| > n)dn

N ) (o1)
<t ) e - (0552 o
= o(1).
And therefore, by , , , and Lemma (10| we have for ¢ large,
a7
E|1{E} Y Ry ~hy ) | = ot + O —1+%2), (92)

For 2 < i < t1= define the event Ej; as the event,

(70 > My — My} {M; — My <t + 1230 {  sup R

0<s<M;—M;_1

<12(\e + )£}, (93)

Using that the variables {M; +¢71}2°, are stopping times and the strong Markov property, one
=71
can show the collection of variables {R(nMZ M, l)Il{Ezt}} _, are independent and identically

distributed. We also note that almost surely,

‘R(an i IL{EZ-t}‘ <1200 + )t (94)
Using and , we can bound,
E (RO, ) UEHEY) <O (00 exp (—erst ™) ) (95)
And thus by and (95)) we have for 2 <4 < t'=7,
E (R(U%?:M.il)l{Eit}) = at™ (1+ 0> ). (96)

Let h(t) = E (Zf:;l 72(77]\]\;[ : )H{Ezt}> Usmg and we have by Hoeffding’s inequality
for b > 0,

ti=7

) ptl—m+272 1p242—271+472
P Zm%%gmmww>sW&24
(97)

pr 2 =7 (12(Ae 4 €)tn)?

b2t173’)/1+4')/2
- <_ 288 (A + 5)2>
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Define the event,

btl—r+272
F= Z R(nMZ v DI{Eit} — h(t) — (" (98)

IN

We have by that,

p24l—3m+472
P(F) >1—exp <_288(/\c—|—€)2> (99)
Note that 1 — 3v1 + 42 > 0. Thus we have by and that,
p2p1—371+472 g
P(E;NF)>1—exp <_288()\C+8)2) — C15 €xXp (—chtT> . (100)
We also have by for t > 0 sufficiently large on the event E; N F,
tn pl-m+27
R(in,) + R(n, I]{}Zu) Z R( 77M Mz 1) < 48(Ac +5)t1_%+w < 1 (101)
t)+1
We know by that h(t) = at + O(t!=71%2). Thus for ¢ large enough we can conclude,
pl—1+27
|h(t) — at] < — (102)

Using that E; C By for 2 < i < t!771 the decomposition of R(7;) in , 101)), , and the

triangle inequality we have shown that on the event E; N F' for ¢ sufficiently large,
|R(71) — at| < bt!=71+272 = ppl=7, (103)

Using this and (100)) we have completed the theorem. O

6.3 Strong Law of Large Numbers

when 7 is set to be in the half-space X°.

We will now form the strong law of large numbers for

R(ne)
t

Proof of Theorem 4. We will first show the strong law of large numbers for 7, the right edge
modified process sampled from the invariant measure from the right edge i, and then generalize
the results to any 19 € £°. We also will show that « > ¢ in section 6.4.

By Theorem [5| there exists constants ¢, ¢/, a > 0 so that,
P (]R(ﬁt) —at| > t%> < cexp (—ct%). (104)
Thus by the Borel Cantelli lemma we know,

i (|R(ﬁn) —an|>ti forneN i.o.) ~0. (105)
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Using that R(7;) has stationary increments, we can apply Lemma@ and the Borel Canteilli lemma

to show,

P < Sup |R(fnss) — R(n)| > nt for n € N i.o.> = 0. (106)

0<s<1

And therefore combining (105)) and (106)) we have,
P (\R(ﬁt) —at| < 2ti eventually) —1, (107)

which completes the law of large numbers when ng ~ fi.
Suppose now that {n;};>0 is the right edge modified contact process so that ny € .Let the

random variable T be defined as in section 4.3. When T' < ¢ we can write,
R(me) = R(nr) + R(nr). (108)

Using attractiveness from the right edge we know that {R(nl ;)}s>r has the law of {R(7s)}+>0
conditioned on the event that the origin yields an infinite A, open path beginning at time 0. Since
this event has probability ¢” > 0, and both 7' < oo and |R(nr)| < oo almost surely, we have
completed the theorem. O

6.4 Lower Bound to Edge Speeds

We will now show that when A\; = A\., and A\, = A. + ¢, then the edge speed o > €. Let 7, be a
copy of the right edge modified contact process with (—oo, 0] initially infected, and (; be the critical
contact process with (—o0, 0] with 7; and (; defined under the same graphical representation. By

Theorem [I] we have as t — oo,

R(P
(t”t) 5 q. (109)
R(p
We also note that the collection, { (Ut)} is uniformly integrable. To see this we note that
t t>1
R(7)-
R(7;)" is dominated by a rate A, + ¢ Poisson process. We also see that ﬂ is dominated by

R(G)™
t

conclude that as t — oo,

, which we can show is uniformly integrable for ¢ > 1 by Lemma And hence we can

E (R(t”t)> — o (110)

Using Lemma [3| again we can conclude that for ¢ large,

E(R(&)) = 0(t). (111)

We will now give a proposition from [11],
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Lemma 11 (Liggett). For any set A C Z, let CtA be a copy of the contact process with infection
rate A and initial infected set A. Suppose B C A, where A and B are both in ¥°, and let C be any

finite set. Then under the standard graphical representation of the contact process,
0 < R(GY) = R(GH S R(G) = R(G)- (112)
In particular, for B C (—oo, —1],
E (R - R(P)) 2 1. (113)

For ¢ € N we let 7; ; be a copy of the right edge modified contact process that takes edge boosts
from the clock Neo(t) up until time X; = inf{t > 0 | N(¢) > i}, and after runs via the instructions
of the critical contact process. Recall F; corresponds to the filtration of the sitwise construction
of the border modified contact process up until time ¢ > 0. For notation let th correspond to the
critical contact process with initial infected region C, and let C; be the infected regin of 7; x,, and

C! be the infected region of 7;_1 . Using the strong Markov property we can write,
E (R(7it) — R(Mi-1,t))
({X; <t}E(R(Mit) — R(Mi-1,t) | Fx;)) (114)
. c
(14 < 0B (R(C) — RIGT ) )

Note that C} C C; and C;\C} = {R(7x, }, and for all s > X;, both 7; s and 7;—1,s will evolve via the

critical contact process. Using this, Lemma [11] and integrating over the random set C; we have,

E =

E (14X < E (R(7y,) ~ R(Gy)) ) = E(L{X; < (1)

(115)
=P (Nea(t) > ).
Using (62)), (111), (114)), (115), and that Nea(t) ~ Pois ((Ac + €)t), for ¢ large we have,
E (R(7:))
2et

=E <R(Ct) + (R(1) — RlN2et)) + ZR(ﬁLt) - R(Ui—l,t))

(10
> Ot ) + 0+ Y P (Nea(t) > i)

i=1

>et+O(t79).

And hence by (110)), (116} and limiting ¢ — oo, we can conclude a > €.
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7 Brownian Motion Approximation

7.1 Setup

We will now show a functional central limit theorem for the right edge process R(n;) whenever 7
is in the half space ¥°. We will first show the central limit theorem for R(};), the process initially
sampled from the invariant measure from the right edge [i, and after extend the results to the case
whenever 7 is defined in the half space ¥£©

We will apply a classical central limit theorem for a-mixing sequences first found by Ibragimov
and Davydov in [10] and [3] based on a-mixing sequences of random variables. We now give a
definition for the a-mixing or strong mixing condition. Let {X;};en be a sequence of random
variables. For k > 1 let Gy = o({X;}_ ;) and G* = o ({X;}2,).

Definition 2. We say the sequence {X;}3°; is a-mixing with mixing coefficient g(n) if the sequence

satisfies for each n > 1,
sup {UP’(A NB) —P(A)P(B)| | A€ Gy, Be gk+n} = g(n). (117)
k

Theorem 6 (Ibragimov, Davydov). Suppose that {X;}ien is a stationary and mean 0 a-mizing
sequence of random variables with mizing coefficient g(n). Suppose there exists a constant a > 0
so that,
oo
E (X12+a) < 00, and Zg(n)ﬁ < 0. (118)
n=0

Then the process,
[nt)

5,() = == 3 Xi = (nt = nt]) X (119)

satisfies as n — 00,
{Sn()}20 = {W (1)} i20- (120)

Where W; is Brownian motion with diffusion coefficient 0> > 0, and = denotes convergence in

distribution.

In order to form the central limit theorem, we will first apply Theorem [f] to the increments of
R(7:) at integer time points. Since 7jy is sampled via fi, we then will apply Lemma |§| to extend
the convergence from integer to all positive real time points. We will also apply the measurable
partition argument used in [9] and [7] to show the drift coefficient o2 in the Brownian motion

approximation is positive.
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7.2 Showing Increments of R(7;) are a-Mixing

We will first bound the a-mixing rate of the increments of R(7;) when 7jy is sampled via fi. For
n € N we will let, A, = R(7n) — R(7n—1). We will now bound the mixing rate for {A, },en using

a similar approach to Galves & Presutti in [9].

Lemma 12. Let 7 be the right edge modified contact process with 1y sampled via . Then the

collection of variables {A,}nen is o mizing with mizing coefficient,
g(n) < ci7exp (—clgn%) , (121)
for the universal constants c17 and c12 defined in .

Proof. For n € N let G, = o ({A;}}'1), and G" = o ({A;}2,,). Since 7 is stationary, it suffices to
consider times ¢ < 0, and bounding the dependencies between G" and g;f =0 ({Az}l_:lfm)

We will define the random variables T, I, {7}, {7%"}_ |, {{n.}s>0}/_; as in section 4.3. We
see that on the event {T" < n — 1} that we can write using attractiveness from the right edge for
t>n—1

R(7) = R(7r) + R 7), (122)
Where R(n/) has the law of the right edge modified contact process with the origin initially infected
conditioned on the event 7% = co. Since the law of T is independent of 7jy, we have by on the

event {T < n — 1} we can conclude A; is a measurable function of {R(n!)}s>0 and independent of
G, for all i > n. We have by (54),

P(T <n—1)<ciiexp (—612(n — 1)%) . (123)

And hence if we choose any A € G~} and B € G" using independence between {A;}2° to G=L

when {T' < n — 1} we have,
[P(AN B[) - P(A)P(B)]

<P(T<n-1) (124)
)
< ci1exp <—C12(n - 1)§> :
Using that R(7;) has stationary increments and m € N was chosen arbitrarily we can conclude,

g(n) < enyexp (—enn(n—1)F). (125)

Which then completes the lemma. O
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7.3 Central Limit Theorem
We are now ready to prove the following lemma,

Lemma 13. Let {n;:}+>0 be the right edge modified contact process with ny sampled via fi. Then as
n — oo we have,

{\}ﬁ (R(1) — ant)}i0 = {Wekiso. (126)

Where Wy is Brownian motion with a drift coefficient 0% > 0.

Proof. Based on Theorem [}, Lemma [9, and Lemma [I2] we can conclude that the process,

A 1 _ 1 - .
Gn(t) = NG (R(fipnty) — a|nt]) + %(m = [nt]) (R(irar) = Rlipme)) — @), (127)
converges weakly to Brownian motion W; with a drift coefficient 02 > 0 as n — co. Let,
1 -
Gn(t) = 7n (R(7nt) — ant) . (128)

We define the event,

An = { sup  sup [R(nits) — R(mi)| < nl/"‘}, (129)
1€7,0<i<n? 0<s<1
and note that on the event A,,,
A 2
sup ‘Gn(t) _ Gn(t)’ <7 (130)
0<t<n n

Since [ is a stationary measure, we can apply Lemma [9] and a union bound to obtain,

s
n/t— 4\ +¢)\°®
4(Ae+¢)

P(AS) < nPcigexp | —ciz ( (131)

Hence by (130) and (131]), we can also conclude that {G,,(t)}+>0 converges weakly to {W;}¢>0 as

n — 00, which completes the lemma. O

7.4 Drift Coefficient

We will now show that the drift coefficient o2 in the Brownian motion approximation is positive.
We will give an identical argument to the ones used in [9] and [7]. We will show the following

lemma.

Lemma 14. Let n; be the right edge modified contact process with infection rates Ay = Ae, Ae =
Ae + &, where e > 0. Then we have,

inf liminf

noEXO t t
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Proof. Let t > 0 be a constant and let {7s}s>0 denote the right edge modified contact process with
infection rates \; = A\ and A\, = . +¢, so that 19 € X°. We define the events for n € {0,1,2,...},

Ay, = {R(7:) is non-decreasing in [n,n + 1]}

(133)
By, = {{n} }s>0 survives}.
We will define the sets of times, Ry = —1, and for ¢ > 1,
R, =inf{m e Z, m > R;—1 + 1| Ay N By41 occurs}. (134)

We also define the random variables,

Si = R(nRi+1) - R(nRﬁ-l) for i > 0
K; = R(nRH-l) - R(nRz) fori>1 (135)
N=sup{i € Z|R; <t—1}.

For notation let Ryy1 =t, and Sy = R(n:) — R(nn+1). We can write,

N N
Rim)=>_Si+ > Ki (136)
i=0 i=1

For any s > 0, let 7(s) denote the first hitting time of {n% }y>0 to the all susceptible state (). Let
ro = —1. For 1 <7 < nlet r; and k; be constants, and let for 0 < j < n let s; be constants. We

define the events,
Cht=A,N{r(n+1)>t—n—-1}
Du,v = ﬂiﬁ;icﬁ,v
Fy = Dy1ppy N{7(ri+1) > ripn, RO, ) = si}
Gi = A, N{R(ny") = ki }.

(137)

We now define a countable partition II of our outcome space €2 so that two outcomes w and w’ are

in the same partition if and only if,

2. Ri(w) = Ri(w) forall 0 <i < N
3. Sij(w) = Si(w) forall0<i< N
Using the same argument as in [7] we can write,

P(N=n, Ri=r;, Kj=ki for1<i<n, Sj=s;for0<j<n)

(138)
=P (Fo (ﬁ?lei N Gz) N BrnJrl) .
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Note the collectlon of events {F;}7- and {G;}"; are each mutually independent, and the sigma
field o({F;}7= 1 {GiYr,) is 1ndependent of the sigma field o(F},, By, +1). Using independence and
(138]) we have,

P(Ki=kifor1<i<n|N=mn, Rj=rforl1<i<n, S;j=s;for0<j<n)
_ P (Fo N (ﬁ?lei N Gz) N B,«n+1)
IP(FO (N, FyNAy) N By41) (139)

GﬁAn
—H

Thus conditioned on II the collection of variables {K;}¥, are iid with the law of R(11) conditioned

on the event Ag. Hence by the same argument as in [9] and [7] we have,

Var (R(1:)) = E (Var (R(n:) | T0))

N
=F (Z Var (K | H)) (140)

i=1
=E(cN).

Where ¢ > 0 is a constant independent of ¢.
We will now show for all there exists a universal constant ¢ > 0 independent of ¢ so that for
any ¢ > 1,
E(Riy1 — R;) = ¢ < oo (141)

It follows that the difference R;11 — R; is a measurable function of {nf}s>0, where {n%}.>¢ has
the law of the right edge modified contact process with an infection at the origin conditioned on
the event of survival.

For now we continue supposing that {7 }s>0 is a copy of the right edge modified contact process
so that 79 € ©°. We note that for all s > 0 that P(As N Bsy1) = e 1¢” > 0. Let Wy =0, Ug = 0,
and for all m € N,

Unm

m—1
2 Wi
=0
Ep = {R(nY™) decreases in [0, 1]}
Xm = [inf{s > 0| R(nYm) decreases} | (142)
Yo = [1+7(Up +1)]
Wi = H{En} Xm + {E; } Y
Q =inf{m e N | W, = oo}.

Here we run a total of @) trials until we see the renewal event that begins the next epoch R;,1.

Here W, indicates the total time required for the renewal event to fail for trial m, rounded up to
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the next highest integer, while U, represents the total time elapsed when renewal event for trial
m begins.
We note @ follows the Geometric(e~!q”) distribution. Using one can show there exists

universal constants c¢ig and c19 > 0 so that for all m € N and n > 0,
)
P (W, >n) < cigexp <—019n1> (143)

Using that @ ~ Geometric(e~1¢"), (143]) and the same reasoning as Lemma [8, one can show there

exist universal constants cog and co1 > 0 so that for all n > 0

Q
P (Z Wi > n) < cog €xXp <—021n%) . (144)
m=1

Using now that R;,1 — R; is a measurable function of {nf%}>q, which has the law of the right edge
modified contact process with an infection at the origin conditioned on the event D of survival.
Using this and ((144]) we can write for any n > 0,

P (Ri+1 —R; > TL)

:P(ZQ:Wm>n|D>

m=1

Q
<(¢")7'P (Z W > n)

m=1

(145)

_ S
< (¢") teggexp (—021n8>

Based on ([145), we can conclude that R;y; — R; has a uniformly bounded mean for all ¢ > 1. An
identical argument can be used to show R; also has a finite mean.

Define the constant,
p=sup{E(R; — R;—1) | i € N} < oc. (146)

Using Markov’s inequality we then have when ¢t > 0 is sufficiently large,

#(v< )
L4, (147)

=P ZRi—Ri—1Zt—1 <

=1

1
5
Using (147]) we have when t > 0 is sufficiently large,
t
E(N)>|—|. 148
™= g (145)
Thus combining (140 and (147]) we have completed the Lemma. O
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7.5 Proof of Theorem 2

We now provide a proof of Theorem

Proof of Theorem[9. Let {n:}:+>0 be the right edge modified contact process with infection rates
Xi = Ay de = Ae + € for e > 0, and 19 € £°. Let the random variable T' be defined as in section

4.3. When T <t we can write using attractiveness from the right edge,
R(1ne) = Rnr) + R r)- (149)

Since the variable T is independent of 79 € X%, and T < oo almost surely, this allows us to
deduce that the law of the increments of the right edge from 7, and 7, the process sampled
from the invariant measure [i are tail equivalent. Further, using Lemma [13| and [L4] that the drift
coefficient o2 of the Brownian motion approximation for R(7;) is strictly positive. This completes
the theorem. O
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