Explosion and non-explosion for the continuous-time frog model

Viktor Bezborodov *'2, Luca Di Persio ™, and Peter Kuchling ¥ *

YThe University of Goettingen, Institute for Mathematical Stochastics, Germany
2Wroctaw University of Science and Technology, Faculty of Electronics, Poland
3 The University of Verona, Department of Computer Science, Italy
4 Hochschule Bielefeld - University of Applied Sciences and Arts, Faculty of Engineering
and Mathematics, Germany

September 28, 2023

Abstract

We consider the continuous-time frog model on Z. At time t = 0, there are 7(z) particles
at © € Z, each of which is represented by a random variable. In particular, (n(x))sez is
a collection of independent random variables with a common distribution u, p(Zy) = 1,
Zs :=NU{0}, N ={1,2,3,...}. The particles at the origin are active, all other ones being
assumed as dormant, or sleeping. Active particles perform a simple symmetric continuous-
time random walk in Z (that is, a random walk with exp(1)-distributed jump times and
jumps —1 and 1, each with probability 1/2), independently of all other particles. Sleeping
particles stay still until the first arrival of an active particle to their location; upon arrival
they become active and start their own simple random walks. Different sets of conditions
are given ensuring explosion, respectively non-explosion, of the continuous-time frog model.

YInY with a non-negative

Our results show in particular that if p is the distribution of e
random variable Y satisfying EY < oo, then a.s. no explosion occurs. On the other hand,
if a € (0,1) and p is the distribution of e®, where P{X >t} =t~ ¢ > 1, then explosion
occurs a.s. The proof relies on a certain type of comparison to a percolation model which

we call totally asymmetric discrete inhomogeneous Boolean percolation.
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1 Introduction

Denote by A; the set of sites visited by active particles by the time . In this paper we investigate
the various conditions on p ensuring that the system explodes, respectively does not explode,
in finite time. We exclude a trivial case and assume throughout that ©(0) < 1. If n(0) = 0,

then we add one active particle at the origin at time t = 0.
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Definition 1.1. We say that the system explodes (in finite time) if there exists ¢ € (0, 00) such
that A; is infinite.

Our aim is to analyse and give conditions for explosion and non-explosion of the continuous-
time frog model. An equivalent definition of explosion on Z is the following: there are no
sleeping particles left in a finite time. This equivalence is not entirely trivial and may not be
true for the frog model on a general graph; in the one dimensional case it follows from the
arguments on Page 11 at the beginning of Section 5.

The behaviour of the frog dynamics can be distinguished as follows:
linear spread - superlinear spread but no explosion - explosion in finite time

We will review these concepts in more detail in Section 4.

The question of explosion is a classical question in the theory of branching processes [Har63,
Chapter 5, Section 9] and is an important consideration in a general construction of an interact-
ing particle system [EWO03]. An explosion is a phenomenon known to take place in first-passage
percolation models if a node can have sufficiently many neighbors [vdHK17]. A different type of
explosion is considered in [CD16], where conditions for accumulation of an unbounded number
of particles within a compact set are given for a branching random walk with non-negative
displacements. In [PP94] necessary and sufficient conditions for explosion are given for first
passage percolation with unit exponential weights on a spherically symmetric rooted tree. For a
tree in which every vertex in generation n has f(n+1) children the probability of an explosion is
shown to be 1 if and only if >~ | ﬁ < 005 the probability is 0 otherwise. More general (non-
exponential) weights are also briefly discussed in [PP94]. Under broad assumptions, conditions
for explosion of first passage percolation on spherically symmetric trees with arbitrary weight
distribution are obtained in [ADGO17]. As one might expect, a lot depends on the interplay
between f and the behavior of the weight distribution function near zero.

An explosion can occur for certain classes of stochastic differential equations. It is sometimes
referred to as a blow-up. Conditions for explosion and non-explosion constitute a part of the
classical theory [IW89, Chapter VI, Section 4]. A drift condition ensuring explosion for a
multidimensional equation is given in [CK14]. Various terms may cause explosion in a stochastic
differential equation with jumps [BY16].

The frog model was introduced in [AMP02] where a shape theorem for the model was proven
for the frog model in discrete time with p = 41, i.e., at ¢ = 0 there is one frog at each site. The
asymptotic properties of the spread have been studied for the frog model on various graphs:
on the integer lattice [AMPRO1], trees [HJJ19b], Cayley graphs [CD21], as well as multitype
model on the integer lattice [DHL19]. A shape theorem in every dimension and finer results in
dimension one for the continuous-time model have been obtained in [RS04, CQR07, CQRO09].
A possibility of explosion for the continuous-time frog model with a general (not necessarily
exponential) distribution of the time between jumps was demonstrated in [BDK21].

The results of this paper can be framed in terms of the cover time, that is, the time when
every site of a graph is visited by an active particle. Explosion means that the cover time of Z

is finite for the continuous-time frog model; if no explosion occurs a.s., then the cover time is



infinite. For the discrete-time model the asymptotics of cover time have been studied on various
finite graphs, in particular trees [Herl8, HJJ19a] and tori and sequences of expander graphs
[BFHM20].

In this paper we give sufficient conditions for explosion and non-explosion of the continuous-
time frog model. In the proofs we rely on a comparison with a certain kind of auxiliary perco-
lation model. Using a similar proof technique, in [BK20] the linear and superlinear spread of
the continuous-time frog model was studied. Further description of the technique can be found
in Section 4. The results of this paper demonstrate flexibility and versatility of the technique.
We expect it to be applicable in various other settings when addressing the questions such as
spread rate or explosion for stochastic growth models.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we formulate and discuss the main results.
In Section 3 an auxiliary percolation model is introduced. In Section 4 further discussion and
the main ideas of the proof are collected. Sections 5 and 6 contain the proofs of non-explosion

and explosion, respectively.

2 Main results and discussion

In this section, we give sufficient conditions on the initial distribution p of sleeping particles
which lead to explosion or non-explosion. Let A: N — (0,00) be a non-decreasing function
which we interpret as a varying speed for the continuous-time frog model. We remark here that
the word ‘speed’ is used loosely in this paper. We mostly have in mind an average speed over
a certain interval, that is, the ratio of the distance covered to the time elapsed since the start

of movement of one or several particles.
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For i,j € N, set o7 (i) := Zlﬁ, A (i,i+7]) = (i+]j)—d (i) = ), 1%, and 7 (0) = 0.
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Furthermore, let ag = 0 and for ¢ € N set a; :=

Theorem 2.1. (i) Assume that
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Then almost surely no explosion occurs.

(ii) Assume that

o

1
o0 3

and there exists p > 1 such that

m

S TLuto, Ay < ox. (4)

m=11i=1

Then an explosion occurs almost surely.



Remark 2.2. If A is bounded and (2) holds, then by [BK20, Theorem 1.2 (i)] not only a.s. no
explosion occurs, but we know even that the spread is a.s. linear. On the other hand, condition
(4) resembles the conditions in [BK20, Theorem 1.2 (ii)].

Condition (2) is shown in Section 5 to imply that in a certain sense ‘many’ sites z € N are
traveled over at speed below A(z). Together with (1) this is then shown to imply the absence of
an explosion a.s. On the other hand, (4) is used in Section 6 to obtain that in some sense ‘most’
sites z € N are traveled over at speed exceeding A(z). This together with (3) is then shown to
imply a.s. explosion. A deeper discussion of the proof ideas can be found in Section 4. Note that
since 1 is concentrated on Z, the function p — Y oo T, u([0, A(m)*"]) is non-decreasing,

therefore condition (4) is stronger than

S™ T w0, A@m)y)) < .

m=11i=1

For non-explosion we need to control the tails of the initial condition (2) so that there are
not too many dormant frogs at the beginning. On the other hand, in the condition for explosion

we require of the initial distribution to be sufficiently heavy (4). Taking A(x) = m in

Theorem 2.1, (i), we get

Corollary 2.3. Assume that

So(eor)

%)) <.

Applying the inequality 1 —a < e™®, a > 0, to the left hand side of (4), we get

or equivalently

i“([af@@

Then a.s. no explosion occurs.

Corollary 2.4. Assume that (3) holds and for some p > 1

S e { - Zu ',00)) } < oo (5)

m=1

Then an explosion occurs almost surely.

In the proof we link the frog model to an asymmetric inhomogeneous percolation. This is

described in more detail in Sections 3 and 4.

Remark 2.5. In this paper we focus on the one-dimensional process. A coupling argument
([RS04, Lemma 4.1] or [BK20, Proposition 2.3]) implies that whenever explosion occurs on Z
with probability one it also occurs on 7%, d € N, with probability one. We expect furthermore
that explosion on Z implies explosion on regular trees by a similar coupling argument. Whether
explosion on Z implies explosion for every connected graph with finite degrees containing a copy

of the integer line as a subgraph is not clear.



Remark 2.6. Denote by .7, the o-algebra generated by the walks of the particles started from
within the set {—n,—n+1,...,n}, that is

Fn = o{ ST (@)t >0,—n <z <n,1<j<n)} (6)

The event {explosion occurs} is in O’(UneN ﬁn) and yet independent of F, for every n € N.

Therefore by the 0-1 law, P{explosion occurs} € {0,1} for any distribution .

We close the discussion of our result by providing explicit examples of u leading to explosion

or non-explosion.
Example 2.7. Assume that for some a € (0,1) for large b > 0
u((b,00)) > (Inb) . 7)

Then by taking A(n) = n® with o > 1 we find for m € N

m m m

S (A 00)) = 3 p((m00)) = 3 ———
= = 2 Capitnm)
1 m 1 1 emli—e
- (aplnm)e zzl ia = (aplnm)® 1 —a
for some ¢ > 0. Hence
N S j . eml—@
mzzlexp { - ;M((A(m)m7 oo))} < mzzlexp { O a)(aph m)a} < 0.

By Corollary 2.4 an explosion occurs a.s. It follows that if eX ~ p (i is the distribution of eX),

where X s a Pareto distribution with
1
P{X>t}<—, t>1
ta

for a € (0,1), then explosion occurs a.s.  Note that condition (7) is much weaker than the

explosion condition in [BDK21, Remark 2.5] , which was given by

1
n —

YhYy

Example 2.8. Assume that e ~ w, where a non-negative random variable Y has a finite

expectation. Take A(x) We write for large i

_ 1
~ In(z+1)-Inz "
il 0.95¢1n14
= >¢e"
YT (1) =
and
M([ai’oo)) — P{GYIHY > ai} < P{eYlnY > 60.95i1ni} < P{Y > 0‘91-}‘

Hence (2) holds, and Theorem 2.1, (i), implies that no explosion occurs a.s.

Remark 2.9. Let us place two preceding examples in the context of [BK20]: we know that
if BY < oo for a non-negative random variable Y and e¥ ~ i, then the spread is linear in
time [BK20, Theorem 1.2, (i)]. On the other hand, [BK20, Theorem 1.2, (iii)] implies that the

spread is superlinear if EY = oo and e¥ n?Y | 7y



3 Totally asymmetric discrete inhomogeneous Boolean perco-
lation (TADIBP)

In this section we introduce the percolation process which is used to analyze the explosion of
the frog model. We introduce a general TADIBP model which is used in Section 4 to define a
percolation process corresponding to the frog model. Let {1, }.cz be a collection of independent
Z-valued random variables with distributions p,(:) =P{y, =k}, z € Z. We consider a germ-
grain model with germs at the sites of Z and grains of the form [z, z + 1,]|. The distribution of
a Z-valued random variable 1, depends on the location z, hence the model is inhomogeneous
in space. Germ-grain models are well known and typically treated in homogeneous settings
[CSKM13, Section 6.5]. The spatially homogeneous version of the model we present below was
introduced by Lamperti [Lam70] and was later considered in [KWO06] and [Zer18]. A continuous-
space version of the model is treated in [Bez21]. We follow the interpretation introduced in
[Lam70]: At each site z, there is a fountain that wets integer sites in the interval (z,z + 1]
We say that z,y € Z, x < y, are directly connected (denoted by z z y) if there exists
z <z, z € Z, such that z + ¢, > y. We say that x and y are connected (denoted by x N Y)
if they are directly connected, or if there exists z; < ... < z, € Z, z1 < x, z, < ¥, such that
T € [21, 21+ ], ¥ € [2n, 20+, ), and 2541 € [25, 25+, ] for j = 1,2, ...,n—1, or, equivalently,

r—722 —7+"—72np —77Y.

For a subset Q C Z, x i y and x 2) y are defined in the same way with an additional
requirement that x,y, 2, 21, ..., 2, € @ (in this paper we only consider @ =Z and Q = Z). We
say that « € Z is wet if the interval [x — 1, z] is contained in [y, y +1,] for some y € Z. In other
words, x € Z is wet if for some y € Z, y < x and y+ 1, > z. The sites that are not wet are said
to be dry. Note that x is wet if and only if z — 1 and x are connected. We call the resulting
random structure totally asymmetric discrete inhomogeneous Boolean percolation (TADIBP).
When considering TADIBP on Z., we also talk about ‘wet’ sites, with the understanding that
both z and y are required to be from Z,. Also, we consider the origin to be wet for TADIBP
on Zy.

Definition 3.1. For m € Z, denote by Y,, the difference between the rightmost site directly

connected to m and m, i.e.

Ym:max{l:m—zi/l}—m.

By definition, m Z% m and hence, Y, > 0. Also, by construction, Yy = 99 and for m € N,
Ym:¢m\/(¢mfl_1)\/"'\/(wl_m+1)\/(w0_m)'

Z Z
We say that z is connected to infinity, denoted by z —= oo, if & —» y for every y > z. Note
Z
that for z € Z, x = oo if and only if Y;,, > 0 for all m > z.

Definition 3.2. We say that a system {1, } of random variables of the TADIBP percolates if

. Z
there exists zo € Z4 such that xg = .



The following lemma is [BK20, Lemma 3.8] with a typo corrected. For completeness we also

give the proof.

Z
Lemma 3.3. Let z € N. A.s. on {x =5 oo}, every site y > x is wet, and there exists a

(random) sequence o < x1 < x9 < ..., x; € Ly, such that o < x < z1 and for every i € Z,
Tip1 < T + Yy, < Tiyo. (8)
In particular, every z > x belongs to no more than two intervals of the type [x;, v;+s,], 1 € Z .

z ) ) z
Proof. By definition of =5, every site y > z is wet a.s. on {z = oo}. Define the elements of

the sequence {x;};cz, consecutively by setting
zo = max {y € [0,20] "N : y + ¢y, = max{z + ¢, : 2 = 2,0 — 1,...,0} }
and letting for ¢ € Z
i1 :max{y €lxi+ 1,2 + 9y, ] NNy +1py = max{z + 9, : z:xi—l—l,...,xi—kibxi}}. (9)
In other words, x;j+1 € [x; + 1, 2; + 1s,] is characterized by two properties:
(i) for every z € [x; + 1,2; + 95, ] NN,
Tit1 + Yy 2 2+ Y2y
(ii) and for every 2’ € [zi11 + 1,2; + ¥y, ] NN,
Tip1 + Yy > 2+ U

(here [a,b] = @ if a > b). By construction, z;+1 < x;+1s,, so the left inequality in (8) holds. A.s.
z
on {x = o0}, Tit1 + gy, > T+ Yy, because otherwise x; + 1), +1 would not be wet. Hence
Z
a.s. on {x — oo} also ;19 + Yei s > Tiy1 + Yu,,, . Therefore the inequality ;19 < ;4 1y, is

zZ
impossible a.s. on {z — oo} because it would contradict to (i) with z = z;o. O

4 Notation, preliminaries, and further discussion

For each x € Z and j € N, we denote by (St(w’j ))tZO a simple symmetric continuous-time random

walk starting at Séw’j ) — 0. We assume that the collection

{St(x’j),m €Z,j € N}

is ii.d. For m,n € N, denote m,n = [m,n]NZ. For t > 0, x € Z, and j € N, the number
T+ Sﬁx’j ) is the position of j-th particle started at location z, t units of time after the sleeping
particles at x were activated. Let (S, ¢t > 0) be a simple continuous-time random walk on Z
and 7 be the k-th jump of (S, ¢t > 0), 79 = 0.



For two series Z an and Z b, with non-negative elements we write Z Gy, =~ Z by, if they have

the same Convergence propertles that is, they either both converge or both dlverge We write

Y an 2D by if Y by, diverges, or if both Y a, and > b, converge. This is true for example if

ann <b, fgr large 1711 € N (but not necessaril; for all n g N). We say that two events A and B are
equal a.s., or coincide a.s., if 14 = 1 holds a.s. Multiplication takes precedence over taking
maximum and minimum: for a,b,c € R, abV ¢ = (ab) V ¢, ab A ¢ = (ab) A c.

As an auxiliary tool we consider the following construction of a TADIBP. Recall that {Sﬁx’j )}
are the random walks assigned to individual particles in the frog model with initial configuration

(n(2))zez, and let A: N — (0,00) be a non-decreasing function. We define the random variables

J:—i—St(x’j)
¢ = max {k‘ € Zy :3t > 0,5 € 1,n(x) such that t < Z A0 and Sgl“,J) > k‘} V0. (10)
z
z=z+1

(here as usual max @ = —00).

We consider TADIBP with v, = E;A). Heuristically, sites * € Z which are wet in the
TADIBP model are traversed by frogs at speed no less than A(z). Therefore, if (3) holds and
(almost) all sites of the TADIBP are wet, it means that frogs traverse the space Z at high
speed, leading to explosion of the system. Conversely, (1) and many dry sites imply that the
frog model travels at low speed, leading to non-exploding expansion.

Since A is non-decreasing, we have
P{D > k) > P, > k), zeNkeZ,.

Remark 4.1. The random wvariable f;(L«A) can be seen as the maximal distance travelled to the

right by a particle starting from x at a speed exceeding the given (varying) speed A.

The following elementary lemma is used throughout the paper. In particular, it can be

applied to the Poisson distribution.

Lemma 4.2. Assume that for a sequence of positive numbers {«a;}jen there exist r € (0,1) and
n € N such that either for all i > n

Q41
—= < 11
< ()
or for all i € N
Qi < ria,. (12)

Then there exists Cy,, > 1 such that for m € N

3 o < ChpOuy. (13)
> ,

i=m

The constant Cy, , can be chosen to depend only on r and n.

Proof. Note that (11) implies (12), and by (12)

o0 o0 a

n
g o; < g oy, =
, : 1—r
=n =n




o0
pops
1=m
Therefore sup =
meN

< 00, that is, (13) holds for some C' > 0. O

In the article [BK20] the authors described conditions for the distinction between linear and
superlinear spread. To this end, for a fixed B > 0 they used the family (¢, ), given by

(:B,J)
¢$:max{y>m dj,dt: —— > B, S( ’j)>y }
The expression on the right hand side coincides with our definition of ¢ in (10) with A(z) = B.
These random variables give rise to totally asymmetric discrete (homogeneous) Boolean

percolation as described in Section 3. The proofs in [BK20] rely on the following statements.
e If percolation occurs for every constant B > 0, then the spread is superlinear.
e If a positive fraction of sites is dry for some B > 0, then the spread is linear.

The conditions implying that percolation occurs, or that it does not occur, are then given in
terms of the distribution of the initial number of particles p.

In this paper, the goal is to describe conditions separating the non-explosion and explosion
as opposed to the linear and superlinear spread. The idea is to modify the family (1), so that
Yy = €§CA) with an increasing function A as defined in (10). Since A is the “speed” at which the

process propagates, the following statements should hold.

e If percolation occurs for some A with

A(m) < o0

then the process explodes.

e If percolation does not occur for some A with

Y
A(x)
then the process does not explode.

Remark 4.3. Note the similarity to ODE: Given
&= f(x),z(0) =1,

where f is a non-negative continuous increasing function, we have explosion in finite time if

/f<oo

The proof of explosion (Theorem 2.1 (ii)) closely follows the scheme we have just outlined.

In Section 6, we first show that percolation with 1, = E;(,; )

implies explosion, and then proceed
to establish that percolation occurs a.s. under assumptions in Theorem 2.1 (ii). In contrast,
when considering non-explosion we do not directly rely on percolation not occurring, because a
possible long range dependence makes it difficult to deduce non-explosion from non-percolation.
Instead, we show that the assumptions in Theorem 2.1 (i) imply ;&f\l P{z is dry} > 0, and the

latter is then shown to be incompatible with explosion.



5 Proof of non-explosion

In this section, we prove the first part of Theorem 2.1. Here at the beginning of the section
we lay out the roadmap of the proof. We first show that the explosions in two directions, 400
and —oo, are equivalent a.s. This is formulated precisely in (42). Because of that, it suffices to
rule out the possibility of the explosion in direction 400 to prove non-explosion of the system.
To this end, we show next that under conditions (1) and (2) the particles left to the origin
cannot contribute to an explosion in this direction (this is formulated precisely in (27)) and can
thus be removed. After that totally asymmetric discrete inhomogeneous Boolean percolation
enters the picture. It is introduced in Section 3 with ¢ defined in (10). In Proposition 5.9

the probability that a site is dry is shown to be separated from zero:

tP d 0.
%%N {m is dry} >

The final stretch of the proof of Theorem 2.1, (i), starts on Page 18. There the dry sites are shown
to be ‘slow’ in a certain sense, and that the inequality 1an'\] P{m is dry} > 0 is incompatible with
explosion. "

Recall that a; =
A and p.

and that in this section we work under the following assumption on

il
(e ()"

[e.e]
Condition 5.1. It holds that > ﬁ = oo and
z=1

oo
Zu([ai,oo)) < 0. (14)
i=0
o0
Lemma 5.2. The series 21 ﬁ A % is divergent.
1=
Proof. By the Cauchy condensation test

001 o0
X am = L aw

n

| 2

=1
We have
x o P 1 1 & 11
;A(z‘ HZ% ZZQ; A ZQ”[ (2n+1) A2n+1} :§;2n[A(2n)A2_n] =5

If the set Q :={n € N:

1} is infinite, then S > 1 >~ 1 =oc. If Q is finite, then

AQ" = on
( ) nEQ

n - 1
S ~ 22 ZlA(z



o0
Without loss of generality, we can replace A(i) with A(7) V i: indeed, the series ) W is
i=1

divergent by Lemma 5.2, and (2) holds too since &7 decreases if we make A greater. Thus, we
assume henceforth that A(i) > ¢, i € N.
Define

ol, =inf{t > 0:sup.A; = co} = inf{t > 0 : no sleeping particles left on [0,00)}
and
= inf{t > 0 :inf A; = —oo} = inf{t > 0 : no sleeping particles left on (—o0,0]}.

In this paper we do not investigate the question under which conditions a.s. o%;, = ol . However,
we note here that both events {¢7, < oo} and {o! < oo} are tail events with respect to the

sequence of o-algebras {.%,, }en defined in (6). Hence
P{o”. < oo} € {0,1} and P{o’ < oo} e {0,1}.

By symmetry it follows that P{c7, < oo} = P{o! < oo} and hence the events {¢”, < co} and
{o!, < 00} coincide a.s., that is, the equality

]l{ago<oo} = ]l{aéo<oo} (15)

holds a.s. Therefore to prove non-explosion it is enough to show that P{c. < oo} = 0, and
in the rest of the section we concentrate only on ol . As an aside not needed in this proof we
point out that (15) justifies the discussion in the introduction on Page 2 about an equivalent
definition of explosion in dimension one.

Note that o, < oo if and only if (a.s.) there exists a sequence of pairs {(zn,tn)}nez, , where
Tp €7, 20=0,0=1y <t; <ty < ..., satisfying

e the sleeping particles at x,, are activated at t¢,, by an active particle started from z,,_1,
n € N, and
o lim ¢, =ty < 00.
n—o0
A priori it may be that infinitely many elements of {x,, }ncz, are negative. Over the next few
pages we show that under Condition 5.1 this is impossible (as formulated in Corollary 5.6 and
(27)). Recall that a; = (Q{( SR i € N and ap = 0, and set and b; = p((ai—1,ai]), b1 = ([0, a1]).

The next two lemmas have an auxiliary character and are used later to bound certain series.

Lemma 5.3. There exists C, > 1 such that
=1
Z — g jeN. (16)
a;

Proof. Recall that we have assumed A(i) > i for i € N, which we can do due to Lemma 5.2.

Let ¢ € (0,0.1). For large n € N
A7l (n+1)

> A7)

<

S|m

11



and hence

n -1 n
Lot )" A0ID] [ ) s -
> A7)
j=1
Consequently for large n € N
S N 0 O L O L [ o (n) ]"> n+1
Qp, N (%(n—Fl))nJﬂ : (427(77,))” = M(’I’L—Fl) d(n—{—l) = es;zf(n+1)'
It remains to note that <7 (n) < ]gl% <2+Inn,n €N, and hence ﬁjl) noo o 0

Lemma 5.4. Let {«;}ien be an increasing sequence of natural numbers satisfying for some
Cq >0

o 1 o
E - S c_7 ] € N7
T Q; (&7}
and let B; = p((oi—1, o)), B1 = p([0,1]). Then

> L o2 kk<c, (18)

i=1 k:k>0,k<a;

<

and

Zai S k< caZ—; +ca(l—By). (19)

=2 T k>0,k<cu
Proof. Set ag = 0. We have

SR SRS 3D S ol

i=1 k:k>0,k<c; j 1k=aj_1+1

oo 1 oo 1 o0 c oo
< ZfZﬁjaj < Zﬁjag‘z — <) Bioy==ca Y B <ca
i1 Yo j=1 i— Yo & j=1

Similarly
oo 1 00 1 7 Qj
> — HRk =2 o u(h)k
3 (674 N (678
=2 k:k>0,k<a; =2 Jj=lk=a;_1+1
00 1 7 00 oo 1 00 c o
1
<Y =D B < Biay > — <Y Bjaj—— =caBbi— +ca(l - B),
— — =~ oy o Qjv2 %)
=2 j=1 j=1 i=7V2 j=1
which gives (19). O

Let (Nt(x’j),t > 0) be a Poisson process obtained from (ng’j),t > 0) by making all jumps
be +1: for ¢ > 0 the number Néx’j) can be seen as the number of jumps of (Sﬁx’j), t > 0) before
the time ¢. Clearly, a.s. S\ < N\™ for all z € Z, j € N, t > 0. Also, let (Ny, ¢ > 0) be the
Poisson process with the same jumps as (S¢, ¢ > 0). The next lemma is key in establishing that

under Condition 5.1 particles left to the origin cannot contribute to explosion.
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Lemma 5.5. There exists an increasing sequence {dg}qen satisfying

ZP{ maX{Néx’j) +z:2<0,1<j<nl)}>d} < oo
geN

Note that the time q takes discrete values here.

Proof. By Lemma 4.2 for ¢ > 0 there exists C; > 0 such that for all m,7 € N

. gt . gmti gmeti . te m+i
P{N; > 1} < Cre” ' ——= < e ' ———— = Cie” . 20
INezm+ih < Gy < G s = G <m—{—i> (20)
By Condition 5.1 for n € N there exists x, € N such that
oo oo 1
Zu[ai-f-ﬁnaoo) = Z ,LL[GZ',OO) < 2_n (21)
i=1 i=kn+1

dg+1i
For ¢,i € N set ¢q; = qu*q< € > " where Cy is the constant in (20), and choose the

dy+i
sequence di,ds, ..., dg > 2%, in such a way that cgq1,; < %ch,i, cl; < a%,
Aiyry < c;il, i,qg €N, (22)
1 -1 1
Y k< o and (i too) < o (23)

k:k>0,k<c,
The sequence di,ds,... can be constructed successively: given di,...,d,, dyy1 can be chosen
large enough to satisfy all the conditions. It is important for (22) that by Condition 5.1 the

N\ J
asymptotic growth rate of j — a; is actually lower than that of j — <d—Jcr]> for constants
¢,d > 0: that is, for every c¢,d > 0 for large j

E wj;»j - <dij>j'

For (23) it is important that

k
thloo% > ulk)k < Jim_ > (k) [é /\1} =0.

k:k>0,k<@ k:k>0

We have for ¢ € N by (20)

P{max{N9) 4+i:i<0,1<j<n()}>d} giiu(k) [k:]P’{Nq > dy + i} A 1}

i=1 k=0
<33 ) [kegi A1
i=1 k=0
=N uleghoo) + > e > nk)k.
=1 i=1 kik>0,k<c, |

13



Taking the sum over ¢ in (24) we get

S P{max{N{9) +i:i<0,1<j<nlx)}>d,}
qeN

S S WICHESED 3) SITEED DRI IANCS

g=1i=1 g=1i=1 k:k>0,k<c, |

Our conditions on d, and ¢;; now imply that both sums on the right hand side of (25) are
finite. The first is finite since by (21) and (22)

o0 o (o] o o 1
DD nlegi00) YN plangtin00) <D o
q=1 i=1 q=1 i=1 q=1

To show that the second sum on the right hand side in (25) is finite, we split the sum
~1
95
Lemma 5.4 we can take ¢, = 2 for every ¢ € N, and use that g—; < d;l <2 %and f; >1—-27¢

into two and apply (23) and Lemma 5.4 to the internal sums with o; = [c,;|. In notation of

by the second inequality in (23). We have

DD i D k=3 e Do kY Y e Y pk)k

q=11i=1 k:k>0,k<c, | q=1 k:k>0,k<c, | q=1i=2 k:k>0,k<c_ |
S (A | 1 a1 1
SZ?WFZZ{C—?J 3 p(k‘)kz§22—q+2(22—q+22—q><oo.
q=1 qg=11i=2 L7¢2 k:k>0,k< ch—’llj g=1 =1

O

By the above lemma a.s. only finitely many events {max{Nt(m’j) cx < 0,1 <j<n(x)}>d},

t € N, occur. In particular, we have

Corollary 5.6. A.s. for allt >0

sup (ng’j) + ) < o0. (26)
£<0,1<j<n(x)

This means that a.s. the particles at —1, —2,... do not contribute to the explosion toward
+o00. More precisely, let us modify our process by removing all the sleeping particles left to the
origin at the beginning and then proceeding as usual. For this modified process let 6,,, n € N, be
the moment when site n is visited by an active particle for the first time, and let 8, = lim 6,,.

n—oo
Then clearly a.s. o5, < 0, however in view of Corollary 5.6, a.s.

Lior —oo} = Ljgo=co}- (27)

The equality (27) represents a major stepping stone in the proof of Theorem 2.1, (i). It
allows us to remove at time ¢ = 0 all sleeping particles left to the origin. From here on out we
only consider the modified process with particles left to the origin removed; equivalently, we set
n(y) =0 for y < 0.

14



Recall that EZ(A) was defined in (10). In the remaining part of the proof of Theorem 2.1, (i),
we consider totally asymmetric discrete inhomogeneous Boolean percolation from Section 3 on
Z., with ¢ = (Y i € Z.,. The probability that m € N is dry is given by

m—1 m—1
P{m is dry} = P(Y;, = 0} = [[ P{4Y <m —i} = [] (1 — P > m - z‘}) . (28)
=0 =0

In the next few lemmas we work towards establishing that in% P{m is dry} > 0; this is achieved
me
in Proposition 5.9. The next two lemmas, Lemma 5.7 and Lemma 5.8, are auxiliary tools in

the proof of Proposition 5.9.

Lemma 5.7. There exists C' > 0 such that fori€ Zy, j € N

1+St .. Vi
{Elt>0 t< Z — and Sy zj} §Cexp{—%(i,i+j)}w.
2= z+1 ’

Proof. Recall that (S¢,t > 0) is a simple continuous-time random walk on Z, 7y, is the k-th jump
of (S¢,t >0), 79 =0, and (N¢,t > 0) is the Poisson process with jumps at 71, 73, .... Note that

1+St
P{3t>o t< —andStzj}:P{3t>0:t§%(i+5t)—%(i) and S; > j}
z=i+1

<P{3t>0:t< (i +N)— (i) and N; > j}.
Now
P{3t>0:t<F(i+Ny)— (i) and Ny > j} =P{3IneNn>j:7, < F(i,i+n)}

=P{3n e N,n>j: Ny(iin) >0} < ZP {Nsiisn) > n}

n=j
— (1,i+n ZZ+n 1,14n
-5 S L S )
n=j k=n
o) 1 k
o (i,i+7) ZH zz—i—k:
k=j n=j
(it (k—j+1)((i,i+k))
e (+])Z 5 (29)

Sk

Note that «7(i,i + k) < o7 (k) < Ink + 2 and similarly to (17)

((iyi+k+ 1) 0
(o (iyi + k)" : [Hk} =¢

Therefore the sequence {si }ren satisfies the conditions of Lemma 4.2 uniformly in i and j:

(o (i,i+k+1))
(o (iyi+k))

E+1
2e(Ink +2)°

Sk E+1 k—j+1

spp1 A i+k+1)k—j5+2

15



Sk
Sk+

there exists C' > 0 such that for all ¢ ] eN

We see that the the convergence k—> oo takes place uniformly in ¢ and j. Consequently

e}

Z s < Cs;j.

k=j

Therefore by (29)

S+ )
P{3t>0:t<(i+N;)— (i) and Ny > j} < Ce™ (”‘”)s =Ce ™ (”‘”)M.

4!
O
Lemma 5.8. Let 0 < a1 < as < ... be a sequence of positive numbers such that oy, LLAN 0,
lim sup "*1 > 1, and for some Cy > 1
n—oo
1 O,
Sl
i T oam
Then for C' > 1
Z Zu(k) (1A k:Ca;l) ~ Z Z (k) (1A kofl)
i=1 k=0 i=1 k=0
Proof. We have
> ulk) (AAECa;7 ) <> pk)+> " > pk)kCa
i=1 k=0 i=1 k:k>Ca; i=1 k:k<Ca;
= Zu ([Ca;,0)) + CZ Z (kYoo ! (30)
i=1 i=1 k:k<Cay;
Since C >1
> n([Cai,00)) 3y n([a, 00 (31)
i=1 i=1
The second sum in (30) is always finite. Indeed, set oy = 0 and B; = p((Ca;—1,Cayl), then
S 5w =YY uher <30y 8000
i=1 k:k<Cay; i=1 j=1 k:Caj_1<k<Ca; i=1 j=1
=CY Bjoy Y a7l <CC, Zﬁja] L <co..
i=1 i=j
Thus (31) yields
DD ulk) (LARCaT) 3D 0D (k) (1A ka; ).
i=1 k=0 i=1 k=0
Since o e o o
ZZM(R‘ 1/\k:Ca ZZZ'M (1/\ka;1),
i=1 k=0 =1 k=0
the statement of the lemma follows. O
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Proposition 5.9. We have

m—1
sup Z ]P’{KEA) >m—i} < oo (32)
meN "
and
in% P{m is dry} > 0. (33)
me

Proof. The inequality 1 — z > w3 € (0,1), implies

m—1 m—1
P{m is dry} = H (1 - IP’{EZ(A) >m — 2}) > exp <—gm Z ]P’{KEA) >m — z}) , (34)
=0 =0

where
1
gm — (A) . .
1—- max P{{ >m—i}
0<i<m-—1
Note that gm, —— 1 since max P{fﬁA) >m —i} = max P{ffjji > i} 222 0 which
0<i<m—1 0<i<m—1

holds due to A(z) —=5 co.

Let us find a bound for the sum in the exponent of (34). Conditioning on the number of

particles on the site ¢ we get

oo i+St
P{EEA)>m—i}§Zp(k) (1/\kIP’{EIt>0:t§ +Z A(lz) andSth—i}>. (35)

k=0 z=1+1

By (35) and Lemma 5.7 for some C' > 1,

m—1 m—1 oo i+5S;
SR s m-ib <SS utk) (1ARP{3E >0 < Y L and S > m—i
i=0 i=0 k=0 mitl A(z)
m—1 oo . m—i
< Z,u(k:) <1 N kCexp {—<(i,m)} M)
i=0 k=0 (m —)!
o i i (k) <1 NkCexp{—</(m —1i,m)} (o (m ; b m))2>
i=1 k=0 '

<> ulk) (1 NKCexp {—a(m — i, m)} LA i’m))l> . (36)

7!

7!

(e(§))*

Recall that a; = . Since A is non-decreasing for i € Z, and m € N, m > i, we have

(# (1)’

a;l = —— 2 exp{—/(m—i,m)} ((m — i,m))l.

7! 7!

(37)

Hence by (36) and Lemma 5.8

m—1 oo 00
Z IP’{EZ(A) >m—i} < Z Zu(k) (L AKkCa; ")
=0 i=1 k=0

17



i=1 k=0
=Y p(k) (AAKka )+ p(k) (1A kay )
i=1 k:k>a; 1=1 k:k<a;
= p(lano) +> > ulk)kae; !
i=1 i=1 k:k<a;
=51+5
By (14)
S1 < Z,u([ai,oo)) < 0. (38)

= aj
and hence
0o 14 1
Z Z M(k')ka—i
=1 j=1k:aj_1<k<aj
o 1 o Ca (o]
<ZZba] gaajZa—i§ijaja—j:Caij§Ca
=0 j=1 J=1 =7 J=1 7j=1
Thus (32) is proven. Since g, —— 1, (33) follows from (32) and (34). O

Proof of Theorem 2.1, (i). Recall that A; is the set of sites visited by active particles by the
time ¢,
O, =min{t >0:n€ A}, neN,

O = li_>m 0., and all sleeping particles left to the origin are removed at the beginning. The
n o

event {0, < 0o} is a tail event with respect to the o-algebra U{Slgm’j), t>0,0<x<n,1<j<
n(x)}. Hence
P{f < oo} € {0,1}. (39)

We have a.s.

{explosion occurs} = {f < c0}.

Let us now point out that for every site x € N there is a finite sequence (y;, kj, 5;)jc{0,1,....m}
such that 0 = yp < y1 < ... < Yy, = 7, and sleeping particles at y; are activated at time s;
by the particle (y;—1,k;j—1) started at y;_1, 7 = 1,...,m. Furthermore, for every z € N such a
sequence is a.s. uniquely defined.

Consider a random sequence of particles (z;, k) jez such that the site x;41 € Z is activated
by the particle (z;,k;), 1 < k; < n(z;), and 9 = 0. Denote also by t; the (random) time when
the site x; was activated. The index set Z is either Z or {0, 1,...,m} for some m € N. Note that

18



we have 0 = x¢p < 1 < 2 < ... because all particles left of the origin are removed, and because
we know exactly the order in which the sites of Z, are getting visited by active particles. We

call the interval (x,, z,4+1] fast if

Tn+41

1
tn —tp < g > 40
+1 g A(]) ( )
j=zn+1

otherwise we call the interval (z,,,2,+1] slow. Note that while it is not necessarily true that
every wet site belongs to a fast interval, it is true that every dry site belongs to a slow interval.
Indeed, take y € N. Consider the event {y is dry}. We are going to show that a.s. on this event

y belongs to a slow interval (x,, z,41] for some n € N. By definition a.s. on this event
z—l—ﬂgA) <y, Vz<uy.

Therefore by definition of EQA) a.s. on {y is dry}

z—l—St(z’j)
Vz<ka>y—th>0Vj€1n(z):S(Z’j)>k:>t> Z L (41)
B B , ' a m=z+1 A(m)

Now for n € Z, consider the event {y € (x,,zn4+1] and y is dry}. Taking z = x,, and k =
Tpt1 — Tp in (41) we find that a.s. on {y € (zy, Tp+1] and y is dry}

A ZntSL7mY) )
Vi >0Vj € 1,n(xy,) :St(w"’]) > Tpyl1 — Tp => 1> Z )’
m=zn+1
hence a.s. on {y € (xy, p41] and y is dry}
Tt 1 ‘
Vit >0y e l,n(z,): t< m_zx;rl A = St(m"’J) < Tpy1 — T (42)

By construction the site x,,41 is activated at time ¢, by a particle started at x,, and the site

x,, was activated at time t,. Therefore a.s.
_ — 1 y . (xnh]) — _
tni1 — tp =inf St > 0‘33 € 1,n(zy): S = Tpi1 — Tp-

From (42) and the right-continuity of the random walk trajectories it follows that a.s. on {y €
(xna anrl] and y is dTY}

Tn+1

1
tpy1 —tn > Z Ma

m=an+1
that is, that the (z,,z,4+1] is slow. Taking a union over n we see that indeed a.s. every dry
sight belongs to a slow interval.
Since particles at the site x,41 are activated by a particle started at x,, we have 6, = t,.
Next we bound 6, from below by imagining that fast intervals are traveled over instantaneously,
whereas slow intervals take the time equal to the expression on the right hand side of (40) to

traverse. By definition of a slow interval we have for m € N a.s.
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Hmm = lm — (tm - tm—l) + (tm—l - tm—2) + ...+ (tl - tO)

x

=1

g A— {j belongs to a slow interval}.
— A(j)

Since a.s. every dry sight belongs to a slow interval we also have a.s.

T

1
H:Bm 2 —~ 1 j is dry .
2 gy s )

and for n < m

€T
-~ 1
Ouy — O, > Y = 1{j is dry}. (43)
=, AU
Jj=xn+1
By Proposition 5.9 for some ¢ € (0, 1]
P(D,) >¢, mneN, (44)

where D, = {n is dry}. For n € N let r,, be the minimal element of {z;};ez, to the right of n:
rp, = min{z : x € {x;}ez,,r > n}.
Assume that
P{f < o0} = 1. (45)

Since a.s. 0, — 900, m — oo, there exists N € N such that the event B := {6 < 6, + 1}
satisfies P(B) > 1 — £. Note that a.s. on B

foo <0, +1<6, +1, n>N. (46)

We have 5
P(D;NB) >P(D;)+P(B)—-1> §c'

There exists N’ € N, N’ > N, such that

P{rNgN’—1}z1—§.

We have then P(D; " BN {r, < N'}) > £, and hence by (43)

E[(fs — 03)15] > E[(fs — 0,,)1p1{ry < N'}]

>E|1pl{ry <N} Y 1{jis dr”ﬁ]
i=N'

— Z ﬁ [1p1{r, < N'}1{jis dry}]

[e.9]

C
=N’

but this contradicts (46) since by (46) it should hold that E(fs —60n)1p < 1. Thus (45) cannot
hold, and we have by (39)
P{f < 00} = 0, (47)

that is, the probability of explosion is zero. O
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6 Proof of explosion

This section is devoted to the proof of explosion of the frog model. First we relate the associated
TADIBP to the explosion of the frog model. Next we state conditions for percolation, and this

gives the desired result.

6.1 Connecting TADIBP and explosion

As stated above, our first step is to relate percolation of the TADIBP to explosion of the frog
model. This approach uses the activation times of certain sites related to the TADIBP process,
similar to Proposition 4.2 in [BK20].

Proposition 6.1. Assume that the TADIBP for {f;(cA)}er+ percolates, where A satisfies

=1
ZA(Z) < 00.

z=1

Z
Then for any xg € N, explosion occurs almost surely on {xg -, oo}
Proof. Consider TADIBP with i, = E;(BA). Take a percolation sequence {x,}nen given by
V/
Lemma 3.3 corresponding to the set {xg = oo}, Set y, = xp + 6&’:) and denote by o, the
activation time of location z, i.e. the first time an active frog visits site x. Note that a.s. 0, < oo
for every x € Z since at t = 0 there is at least one active particle at the origin. By definition of

Eg’:) in (10) a.s. on {xg L, oo} there exists j, € 1,n(x,) such that

anrS(xn,J'n)

TYn 1
O-yn - O-yn—l S Uyn - O-xn S E A(Z)
z=xn+1

Furthermore, since each point z is in at most two of the intervals [x;, z; + Kgf?)], we have that

o0 o 1
_ < _
Z(Uyn Uyn—l) ~ 22 A(Z) < 0.
n=1 z=1
Therefore 0, = lim o0, < 00., i.e. the total activation time “up to infinity” is finite. O

n—oo

6.2 Conditions for percolation

The next step is to find conditions on the tail distribution of TADIBP with v, = EY‘) such that

the system percolates. The random variables 1, = f;(L«A) are independent but not identically

distributed. Recall that the Markov chain {Y}, }mez . was defined in Definition 3.1. Note that
Y,, > 0 for all but finitely many m € Z4 is equivalent to percolation of the system {1, },cz. .

Lemma 6.2. Assume that

S T =Pl > i}) < 0.

m=11=0

Then a.s. there exists xo € Z4 connected to oo:

Z
P{xq — oo for some xg € Z,} = 1.
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Proof. Since all i, are independent, the following identity holds by Definition 3.1:
P{Yy = 0} = [ (1 — P{tomi > i}).
=0

By Borel-Cantelli, the assumption implies that
P{Y,, = 0 infinitely often} = 0,
and the system percolates. U

Next, we need to find out which conditions on the initial distribution imply that

ZH1—7~ ) < oo, (48)

where we set 1’ . = P{t,,_; > i}. To this end, we establish inhomogeneous analogues of the

lemmas from [BK20]. We write r¢,_,(A) if the coefficient corresponds to 1,—; = Kﬁzi. Note
that ¢ and m — ¢ are interchangeable in (48).

The following lemma shows that we may assume that A(m) > 1 for all m € N.

Lemma 6.3. Set
zp :=min{z € N: A(z) > 1 and p([0, A(2)]) > 0}.

Furthermore, define A(m) := A(m + z9 — 1). Then for any p > 1,

Note that A(m) > 1 for all m € N.

Proof. We show “>” first, i.e., assume that

S T w0 Am))) < <.

m=11i=1

We have

> 1T w0, Am) ) = >~ [T w0, AGm)”))

m=11i=1 m=zg i=1
m+zo—1
([0, A(m + 2 — 1)°7])

M8 ||M8

m+zo—1 ~ ‘
= H ([0, A(m)"])
m;1 ;0:11 m+zo—1
:Z[HMOA HHMOA &)

v

(0. A7) 3 [ (0. Almyi+o-r)

m=11i=1

N
Il
—
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m=11i=1
Then
ZH*‘ 0, A(m <z0—1+ZHu 0, A(m
m=1i=1 m=zg 1=1
oo m4zo—1 A
=z2—1+> [ w0, A(m+ 2z —1)"])
m=1 i=1
oo m4zo—1 ~
—x-1+> [ s Awm))
m=1 i=1
(o] m _
<z—1+ > [ u0. Am)")
m=11i=1
which proves the second direction. ]

In view of Lemma 6.3, we may assume from now on that A(m) > 1 for all m € N. To

estimate 7 we need the following lemma, which is the inhomogeneous analogue to Lemma 4.6

m—i?

of [BK20]: Recall that (S)¢>0 is a continuous-time simple random walk on Z.

Lemma 6.4. Assume that A: N — (1,00) is non-decreasing and

lim A(z) = oo. (49)

Z—00

Then for any n,x € Z,

1
x+St 1 e(lfm)(nJrl)

J>0:t< , Sy > .
{ Z A ) t n}_A(x+n+1)n+162n+l /n+ 1

z=

Proof. Recall that 7,, is the n-th jump of (S;,¢ > 0) and thus has the Erlang distribution as the

sum of n independent unit exponentials. In particular,

—bn
P{Tngb}> "
Slncem<1forallz€N
x+St
1 n+1
dt > t < >PRAt>00t< ——m—— = 1
{ 0: z;rlA()St>n}_{ 20 _A(x—l—n—l—l)’st n+}

Tn+1 .
2P{n+1 <A(z+n+1)" }IP’(ST]. -8, -=1Ljel,n+1)

(n+ 1)+t o—(n+1)
Az +n+ 1)+ (n+1)!

___ntl
> e A(z+n+1)
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(1= AT (+D)

> .
T Az +n+ 1)ntHle2ntly/n +1

O
For the convergence analysis below we set for m € N and i € {0,1,...,m}
11—t .
BEy(i,m) = ! < ¢ T )ZH
2 evVi+1\2A(m+1) ’

Recall that ¢ . was defined right after (48).

Lemma 6.5 (cf. Lemma 5.4, [BK20]). Assume that A(m) > 1 for allm € N and

lim A(z) =

Z—00

Then for the function Es(i,m) defined above we have
i >1—ZM [1— Ey(i,m))"

for allm € N and i € {0,1,...,m}.
Proof. We want to estimate rl,_,(A) = P{E(A > ¢}. To this end, note that
{0, > i =

00 m_i_i_st(m*ivj)

- U <{n( —z')zk}m{wzowe{1,...,k}:t> >

k=0 z=m—i+1

1 (m—ij) _ .
<<
A0) or Sy < z})

where the union is disjoint. Since all random walks are independent, this in turn implies that

1 k
A0) or S; < 2}) .

We may replace the condition ¢ > 0 by t > 7; above, since it is impossible for the process (S;);

m—i+St

rinfi(A) IF’{E ,<ip=1- Z,u <P{Vt >Tiit > Z

z=m—i+1

to be larger than i before the i-th jump (even before the (i + 1)-st jump). By Lemma 6.4, we

have for every m and i € {0,1,...,m}

m—i+St

1
> T —_— <7
P{Vt >t > Zmz_:iﬂ A02) or Sy < z}
m—i+St 1
= Ft>1:t < .St > 1
- XA

e(lfm)(zﬁrl) .

<1- =1— Es(i,m).

- A(m + 1)HHle2itl /i + 1
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Remark 6.6. Fiz mg,ig € N. We have

oo m mo—1 m | ~ .
(1- = (=7 )+ (1—ri )
mzzll—!) ") mzzlll_’:m_, mzmmll T

for some mg,ig € N, or

because i and m — ¢ are interchangeable and hence, the two expressions above are equal.

Since we want to find conditions on the convergence of (48), by Lemma 6.5, we may use the
inequality
oo m ]
> Ha-reans 3 3u00 - £
m=myo i=tg m=myg i=1i9 k=0
Let us now bound Fs(i, m) from below by a quantity involving A. This bound will be used in

the final part of the proof of explosion.

Lemma 6.7. Assume that the non-decreasing function A: N — (1,00) fulfills

>

z=1

Then there exists mg € N such that for all m > mg and all 0 < i < m,

Ealim) 2 (ﬁ)ﬁ

Proof. First of all, note the following properties of A:
o A diverges, i.e. (49) is fulfilled.

e There exists mg such that

1 2
<
Am+1) ~ eym +1

for all m > my. (50)

This can be seen as follows: assume that this is not the case. Then for each ng, there exists

m > ng such that
1 2

> .
Am+1) " eym+1

(51)
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Since A is non-decreasing, we have for all n < m,

m+1

+

1 i J2Amtl)  2Ymd
T AG) T o m+1 evm+1 e

<.
||

Choosing a sequence {my }ren such that my — oo and (51) holds for all k£ € N, we have

mk+1

I S
fhoe 22 AG)

which contradicts the assumption of the lemma. Hence (50) is true.
Let m > mg, where mg € N is chosen such that (50) holds. Using that e!~¢ > 1 and taking

into account that ¢ < m, we have

1—— 1

IoNe 1 e Alm+1l) \ i+l S 1 +2
2(im) = eVvi+1 (2A(m+1)> - <2A(m+1)) ’
N~ hd

>_ 1 i+1
—evm—+1 >< 1 )
=\ 2A(m+1)

O

Next, we want to translate the condition above into something more useful, i.e. dependent

on the initial distribution of the frog model.

Lemma 6.8. We have

Yo 1D wk@ = Eiim)* 3 Y T w0, 24(m)™)). (52)

m=myg i=19 k=0 m=mg i=tg

Proof. By Lemma 6.7, we have

o) o0 1 +2 k
)(1 — Ey( k< - -

3 b - ) z (- (ren) )

k=0 k
i+2
k=0 < <m> + ) | (53)

Since we may start the convergence analysis at arbitrary mg and ¢p, we may shift the index

Mg

m -+ 2+— m and 7+ 2 — ¢ and consider

gou(k) <1 - <2A](Lm)>i>k.

Set s =p—1>0. We have

M(k)e—QkA(m)_i

NE

i“ (1—24(m)~)" <

k=0

i

0

26



’—QA(m)pi] 00

_ —2kA(m)~? —2kA(m) ¢
= > uke D DTN ,
k=0 <1 k=[2A(m)rP*]+1 <e—4A(m)PI2A(m) 1

u([0, 24 (m)]) + =24 (54)

Next, let ng € N such that ng > mg as well as u([0,24(m)’]) > 1, where my is given as in

Lemma 6.7. Then we have

T2, (10, 24(m)P]) + 2407 ) -2y
i (s

[Ti%;, 1([0,2A(m)]) P 0,2A(m)*])
ng—1 —2A(m)* m -
=1l (” © 2A<m>m‘]>> 11 (1 2e77)
=
(55)

The first product is finite and the second one converges, since the series

io: 672A(n)”i < f: 67214(110)%Z

i=ng i=ng
converges absolutely by the ratio test:
6_2’4("0)%(%1) _ 2A(n0) (1-24(n0)) < J1-24(n0)* _ |
e—2A(no)” -
Therefore the fraction on the left hand side of (55) is bounded. This means that

no—1 m

S TT (#(0.246m)) + 2407 = 37 T (0, 2407+ 240

m=mg i=ig

O Z H < ([0,2A(m ])+e—2A(m)’“>

m=ng t=ng

S° TT w(l0.240m)))

m=ng i=ng

m=mg i=ig

12

and therefore by (53) and (54)

ZHZM( (1 — Ey(i,m))" ZH'M 0,2A(m)")).
m=mg i=19 k=0 m=mg i=tg

O

Finally, replacing in Lemma 6.8 the sequence {A(m)}men by {B(m)}men with B(m) =
2A(m) for all m € N and putting all lemmas and calculations together, we arrive at the following

result:
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Theorem 6.9. Assume that there exists a non-decreasing function B: N — (0,00) such that

=1
ZB(z) < 00.

z=1

Furthermore, assume there exists p > 1 such that the initial distribution of the frog model

satisfies

S TLutlo, Bm)#)) < .

m=11i=1

Then the frog process explodes a.s.

Proof. By the above calculation and Lemma 6.5, we have that

Z H(l —ri (A)) < .

m=11i=0

By Lemma 6.2, the corresponding TADIBP percolates. By Proposition 6.1, the system explodes.
O
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