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UNIFORM DISPERSION IN GROWTH MODELS ON HOMOGENEOUS
TREES

VALDIVINO V. JUNIOR, FABIO P. MACHADO, AND ALEJANDRO ROLDAN-CORREA

ABSTRACT. We consider the dynamics of a population spatially structured in colonies
that are vulnerable to catastrophic events occurring at random times, which randomly
reduce their population size and compel survivors to disperse to neighboring areas. The
dispersion behavior of survivors is critically significant for the survival of the entire
species. In this paper, we consider an uniform dispersion scheme, where all possible
survivor groupings are equally probable. The aim of the survivors is to establish new
colonies, with individuals who settle in empty sites potentially initiating a new colony by
themselves. However, all other individuals succumb to the catastrophe. We consider the
number of dispersal options for surviving individuals in the aftermath of a catastrophe
to be a fixed value d within the neighborhood. In this context, we conceptualize the
evolution of population dynamics occurring over a homogeneous tree. We investigate
the conditions necessary for these populations to survive, presenting pertinent bounds
for survival probability, the number of colonized vertices, the extent of dispersion within
the population, and the mean time to extinction for the entire population.

1. INTRODUCTION

Some biological populations frequently face catastrophic events, such as epidemics and
natural disasters, which can lead to the extinction of the species. Dispersal of individuals
during catastrophes serves as a strategy to enhance a species’ chances of survival. This
strategy increases genetic diversity within separated populations, reduces intraspecific
competition for resources, and helps individuals avoid predation or infections. Dispersal
also allows for the colonization of new habitats less affected by the catastrophe, ultimately
increasing the chance of long-term survival for at least a portion of the population. For
further information on dispersal in the biological context, please refer to Ronce [§].

In [2 3, 4, 5, [6, @], models have been introduced to examine various dispersal strategies
in populations experiencing different types of catastrophes. These models aim to assess
the influence of these strategies on population viability, contrasting them with scenarios
where no dispersal occurs. Their analysis seeks to determine the best strategy (dispersion
or no dispersion) by evaluating survival probability and population extinction times when
a specific strategy is employed. In particular, in [3, 4, Bl 6], the authors consider that
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when a colony of individuals suffers a catastrophe, the size of this population is reduced
according to some probability law (binomial or geometric), and the surviving individuals
disperse to neighboring sites to establish new colonies. New colonies can only form on
empty sites. Among the individuals that go to the same empty site, only one survives
and the others die. Three dispersion schemes were considered, when each colony has d
neighboring sites:

e Optimal Dispersion: When r individuals survive a catastrophe, there are exactly
min{r, d} successful attempts to establish new colonies.

e Independent Dispersion: Each survivor picks a neighboring site at random and
tries to create a new colony there.

e Uniform Dispersion: For every r survivors, consider all sets of numbers rq,...,r4 €
N (occupancy set of numbers) that are a solution to ry + ry + -+ 4+ r4 = r. For
each of these sets exactly one of the r; individuals (if 7; > 0, and 0 otherwise) will
succeed in colonizing the neighboring vertex i, ¢ = 1,...,d. Observe that r; may
be 0. Here we consider that all possible survivor groupings are equally probable.
So, the probability of having exactly y < min{r, d} successful attempts when the

number of survivors is r, is
(4=1) (d
(d-i-r—l) y :

s

Taking everything into account, the population growth of each colony follows a birth and
death process denoted as N. Each colony is associated with an independent exponential
random time, with a mean of 1, indicating the occurrence time of a catastrophe. When
a catastrophe occurs, it results in a reduction in the colony’s size, following a specific
probability distribution, £. Although the paper is presented in a general context, several
results detail specific cases. In particular, we examine the scenario where

e N follows a Poisson process with rate A, denoted by P()), and
e L follows a binomial distribution whose parameters are the colony’s size and p,
denoted by Bin(p).

Next, consider the number of dispersal options for surviving individuals in the aftermath
of a catastrophe to be a fixed value d within the neighborhood. In this context, we
conceptualize the evolution of population dynamics occurring over T¢, a homogeneous
tree where every vertex has d + 1 nearest neighbors, and over Ti, a tree whose only
difference from T? is that its origin has degree of d.

Individuals remaining after the catastrophe are distributed among the nearest neighbor
vertices, according to uniform dispersion. Individuals that go to a vertex already occupied
by a colony die. Among the individuals that go to the same (empty) vertex to create a new
colony there, only one succeeds, the others die. Therefore, when a catastrophe occurs in a
colony, that colony is replaced by 0,1, ... or d colonies, each colony is started by a single
individual. We assume that initially all vertices of G are empty, except one called the
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origin, which has a colony with a single individual. We denote this model by C(G; NN, £)
where G is either T¢ or T¢.

This paper is divided into four sections. In Section 2, we introduce results on phase
transition, survival probability, the number of colonies created in the model C(T4 N, £).
Besides that, we study the reach on the graph and the mean extinction time of the model
C(Ti; N, L). In Section 3, we prove the results presented in Sections 2. Finally, in Section
4, we contrast uniform dispersion with independent dispersion, by comparing our model
with the model introduced by Machado et al. [5].

2. MAIN RESULTS

In order to establish the main results on C(T% N, £) and C(T%; N, L), we begin by
introducing some definitions and notations.

Let N; be the number of individuals in a colony at time ¢ (after its creation) and
T be the time in which the catastrophe occurs in that colony. We denote by N the
number of individuals that survive the catastrophe before dispersing. In particular, for
C(G;P(N),Bin(p)), the distribution of N is given by

L—p
Ap+ 17
PN =n] = (2.1)

( Ap )" A+ 1

;o n=>1,
Ap+1/) AMAp+1)
and the probability generating function is

1—p(l—s)

E[s"] = ———— "~ 2.2

= e (22)
For more details, see Junior et al [2, Proof of Lemma 4.3].

Observe that model C(T%; NV, £) is a continuous-time stochastic process with state space

n =20,

No” ™, where V(T4) is the set of vertices of T¢. The evolution of this process in time is
denoted by n;. For a vertex xz € V(T?), n;(x) is the number of individuals at time ¢ at
vertex x. We consider |n[ := 3, ) qa) m(2), the total number of individuals present in

T¢ at time ¢. Analogously for C(T4; N, £).

2.1. Phase Transition.

Definition 2.1. We say that the process (C(T% N, L) or C(TL;N, L)) survives if at
every instant of time there is at least one alive colony. For Vj, the survival event,

Va={|m| >0, forall ¢t > 0}.

In the following result, we establish sufficient conditions for the probability of survival
to be greater than or equal to zero.
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Theorem 2.2. Consider C(T* N, L) and let Vy be the survival event. Then P(Vy) = 0 if

N 1
E <
[N%—d} —d+1
and P(Vy) > 0 if

NUL
N +d d
Corollary 2.3. Consider C(T? P(\), Bin(p)) and let Vy be the survival event. Then
P(Vy) = 0 if
<I)< AD ,1,d+1) > (Ap+D[pAMd+d+1)—1]
Ap +1 pd(d+1)(A+1)
and P(Vy) > 0 if
AD A+ D[pAd+d—N) —1]
Ol ——,1 1
(m+1’d+'>< P20\ + 1) ’
where ®(z, s,a) is the Lerch Transcendent Function given by
d(z,s,a) = —, | 2z |< L. 2.3
(0 = 30 = 2| (23

j=0

In particular, the Lerch Transcendent Function satisfies
(2 1,a) = — [ln( ! )—Zlﬁ] (2.4)
2 1—2 = J
for every natural number a.
Example 2.4. Consider C(T¢;P()), Bin(p)) and let p.(d, \) defined by
pe(d, ) = inf{p > 0; P(Vy) > 0}.
Then, for A = 10 and d = 30, by using Corollary 2.3, we have that
0.0962 < p.(30, 10) < 0.0996.

With independent dispersion scheme, using [5, Theorem 3.2] for the analogous param-
eter, we have

0.0936 < p.(30,10) < 0.0969.

Due to the intersection of the ranges obtained from the rigorous results currently avail-
able, it is not possible to make a definitive comparison between the models with uniform
dispersion and independent dispersion.

2.2. Probability of Survival.
Theorem 2.5. Consider C(T4 N, L) and let Vy be the survival event. Then

Z [(1 _pr)<dﬂ;1) Z Ezi;ip(]v:n)] <P(Vy) <1—-%

r=1 n=r d
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where ¥ and p are, respectively, the smallest non-negative solutions of

d+1 , d+1 oo (Z:i) - - -
y; [S ( y )nz_y (1 P(N—")] =s—P(N =0) and

Example 2.6. Consider C(T'%; P(5), Bin(2)). Then,
; n=0;
(ﬁ)n, n>1.

1
P(N = n) = { 130
10 \4
Applying Theorem we have 1) = 0.141484 and p = 0.162176. So,
1 00 n—1 n
11
1% [(1 — 0.1621767) < T) )3 ((Jlfo)) G) ] < P(Vip) < 1—0.141484

r=1 n=r 10

0.85153 < IP(Vig) < 0.858516.

Theorem 2.7. Consider C(T4 N, L) and let Vy be the survival event. We have that
lim P(V;) = 1 — v
d—00

where v is the smallest non-negative solution of E(sY) = s.

Corollary 2.8. Consider C(T% P(\), Bin(p)) and let Vy be the survival event. Then

lim P(V;) = max {0, M} .
d—o0 >\p
2.3. The reach of the process. We define M, as the reach of the process (C(T% N, £)
or C(Ti; N, L)), which, in simpler therms, represents the distance from the origin to the
farthest vertex where a colony is formed. Observe M is infinite if and only if the process
survives.

To study properties of M, we need the definitions of a few technical quantities.

Definition 2.9. Consider C(T?; N, £) We define the quantities

o = dE [P
B = (d+1E[g5] =a+E[55]
D = max{2;%}

B = d(d-1) [E <(N+dji(1];f(;\flld_2)>]
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Lemma 2.10. For C(T%;P()), Bin(p)), the quantities of the Definition[2:9 are given by

o« = $O o1 -do (25,1,d+1))]

(Ap+1)?

_ (d+D)p(A+1
g = 7[)\194—1 d<I><Ap+1,,

1d+1>}

— B(wp+1)
D = maX{Q7 ﬁ+p(ﬁi e 1)}

_ dp?(d—1)(A+1) | d>+d(Ap—2)+2 (d—1)(d+2Xp)
B = (Ap+1)3 [ d T Ot (I)</\ +1’1>d+1>}

Theorem 2.11. Consider My, the reach of C(T%; N, L). Assume that

E N < !
N +d d+1

We have that
n a(l-a) A
1 DO = ] 0

1+ D(l — ﬁ) — 5n+1 o - - 14+ (1 ) — qntl
where o, 3, B and D are given in Definition [2.9.

Theorem 2.12. Let My be the reach of C(TL; N, L). When d — oo we have that
My 3 M,

m+41 times

where P(M < m) = g,,41(0), g(s) = E(sV) and gm1(s) = g(g(---g(s)) ).

)
Example 2.13. Let M, be the reach of C(T%;P()),Bin(p)). We have that M, 2 M
where

L= [A+Dp™ E(M) = (1—p—Ap) i [(A+ 1)p]™*!

an .
- %[(A + 1)p]n+1 )\p n=0 )\p [()\ + 1) ]n—i—l
2.4. Number of colonies.

Theorem 2.14. Consider C(T; N, L) and let 1; be the number of colonies created during
the process. If

P(M <n)=

E { N } _ 1
N +d d+1
then
R[]
1—dE [F5] 1—(d+1)E[F
In addition, if E(N) < 1 (the subcritical case),

~+a)

. 1
s B = gy
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Corollary 2.15. Consider C(T?; P()\), Bin(p)) and let I, be the number of colonies created
during the process. If

@(L’Ldle) L Qo Dp(Ad +d+1) —1]

Ap+1 pd(d+1)(A+1) ’
then . p
a
—  <Elj) < —F——
d1—a) = (T) < d—(d+1)a’
where « is given in Lemmal[ZI0. Besides, if (A\+1)p < 1 then
1
lim E(I;) = —————.
d00 (1a) I1—(A+1)p

Example 2.16. Let I; be the total number of colonies created in C(T<4;P(\), Bin(p))
with A =9 and p = 2. If d = 800 we have that

1000°
74.5761 < E(Igp0) < 82.0181.
Besides, dlim E(1;) = 100. In the model with scheme independent dispersion, [5 Theorem
— 00

3.23], we have

81.1729 < E(Igp) < 90.0900.
As in example [2.4] due to the intersection of the ranges obtained from the rigorous results
currently available, it is not possible to make a definitive comparison.
2.5. Extinction time.
Definition 2.17. Let be 7, the process C(G; N, £). We define the extinction time of the
process C(G; N, L) by

7:=inf{t > 0: |np| = 0}.

Theorem 2.18. Consider C(T%; N, L) and let 7,(d) be the extinction time of the process.
Assume that

B N - 1
N+d d+1

Then ) .
1—s 1—s
———ds < E(7,(d)) < —d
OGL(S)—SS_ (7u(d)) 0 GU(S)—SS
where
()()
d o)
Yy Yy
GL(S) ;Sy nzzy IP)(N = H)W
d
and
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3. PROOFS

To prove our results we define auxiliary processes on the graphs T¢ and ']Ti, whose
understanding will provide bounds for the processes defined in Section 2.

In the first two auxiliary processes, denoted by U(T% N, L) and U(TL; N, L), every
time a catastrophe occurs in a colony, according to uniform dispersion, the survival indi-
viduals disperse over neighboring vertices that are further from the origin than the vertex
where that colony was placed. In other words, individuals do not disperse to sites that
have already been colonized. We refer to this process as Self Avoiding.

In the last two auxiliary processes, represented by L(T% N, £) and L(T%; N, L), surviv-
ing individuals disperse to any of the d + 1 neighboring vertices according to the uniform
dispersion. However, those who move backward towards the origin die, as this direction
is deemed inhospitable or infertile. We refer to this process as Move Forward or Die. In
both processes, every new colony starts with only one individual.

The main idea behind the proofs is the identification of an underlying branching process
related to the models. After doing that we can apply results of the theory of Branching
Processes, including the less known and new results presented in [5].

3.1. The Self Avoiding Model.
Proposition 3.1. Consider U(T4 N, L) and let Vy be the survival event. We have that

P(Vy) > 0 if and only if
N+d-1 d

Proof of Proposition [31]
Next, observe that the process U (Ti; N, L) behaves as a homogeneous branching process.
Every vertex # € T¢ which is colonized produces Y new colonies (whose distribution
depends only on A and L) on the d neighbor vertices which are located further from the
origin than x is. By numbering those d vertices, we can represent the random variable Y
as

where Z; is the indicator variable of event the vertex i receives at least one individual.
Thus,

E(Y)=) P(Z=1)=dY P =1|N=n)P(N =n).

Now, note that
n

BT =1IN=n) = ———,

and so

EY)=dY [ﬁp(z\f - n)] = dE (%) . (3.1)

n>1
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From the theory of homogeneous branching processes we see that U(T?%; N, £) (and also
U(T% N, £)) survives if and only if E(Y) > 1.

Proposition 3.2. Consider the process U(T% N, L). Let Vy be the survival event and 1,
the number of colonies created during the process. Then

P =3 |- (T S ) By _
r (")

r=1 d

where 1, the extiuncion probability for the process U(T4; N, L), is the smallest non-
negative solution of

()5 Edprv -] -r-s o

y=1 Y n=y d—1

On the subcritical regime, which means

N
E[N+d—1 =

it holds that N
(d+DE (§53)

l_dE(NJZ— )

E(I;) =1+

—_

Proof of Proposition[3.2
When a colony placed at the origin collapses, Yz new colonies are formed by the survivors
at its neighboring vertices. If a colony located outside the origin collapses, Y new colonies
are created on neighboring vertices. Observe that the process U(T? N, £) behaves as a
non-homogeneous branching process {7, },>0 with

Zn
Zy=1,Zny = Xnin>0,
i=1

where X ; and X,,;,n > 1 are distributed as Yi and Y, respectively. So, we have that
d+1

P(Vy) =Y P(ValYr=rP(Yr=r).
r=0
Given that Yz = 7 one have r independent U(T%; N, £) processes living on r independent
rooted trees. So, we have that P(V.C|Ygr =7) = 4", r =0,1,2,--- ,d + 1, where ¢ is the
smallest non-negative solution of E(s¥) = s.
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By using the Total Probability Theorem,

i (d—l—l)(n—l)

— n+d
L d

P(Y:y):i -P(N:n)w fory =0,1,2,-- ,d. (3.2)

n+d-—1
n=y
L d—1

The probability generating function of Y is

n—1
d\ (y - 1)
=E(s¥) = = y —n)—— /7
Gu(s) =E(s¥) = P(N = 0) + y; (y)s nzzy P(N =n)— S (3.3)
d—1
Thus,
d+1 oo (n—1
n (41 o= (00
P(Va) =) [(1 — )( . ) > (n+Z)P(N — n)] .
r=1 n=r d
As for the second part of the proposition, note that

d+1

E(ly) =Y E(L4|Yr=rP(Ya=r)
r=0
Besides, from (3.]) we have
N ~1
E([d|YR:T) :Tﬂ+1 Where,u: |:1—dE (m)} s
see Stirzaker [10, Exercise 2b, p. 280].

Proposition 3.3. Consider the process U(T% N, L). Let Vy be the survival event and 1,
the number of colonies created during the process. Then
lim P(Vy) =1—v (3.4)

d—o0
where v is the smallest non-negative solution of E(sY) = s. Besides that, if E(N) < 1
(the subcritical case) then

1
lim E(I,) =
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Proof of Proposition[3.3. In order to prove (3.4]) one has to apply [5, Proposition 4.2],
observing that Y 2 N and Yy = N, when d — co. Moreover to prove (B3) observe that

d+1
Jim E(/q) = lim ;E(Id\YR =7r)P(Ygr=r).

AsYgNandYRgNwhend%oothen

. i 1 r
o BUalYr =7) = i ry gy T TR
and the result follows from the Dominated Convergence Theorem [I1, Theorem 9.1 p.
26]. O

Proposition 3.4. Let M, be the reach of the process U(Ti;./\/’, L), that is, the distance
from the origin to the farthest vertex where a colony is formed. Assuming

N 1
A [
[N+d—1} “ 4

Then
[+ D(1 — ] (1 — B+ [1 + 7““(21““)] (1=t
n+u1 S P(Md S n) S fu (1= o)
1+ D(1 = py — pry™) 1+u37uu—/i3+1
where
N
w=dE | ———
a [N+d— 1]
fh
D = max< 2;
{ Hu _]P)(N 7& O)}
N(N —-1)
B,=d(d-1) |E
a0 = (e
Moreover,

D
M; B M,
m-+1 times

where P(M < m) = g,,41(0), being g(s) = E(s™) and gn11(s) = g(g(---g(s)) -+ -).
Proof of Proposition

Every vertex # € T¢ which is colonized produces Y new colonies (whose distribution
depends only on A and L) on the d neighbor vertices which located are further from the
origin than x is. By numbering those d vertices, we can represent the random variable Y

as J
Y=Y 1,
i=1

where Z; is the indicator variable of event the vertex i receives at least one individual.
From (B.1) we obtained E(Y'). Now
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d 2 d
V2= (ZI) =3 T'+2 > II
=1 i=1

E (v?) = dE (2) + d(d — DE(L,T,)
On the other hand
E(Z})=PTi=1)=) [P =1UN=nPN=n)]=3 (L) P(N = n)

n+d-—1

n

N
_E(N+d—1)

" E(LT) =P(Li =1L =1)=) [P(Ti = 5T = [N =n)P(N =n)]
where "
P =LL = 1IN =n) = 5= i(?)(_nll d—2)
Then
E(Y?) = dE <$) +d(d—-1E <<N n d]i(fg(;vll d— 2))
E(Y(Y -1)=d(d—-1)E <(N n d]i(ﬁ(;vll d— 2))

Then the result follows from [I, Theorem 1 p. 331] with p, = E(Y)and B, =E (Y(Y — 1)).

The convergence My B M follows from the fact that ¥ = N when d — oo and from
[5l, Proposition 4.1].

Proposition 3.5. Let 7,(d) be the extinction time of the process U(TL; N, L). If

N 1
E|:N+d—1 <4

then

_ [ loy
Bl = | oot
where Gy (s) is given by (3.3).

Proof. Let Z; be the number of colonies at time ¢ in the model U(T%; N, £). Observe
that Z; is a continuous-time branching process with Z, = 1. Each particle (colony)
in Z; survives an exponential time of rate 1 and right before death produces Y < d
particles (colonies are created right after a catastrophe) with distribution given by (B.2))
and probability generating function given by ([B3)). If G};(1) < 1, then P[r,(d) < oo] =1
and the result following from Narayan [7].

O
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3.2. Move Forward or Die Model.

Proposition 3.6. Consider L(T4 N, L) and let V; be the survival event. We have that

P(Vy) > 0 if and only if
N+d|  d

Proof of Proposition 3.0

Firstly, note that for fixed A" and £, both processes L(T% N, £) and L(T?%; N, £) either
both have positive probability of survival or neither do

Next, observe that the process L(Ti;]\/ , L) behaves as a homogeneous branching pro-
cess. Every vertex x € T¢ which is colonized produces Y new colonies (whose distribution
depends only on A and £) on the d neighbor vertices which are located further from the
origin than x is. By numbering those d vertices, we can represent the random variable Y
as

where Z; is the indicator variable of event the vertex i receives at least one individual.
Thus,

E(Y)=) P(Zi=1)=dY P =1|N =n)P(N =n).

i=1 n>1
Now, note that
n
P(Z; =1|N =n) = T
and so N
n
E(Y)=d)_ {n — PNV = n)} — dE (m) . (3.6)

n>1
From the theory of homogeneous branching processes we see that L(']Ti; N, L) (and also
L(T% N, L)) survives if and only if E(Y) > 1.

Proposition 3.7. Consider the process L(T% N, L). Let V; be the survival event and I,
the number of colonies created during the process. Then

wa=21aﬂﬁ@jﬁ22%%MN=m]

r=1 n=r d

where p, the extinction probability for the process L(Ti; N, L), is the smallest non-negative

solution of d -
ZP@Zﬁ%

y=0 n=y d

P(N = n)] =s.
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On the subcritical regime, which means
N 1
E|l—/——| <=
N +d d
it holds that

1+E(+#5)

Proof of Proposition 3]
When a colony placed at the origin collapses, Yz new colonies are formed by the survivors
at its neighboring vertices. If a colony located outside the origin collapses, Y new colonies
are created on neighboring vertices. Observe that the process L(T?% A, L) behaves as a
non-homogeneous branching process {7, },>0 with
Zn,

Zo=1,Znu =3 Xnin>0,
=1

where X ; and X,,;,n > 1 are distributed as Yr and Y, respectively. So, we have that
d+1
P(Va) = P(Va|Yr = r)P(Yr =1).
r=0
Given that Yz = r one have r independent L(Ti;./\/’ , L) processes living on r independent
rooted trees. So, we have that P(VC|Ygr =) = p",r = 0,1,2,--- ,d + 1, where p is the
smallest non-negative solution of E(s¥) = s.
By using the Total Probability Theorem,

)G
PVr=9) = [PV =m~L LM gy 0120 41,

(n + d)
n=y
L d

P(Y:y):ni -P(Nn)(é)f% fory=0,1,2,--- ,d. (3.7)
Rl d

The probability generating function of Y is

Gule) =) = 30 | 3 [ = n)w . 55)

Thus,
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P = [(1 -n(TTH X E:;ibg PN = n>]

As for the second part of the proposition, note that
d+1

E(ly) =Y E(I4|Yr=rP(Ys=r)

Besides, from (3.6]) we have

N -1
E(I|Yr =7)=ru+ 1 onde p = [1 —dE <N7+d)} ,

see Stirzaker [10, Exercise 2b, p. 280].

Proposition 3.8. Consider the process L(T% N, L). Let Vy be the survival event and I,
the number of colonies created during the process. Then

lim P(Vy)=1—v (3.9)
d—o0

where v is the smallest non-negative solution of E(sY) = s. Besides that, if E(N) < 1

(the subcritical case) then
1

1—E(N)
Proof of Proposition[3.8. In order to prove (8.9)) one has to apply [5, Proposition 4.2],

observing that Y 2 N and Yz = N, when d — oo. Moreover to prove (3.I0) observe
that

lim E(I,) = (3.10)

d+1
lim E(Iy) = lim ZOE(IAYR =r)P(Yp=r).

AsYgNandYRgNwhend%oothen

. . 1 r
Jm E(alVr =r) = Im ri—pry 1= 7-gpy !
and the result follows from the Dominated Convergence Theorem [1I, Theorem 9.1 p.
26]. 0

Proposition 3.9. Let My be the reach of the process L(TL; N, L), that is, the distance
from the origin to the farthest vertex where a colony is formed. Assuming

N 1
E{N+d}<8

B  ondl 1 4 =) (1 _MnH)

L+ D= — ™)~ - 14 el

Then
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where
mzﬂﬁﬁ%ﬂ
D =ma><{2? m _Pl(LJlV%O)}
By =d(d—1) [E ((N +]\;(i\[1;(]1\;+d))}
Moreover,

D
My, — M,
m-+1 times

where P(M < m) = ¢,,11(0), being g(s) = E(sV) and gpni1(s) = g(g(---g(s))--+).

Proof of Proposition
Every vertex # € T¢ which is colonized produces Y new colonies (whose distribution
depends only on A and £) on the d neighbor vertices which located are further from the
origin than x is. By numbering those d vertices, we can represent the random variable Y

as J
Y=Y 1,
i=1

where Z; is the indicator variable of event the vertex i receives at least one individual.
From (B.6) we obtained E(Y'). Now

d 2 d
V2= <ZI) = T'+2 > LI
=1 i=1

1<i<j<d
E (Y?) = dE (I7) + d(d — 1)E(T,1,)
On the other hand

E(Z?)=PTi=1)= > [P(Zy = I[N = n)P(N = n)] = ; (n Z d) P(N = n)
“=(57a)

E(LL) =P =1;T,=1) =Y [P(Zy = T, = 1|N = n)P(N = n)]

n

n

and

where
n(n —1)

P =LL=1N=n) = o 0 7
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Then

E(Y?) =dE (NLM) +d(d—1)E (<N jfffvg&) n d))

E(Y(Y —1))=d(d—1)E ((N +]\C]l(i\]1;(}\;+d)) .

Then the result follows from [I, Theorem 1 p. 331] with 4y = E(Y) and B, = E (Y(Y —1)).

The convergence My B M follows from the fact that Y = N when d — oo and from
[5l, Proposition 4.1].

Proposition 3.10. Let 7,(d) be the extinction time of the process L(TL; N, £). If
N 1
El— -
{N + d] <4

R e
where G(s) is given by (3.38).

then

Proof. Analogous to the proof of Proposition 3.5 OJ

3.3. Proofs of the Main Results. First we define a coupling between the processes
C(T4 N, L) and L(T%; N, £) in such a way that the latter is stochastically dominated by
the former. Every colony in L(T%; N, L) is associated to a colony in C(T4 N, L). As a
consequence, if the process C(T?%; N, L) dies out, the same happens to L(Ti;]\/' L.

At every catastrophe time at a vertex z in the model C(T% N, L), a non-empty group
of individuals that tries to colonize the neighbor vertex to x which is closer to the origin
than x will create there a new colony provided that that vertex is empty. In the model
L(T?%; N, £) the same non-empty group of individuals that tries to colonize the same ver-
tex, immediately dies.

Next we define a coupling between the processes C(T% N, £) and U(T: A/, £) in such a
way that the former is stochastically dominated by the latter. Every colony in C(T% N, £)
can be associated to a colony in U(T4: A/, £). Thus, if the process U(T4™; N, £) dies
out, the same happens to C(T% N, L).

At every catastrophe time at a vertex z in the model C(T%; NV, £), we associate the neigh-
bor vertex to x which is closer to the origin than x to the extra vertex on the model
U(TE N, £). In the model C(T% N, £), a non-empty group of individuals that tries to
colonize the neighbor vertex to x which is closer to the origin than x will create there
a new colony provided that that vertex is empty. In the model U (Tﬂlfl;./\f , L) the same
non-empty group of individuals that tries to colonize the extra vertex, founds a new colony
there.
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Proof of Theorem [Z.2 The result follows from the fact that the process C(T¢ N, L)
stochastically dominates the process L(']l"i;./\f , L) and by its turn, is stochastically domi-
nated by the process U(T%™; N, £), together with Propositions B.1] and

Proof of Corollary[2.3 The result follows from Theorem and Equation (2.1]).

Proof of Theorem The result follows from the fact that the process C(T% N, L)
stochastically dominates the process L(']Ti;./\/’ , L) and by its turn, is stochastically domi-
nated by the process U(T%L™; N, £), together with Propositions B2 and 3.7}

Proof of Theorem [2.7 The result follows from the fact that the process C(T% N, L)
stochastically dominates the process L(']Ti;./\/’ , L) and by its turn, is stochastically domi-

nated by the process U(T%™; N, £), together with Propositions B3 and
Proof of Corollary[2Z.8 The result follows from Theorem 2.7 and Equation (2.2]).

Proof of Theorem [2Z11] The result follows from the fact that the process C(T¢ N, L)
stochastically dominates the process L(Ti;/\/ , L) and by its turn, is stochastically domi-

nated by the process U(T%™; N, £), together with Propositions 3.4 and

Proof of Theorem [2Z14 The result follows from the fact that the process C(T4 N, L)
stochastically dominates the process L(Ti;/\/ , L) and by its turn, is stochastically domi-

nated by the process U(T%™; N, £), together with Propositions .4 and

Proof of Theorem The result follows from the fact that the process C(T4 N, L)
stochastically dominates the process L(Ti;/\/’ , L) and by its turn, is stochastically domi-
nated by the process U(T%I™; N, £), together with Propositions B2 and 3.7}

Proof of Theorem The result follows from the fact that the process C(T4 N, L)
stochastically dominates the process L(Ti;/\/’ , L) and by its turn, is stochastically domi-
nated by the process U(T%™; N, £), together with Propositions and [3.10]

4. COMPARISON WITH MODEL OF INDEPENDENT DISPERSION

In this section, we compare the Self Avoiding Models with independent dispersion and
uniform dispersion. The model with uniform dispersion is U(T?% N, L) considered in
Section B.J] and the model with independent dispersion is considered in [5, Section 4.1]
and we denote it here by I(T% A, L). The following results indicate that independent
dispersion is a better strategy than uniform dispersion in order to extend population
survival.
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Theorem 4.1. Consider the processes U(T%; N, L) and I(T4; N, L) with survives prob-
ability P(V,,) and P(V;), respectively. If P(V;) =0 then P(V,) = 0.

Proof. Observe that for a fixed T%, A" and £, both processes, U(T%; N, £) and I(T%; N, L),
behave as a homogeneous branching processes. Every vertex z € "JI‘Slr which is colonized
produces a random number of new colonies (whose distribution depends only on N, £
and of dispersion scheme) on the d neighbor vertices which located are further from the
origin than z is. We denote by Y, those number in the process U(T%; N, L) and Y; in
the process I(T%; N, £). By numbering those d vertices, we can represent the random

variables Y,, and Y, as
d d
Y, = ZL, and Y, = ZL{,-,
i=1 i=1

where Z;, and U; are the indicator variables of event the vertex i receives at least one
individual in the processes U(T%; N, £) and I(T%; N, L), respectively.
Observe that
d d

E(Y N =n) =Y EWUN =n)=>Y PU =1|N =n) = dPl = 1|N = n)
i=1 i=1

dn
n+d—1

E(Y;|N =n) = iE(LW —n) = iIP’(IZ- — 1[N =n) = dP(Z, = 1|N = n)

i=1 i=1

(- (5)

Note that for all n > 0 and d > 1 integers,

d—1\" n
1-— > .
( d ) T n+d-1

Thus,
E(Y;) = E[E(Y;|N)] > E[E(Y,|N)] = E(Y.). (4.1)
The result is obtained through the comparison of the mean numbers of offspring in the
branching processes. O

Theorem 4.2. Let I,,(d) and I;(d) be the numbers of colonies created during the processes
U(THG N, L) and I(T4 N, L), respectively.

N 1
El—2 | <=
{Ner—l} <4

(1) Suppose that
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Then
(d+DE (553)

1 —dE (57=)
(2) Let G(s) be the probability generating function of N. Suppose that

d—1 d—1
G<—d )<—d

E(L,(d)) =

then

Jim E(1;(d)) = lim E(Z,(d)) = TR

Proof. Ttems (1) and (2) are Propositions B.2l and [5 Proposition 4.4], respectively. Item
(3) follows from (4.1I), Proposition B3 and [5, Proposition 4.5].

U
Corollary 4.3. Consider U(TL; P()), Bin(p)) and I(T; P()), Bin(p)).
(1) Suppose that
Ap (Ap+1)[p(Ad+d+1) —1]
o 1Ld+1
()\p phat ) pd(d+ DO+ 1)
Then
(d+1)(A+1) <>\p—|— 1 - do (A +1,1,d>>
E(l,(d) =1+ RV
A+ 1) (1222 [xp+1 = (d— 1)@ (225, 1,d) | )
(2) Suppose that
- d+1
P=a i d—1)
fhen (d+ 1)(A+ Dp(d + Ap)
+ + 1)pld+ Ap
(5:(d)) * (d+Ap+ 1)(d(1 —p(A+1)) + Ap)
(3) If A+ 1)p <1,
. . 1
lim E(Zi(d)) = lim E(1,(d)) = =0t
Proof. Follows from Theorem 2] and equations (1) and (2.2]). O

Theorem 4.4. Let 7,(d) and 7;(d) be the extinction times of the processes U(T%; P(X), Bin(p))
and I(T%;P(X), Bin(p)).
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(1) Suppose that
<1>< Ap ’1’d+1) - (Ap+1)[p(Ad+d+1) —1]

Ap+1 pd(d+1)(A+1)
Then .
1—s
Brd) = [ e
where
n—1
o A1) & | (), Ap y—1
Guls)= s |1 7P 2 <y)sz Wwitl) (ntd—1
! o d—1
(2) Suppose that
d+1
P=aad—1
Then 1
1—s
B@) = [ g
where
1 B A+1 ,(d = Ap "
GlO=5 | Z[ (y)gm’y)(dwu))”’
with

T(n, k) = zk: [(-1)%'(];) (k — z’)"] >k

1=0

Remark 4.5. The quantity T'(n, k) gives the number of surjective functions f: A — B,
where |A| =n and |B| = k, see Tucker [I2, p. 319].

Proof. Ttem (1) is Proposition with A/ = P(\) and £ = Bin(p). Proof of item (2)
follows in an analogous way. On this last case, the probability generating function of the
number of colonies created right after a catastrophe, Yy, is given by
d [%S)
d
Gi() =3 | (1) S TPy =l
y=0 Y n=y
see Machado et al [5 proof of Proposition 4.4] for details. Finally, by using Equation (2.1)
follows the result. O

Example 4.6. Consider U(T%;P()\), Bin(p)) and I(T4;P(A), Bin(p)) with A = 1 and

p = % By using Theorem (4] we compute the mean extinction times for both models

with 2 < d < 6, see Table [Tl
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TABLE 1. Mean extinction times for U(T%;P(1), Bin(3)) and I(T%; P(1), Bin(3)).

d 2 3 1 5 6
E(7.(d)) | 3.494 | 3.862 | 4.159 | 4.408 | 4.623
E(r;(d)) | 3.831 [ 4.372 [ 4.779 | 5.108 | 5.384

REFERENCES

[1] A.Agresti. Bounds on the Extinction Time Distribution of a Branching Process. Advances in Applied
Probability, 6 (2), 322-335 (1974).

[2] V.V. Junior, F.P. Machado and A. Rolddn-Correa. Dispersion as a Survival Strategy. Journal of
Statistical Physics 164 (4), 937 - 951 (2016).

[3] V.V. Junior, F.P. Machado and A. Rolddn-Correa. Evaluating dispersion strategies in growth models
subject to geometric catastrophes. Journal of Statistical Physics 183, 30 (2021).

[4] V.V. Junior, F.P. Machado and A. Roldan-Correa. Extinction time in growth models subject to
geometric catastrophes. Journal of Statistical Mechanics: Theory and Experiment 2023 (4), 043501,
(2023).

[5] F.P. Machado, A. Rolddn-Correa and V.V. Junior. Colonization and Collapse on Homogeneous
Trees. Journal of Statistical Physics 173, 1386-1407 (2018).

[6] F.P. Machado, A. Roldédn-Correa and R. Schinazi. Colonization and Collapse. ALEA-Latin American
Journal of Probability and Mathematical Statistics 14, 719-731 (2017).

[7] P. Narayan. On the Extinction Time of a Continuous time Markov Branching Process, Austral. J.
Statist. 24, (2), 160-164, (1982).

[8] O. Ronce. How does it feel to be like a rolling stone? Ten questions about dispersal evolution. Annu.
Rev. Ecol. Evol. Syst. 38, 231-253,(2007).

[9] R.Schinazi. Does random dispersion help survival? Journal of Statistical Physics, 159, (1), 101-107
(2015).

[10] D.Stirzaker. Elementary Probability, second edition, Cambridge University Press, (2003).
[11] H.Thorisson. Coupling, stationarity, and regeneration. Springer-Verlag, New York. (2000).
[12] A.Tucker. Applied Combinatorics 6 ed. John Wiley & Sons, Inc. (2012).

(Valdivino V. Junior) FEDERAL UNIVERSITY OF GoOIAS, CAMPUS SAMAMBAIA, CEP 74001-970,
GoOIANIA, GO, BRAZIL.

(F4bio P. Machado) INSTITUTE OF MATHEMATICS AND STATISTICS, UNIVERSITY OF SAO PAULO,
Rua po MaTAo 1010, CEP 05508-090, SA0 PauLo, SP, BRAZIL.

(Alejandro Roldén-Correa) INSTITUTO DE MATEMATICAS, UNIVERSIDAD DE ANTIOQUIA, CALLE 67,
NO 53-108, MEDELLIN, COLOMBIA.

Email address: fmachado@ime.usp.br, alejandro.roldan@udea.edu.co, vvjuniorQufg.br



	1. Introduction
	2. Main Results
	2.1. Phase Transition
	2.2. Probability of Survival
	2.3. The reach of the process
	2.4. Number of colonies
	2.5. Extinction time

	3. Proofs
	3.1. The Self Avoiding Model
	3.2. Move Forward or Die Model
	3.3. Proofs of the Main Results

	4. Comparison with model of independent dispersion
	References

