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RABBIT HUNTING USING SET THEORY AND PROBABILITY

SUNIL CHEBOLU AND DEEPAYAN SARKAR

1. A RaBBIT HUNTING PROBLEM

Imagine an invisible rabbit that starts at some unknown integer point A on the number line.
At each time step, it hops by a fixed but unknown integer stride B. Both A and B are fixed integers,
but their values are unknown. Suppose you have a magic hammer that you can throw at any
integer point on the number line at each time step. When the hammer strikes the rabbit, it instantly
squeals, indicating you have hit it. The problem now is to devise a strategy that guarantees your
hammer will hit the rabbit in finitely many steps.

The above problem is similar to search problems in theoretical computer science, where the
goal is to systematically locate a hidden target (in this case, the rabbit). We will provide two al-
gorithms to solve this problem. The first involves Cantor’s diagonal trick from set theory, and the
second is a probabilistic approach. After presenting both algorithms, we will discuss generaliza-
tions showing how our two methods differ. Finally, we end by posing further questions for the
reader to investigate.

We will use basic results from set theory, calculus, and probability theory found in standard
undergraduate textbooks on these topics; see [1, 2] for instance.

2. A SET-THEORETIC ALGORITHM

The sequence of hops of this invisible rabbit is determined uniquely by an ordered pair (A, B) of
integers. As Z? has a countable infinite cardinality, we can enumerate all possible sequences of
hops as follows. Let r;; denote the rabbit’s position at jth time step when it hops along the ith
sequence.

i, "2, s,
F21, 722,723,
131,132,133, *

V41,742,743,

Tk1, 1722, Tk35* 5

The hammering strategy is now clear: just hit along the diagonal!

11,722,733, F44, * * * 5 Tkks> * * *
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FIGURE 1. A bijection from Z? — N.

Sooner or later, the hammer is guaranteed to hit our invisible rabbit. To see this, let us suppose
the path of our invisible rabbit is 1, "'m2, '3, - =+ > Frums + -+ (m is unknown). Then, our hammering
sequence will meet this sequence of hops of the rabbit at the mth step: .

It is worth noting that the above argument not only proves the existence of a strategy but
also gives a constructive algorithm, as we can easily write down an explicit bijection from Z* —

N. For instance, one bijection comes from following a snake pattern on the lattice: 1 — (0,0),2
(1,0),3— (1,1),4 — (0,1), etc.; see Figure 1.

3. A PROBABILISTIC ALGORITHM

The main idea behind a probabilistic algorithm is to find an appropriate (hammering) func-
tion h: N — N such that, at each time step n, hitting a hammer at X, € Z, where X, is a discrete
random variable with uniform distribution

Xn ~ Unif{-h(n), =h(n)+1,...,-1,0,1,...,h(n) — 1, h(n)},
is guaranteed to hit the rabbit in finitely many steps with probability 1.

Note that the rabbit’s position at the nth time step is given by R,, = A+Bn. As R, is changing
at a linear rate, we want our function h(n) to be, at least, an increasing function such that for any
two integers A and B,

h(n) > A+ Bn forn >> 0.

The above inequality ensures that our interval [—h(n), h(n)] contains the rabbit for sufficiently
large values of n, say n > n, for some ny which may depend on A and B.

Finally, our function h must also satisfy the condition that
P(R1 in,Rz ?ﬁXz,...,Rn an,...) =0.

Why is this necessary? This condition states that the probability of never matching the rabbit’s
position (i.e., the probability that our guessed position X,, will not coincide with the rabbit’s posi-
tion R, for any n) is zero. In other words, it ensures that our probabilistic method will catch the
rabbit in a finite number of steps with probability 1.
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To this end, let h be an increasing function that satisfies the above two conditions. Then we
have the following for any fixed A, B (which fixes ny):

PRy #X1,Ro # X, .. .,Ry # Xy ...) P(R # Xi)

1
: T s
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k=n,

~ 2h(k)
B kl;lo 2h(k) + 1.
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Note that

(o) (o8]

2h(k) 2h(k)
zDO 2h(k) +1 —0 = anOlOg(zh(k)ﬂ) T

2h(k) +1
= Zl (zh(k) )—)oo

A well-known fact in the theory of infinite series states that for a sequence (ax) of positive
terms, the series ; log(1+ay) diverges if and only if } i diverges. This gives us the final condition
we must impose on our function: », 1/h(k) must diverge.

To summarize, our probabilistic algorithm is guaranteed to hit the rabbit in finitely many
steps provided there exists a function h: N — N such that

(1) his an increasing function,
(2) For any two integers A and B, h(k) > A+ Bk for k >> 0, and

3) > h(l—k) diverges.

To meet these requirements, we need a function h(k) that increases faster than linearly but
slower than quadratically. Specifically, the function’s growth rate should be slower than quadratic
because the series ), é converges. A natural candidate to try is h(k) = k*€ for 0 < € < 1. How-
ever, this does not satisfy the requirement (3) because the series }’ kl% converges, as confirmed by
the p-series test. This means we need a function that grows more slowly than k'*¢ = kk€¢ for any
€ > 0. A suitable function with this property is k log k. This suggests examining h(k) = | klog(k)].

It is clear that this function meets the first two conditions. To verify whether the series

I m diverges, we can use the integral test. Consider the function f(x) = xlog Ik which

is continuous, positive, and decreasing for x > 1. Evaluating the integral:

(o) d 00
/ X log(log(x))| — oo,
1 xlogx 1
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the integral test confirms that 377, m diverges. Consequently, using the comparison test,
we conclude that 3777, m also diverges. Thus, h(k) = |klog(k)] satisfies all the required
properties for our algorithm.

This gives the desired probabilistic algorithm to find the rabbit in finitely many steps with
probability 1 : at time step n, hammer at X,, where X, follows a uniform distribution

Xn ~ Unif{—|nlog(n)|,—|nlog(n)| +1,...,-1,0,1,...,—|nlog(n)] — 1,—|nlog(n)]}.

It is worth noting that many functions satisfy conditions (1-3) that are not just a multiple of
Lx log(x)]. For instance, h(x) = | xlog(log(x + 1)) ] is yet another candidate.

3.1. Expected number of steps. Even though our probabilistic method finds the rabbit in finitely
many steps with probability 1, we will now show that the expected number of steps is infinite.

To demonstrate this, let T be the random variable representing the number of steps needed
to hit the rabbit using our probabilistic approach. Formally,

T := min{n: X, = R,}.

Note that E[T] = X7 P(T > k). We set ar = P(T > k) for simplicity. It is clear from our
algorithm that ay = a; = - - - ap,—1 = 1. And, for k > ny, we have the following.

ar = P(T > k)
= P(rabbit not hit up to time k)

k
= 1—[ P(rabbit not hit at time n)

n=1

- ﬁ (1‘ 2htn>)

n=ny

1
= W (1_ szlong)'

Since E(T) = )] ax, we will be done if we can prove that series }; ax diverges. To this end, it is
natural to apply the ratio test. Unfortunately,

lim —% = lim 1—; =1
k—oo Af—q _k—>oo 2|_k10gkj S

so the ratio test is inconclusive. Instead, we use the following version of Raabe’s Test.
Raabe’s Test: Let ., ¢, be a series of positive terms. Set p,, := n(c,/cpe1 — 1) foralln > 1.
o Iflim, ,o pn < 1, then X, ¢, diverges.

o Iflim, ,o pn > 1, then X, ¢, converges.
o The test is inconclusive when the limit is equal to 1.
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For our problem, we have the following for all n > n,.

an
Pn = h —1)
an+1

1 -1
- (1_2|_(n+1)10g(n+1)J) _1)

2l (n+1)log(n+1)] )
2l(n+ 1) log(n+1)] -1 )

n
= — 0 asn — oo,

2l(n+1)log(n+1)] -1

Since the limit is less than 1, we can apply Raabe’s test to conclude that the series ), a, diverges.
In other words, E(T) = 0.

4. GENERALIZATIONS

It is interesting to note that although both approaches solve the problem as stated, they are
very different in nature. This is clear if we consider two simple generalizations of the problem.

(A) Suppose the position of the rabbit at time n is given by R, = A+Bn+Cn?, where A, B,C € Z
are arbitrary unknown integers. The set-theoretic approach will still work, as the number
of possible sequences (which has the same cardinality as Z?) is still countable. However, the
probabilistic approach will no longer work, as h(n) must now grow at least at a quadratic
rate to ensure that it eventually overtakes the rabbit for all possible sequences, and this, in
turn, implies that )} ﬁ does not diverge.

(B) Suppose the position of the rabbit at time n is still given by R, = A+ Bn, but now A,B € R
are arbitrary real numbers. The hammer, still thrown at integer points, is considered to
hit the rabbit at time n if |R, — h(n)| < % The set-theoretic approach does not work as
there are now uncountably many possible sequences along which the rabbit can hop. The
probabilistic approach, however, still works (a formal proof is left as an exercise).

5. FURTHER QUESTIONS

We end with a few questions for the reader to explore.

(A) The expected number of steps in our probabilistic algorithm was infinite. Is it possible to
devise a different probabilistic algorithm with a finite expected number?

(B) The rabbit hops we discussed were one-dimensional. One can consider higher-dimensional
analogs of this problem. For instance, in two dimensions, imagine a rabbit that starts at
some unknown lattice point (a;,az), and at each time step, it hops by a fixed unknown
vector (b1, b;). The position of the rabbit at the nth time step is then given by R, = (a; +
nby, a; + nb,). Is it possible to devise a strategy to find the rabbit in finitely many steps?

(C) What properties of the group (Z, +) played a role in our analysis? Identify those properties
and generalize these algorithms to rabbit hops on abstract groups.
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