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Abstract: We study a model of “organized” criticality, where a singkealanche propagates
through ana priori static (i.e., organized) sandpile configuration. The takechosen accord-
ing to an i.i.d. distribution from a Borel probability measw on [0, 1]. The avalanche dynamics
is driven by a standard toppling rule, however, we simplifg geometry by placing the problem
on a directed, rooted tree. As our main result, we charaetevhichp are critical in the sense that
they do not admit an infinite avalanche but exhibit a powardacay of avalanche sizes. Our anal-
ysis reveals close connections to directed site-peroolatioth in the characterization of criticality
and in the values of the critical exponents.
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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1 Motivation.

Since its discovery by Bak, Tang and Wisenfeld [1, 2], seffamized criticality (SOC) has re-
ceived massive attention in the physics literature. Vasiafi the original sandpile model of [1]
were studied and some of them even “exactly” solved (see [M)511] or [7] for a recent review
of the subject). However, despite great efforts and litgrtdousands of published papers, the
present mathematical understanding of SOC lags far behiabdld claims made by physicists.
Much of that failure can be attributed to the fact that the el®dised to demonstrate SOC are
difficult to formulate precisely and/or too difficult to stydsing the current techniques of prob-
ability theory and mathematical physics. From the perspedf the latter fields, the situation
seems ripe for considering models which concern at leas¢ smpects of SOC, provided there is
a decent prospect of a self-contained rigorous analysis.

The general idea behind SOC models is very appealing. Carfsidinstance Zhang's sandpile
model [12] onZ?, where each site has an energy variable which evolves imetiéistime-steps
according to a simple “toppling” rule: If a variable exceealshreshold value, the excess is
distributed equally among the neighbors. The neighboriteg $nay thus turn supercritical and
the process continues until the excess is “thrown overfi@dithe system boundary. What makes
this dynamical rule intriguing is that, if the toppling isitiated from a “highly excited” state,
then the terminal state (i.e., the state where the toppliogs$ isnot the most stable state, but
one of manyleast-stable stable states. Moreover, the latter state is critical & ghnse that
further insertion of a small excess typically leads to fartlarge-scale events. Using the sandpile
analogy, such events are referred t@aslanches

In this paper, we study the scaling properties of a singléaache caused by an overflow at
some site of a critical (i.e., least-stable) state. Howeaglindicated above, the full problem is
way too hard and we have to resort to simplifications. Our bfiogtions are twofold: First, we
treat the energy variables of the critical state as indepetnaind, second, we consider the model
on a directed, rooted tree rather thah The first assumption is fairly reasonable, at least on a
coarse-grained scale, because numerical results [6] suggather fast decay of spatial correla-
tions in the critical states. The second assumption witivallis to treat the correlations between
different branches of the avalanche as conditionally irdéepnt, which will greatly facilitate the
analysis. Finally, the reduced geometry allows for theterise of a natural monotonicity not
apparent in the full-fledged model.

While placing the model on a tree simplifies the underlyingrgetry, some complexity is
retained due to the generality of the single-site energiabla distribution. In fact, the set of
underlying distributions plays the role of a parameter spacour case. As our main result,
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we characterize the subspace of distributions for whichcthfigurations of energy variables
have exactly the behavior expected from the SOC statesinfinite avalanche®ut apower-
law decayof avalanche sizes. As it turns out, there is a close cororetti site-percolation on
the underlying graph, both in the characterization of caitty and in the values of the critical
exponents. However, the significance of this connectionttfiergeneral SOC models has not yet
been clarified.

1.2 The model.

In order to precisely define our single-avalanche model, eedrto introduce some notation.
Letb > 1 be an integer and I€f, be ab-nary rooted tree, with the root vertex denoteddy
We use|o| = k to denote that € T is on thek-th layer. Wheno| = k, we represent as

a k-component object. Each component is an integeflin. ., b}; hence the site label can be
used to trace the path fromback to the root. It is an/-th level site with/ > 0, we letm(o)
denote the “mother-site.” Explicitly, i& = (o1,...,0¢), thenm(o) = (01,...,00-1). The
edges ofl, are the usual directed edgf&’, o) € T, x Ty: o’ =m(0)}.

Let M be the space of all probability measures on the Beralgebra of|0, 1]. Fixap € M
and letP, = ple. Let E, denote the expectation with respectftp The dynamical rule driving
the evolution is defined as follows: L& = (X, )<, be the collection of i.i.d. random variables
with joint probability distributionP, and letv € (0, 00). The process generates the sequence

X () = (XP1) yey,s  t=01,.., (1.2)
obtained from the initial condition
XM(0) = {Xg M "o=2, (1.2)
X, otherwise,
by successive applications of the deterministic (Markqdate rule
X+ 3X 00 (), if X (o) (£) > 1,
XP(t+1) =10, it X3 (1) > 1, (1.3)
XM, otherwise.

Note that, if X (t+1) = xW (t) for all o € Ty, then xW (t) < 1 and the process has
effectively stopped (However, we IetX'(S“) (t) be defined by (1.3) for all > 0.)

Here is an informal description of the above process: $fartt the root we first check
whetherX g +v > 1 or not. If not, the process stops but if so, then this valuésisiduted evenly
among the “daughter” cells, which have their values updmxekfc(,”)(l) = X, + (X +v).

The valueX ,(5”)(1) IS set to zero and we say that the root has “avalanched.” & mjrthe up-
dated “daughter” values exceed one, the process termjrraie®ver, if there is any first-level

with Xf,”)(l) > 1, thenxV (1) is set to zero, the vaIqu,”)(l) is evenly distributed among the
“daughters” ofoc and we say that has “avalanched.” The process at future times is described
similarly.
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Obviously, the variablesX, play the role of the “energy variables” in the description of
Zhang’s avalanche model in Section 1.1. In our case thearithreshold is one, but, in (1.3),
we chose to distribute the entire value of an “avalanchingg’ mther than just the excess to the
(forward) neighbors. This choice is slightly more advaetags technically.

1.3 Main questions and outline.

Let W (t) = {0 € Ty: Xf,”)(t) =0, Xé”)(s) # 0 for somes < t} be the set of sites that
have “avalanched” by time Similarly, let<7™) = |J,~,.«7(*)(t) be the set of sites that will ever
avalanche. We user (V)| to denote the number of sites in the avalanched set (whitixdes the
possibility of|.«7(*)| = o0). The set () and its dependence grandv are the primary focus of
our study.

The first question is whether the procééé”) (t) lives forever, i.e., is there an infinite avalanche?
More precisely, for what measurgsc M is the probability

AW =P, (|| = o0) 1.4)

non-zero for some value af? A related question is whether the average size of the astadan
set is finite. The relevant object is defined by

XY =E, (). (1.5)

(Notice that, due to the directed nature of the dynamica, rinbth quantitiesﬁl&? andx(® are
monotone in the underlying measure angdAgain, we ask: For what measurese havey(®) =
oo for somev? In addition, we might ask: Is the divergence of the mearaadie size equivalent
to the onset of infinite avalanches or can there binesammediate phase

To give answers to the above questions, we will paramethieesétM by values of a partic-
ular functionaly: M — [0, 1]. Here3(p) roughly corresponds to the conditional probability in
distributionP,, that, given the avalanche has reached acsite T, far away from the root, the
site o will also avalanche. (The definition gfis somewhat technical and we refer the reader
to Section 2.2 for more details.) The characterization efdlalanche regime in terms pifis
then very transparent: There icatical value 3¢ = % such that the quantity(*) for measure
diverges if3(p) > 3c andw is sufficiently large, while it is finite for alb if 3(p) < 3c. Sim-
ilarly we show, for a reduced class of measures, t«ﬁﬁf for measurep vanishes for all if
and only if3(p) < 3c. These results are formulated as Theorems 2.4 and 3.1 iloSe&.2
and 3.1, respectively. (Outside the reduced class of messtirere are some exceptions to the
rule thatA'Y) = 0 for measurep with 3(p) = 3c, i.e., there are some measures which avalanche
alsoat criticality, see Remarks 1 and 2 in Section 2 for more detdilsese examples are fairly
contrived, so we exclude them from further consideratjons.

Note that, for both quantities (1.4) and (1.5), the traos#i happen at the same valye,
which rules out the possibility of an intermediate phaseellgidate the behavior gfnearjc, it
is worthwhile to introduce appropriatgitical exponentsin particular, we ask whether there is a
critical exponenty > 0 such that

X~ Ge—30)"",  3(p) T ic, (1.6)
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an exponeng > 0 such that

A ~ (e =30)", 300 L (1.7)
and, finally, an exponerdt > 0 such that ifj(p) = 3¢, then

Pp(|d(”)| > n) ~n Y0, n — oo. (1.8)

All of these three relations of course include an approgiiterpretation of the symbok” and,
with the exception of the last relation, also an interpretadf the limit “3(p) tends tozc.”

The relations for the critical exponents are the subjecth&drem 4.1 in Section 4. The upshot
is that all three exponents take theean-field percolatiovalues,

Vo1, B=1, s—2. (1.9)

Neither the fact that the critical valge equals the percolation threshold for site percolatiopn
is a coincidence. Indeed, the avalanche problem can beatberad in terms of a correlated-
percolation problem offf, (see Section 2).

We finish with a brief outline of the paper: Section 2 contadas percolation criteria for the
existence of infinite avalanches leading naturally to tHendmen of the functionalj. In Section 3
we show thag: = % is the unique critical “point” of our model, thus ruling ot possibility of
an intermediate phase. Section 4 proves the above reldtiottge critical exponents. Finally, in
Section 5 we develop a coupling argument which is the corbeptoofs of the aforementioned
results in Sections 3 and 4. The principal results of thisespawe Theorem 2.4 (Section 2.2),
Theorem 3.1 (Section 3.1) and Theorem 4.1 (Section 4.1).

2. PERCOLATION CRITERIA

2.1 Simple percolation bounds.

We start by deriving criteria for the presence and absenanadhfinite avalanche based on a
comparison to site percolation @h. Let x, denote the maximum of the supportgfi.e.,

z, = sup{y € [0.1]: p(ly.1]) > 0} 2.1)

and let us definé, by

b

= b_ lx*.
It is noted that ifX » +v < 6y, then the largest value that, (¢) for anyo € T, could conceivably
achieve (just prior to its own avalanche)js

0

(2.2)

The following is based on straightforward percolation angats:

Proposition 2.1 (1) If p([%5%,1]) > 1, thenP,(|«/ V)| = 00) > O forall v > 1 — z,.
(2) If either 6, < 1 or 6, > L andp([1 — 165, 1]) < 1, thenP,(|«7(?)| = o) = 0 for all v > 0.
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In both cases we note that the quantﬁtyon the right-hand side of the inequalities is the
percolation threshold fof,. Obviously, this is no coincidence; indeed, the proof oft [§&y is
easily generalizable to any transitive infinite graph.

Proof of Proposition 2.1.Let us start with (1): A siter # @ is called occupied itX, >
1 — 1, while the rooto is called occupied if{s + v > 1. Denoting by¢™ the connected
component of occupied sites containing the origin, it ishaot to see that7 () > ¢(*). Indeed,
assumingXy + v > 1, each daughter site of the origin receives at Ie%asthose daughter
siteso with X, > 1 — % will be triggered, which will in turn cause avalanches in thext
generation of occupied sites, etc. Evidently, whenevemttripied sites percolate, there is an
infinite avalanche.

Part (2) is proved in a similar fashion. Suppose first that 1 and call a siter # @ occupied
if X, >1— %Hb, and vacant otherwise. The definition is as before for thé. rés observed
previously, if X + v < 6,, then no site receives more th%ﬂb from its parent. Under these
circumstances, a vacant site will never avalanche and tiderthe occupied cluster of the origin
by €*), we have ") ¢ €. Sincep([1— 165, 1]) < + was assumed, we have that®)| < co
almost surely and thus7(")| < oo wheneverXy + v < 6. Itis then easy to show, however,
that\d(”)] < oo almost surely for alb > 0. Indeed, le: > 0 be an integer so large that

(25 +v—0p)bF <6, —1. (2.3)

If o is a site with|o| = k that has been reached by an avalanche, theould not receive
more than

(07 TR TR (X ) = 0710+ bR (X v — 6)) (2.4)

from its parent. Now, ifo is vacant, then the maximal possible value #g¢(k) (i.e., prior to
its own avalanche) is no larger than- =% (z, + v — 6,). By (2.3), this amount is strictly less
than 8y, so by our previous reasoning,cannot give rise to an infinite avalanche. By absence
of percolation, there is a “barrie§;, of vacant sites above th& + 1)-st layer inT}, that every
path from the root to infinity must pass through. Our previarggiments show that the avalanche
cannot go beyond the union of occupied connected compormsted afSy. Hence,]%(”)\ < 00
with probability one.

The casd), < 1 is handled analogously. Indeed, a simple calculation tsudat the right-
hand side of (2.4) plus, is eventually strictly less than one and the avalanche text@s within
a deterministic ¢-dependent) amount of time. O

The arguments in the proof immediately give us the followdogollary:

Corollary 2.2 If §, # 1 andp([1—$6,, 3%)) = 0, then there is an infinite avalanche if and only
if occupied sites, i.e., sitese T, with valueX, > 1— % percolate. In addition, ifXg+v < 6,
then.«(*) coincides exactly with the occupied connected componeheabot.

Remark 1 The exceptional case%, = 1, can only arise from the circumstance that= 1 — %
(Notice that the proof of Proposition 2.1(2) does not apmgduse the inequality (2.3) cannot
be satisfied.) Fof, = 1, the situation is marginal and, in fact, slightly subtledéed, ifz, =
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1— 7 andP(X > z,) = 3, then the existence of an infinite avalanche depends on tadede
asymptotic ofP(X > z, — €) ase | 0, see Remark 2 in the next section. We exclude the
casesd, = 1 from our analysis because we believe that this “patholdgloahavior is in no
way generic.

2.2 Phase transition.

As is seen from Corollary 2.2, in certain cases the avalapcbblem reduces to the usual (in-
dependent) percolation model. The general problem canbalgwesented as a percolation phe-
nomenon albeit with correlations. Indeed, }t, . . ., X,, are i.i.d. with distributiorp and let

X5 0

X,
QY = x, + 2224y +

2 T (2.5)

In the caser = 0, we letQ’) = 0. Similarly, foro € T}, we defineQ' by (2.5) withn = |o|
and Xy, ..., X|, being the values along the unique path connectirtg the root. Explicitly, we

sethg) = ¢ and define

1
QY = Xo+3Q0, £ (2.6)
Note that herd plays the role of the quantitX s + v. CIearIy,Q,(f) 2 Ef), whenevem = |o|.

Proposition 2.3 Letv > 0 and letd = X4 + v. For eacho € Ty, let us callo openif QS,‘” >1
andclosedotherwise. Thewr € () if and only ifo belongs to the open cluster containing the
root. In particular, percolation of open sites is the ne@gsand sufficient condition for infinite
avalanches.

Proof. By definition,Qg) =0 = Xg+v. Now, if X, (t) = QS,") for a sitec € T, that avalanches
attimet = |o|, then any daughter sit€ of o will have its value updated to

g

1
Xo(t+1) = Xor + Q0 = QF). @2.7)

Hence, if the siter € T, avalanches at timeé = |o]|, thenQEf) = X,(t) > 1. It follows
that.ez @), with v = § — X4, is the set of sites that are open and connected to the roophatha
of open sites. O

Remark 2 Let us indicate what makes the case= 1 — + so subtle. Given a sequenge,) of
positive numbers, let us call € T, open if X, > z, — c|c,|b‘|"| and closed otherwise. Letting
pr = P(X > x, — ¢xb~*) and supposing, e.ghp;, = 1 + k~%/2, a general result of Lyons [9]
implies that the open sites percolate. An easy argumentssti@tifo is connected te by a path
of open sites, the@ﬁf)) > 1+ b—’f(v —1=> ycpce)forv=0—Xg. Thus,ifv > 1+, ck,
then, by Proposition 2.3, there is an infinite avalanche witton-zero probability.

On a similar basis, we can write down the necessary and sufficonditions for divergence
of the expected size of avalanches. The criterion will beebams the asymptotic growth of the
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quantity
Z,0) =P(Q" >1,k=0,....,n), n>0. (2.8)
Notice thatZ,,(6) = 0 wheneve® < 1.
Theorem 2.4 (1) For all # > 1, the limit
3=3(p) = lim Z,(0)'/" (2.9)

exists and is independent éf
(2) Forall p, p’ € M, the functionn — 3(ap + (1 — «v)p’) is continuous inx € [0, 1].
(3) Letp € M and letz, correspond top via (2.1). Definej. = % If 3(p) < 3c, then

E,(|7W)]) < oo forall v € (0,00), while if3(p) > 3¢, thenE,, (|7 ¥)|) = oo forall v > 1—x,.

Theorem 2.4 defines a free-energy like functignahd gives the characterization of the diver-
gence ofy(¥), as already discussed in Section 1.3. The continuity sextein part (2) indicates
that the sets of “avalanching” and “non-avalanching” measg € M are separated by a “sur-
face” (i.e., set of codimension one) of phase transitions.\WWM not try to make the latter more
precise; our main reason for including part (2) is to havenéerpretation of the limig(p) — 3c,
which will be needed in the discussion of the critical bebaviunder additional mild restrictions
on p, it will be shown in Section 4 thak,(|.(*)|) = oo even for the critical measuregs i.e.,
those satisfying(p) = jc.

Proof of Theorem 2.4(1)We will start with the case8 = 1 andd > 6, which are amenable to

subadditive-type arguments. Examinifg, ,,(#), we may write (by conditioning o, . .., X,,)
_ ()
Zntm(0) = E(Za(QR) I1 Lg®s1) (2.10)
‘]:

Sincef — Qﬁf) is manifestly non-decreasing & so is the event on the right-hand side of (2.8)
and alsaZ,,(0) itself. Notice that ifo > 6y, thenQ,(f) < @ foranyk > 0, while if § = 1, then the

conditions in (2.8) forc@,(f) > 1. Thus, ford = 1 we obtain the submultiplicative bound

Zn-l—m(l) > Zn(l)Zm(1)7 (211)
while for anyf > 6, we get the supermultiplicative bound

By standard theorems,,(1)'/™ tends to a limitg;, while Z,(8)'/™ for > 6, tends to a (pos-
sibly #-dependent) limiy. Moreover, (2.10) in fact implies the,,,,,(0) < Z,,(6, + 0b™™)
andjg is thus constant for all > 6,. We will usej, to denote the common value gffor 6 > 6y,
Note thatZ,,(1)'/™ < 3, while Z,(0)'/™ > 3, foralln > 1 and all§ > 6.

Sinced — Z,(0) is non-decreasing, to prove (2.9), we just need to showjthagjualsy;.
If z, <1-— % theny, = 0 and there is nothing to prove, so let us supposeithat 1 — % for the
rest of the proof. As it turns out, we will have to address a benof distinct cases. These are

determined by whether the inequalityin > 1 — % is strict or not and by whether the quantity
ke = p([ze — €,24]) (2.13)
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is strictly less thary; or not for some (particular) > 0. Specifically, we will distinguish the
following cases:

CASE 1: z, > 1 — 1 andk, < 3; for somee > 0 with z, — e > 1 — 1.

CASE 2: 7, > 1— 1 butk, = 3; foralle > Owith z, — e > 1 — 1.

CASE3: 7, =1-1.
As is easily observed, CASE 2 represents the situation whassigns no mass to the interval
(1-— %, x4 ), While CASE 3 corresponds to the similar situation when ithtisrval itself is empty.
In view of the trivial inequality;; > p([1— ,z.]), we must eventually have. < 3; whenevep
has any mass ifil — %, x,). Hence, the first situation is clearly generic.

In order to address the first two cases (with> 1 — %) we need to establish an inequality
betweenZ,,(0) and3} for all 6 € [1,0;). Explicitly, we claim that forz, > 1 — % and anyd €
[1,0y), there is arnf (A) < oo such that

Z,(0) <H @O,  n>1. (2.14)
Indeed, let > 0 be such tha#, — 6 > e% andz, —e>1-— % and pickm so that
1 1
(@ =1t 3+t g | + g 20 (2.15)

Consider the formula (2.8) fof,, ..., (1) but with the firstm coordinates restricted to the eveéht=

X1,..., X, >z, — €}. Notice that or€, the conditions invoIvingQ(l), ce Qﬁ,lb) are automat-
1
ically satisfied. By a derivation similar to (2.10-2.11) wavh
Zn-i-m(l) > '%ann(e) (216)

Along with the upper bound,, (1) < 371", this implies (2.14) withH (8) = (31/k¢)™. (We
note that, since, is the suppremum of the support @fwe havex,. > 0 for all e > 0.)

Now we are ready to prove thgt = 3; in all of the three cases above:
CASE 1 Suppose that, > 1 — 7 andk, < 3; for somee > Owith 2, —e > 1 — 1. Letd > 6,
be small enough that, = z, — e + % < 6. Then

Zn(e) < KeZn—l(e) + (1 - ’{E)Zn—l(eﬁ) = Zn—l(e) |:’{e + (1 - KE)%] . (217)

Using (2.14) and the bound,, () > 37~! we obtain

7 1\ 1

A(0) < Zus(0) [m - rome) (L) } (2.18)
Let k.(n) denote the quantity in the square brackets, and let us sem in (2.18) and iterate
the boundm times. This givesZ,,,,(0) < k.(m)™Z,,(0). If we still entertain the possibility
that3; < 3., then them — oo limit gives 3, < lim,, o ke(m) = ke, Which contradicts the
boundy; > k.. Therefore, once, > 1 — % andk, < 31 for somee > 0 we havej; = ..

CASE 2 Suppose now that, > 1 — { butr, = 3; foralle > 0 with z, —e > 1 — 1.
Notice that this in fact implies thag = p({z.}). We first observe, using (2.16) with = 1,
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that Z,,11(1) > &™p([1 — $6,z.]) whenever, ¢ andm satisfy (2.15). As a consequence of
(2.11), we have

3 [—p([l - %9’””*])} - (2.19)

Ke Ke
Now if p((1 — 16y, 24)) > 0, we would havep((1 — +6y, 7)) > p({z,}) = k. which would
by (2.19) imply thaty; > ., a contradiction. (This fact will be important later, so vestate
it as a corollary right after this proof.) Hence, we must havg — %Hb,w*)) = 0. To prove
that3; = 3., letd > 6, be small enough thaly = 1+ (6 — 6,) < 6,. Now eitherX, = z,

forall k = 1,...,n, or there is & such thatX;, <1 — %Hb. Noting that therQl(f) < by, we
thus have

n = k—
Zn(0) < p({z.})" + > p({2}) '0(10,1 = £64]) Zo—1(00)- (2.20)
k=1
Using (2.14), this givesZ,,(0) < 37 + n37 'p([0,1 — +6,])H (6p), proving thats, = 31 holds
for CASE 2 as well.
CASE 3 Suppose finally that, = 1 — % and note that thed, = 1. Immediately, we

haveZ, (1) = p({z.})™ and thereforg; = p({z.}), while for anyd > 6, we haveﬂZ:O{Ql(f) >
1} C Mo { Xk > 2 — b7K(0 — 6,)}. Therefore,

2,6) < [T P(Xe > 0 — 5750 — ). (2.21)
k=1

which implies thagy, < limg_,o P(X1 > 24 —b7%(0 — 03)) = p({z+}) = 31. O

This completes the proof of part (1) of Theorem 2.4. As mewibearlier, we would like to
underscore one aspect of the above proof.

Corollary 2.5 Letp € M and suppose that, > 1 — 3 and p((1 — 65, 2,)) > 0. Then there
isane > 0withx, — e > b_Tl such thats(p) > p([z« — €, z4]).

Proof. See the argument following (2.19). O
Next we will prove the continuity oft — 3(ap + (1 — «)p’) as stated in Theorem 2.4(2):

Proof of Theorem 2.4(2).Throughout this proof we will writerf)(G) instead of justZ,,(9)
to emphasize the dependence on the underlying measuteet pg, p1 € M and letp, =
(1 — a)po + ap1. Clearly, to prove (2), it suffices to show that— 3(p.) is right continuous
ata = 0.
Fix a > 0 and let(T},) be a sequence @, 1-valued i.i.d. random variables with Prgh, =
0) = a. Let (X}) and (X;) be two independent sequences of i.i.d. random variable$, bo

independent of 7},), with distributionsp}) and p}', respectively. Lel(X,ga)) be the sequence
defined by

XM =T Xe+ (1 - TX},  k>1 (2.22)
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Clearly, (X)) are i.i.d. with joint distributiorp}. Let us useP,, to denote the joint distribution
of (X¢), (X}), and(T}).

Let Q%) be given by (2.5) withX7, . .., X,, replaced be{O‘), XY ThenzP) (0) is
given by (2.8) Witthf) replaced b)Qﬁf’o‘) andP replaced byP,. As will be seen shortly, the
main object of interest is the conditional expectation gittee valueg T} ):

Zna(01(Th)) = Po(QVY > 1, £=0,...,n0[(T})). (2.23)

Indeed, lety € [1,6,] and, given(T}), let (I;) be the connected blocks of sitesc {0,...,1}

such thatl}, = 1 and let(.J;) be the connected sets of sites with = 0. By (2.22), theX,ia)
for k € I, are distributed according t@, while those fork € J; are distributed according i@ .
Then an analogue of (2.10) for the quantity in (2.23) alonthwhe boundsZ,, (1) < Z,(6) <
Zn(0y) for 0 € [1,6,] allow us to conclude that

[T25 OI12500) < Zualolm) < [T 250 @0 127000 @29
; j i J

2

In order to estimate the right hand side of (2.24), note thatexistence of the limit in (2.9)
implies that for ally > 0 there isCs € [1, o), such that for botty = py andp = p4,

Z(0,) < C5(140)"3(p)",  n>1. (2.25)

Let E, denote the expectation with respectPp. Using (2.25) in (2.24), observing that the total
number of occurrences 6f; is less tharek, (Y'), wherek; (Y') = ., |J;|, and noting thak: (')
has the binomial distribution with parameteunderP,, allows us to write

Z*)(0) = BaZna(01(T1)) < (1+0)"((1 — a)3(po) + aC33(p1))". (2.26)
By takingn — oo, we getlimg o 3(pa) < (146)3(po). Buto was arbitrary, hencéimg, o 3(pa) <

3(po). The argument for the lower bouriitn,, o 3(pa) > 3(po), is completely analogous. O

Finally, we also need to prove part (3) of Theorem 2.4:
Proof of Theorem 2.4(3By Proposition 2.3 € <7 () is exactly the event that the path between
(and including)oc and@ consists of sites’ with Qg@,) > 1, whered = X4 + v. But then

Py(o € 7)) =E,(Z,/(Xe +)), (2.27)
where the final average is ov&f,. To get the expected size of ("), we sum over alb,
E,(lo7 ™)) = E,(Zn(Xg +v))b". (2.28)
n>0
The existence of the IimiZ,l/"(Q) independent o (for & > 1) tells us thatE,(|=/)]) < oo
whenevep(p) < 3¢, while E, (|7 (")]) = oo oncej(p) > 3c andv > 1 — . O

3. ABSENCE OF INTERMEDIATE PHASE
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3.1 Sharpness of phase transition.

The goal of this section is to show that the phase transitit@fitned by presence/absence of an
infinite avalanche and divergence of avalanche size ocaheaame “point,’. = % This rules
out the possibility of an intermediate phase. Moreover, \illgpnove that the transition isecond
order in the sense that there is no infinite avalanchgatjc.

Unfortunately, our proof will require certain restrict®mn the underlying measuge The
delicate portion 0f0, 1] is the regionl = [1 — %01), b‘Tl). Clearly, some conditions are needed to
ensure that there is not too much mass at the right-ede-éfe., thatp([(1 — 3 —¢,1— 1)) — 0
sufficiently fast as | 0—to avoid the sort of counterexamples described in Remaddd12 of
Section 2. With a lot of additional work than what is about i &ll of the forthcoming can be
proved under the assumption thahas anl? density, for ap > 1, in the intervall. However,
this requires dealing with “singularities” in the regionoal I. (The region below/ is of no
consequence because any directed path in the avalancheghsaly harbor a finite number of
values from this set.) Notwithstanding, most of the intengsmathematics—with only a fraction
of unpleasant technicalities—is captured by assumingthigatneasure has a bounded density.

Definition. Let M’ be the set of Borel probability measurgson [0, 1] that are absolutely
continuous with respect to Lebesgue measur¢0on| with the associated density, bounded
in L norm on[0, 1], i.e., [|¢,[| < oo, and that obey([1 — #,1]) > 0.

The requirement thgt has no positive mass ifl — %, 1] represents no additional loss of
generality since the opposite case, namgly< 1 — % actually hag(p) = 0 and is therefore
far away from having an avalanche (see Theorem 2.4). It ishawoting thatAM” is a convex
subset ofM. The ability to take convex combinations of elements\df will be crucial in the
discussion of the critical behavior, see Section 4.

Our second main theorem is then as follows:

Theorem 3.1 Suppose that € M’ and defingc = 1.

(1) 1f 3(p) < 3¢, thenP, (|7 )| = 00) = 0 for all v € (0, co).

(2) It 3(p) > 3¢, thenP, (|7 )| = o) > 0 forall v € (1 — x,, ).

The proof of Theorem 3.1 requires introducing two auxilisapdom variabled/,, and Q).
These will be defined in next two subsections, the proof iscfioee deferred to Section 3.4. The
random variable) ., will be a cornerstone of our analysis of the critical procesge Section 4.

The underlying significance of both,, and () is the distributional identity that each of them
satisfies.

3.2 Definition of V.

In this section we define a random varialig, which is, roughly speaking, the minimal value
of v that needs to be added to the root in order to trigger an iafavélanche. For > 1 let

V, =inf{v € (0,00): XW(t+1)# XY (), t=0,...,n—1} (3.1)
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(A logical extension of this definition ta = 0is V5 = 0.) In plain words, ifv > V,,, then the
avalanche process will propagate to at leastriti level. Clearly,V,, is an increasing sequence;
we let V,, denote then — oo limit of V,,. Formally, V. can be infinite; in fact, since the
event{V,, < oo} is clearly a tail eventP,(V,, < oo) is either one or zero.
Let us usevl,, to denote the distribution function &f,, i.e.,

U, (9) = Py(Vy < 9). (3-2)
The aforementioned propertiesigf lead us to a few immediate observations abbyt First, ¥,,
is a decreasing sequence of non-decreasing functionsn&ebe limit

V(W) = lim ¥, (v9), (3.3)

n—oo

exists for ally € (0,00) and¥(¥) = P,(Voe < ¥9). Third, we have¥ # 0 if and only
if P,(Voo < 00) = 1. Moreover, each o¥,, is in principle computable:

Lemma 3.2 Letp € M. Then the sequendd,,) satisfies the recurrence equation

Uni1(9) = E, <(I)b (\I'n(ng+19)>1{Xg>l—z9}>7 n >0, (3.4)
where¥ () = 1y>0; and
Oyy) =1-(1-y)'  0<y<L (3.5)

Proof. Let Tl(f) denote the subtree df, rooted ato and IetVrf") denote the random variable
defined in the same way &3 but here for the treﬁ‘l(f). Then we have

Xz + 0
< ={Xyg>1— i (@) < 220 7 7 L 3.6
Vo 9} ={Xo21-9}n{ min v <=200 ) (3.6)
Butforallo € {1,...,b}, theV;\”)’s are i.i.d. with common distribution functio#i,,, so we have
P in V) <) = & (0,(9)). 3.7
o, Join | Vo7 < 0) = &y (Vn (D)) (3.7)
From here the claim follows by noting tth”> are independent of 5. a
Corollary 3.3 Letp € M. Then the distribution function df,, satisfies the equation
\If(’l9) :]Ep<(I)b(\l’(X®b+19)>l{XzZI—l9}>7 ¥ > 0. (38)
Proof. This is an easy consequence of (3.4) and the Bounded Coneergdeorem. O

On the basis of (3.8) and some percolation arguments, theearis the important question
whether? = 0 or not can be given by checking whethi(s) = 0 for reasonable values of

Proposition 3.4 Letp € M”. Suppose tha¥ # 0. Then
inf{¢ > 0: ¥(J) >0} =1 —a,. (3.9)
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Proof. Let v, denote the infimum on the left-hand side of (3.9). Note that- 1—% by p € M.
Sincep is absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue meas|o, 1], there is am > 0
such thate, —n > 1— 1 andp([z, — n,z.]) < 3. Now 7 is the threshold for the site percolation
onT}, so the sites WItl’X > x, —n do not percolate. Lek,, = {0 € T}: |o| = n} be then-th
generation ofl’,. Pick two integersV, N’ such thatV’ > N and let# y - be the event thab x
andG - are separated by a “barrier” of siteswith X, < z, — n. By takingN’ > N > 1, the
probability of H y n- can be made as close to one as desired.

Let¥ > ¥, and pick Ny so large that?b—° is less than. Find N, N’ > NO such that
1 — P,(Hy ) is strictly smaller tharP,(|«7)| = o), i.e., we haveP,({|oZP)| = o} N
HN,N’) > 0. Now for anye € (0, 5), we WI|| produce a configuration with an infinite avalanche
that has a starting value = 1 — z, + ¢. Draw a configuratior{ X, ) subject to the constraint
thatX, > z,—eforallo € T, with o] < N'. Let(X,) belong to the sef|.« ()| = co}NH v v
and defineX/. by putting

X, VX, if o] < N’
Xg,z{ ’ iFlo] < N, (3.10)

X,, otherwise

Let X2 (t) denote the process corresponding to the initial configumdtk’ ) and initial value
v > 0, and letx”) () be the corresponding process {df,) andd. Let.o7®) and.ez® be the
corresponding avalanche sets.

The configuration X,,) exhibits an infinite avalanche, so there is a siten one of the afore-
mentioned “barriers” separatingGy and Gy, Which belongs to an infinite oriented path in-
side« (). By the assumption that, —n > 1 — # itis clear that, ifv > 1 — z, + ¢ andt = |o],
then.o7"(*) will reacho. But X!, > X, for all S|tes on the path from to o, so we have
¥ —v

pN

X)) = XD () >n—e— >0, (3.11)
where we used that¥y) < 2 ande < 3 to derive the last inequality. Now the set”) contains
a path frome to infinity and, by (3.11) and!, > X, for ¢’ “beyond” o, this path will also
be contained in”-(*). Consequently, an infinite avalanche will occur in configiora (X))
starting from a value > 1 — z, + ¢ whenever it did in configuratiofX ;) starting fromd. This
establishes, = 1 — z,, as claimed. O

3.3 Definition of Q.

The second random variable, denoted®y, is a limiting version of the objecté),(f) defined
in (2.5). LetY = (Y1,Y3,...) be a sequence of i.i.d. random variables with joint distidyu
P= pN. These are, in a certain sense, the same quantities aSthdiscussed earlier, however,
theY’s will be ordered in the opposite way. Similarly to (2.5} le

oty 1<k<n. (3.12)

0 1
Q) =Y+ L p—kT T

b
For completeness, we also @ff{ =0.
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Let B be the Boreb-algebra or{0, 1] equipped with the standard product topology. Suppose

thatp([%, 1]) > 0—which is assured ip € M". Foranyn > 1 andg > 1, let ]P,(f) be the
conditional law onB defined by

pgf)(.):p(.‘Q$>1,5:2,...,1@), (3.13)

The latter is well defined becauﬁ@if} > 1) > 0forall ¢ =2,...,n, {Qf} > 1} are
increasing andP(-) is FKG. Intentionally, the variabl&; is not constrained by the conditioning
in (3.13).

Next we give conditions for the existence of the limiting l&awt,, ., IP’ﬁf):
Proposition 3.5 Letp € M” and letd, > 6,. Then there exists numbers= A(p,6y) < oo

and ¢ = ((p) > 0 such that for all bounded measurable functighs= f(Y1,...,Y%) and all
9,9, S [1,90],

ECL (/) —ED ()] < 4P flloo,  n>k. (3.14)
In particular, whenevef > 1, the limit law
P() = lim P{Y)(.) (3.15)

exists and is independent @f Moreover, the quantitiesi(p, 6y) and ((p) are bounded away
from infinity and zero uniformly in any convex $étc M with finitely many extreme points.

The proof of Proposition 3.5 uses a coupling argument, whicjuires some rather exten-
sive preparations and is therefore deferred to Section Be @ctual proof appears at the end of
Section 5.3.)

We will useE to denote the expectation with respec@twhenever the latter is well defined.
Let us define a random variabig,, on ([0, 1], B, P) by the formula

Y,
Qoo = bk—fl (3.16)

k>1

Notice that() . is supported il’ﬁ%, 0,], becausé&’ is not constrained by the conditioning in (3.13).

Corollary 3.6 Letp € M” and letd > 1. Let Qﬁf)l be as in(3.12) where the variables

Yi,....Y, are distributed according t&'; . ThenQ'’) tends toQ in distribution asn — cc.
Moreover, for eact¥y > 6, and eachC < oo there are constant® = D(p,0) < co and¢ =
¢(p) > 0 such that iff () is a function obeying the Lipschitz bound [0n¢;],

10) = F@) < Clfllelo =01, 0,6 € [0,60], (3.17)
where| f o = supg<g, |£(6)], then
[ED (@) = E(F(Qw))| < DI flloce™" (3.18)

holds for all® € [1,6y]. The quantitiesD(p, 6y) and<(p) are bounded away from infinity and
zero uniformly in any convex s&f c M® with finitely many extreme points.
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The proof of Corollary 3.6 is given in Section 5.4. As alreaxgntioned, a principal tool for
our later investigations will be the distributional iddptior (), stated below.

Proposition 3.7 Letp € M’. If X is a random variable with law? = p, independent
of Q, then

P® @(X + QT‘X’ c-
The proof of Proposition 3.7 will also be given in Section Fopbsition 3.5 and the proof

of Proposition 3.7 immediately yield an extension of Theor2.4(1), stated as Corollary 3.8,

which will also be useful in subsequent developments. Tloefpof Corollary 3.8 is given in

Section 5.4.

Qoo > 1) =P(Qw € -). (3.19)

Corollary 3.8 Suppose that € M". Then(p) = P(Qo > 1). Moreover, the limit
¥p(0) = Tim Z,(60)3(p) " (3.20)

exists for all§ > 0 and, for all§, > 6,, there areA’ = A'(p,0y) < cc and¢’ = ¢'(p) > 0
such that

|Z,(0)3(p) ™" — 1,(0)] < Ale=¢™ (3.21)
holds for all§ € [0, 6] and alln > 1. Furthermore, the functiog, has the following properties:

(1) ,(9) € (0,00) forall & > 1 while,(§) = 0 for § < 1.
(2) 0 — v,(#) is non-decreasing and Lipschitz continuous forél> 1. More precisely,
thereis aC' = C(p,6p) < oo such that,(0) —1,(6")| < Cv,(6p)|0—0'| forall 6,6 €
[17 00]
(3) If p,p/ € M° andp, = (1 — a)p + ap' for eacha € [0,1], thena + 1, (0) is
continuous i € [0, 1] for all ¢ > 0.
The quantitiesA’(p, 6y), ¢'(p) and C(p, 6,) are bounded away from infinity and zero uniformly
in any convex set/ c M with finitely many extreme points.

Remark 3 The Lipschitz continuity ob — 1,(0) is a direct consequence of our assumption
that p has aboundeddensity ¢, with respect to the Lebesgue measure[@r]. If ¢, is only

in LP(]0,1]) for somep > 1, then the appropriate concept will be Holder continuityhna p-
dependent exponent. The same will be true for various otipeschitz continuous quantities later
in this paper.

3.4 Proof of Theorem 3.1.

With random variable) ., at our disposal, the sharpness of the phase transition iavalanche
model is almost immediate.

Proof of Theorem 3.1Let p € M" and abbreviatg = 3(p). Letz, be as in (2.1). We begin by
introducing the quantity

G = B(0a(92)1(0.21)). (3.22)



A MODEL OF ORGANIZED CRITICALITY 17

The recursive equation (3.4) and Proposition 3.7 then give
~ = Xo+3 Qoo
Gni1 =P(Qoc 2 1 E, ® E<\II"<®TI)>1{X13+%QO<>ZI} ‘ Qoc 2 1>

=3B (0 (0(%2) 110y ):

where we have used the fact that ]@(QOO > 1) from Corollary 3.8.
Let us first analyze the casés < 1. By using Jensen’s inequality in (3.23) we get that

(3.23)

1
Gn+1 <3P5(G,) < E(I)b(Gn). (3.24)

An inspection of the graph af — ®;(y) reveals that if (3.24) holds, the®, — 0. By Proposi-
tion 3.4, this is compatible witkr = 0 only if

Qoo

- <1-—uxz, P-almost surely (3.25)

However, a simple argument shows thaisup Q. = x*bfbl whenever; > 0. This contradicts
(3.25), because, > 7! (as implied byp € M”) forcesl — x, < x,z2. Thus, ifb; < 1,
then¥ must be identically zero.

Next we will attend to the caség > 1. We will suppose thav,, — 0 and work to derive
a contradiction. Since. — ¥, is a monotone sequence of monotone functions, the conver-
gence to?¥ is uniform on|0, 1] and, in particular, on the range of values t%!@oo takes. Using
that®,(y) > by — $b(b — 1)y for all y € [0, 1] and invoking (3.23), we can write

Gn+1 > b3(1 - En)Gm (326)

wheree,, = 3(b — 1)U, (1). Sinceb; > 1 ande, — 0, we haveG,41 > G, for n large
enough. An inspection of (3.4) shows that, singe> 1 — % we haveV, (¢) > 0 for all ¥ > %
HenceG,, > 0 for all n > 0. But then (3.26) forcess,, to stay uniformly bounded away from
zero, in contradiction with our assumption th@f, — 0. Therefore, oncé; > 1, we must
haveV # 0. O

4. CRITICAL BEHAVIOR

4.1 Critical exponents.

In this section we establish, under certain conditiongahe essential behavior of the model at
the critical pointjc = % In particular, we describe the asymptotics for the crititistribution of
avalanche sizes, the power law behavior for the probalafign infinite avalanche as| 3c and,
finally, the exponent for the divergence pf*) asj3 1 3c.

Theorem 4.1 Letp € M° and letz, be as in(2.1). Supposg(p) = 3¢, Whereje = 7. Then
there are functions, 7: (1—x,,00) — (0,00) and®: [0,00) — [0, c0) such that the following
holds:
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@) If o € M andp, = ap’ + (1 — «)p satisfies;(p,) < 3¢ for all a € (0,1], then for
allv>1—x,,

Wy _ _ TW)
E,. (&) =300 [1+0(1)], alo. 4.1)
(2) Forallv > 0,
Pp(|g{(v)| >n) = sz;;) [1+0(1)], n — oo, (4.2)

where©(v) > 0forv > 1 — z,.
() If o € M’ andp, = ap’ + (1 — «)p satisfies;(p,) > 3¢ for all a € (0,1], then for
allv >1—z,,

Ppa (|f‘2{(v)| = OO) = (3(Pa) - 30) T (v) [1 + 0(1)]> a 0. (4.3)

Remark 4 The proof of Theorem 4.1 makes frequent use of the progesfi¢he random vari-
able@, defined in Section 3.2. The relevant statements are Prapus.5 and 3.7 and Corol-
laries 3.6 and 3.8, whose proofs come only in Section 5. Modutse claims, Section 4 is
essentially self-contained and can be read without a rederto Section 5.

Part (1) of Theorem 4.1 can be proved based on the alreadgtzleainformation; the other
parts will require some preparations and their proofs astgomed to the next section.

Proof of Theorem 4.1(1).et p, o’ € M® be such tha(pa) < 3¢ = 3(p) for po = (1—a)p+ayp’
and alla € (0,1). Letx™)(a) = E,_ (|&™]). By (2.28),

X)) =D "E,, (2 (X +0v)) b7, (4.4)
n>0

whereE,,, is the expectation with respect 16, in p,, andZ,(f’“) is defined by (2.8) using,,.

In order to estimate the sum we will ug¢ and¢” to denote the worst case scenarios for the
quantitiesA’ (p,, 6o) and¢’(p. ) from Corollary 3.8. Explicitly, we lefd” = supy<,<1 A’ (pa, 00)
and¢” = info<a<1 ¢'(pa), Wheredy > 6, is to be determined shortly. Note that < oo and
¢” > 0 by uniformity of the bounds o’ (p,, 8p) and(’(p,) in the convex setV' = {p,: a €
[0,1]}. Then we have, for alt > 1 and all§ € [1, 6],

b Z¢)(0) = b"3(pa) " p (0) + 5"5(pa)" En(6), (4.5)
where, (0) is as in (3.20) whileE,,(6) is the “error term.” Using the bounds from Corol-
lary 3.8,E,,(0) is estimated byE,, ()| < A”e=¢"™. By continuity ofa 1, (6), we get

n (o) (g — Yo8) +o(1)
T;b an (9) - f_bﬁ(pa) ’ (46)

whereo(1) tends to zero as | 0 uniformly on compact sets &f € [1, 6].
Let7(v) = b~ 'E,(¢,(Xz + v)) and note that(v) > 0 forallv > 1 — z,. Let us take the
maximum ofz, + v and26,, for the quantityd, above. Then (4.4) and (4.6) imply

(9 (a) = —

P [1+0(1)], (4.7)
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whereo(1) tends to zero as | 0, forallv > 1 — x,. O

It remains to establish parts (2) and (3) of Theorem 4.1. §e eerivations, instead of looking
at the asymptotic size af/(*), we will focus on a slightly different set:

%) if o7 (0-Xo) —
20 _ )12} ) It /770l =0, (4.8)
{0 €Ty: m(o) € 70X}, otherwise.
(Here we takesr(?) = () wheneverd’ < 1.) Clearly, Z\%) is the original avalanche set to-

gether with its boundary (i.e., the set of sitesTip where the avalanche has “spilled” some
material). Since both sets are connected and both containotit (with the exception of the
casew(!=X2) = (), their sizes satisfy the relation:

1B = (b— 1) X)| 41, (4.9)

(This relation holds even if7(?~X2) = ().) The asymptotic probability of the evenftser (V)| >
n} asn — oo is thus basically equivalent to that f%(?)| > (b — 1)n}.

4.2 Avalanches in an external field.

Following a route which is often used in the analysis of caitisystems, our proof of Theorem 4.1
will be accomplished by the addition of extra degrees ofdome that play the role of aexternal
field. Let A € [0, 1] be fixed and let us color each site Bf “green” with probability A. Given
a realization of this process, Igt denote the random set of “green” siteslip LetP, 5(-) be
the joint probability distribution of the “green” sites afd ;). The principal quantity of interest
is then

Boo(0,)) =P, (B9 NG £0). (4.10)
It is easy to check that, s/ 0, the numberB., (¢, \) tends to the probabilit, (| %) | = co).
In particular, Theorem 3.1 guarantees that (0, \) — 0 as\ | 0if 3(p) < 3¢, While By (0, \)
stays uniformly positive as | 0 whenz(p) > 3c andf > 1.

Let,(6) be as in Corollary 3.8 and le}, € (0, c0) be the quantity defined by

1 b—1

2 =5 E([E( (X +9))]°|Qx 2 1). (4.11)

Here X and(@., are independent with distributio® = p andP, respectively. It turns out that
the asymptotics 0B, (6, A) for critical p can be described very precisely:

Proposition 4.2 Letp € M’ satisfy;(p) = 3¢. For eachd € (0, c0),

. Bo(0,A)
1}}1101 — A cohp(0). (4.12)

Proposition 4.2 is proved in Section 4.4. Now we are readyaog@Theorem 4.1(2):
Proof of Theorem 4.1(2)/Ve begin by noting the identity

Boo(f,)\) =3 "B, (127 = n)1 - A", Ae(0,1], (4.13)

n>1
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which is derived by expressing,(|%2\%)| = n) as the difference betwed,(|2")| = n) and
P,(|2%| = n+1). SinceBuo (0, \) = VA (c,1,(0)+0(1)) asA | 0 and sincer — P,(| 80| >

n) is a decreasing sequence, standard Tauberian theorem¥@amata’s Tauberian Theorem
for Power Series, see Corollary 1.7.3 in [3]) guarantee that

P, (|2 2 n) = cp?p((f)) %
2

(Strictly speaking, the above Tauberian theorem appliégwhen,(0) > 0; in the opposite
case, i.e., whefl < 1, we have”) = {@} and there is nothing to prove.) In order to obtain the
corresponding asymptotics @, (|.<7(")| > n), we first note that, by (4.9),

[1+0(1)], n — 00, (4.14)

P,(| | > n) =PB,(|8% )| > (b—1)n +1). (4.15)
By applying (4.14) on the right-hand side and invoking theiBded Convergence Theorem, we
immediately get the desired formula (4.2) with

Cp

M R ZEEY

Ep(q/)p(X@ —|—v)), (4.16)

wherelE, is the expectation oveX . Clearly,v — ©(v) is non-decreasing becauge- v,(6)
is non-decreasing, whil®(v) > 0 for v > 1 — x, because),(§) > 0for § > 1. O

Similarly we can also describe the asymptotic®pf| ?)| = c0) as3(p) | 3c:
Proposition 4.3 Letp,p’ € M’ and definep, = (1 — a)p + ap’. Suppose thag(p) = 3¢
andj3(pa) > 3¢ forall « € (0,1]. Then for all € (0, 00),
P,(|2"Y| = )

3(pa) — 3¢
where,(0) is as in Corollary 3.8 and:, is as in(4.11)

= b, (0) 4 o(1), alo, (4.17)

Proposition 4.3 is proved in Section 4.5. Now we are readglHiithie proof of Theorem 4.1(3):
Proof of Theorem 4.1(3By (4.9) we clearly have that

P,(|o7"Y)| = 00) = P,(|BX2 )| = ). (4.18)

By conditioning onX + v = 6 and invoking (4.17), we can easily derive that the asymptoti
formula (4.3) holds with7” given by 7 (v) = bc2E, (¢, (X g + v)). O

As we have seen, Propositions 4.2 and 4.3 have been insttalmerthe proof of Theo-
rem 4.1(2) and (3). The following three sections are devatethe proofs of the two propo-
sitions. After some preliminary estimates, which congtita substantial part of Section 4.3, we
will proceed to establish the critical asymptotics (Set#iod). The supercritical cases can then
be handled along very much the same lines of argument, thessaxy changes are listed in
Section 4.5.
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4.3 Preliminaries.

This section collects some facts about the quartfity(¢, A\) and its§ and A dependence. We
begin by proving a simple identity faB.. (6, \):

Lemma4.4 Letp € M and let®, be as in(3.5). Then

Boo(0,A) = A+ (1 = N)1igs1) o (EpBoo (X + 36, 1)), (4.19)

Proof. If 6§ < 1, thenB.(0,\) = X and (4.19) clearly holds true. Let us therefore suppose
thatd > 1. Let B denote the objecB® for the subtree of, rooted air. Then

b 1
(B9Ng +£0) ={@ec9}U ({@ ¢vynJ {%(,X"ﬁe) NG # (Z)}). (4.20)

o=1

The claim then follows by using the independence of the sdts large parentheses on the right
hand side of (4.20) under the measig, (-). O

Our next claim concerns continuity propertiesi®f, (¢, \) as a function ob:

Lemma 4.5 For eachp € M’ satisfying3(p) < jce and eachd, > @, there is aC =
C(p,6p) < oo such that

|Boo (0, A) — Boo(6', A)| < CBoo(60, \)|0 — 6 (4.21)

forall A > 0and allg, ¢ € [1,6]. The bound”(p, 6y) < oo is uniform in any convex sé&f’ C
{p € M°: 3(p) < 3ce} with finitely many extreme points.

Proof. Let us assume tha& > ¢’. To derive (4.21), we will regard.. (6, \) and Boo(6’, \)
as originating from the same realization (0f,,) and the “green” sites. ThefA = B, (0, \) —
B (#', \) is dominated by the probability (und®r, ,) that there is a site € Ty, o # &, with
the properties:

1) QY >1foralle’ = mk(o)withk =1,...,|o].

2) QY) < 1putQ® > 1.

@) B NG + 0, wherez™ is the setz®) for the subtredr\”) rooted at.

Indeed, any realization dfX,) and the “green” sites contributing th obeys#(?) N ¥ =

and %) N¢ # (. But then there must be a siteon the inner boundary o) where the
avalanche corresponding 6 stops but that corresponding fogoes on. (Sinc#,60’ > 1, we
must haves # @.) Consequentlnyf,/) > 1 for any ¢’ on the path connecting to the root,

but Q) < 1 < QY justifying conditions (1) and (2) above. Sin&? < 6, and since
the #-avalanche continuing on from must eventually reach a “green” site, we see that also
condition (3) above must hold.
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Let p € M” be such thag(p) < jce. Using the independence of the events described in (1),
(2) and (3) above, and recalling the definitions (2.8) antl33.we can thus estimate

A< Bu(t0N) D Zoma@)EL) (@), 21> Q). (4.22)

ceT,~{2}

AbbreviateK, (0, 0") = ]P’Sfl)(Qﬁf)l >1> le)). SinceY is independent of all the othéf’s in

the measur@ff/), we have

={p(1 -9, 1-9)): 09— <|0—0b"H]. (4.23)

Hered, resp., 9 play the role Oanzv resp. Q( and the interval in the argument pfexactly
corresponds to the mequalltufzgf1 =Y +30>1>Y+ 49 = Qn,l
To estimate the supremum, we recall thedx) = ¢,(z)dz whereg,, is bounded. Then
Kn(0,0) <||dplloo |0 — 0|67, meN. (4.24)

Now, by Corollary 3.8,7,,(0) < Cj3(p)™ for someC < oo uniformly in p on convex setdV" C

{p € MP: 3(p) < 3ce} with finitely many extreme points and uniformly ¢éh< 6,. Therefore,
the right-hand side of (4.22) is bounded By, (6y, \)|# — 6’| times a sum that converges when-
everj(p) < 3ce, uniformly in p € A/, where\ is as above. This proves the desired claim.O

Letp € M’ and letQ., be the random variable defined in Section 3.3, independebotbf
the green sites andl,,. Let us introduce the quantity

B (A) = E(Boo(Qoos \). (4.25)

The significance oB% () is that it represents a stationary form®f, (-, \), i.e., Bx (\) isavery

good approximation of the probabilij, ,(ZY) N % = 0| € &), where¢’ = Q5™
and where") is the quantityZ(?) for trees rooted at very far fromg. Let
o0 = B([E(Buo (X + 92, 0)]* | @ 2 1), (4.26)

where X and @), are independent with distributio® = p and P, respectively. For critical
distributions,B%_(\) ands,(\) are related as follows:

Lemma 4.6 Letp € M be such thag(p) = 3c. Then

BL() =1— Z)Z_—Al%p(/\)[l—l—o(l)], ALO. (4.27)
Proof. SinceB(6,\) — 0 as\ | 0, we can expand; on the right hand side of (4.19) to
the second order of Taylor expansion, use #ia) = P(Q > 1) and applyb3(p) = 1 with
the result

Bi(A) =X+ (1—=NBL(\) — b_Tl #,(A\)[1+ 0(1)], A O. (4.28)



A MODEL OF ORGANIZED CRITICALITY 23

(Here we noted thaB..(X + Q) < Bw(6s) allows us to estimate the error in the Taylor
expansion byz,(A\) B (6,)O(1), which issz,(A)o(1) asA | 0.) Subtracting 1 — \) B () from
both sides and dividing by, (4.27) follows. d

Note that, by the resulting expression (4.2¢)(\)/ tends to a definite limit as | 0. In the
supercritical cases, on the other hand, Lemma 4.6 getscezplay the following claim:

Lemma 4.7 Letp,p’ € M’ and definep, = (1 — a)p + ap’. Suppose thag(p) = 3c
and3(pa) > 3¢ forall a € (0,1]. Let B% (0, «) denote the quantity3’ (0) for the underly-
ing measurep,,. Then

b—1_>.(0)
2b 3(/704) —dc

Proof. As in Lemma 4.6, we use th#t, (0,0, a) — 0 asa — 0, whereB (0, 0, a) denotes the
quantity B, (¢, 0) for the underlying measure,. However, instead of (4.28), this time we get

b—1

Bx (0,a) =

[1+0(1)], alo. (4.29)

B (0,0)(1 = b3(pa) = =5~ 0 (O[L +0(D)],  alo0, (4.30)
where we again used that the error in the Taylor approximat&n be bounded by, o(1).
Dividing by 3(pa) — 3¢ # 0, (4.29) follows. O

4.4 Critical asymptotics.

The purpose of this section is to finally give the proof of Risifon 4.2. We begin by proving an
appropriate upper bound dB.(#, A). Note that, despite being used only marginally, equation
(4.27) is a key ingredient of the proof.

Lemma 4.8 Letp € M’ satisfy;(p) = 3. For eachd > 1 there is ak (9) € (0, 00) such that

. B (0,7)
limsup ———= < K(0). 4.31
ALO VA ©) ( )

Proof. Let 3 = 3(p). We begin by proving (4.31) faf = 1. Let

() =B (p([1 ~ 7 Qe 1] Q0 > 1) (4.32)

and recall the definition of,()) in (4.26). Using the inequality3.. (6, A) > Boo(1,A)16>1)
we derives,(\) > t(p)Boo(1, )2, Inserting this in (4.27), we have

h—
2\

Since the left-hand side is always non-negative, (4.314 fer1 follows with K (1)~2 = b_TlL(p).
Next we will show that for any < 6, B, (6, A) is bounded above by 4{dependent) multiple

of B (1, ). Indeed, pick are > 0 such that), — 6 > e% and letm be so large that (2.15)

holds. Fix a directed path of. steps inT, starting from the root. By conditioning on the event

BX(\) <1-— 1L(p) Boo(LA)?[1+0(1)], AloO. (4.33)
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that X, > z, — e for all o # @ in the path, we hav8.,(1,\) > p([z. — €,1])" B (6, M), i€,

with C(0) = p([zx — €,1]) ™™ < 0.

As the third step we prove that (4.31) holds for vald@es slight excess of,. (The reader
will notice slight similarities with the latter portion ohé proof of Theorem 2.4(1).) Let> 0
be such thate, — ¢ > 1 — % By Corollary 2.5 and the fact that < M", we can assume
thatke = p([z. — €, 2.]) < 3. If 0 > 6, is such that, = z, — e + $0 < 6, then (4.19) and the

bound®;(y) < by imply
Bao(6,2) < A+ (1 = \b[keBoo(6, ) + (1 — #i) Boo (6, A)], (4.35)

becauseX + %9 < @ for all X in the support op. Since(1 — \)bk. < bk < 1, we have

A+ (1 =X = ke)bC(0c) Boo (1, )

<
Boo(6:4) < 1— (1= \)bre

(4.36)

Dividing by v/X and taking | 0, (4.31) follows withK (6) = b(1 — x.)C(6.) K (1)/(1 — bke).
Finally, it remains to prove (4.31) for genefal> 6,. But for that we just need to observe that

bk+1] bk+1

Boo(0,0) <[1— (1= N4+ (1 =X Boo(8p + 0675 2) (4.37)

as follows by conditioning on the firétlayers ofT} to be green-free. By taking large enough,
6, + 6b~" is arbitrary close t@,, so the result follows by the preceding arguments. a

Lemma 4.8 allows us to write the following expression iy (6, \):

Lemma 4.9 Letp € M’ satisfy;(p) = 3c. Lete(), 6) be defined by
Boo(0,A) = ¥p(0) B () + €(A, 0), (4.38)

wherey,(9) is as in(3.20) Thenlim, g €(A, #)A~1/2 = 0 uniformly on compact sets 6f

Proof. Recall the notatiom:)ffv)1 from (3.12), and IeIE,(f) denote the expectation with respect to
the measur®? in (3.13). We will first show that

Boo(8,0) = Zu(0)0" EP (B (QY), ) + (V) (4.39)

holds with ané,()\) satisfyinglimy o &,(A)A~Y/2 = 0 for all n > 1. LetG,, denote then-
th generation ofT, i.e.,G,, = {0 € Ty: |o] = n}, and letH,, = |J Gy,. Recall the

m<n M
notation? for the objectz®) on the subtreé’é") of T, rooted ab and letQ be as described
in (2.6). Given ar € G, letw(c) = {mF(o): k = 1,...,n} be the path of connecting to the
root.
A moment’s thought reveals that 4fNH,, = 0 (i.e., if there are no green sites in the fist 1
generations of,), then in order for(Y) N % + () to occur, the following must hold: First, there
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isaoc € G,, such thaleﬁ) > 1for all ¢’ € 7(c). Second, the avalanche starting from this
with an initial amouan,@) reache¥/. Introducing the event

U, = | ({%’5,@39)) ng+0}n () QY > 1}), (4.40)
c€Gyp o'en(o)
we thus have
Poa(Un) < Boo(0,) <P, A (Un) + IP’M({% NH,, # @}). (4.412)

SinceP, (¢ NH,, # 0) = O()), it clearly suffices to show thé, ,(i4,) has the same asymptotics
as claimed on the right-hand side of (4.39).
Sincel4, is the union ob™ events with the same probability, the upper bound

Ppr(Un) < 0" Z,(0)ELD (Bso(Q), V) (4.42)
directly follows using the identity
0
Ep(Bo(@Y),N) H( )1{Qg>21}) = Zu(OEY (B (Qy1, V). (4.43)
o'en(o

To derive the lower bound, we use the inclusion-exclusiamfda. The exclusion term (i.e., the
sum over intersections of pairs of events from the union idQ} is estimated, using the bound
in Lemma 4.8, to be less thdi(0)26*" \, whered = 6 \ 6. This proves (4.39).

Since3(p)b = 1, Corollary 3.8 tells us that,,(6)b" = v¥,(0) + o(1). The final task is to

show thatE” (Boo(ng)l, A)) can safely be replaced by its limiting versid;_ (A). We cannot
use Corollary 3.6 directly, because— B, (6, \) is known to be Lipschitz continuous only
for & > 1. However, by Lemma 4.4 we know th&t (6, A\) = A for § < 1, which means that we

can write
B+ (0,)\) = Boo (9 V1, A+ [)\ — Bo(1, )\)] g1y (4.44)

Now, BL (0,\) = B..(0 v 1,)) is Lipschitz continuous i for all & > 0, so by (4.21) and
(3.18),

B (BL(Q41 ) — E(Bik(Qoo, N) ‘ < DByo(6, N)e ™" (4.45)

where¢ > 0 andD = D(f) < oo. To estimate the contribution of the second term in (4.44),
we first note that — B..(1, \) is a constant bounded betweerB., (6, \) and zero. Hence, we

thus need to estimate the differer{?;g)(Qg)l <1)— ]IA”(QOO < 1). But that can be done using
Proposition 3.5: Lek = | 5] and use the monotonicity ¢f— Q,(f% and (3.14) to estimate

POQY) < 1)~ B(Qu < )| < POQY) = 1) ~BQ) > 1) < A" ™<"H) (4.46)

n n,1

whereA” = A/(1 — e~¢). By combining all the previous estimates and invoking (4.8 find
that the diﬁerenc@ﬁf)(Boo(Qg)l, \)) — B% () is proportional ta==<""v/\, wheres’ > 0. Using
this back in (4.39) the claim follows by taking the limixs| 0 andn — oo. O

Lemmas 4.8 and 4.9 finally allow us to prove Proposition 4.2:
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Proof of Proposition 4.2Note that, by using (4.38) in (4.26) and the definitioncpfin (4.11),

we have -
%%,,(A) = BX (A2 +0()), Al (4.47)

Then the fact thaBB’_(\) tends to zero aa | 0 forces, in light of (4.27), thafz‘—;%p(k) — 1
as) | 0. This in turn gives that

BE(A\) =VA(c, +0(1)), Al (4.48)
Plugging this back in (4.38) proves the desired claim. a

4.5 Supercritical case.

Here we will indicate the changes to the arguments from teeipus two sections that are needed
to prove Proposition 4.3. We begin with an analogue of LemrBa 4

Lemma 4.10 Letp,p’ € M’ and definep, = (1 — a)p + ap’. Suppose thag(p) = 3c
and 3(pa) > 3c forall « € (0,1]. Then for eact¥ > 1, there is a constanf{’(#) € (0,0)
such that

0] =
hm Sup ]P)pa (“% ‘ OO)

alo R ©) (4:49)

Proof. The only important change compared to the proof of Lemma g .8e derivation of
the bound for¥ = 1. Indeed, in this case we use thas, (0) > B} (0,«)B(1,0,a) in (4.29),
whereB.. (1,0, «) is the quantityB., (0, A) for A = 0,0 = 1 andp = p,. Applying BX (0, ) >
0 for all « € (0, 1], as follows by Theorem 3.1(2), we find that (4.49) holds wif{1) = %
Once we seh = 0, the rest of the proof can literally be copied. O

Next we need to state the appropriate version of Lemma 4.9:

Lemma 4.11 Letp,p € M’ and definep, = (1 — a)p + ap’. Suppose thag(p) = 3c
andj3(pa) > 3¢ forall a € (0,1]. Then

P (B0 =00) . BalP,, (18] = 00))
o3 T e

whereEa is the expectation corresponding Trdfor measurep,,.

+o(1), alo, (4.50)

Proof. Also in this case the required changes are only minusculest, kve have an analogue
of (4.39),
P,. (|29 = 00) = "2 (0)EC) (B, (|B @D = 00)) +y(a),  (4.51)

n,

whereIE,(fL is the expectatiomﬁf) andef‘Y) the objectZ,, (0) for the underlying measure, and
wheree! («) is the quantity in (4.39) foA = 0 andp = p,. We claim that

€n(a)

im Y 4.52
al0 3(pa) — 3c (4-52)
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for all finite n > 1. Indeed, the entire derivation (4.40-4.45) carries ovayipled we set\ =
0. The role of the “small parameter” is now taken overjdy,) — 3c. A computation shows
thaté, (o) = O((3(pa) — 3c)?) asa | 0, proving (4.52).
To finish the proof, it now remains to note tﬁﬁ’tZ,(f“)(H) AL (0) asa | 0 and that, by
Corollary 3.8 and the fact thgtp) = 3¢, we haveb" Z) (0) = Y,(0) + o(1) asn — oo. O
Recall the definition of, in (4.11). To prove Proposition 4.3, we will need to know some
basic continuity properties af, in p. Note that these do not follow simply from the continuity
of o — v, (), because also the expectatﬂﬁr’nn (4.11) depends on the underlying measure.

Lemma 4.12 Letp,p’ € M’ be such thatp, = (1 — a)p + oy’ satisfiesz(p,) > 0 for
all a € [0,1]. Letc, be asin(4.11) Thenlim, g ¢y, = ¢,.

Proof. Letys (0) =E,, (Yp, (Xo + £0)). In generaly),, (9) is Lipschitz continuous fof > 1.
Thus,?,, converges uniformly t@, on compact sets @¢f. Hence, we just need to show

lim B (1(Qa0)% Qe 2 1) = E(15(Qu)| Q0 2 1). (4.53)

Choosen > 1 and replac@a, E and () by their finiten versions. By Corollary 3.6, the error
thus incurred is uniformly small in: € [0, 1]. Hence, it is enough to show that

B, (45(QU)?IQW) = 1) =BY) (3 (@)Y = 1), (4.54)

for somef € [1,0), whereEﬁf}, denotes the expectation with respec@lf& for measurep.
However, in (4.54) only a finite number of coordinates ar@ivwd and the result follows. O

With Lemmas 4.10, 4.12 and 4.11, we can finish the proof of &sitipn 4.3:
Proof of Proposition 4.3From (4.50) we have
b—1

T%p“ (0) = B% (0, oz)zcgf + o(g(pa) — 30), al 0. (4.55)
Using this in (4.29) and invoking Lemma 4.12, we have
B: (0, ) 9
— = = bct + o(1), al 0. (4.56)
5(pa) =3¢ " @
The proof is finished by plugging this back into (4.50) andoking the continuity ofa +—
’lzZ)Poz (0) D

5. COUPLING ARGUMENT

5.1 Coupling measure.

The goal of this section is to define a coupling of the measlBﬁfésandIP’gl) that appear in (3.14).
As the first step, we will WritePﬁf)(-) as the distribution of a time-inhomogeneous process. To
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have the process running in forward time direction, we wékbd to express all guantities in terms
of the (more or less) original variabléXx; ), which relate to thé&”’s through

Xy =Y, pr1 OF V=X, 1, 1<k<n, (5.1)

see Section 3.3. Abusing the notation slighlﬂ’y(f)(-) will temporarily be used to denote the
distribution of theX;, . .., X,, as well. We will return to th&”’s in the proofs of Propositions 3.5
and 3.7.

Let Z,(0) be as in (2.8) and note that, singec M°, we haveZ,(0) > 0 for all n > 0 and
all® > 1. Givenl < k < n—1and, fork > 1, a sequencéXy,..., X, 1) € [0,1]k71,
lett’).() = t¥)(-|X1,..., Xy_1) be given by

0) Zn—k—1(x + %Q/(f_)l)
tn,k‘(x) = (9) l{Q(G) >1}7
Zn—k(Qk_l) ko=

where the indicator ensures that we are not dividing by z&te (X, ..., X;_1)-dependence
of ¢*) will be often left implicit,

To interpret these objects, let us consider the éasel. Suppose that we wish to elucidate the
distribution of X; knowing that the processill survive long enough to produce &f},_;. (The
variable X,, corresponds td7, which will be uncorrelated with the othéf’s.) The only prior
history we know is the value df; obviously we are only interested in the case 1. The total
weight of all configurations is just,,_;(#); hence the denominator of (5.2). Now,Xf; takes
valuez, the weight of configurations in which the process survigdike the weight of a string of
lengthn — 2 with an effective 9" given by z + %9. HenceZn_g(ach%H) in the numerator. (Notice

thatifz+ 16 < 1, this automatically vanishes.) We conclude tgt (X, € dz) = ¢} (z) p(dz).
A similar reasoning shows that the probability{0f;, € dz} given the values ok, ..., X}
equalsfﬂ(x)p(dx). This allows us to viewP{ as the distribution of an inhomogeneous process:

0<z<l, (5.2)

Lemma5.1 Forall # > 1, all » > 1 and all Borel-measurable set C [0, 1]",
PO (4) = E(14 Ht (XelX1, . Xp1) ) (5.3)

Proof. The result immediately follows from the formula

n—1
1
Ht (Xp| X1, Xp1) = m{gl{xﬁml@lx}}a (5.4)
; NG 1) i ©),.
the identityQ,’ = Xj, + $@Q,.Z, and the definition o, (-), see (3.13). O

Next we will define the coupled measure. The idea is to usettoaked Vasershtein coupling,
see [8], which generates new (coupled) pairs from the “makimerlap” of the individual dis-
tributions. Letd,#’ > 1, and suppose that the corresponding sequefices (X1, ..., X 1) €
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0,1]*Yand X’ = (X{,...,X}, ;) € [0,1]1 have been generated. Assume also that a se-
quence(ws, . .., wr—_1) € {0,1}*~1 satisfyingw, < 1(x,=x;y forall1 < ¢ <k —1 has been
generated. (This sequence marks down whgnwas coupled withX;. Note that We could
have thatX, = X, even whenX, and X, are not coupled.) Let be the quantltyt ) for the
sequenceX and Iett’ be the corresponding quantity for the sequeidelLet

R(')—R(” X, X X, X w1, wg1) (5.5)

be the transition kernel of the joint process, which is a ptolity measure off), 1]x [0, 1] x{0, 1}
defined by the expression

t(z) At () p(dx)d, (dx'), if w=

2 [t(@) — /(@) [¢ (') — ()5 pldar)p(d”), ifw_ 69

R(dzxdz'x{w}) = {

Heret(x) A t'(x) denotes the minimum afx) andt’(x) and[t(z) — t'(z)]+ denotes the positive
part oft(z) — t'(x). The quantityy = qfl :))( « Is given by

¢= / Ha) A (@) p(da) = 1 — / [t(2) — ()] p(ckr). (5.7)

The interpretation of (5.6) is simple: In order to sample & reple (Xj, X, wy), we first
choosew;, € {0,1} with Probjw;, = 1) = ¢. If w; = 1, the pair(Xy, X;) is sampled from
distribution %t(m) A t'(z) p(dz)d,(dz")—and, in particular,X;, gets glued together witl, —
while for the casev;, = 0 we use the distribution in the second line of (5.6).

Remark 5 It turns out that whenever the above proceskeand X’ have glued together, they
have a tendency to stay glued. However, the above couplingtisionotone, because the pro-
cesses may come apart no matter how long they have been glyettiér. Our strategy lies in

showing that; tends to one rapidly enough so that the number of “unglueingfances is finite
almost surely.

Let IP’,(f’@,)(-) be the probability measure ¢, 1]™ x [0, 1]™ x {0, 1}"™ assigning mass
Z/ dl’n dl’ 1{wn_1} H Rff,fx ! w dl’k ><dl’;g X {wk}) (58)

to any Borel-measurable sBtC [0, 1]™ x [0, 1]™ x {0, 1}". Herer!"?) (dzpxda) x{w}) =

nk:c:c W

Rﬁlk )(dxkxdxkx {wk}]wl,... Tp_1;%Y,...,Tp_1;wi,...,wk—1). As can be expected from
the constructionP!’) (+) andP?’ )( -) are the first and second marglnaléPéf ), respectively:
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Lemma5.2 Letf,6’ > 1. Then
PO (A x [0,1]" x {0,1}") = P (A) (5.9)

and

PO (0,1 x A x {0,1}")
for all Borel-measurabled C [0, 1]".

PO (A), (5.10)

Proof. To prove formula (5.9), leX = (Xi,...,X;,_1) andX’ = (X{,...,X}_,) be two
sequences fronD, 1]*~1. If Ql(f_)l > 1 and the same holds for the corresponding quantity for
the sequence’, let¢(-) = tﬂ(-), t'() = tf’g(-), and letR(-) andq be as in (5.6) and (5.7),
respectively. Using (5.7) we have, for all Borel séts [0, 1],
/ R(drxda’ x {w}) = / (t(x) A (@) + [t(z) — ¢ (2)]4 ) p(de) = / 1) p(d).

Cx| C

we{0,1} 0,1] ¢

(5.11)
In other words, the first marginal of the coupled process imagss orj0, 1] with the transition

kernelt(-)p(-), which, as shown in Lemma 5.1, genera]Pég). This proves (5.9); the proof of
(5.10) is analogous. a

Clearly, the numbey represents the probability that the two processes get edufihe fol-
lowing lemma provides a bound that will be useful in contngly:
Lemma5.3 Letf, ¢ > 1,1 <k<n-landX = (X1,...,Xp_1) € [0,1]* T and X’ =
(X7,..., X, ) €0,1*1 LetQ be the quantit)Q,(f_)1 corresponding taX and let@’ be the
quantityQ,(i,g_/)1 corresponding toX’. If Q A Q' > 1, then
0o) o Znk(@NQ)

ke x, X1 = m (5.12)

Proof. Let ¢ be the quantitytﬁf}C for the sequenc&’ and lett’ be the corresponding quantity for
the sequenc&’’. By inspection of (5.2) and monotonicity 6f— Z,,(6),
Zp—to Laong
'z) > k—1(x + b(Q/ Q)),
Zn—k(Q vVQ )

and similarly for¢’(x). From here the claim follows by integrating with respecptdz). O

(5.13)

5.2 Domination by a discrete process.

The goal of this section is to show that the coupled measunesdiin the previous section has the
desirable property that, after a finite number of steps, tbegssesY and X’ get stuck forever.
Since the information about coalescenceXofind X’ is encoded into the sequence we just
need to show that, eventually, = 1. For technical reasons, we will concentrate from the start
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on infinite sequenceguy)xen: Let Pff’el)(-) be the law of(wy)ren € {0,1} induced by the

distributionPﬁ?’el)(-) and the requiremerﬁ’ée’@/)(wk =1, k>n)=1.

The coalescence df and X’ will be shown by a comparison with a simpler stochastic pssce
on {0, 1} whose law will be distributionally lower thaR\"?”(-), i.e., in the FKG sense. Let
be the partial order ow,w’ € {0, 1} defined by

wsw & wp<uw, k> 1. (5.14)

Next, note that, byr, > b‘Tl we havel — b(1 — z,) > 6, — 1. Choose a numbey, €

(6,—1,1—b(1—x,)) and, noting thap([1— 5% z,]) > 0, define a collection of weights\,(s))
by

106y, A-51-5)

Ao(s) k>s 0—0'<8pbk p([1 - 1_6‘5”,95*])

. seNuf{o}. (5.15)

Note thats — A(s) is increasing. It is also easy to verify that(-) € (0,1], so any of these
weights can be interpreted as a probability. This allowsoudefine a process ofw;)ren €
{0, 1}, with the transition kernel

polwp = 11wy, wp ) = Ap(min{0 < j <k —1:w) ;4 =0}), (5.16)

where, for definiteness, we sef = 0. Let ﬁp(-) denote the law of the entire process with
transition probabilitieg,( - | -) and “initial” valuew;, = 0.

Proposition 5.4 Letp € M" and letd, be as above. Foralk > 1 and all§, #’ with1 < 0,60" <

0y, the measuréj,ge’el)(-) stochastically dominateg’p(-) in partial order <.

Let ¢, be fixed for the rest of this Subsection. In order to give a podd’roposition 5.4, we
first establish a few simple bounds.

Lemmab5.5 Letp € M’ and letd, be as above. Let > 0 and supposé, ¢’ > 1 satisfy0 <
0 — ¢ < 5,bF for somek > 0. Then

> Ap(K)- (5.17)

Proof. Consider a configuratioX1, . . . , X,, which contributes td7Z,,(9) butnotto Z,(6’). This
implies that there is af € {1,...,n} whereQ!” > 1 butQ'"’) < 1. With this in mind, we
claim the identity

n n n /—1 n
ngl Lowsn ~ ngl L@y = Z_; [m_l 1{@53’>>1}} Lol <1zo) [ EIH 1{@%@»}]'
(5.18)
Thence,
n ©) /-1
/
Zn(0) = Zn(0) = ; E(Zn_e (@) Lo 1< }'_[1 1 {Qg)>1}>. (5.19)
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- _ 6 9 o . I
Sincef — 0" < 5,b7%, we havng ) 1< Qé ) Qé ) < 5,b~*=* for any¢ contributing on the

right-hand side. In particular, we ha@g) < 1+%’3,Which impIiesZn_g(Qée)) < Zn_g(1+%”).
Then

n {—1
Zn(e) - Zn(el) < Z Zn—é(l + (%p) < ([1 - _QZ 17 %Qée_)l)) H 1{@52,)>1}>’ (520)
_ m=1 N
or, replacingp([1 — BQz L1—1 (9 ))) by its maximal value,

k) ’
Zn(0) = Zn(0') < Zzn_e(l + %) ZH(e’)ﬂ LS - 2,1-%)).  (5:21)
—V =0

On the other hand, by simply demanding that > 1 — 15% (which impliesQ'” > 1+ %) in
(2.10) we have for all < ¢ < n that

Zn(0) > Zn—o(1+ ) p([1 — 52, 2.0) Ze—a (9). (5.22)
Using (5.22) in (5.21), and applying (5.15), we have
1=, (k)
Zn(0) — Z, (0 < — L2276, (5.23)
(6) = Zu(0)) < == Zn(®)
whereby the claim directly follows. O

Next we prove a bound between kernels (5.6) and (5.16):

Lemma5.6 Letl <k <n-landlew = (w],...,w) ;)€ {0,1}* "1, X =(X1,...,X}_1) €
0,11, X' = (X],..., X, ) € 0,1*Tandw = (wi,...,wr_1) € {0,1}*"1. For
all 9,0’ > 1andall¢ =1,...,k—1, let Qge) correspond taX via (2.5), and IetQEf’/) cor-
respond taX’. Suppose that

Q¥ >1, Q¥ >1 and W <w < Lxoxy =l k=1 (5.24)
If Rg;f,;)( <, () is the quantity defined i(5.8), then

RUT o o({won =13) = pplw) = 1]w),. . wh 1), (5.25)
forall 9,0" with1 < 0,0" < 6,,.
Proof. Note that, sincd < 6,6’ < 6, and1 + 6, > 6, we havel < Q@e), (o) <1+, and
thus|Q§9) — Q§QI)| <é,forall{=1,...,k— 1. This allows us to define the quantity
s=max{£: 0< <k Q" — Q") <667} (5.26)

By Lemmas 5.3 and 5.5, we hav&{w;, = 1}) > A,(s), whereR(-) stands for the quantity on
the left-hand side of (5.25). Recall our conventigln= 0 and let

s’ = min{O <j<k-1: w;c—j—l = 0}. (5.27)
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In other words s’ is the length of the largest contingent blocklds in w’ directly precedingy;,.
We claim thats > s’. Indeed, by our previous reasonir@,(f_)s,_1 - Q,(f_,)s,_ly < 4,. By our

assumptions] = w;- < 1{x,:x;} and, thereforeX; = Xj’. foral j = k—4s,...,k— 1.
This implies

@ — Q| < g (5.28)
and hence > s'. Using thats’ is the argument oA in (5.16) we haveR({wy, = 1}) > A, (s) >
Ao(8) = pp(wy, = 1]wi,...,w,_4). This proves the claim. O

Now we are ready to prove Proposition 5.4:
Proof of Proposition 5.4.The inequality (5.25) is a sufficient condition for the egiste of so-
called Strassen’s coupling, see [8]. In particular, th@mbgeneous-time process generating the
triples (X}, X}, wy) can be coupled with the process generatifjgn such a way that (5.24) holds
at all times less than. The (w,w’) marginal of this process will be, by definition, concentdate

on{w = w'}. Sincewy, = 1 for k > n, Pée’el)—almost surely, the required stochastic domination
follows. O

5.3 Existence of the limiting measure.

The goal of this section is to show that, under proper coowsti the process’ with distribu-
tion P,(-) equals one except at a finite number of sites. Then we will tjieeproof of Proposi-
tion 3.5. Let

ZOZO )\P(k)7 if n = 0,

and observe that, is the probability of seeing a block afs of lengthn in the prime configura-
tion. We begin with an estimate of k):

. {(1 = Ao() TTiZo Ap(k). ifn € NU{0}, (5.29)

Lemma 5.7 For eachp € M°, there isC(p) < oo andw > 0 such that
1— M\, (k) < C(p)e ™", (5.30)

Moreover, the quantity”(p) is bounded away from infinity uniformly in any subsétc M®
with finitely many extreme points.

Proof. Let ¢, be the density op with respect to the Lebesgue measurgn]. Then

sup  p([1=$,1=5)) < 3,07 (|8ploo- (5.31)

0—0"<5,b"
The claim then follows by inspection of (5.15) with = log b and an appropriate choice 6f(p).
The bound or(p) is uniform in any\” with the above properties, because the bai|, < oo
is itself uniform. O

The preceding estimate demonstrates that the discretegzducks, and in fact does so fairly
rapidly. Indeed, we now haye,, > 0, which ensures that eventually the configuration is all pnes
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and further that the,, tend to zero exponentially. It remains to show that the wgitimes till
locking are themselves exponential.

Lemma 5.8 Letp € M’ and, forn > 1, let&(n) = {' € {0,1}":w) = 1,5 > n}.
Letag > 0 be such thatp(ar) = Y400 €*F Ty < 0o forall a € (0, ag). Then

ﬁp(é'(n)c) <pe e n>1, (5.32)

where
1(p) = sup{a > 0: p(a) < 1}. (5.33)
We note that both quantitiesy and(p) are nontrivial. Indeedyy > w > 0 and, since.,
can be written ag.c =1 — >, ~(pn > 0, we have thag(p) > 0.

Proof. An inspection of (5.16) shows that “blocks of 1's” form a reva process. Indeed, sup-
pose, for £ = 1,...,k — 1 mark down the lengths of firét — 1 “blocks of 1's” including the
terminating zero (i.e&, = n refers to a block of: — 1 ones and followed by a zero). Denot-
ing N,y = Y-~} ¢, thek-th block’s length is then

& =min{j > 0: Wi, =0} (5.34)

As is seen from (5.16)&,) can be continued into an infinite sequence of i.i.d. randonabkes
on N U {co} with distribution Prol§¢;, = n + 1) = p,, wherep,, is as in (5.29). The physical
sequence terminates after the fi§fst= oo is encountered. L&j, (k) be the event tha, . . ., &
are all finite and>_*_, & > n. Then, clearlyg(n)¢ = Ur_, Gn (k).

The probability ofG,, (k) is easily bounded using the exponential Chebyshev indguali

Prob(G,(k)) < p(a)fe ™", 0<a<ag. (5.35)
Noting that>";_, p(a)* < nfor a < pu(p), the claim follows. O

Now we are finally ready to prove Proposition 3.5:

Proof of Proposition 3.5Let p € M andn be fixed. Letk < n and suppose thatis a function
that depends only on the firstof the Y'-coordinates. Lef, > 6, and letf, 6’ € [1,6,]. Noting

that[P’ﬁf)(-|Q,(f}n €dQ) = p;@m(.), we have

! (0) /
B () - B ()] < BED, (1) - 5O()])- (5.36)

SinceQ,(fJ)an € [1,60] by our choice o, we just need to estimatEﬁf)(f) - Eﬁfl)(f)| by the
right-hand side of (3.14) for al, 6’ € [1, 6,].
Introduce the quantity

Da(f) = sup{|EL () — EJ)(f)]: 6,6' € [1,60]}- (5.37)
We need to showD,,(f) is exponentially small im. By Lemmas 5.1, 5.2, and Proposition 5.4,

the probability thatX; # X/ for somen — k < i < n under the coupling measu]féf’el)(-) is
dominated by the probability that, = 0 for somen — k < ¢ < n underP,(-). Sincef depends
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only on the firstk of the Y variables (i.e., théast £ of the X variables), the coupling inequality
gives us

B (£) — BV (F)] < 201 flloo Pp(E(n — k)°), (5.38)
where&(n — k) is as in Lemma 5.8.
Let u = u(p) be as in Lemma 5.8. Then (5.32) and (5.38) give

D(f) < 2| flloo(n — k) e "8 < 4pe) Y| fllace™ 24, (5.39)

This proves (3.14) withl = %M and A = 4(ue)~!. The bounds, > 0 and A < oo are
uniform in sets\/ ¢ M® with finitely-many extreme points, because the boufd) > 0is itself
uniform. The existence of the limit (3.15) and its indepermeofd is then a direct consequence
of (3.14). O

5.4 Distributional identity.

Here we will show the validity of the distributional identi¢3.19). The proof we follow requires
establishing that the distribution ¢f., has no atom af), = 1:

Lemma5.9 Letp € M°. ThenP(Qo = 1) = 0.

Proof. Notice that the almost-sure bouritf} < Qw < Q' holds for alln > 1, with Q' 1
Qoo andQ(gb 1 Qo asn — oo. Therefore,

P(Qu =1) = lim P(Qy) <1, QY > 1). (5.40)

1

But Y is unconstrained undét(-) which by0 < an - Qn)l < (6, — 1)b~™ allows us to write

PQ\)) <1,Q%) >1) < Lhs. of (5.31) (5.41)
Hence,IP(Qn 1 <1, Q ) > 1) - 0asn — oo and we hav@(@OO =1) =0,asclaimed. O

Proof of Proposition 3.7Let X be a random variable with distributidf(-) = p(-), independent

of Y1,Ys,...,and letd > 1. For alla € R, define the (distribution) functions
F{(a) =P (QY) > a). (5.42)
and .
(6) ©) Qi - o0 =
E(a)=PaP) | X + b7 >a,Qpp 21 (5.43)

SmceQn 1= Q,(flm, X 2y, andy; + %Q,(fll 9 = Qn+1 1» these functions obey the relation

FO) =F21)F® (@), n>1ack (5.44)

Let F(a) = @(Qoo > a) and let

ﬁ(a):P®P<X+Q—°°>a, QOO21>. (5.45)
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Both F(-) and 15(-) are non-increasing, left-continuous and they both havela-tfimit at ev-
erya € R. In particular, both functions are determined by theirriebn to any dense subset
of R. The proof then boils down to showing that there is a4et R dense irR such that

li_)m F9(a) = F(a) ac€ AU{l}, (5.46)
and

lim F\(a) = F(a), acA. (5.47)

n—o0

Indeed, then (5.44) implie§'(a) = F(1)F(a) for all a € A, which by continuity extends to
all a € R, proving (3.19). N

Let A be the set of continuity points of botA(-) and F'(-). Clearly, A® is countable and
henceA is dense iMR. The limits in (5.46) will be taken in too stages; first we take limit of
the distribution and then that of the event. Si@%?l < ng)l < Qizbf for anym < n, we have,
by (3.15),

@(Qg?l >a) < 1in_1>inf Fr(le)(a) < lim sup Fr(le)(a) < ]?’(ngbl) > a) (5.48)
n—00 n—00 ’

forall # > 1 and allm > 1. Them — oo of the extremes exists by monotonicity. Since
Q™) > Q... the right-hand side converges Bia). As for the left-hand side, it is clear that the

event{Q~ > a} implies that,eventually{in?1 > a} occurs. Thus the limit of the extreme left
is at least as big a@(Qoo > a). However, the latter equals(a) because, by assumption,is
a continuity point ofF’. This proves (5.46). The argument for the limit (5.47) isl§asimilar;
the right-hand side will directly converge 1~6(a), while the limit of the left hand side will be no
smaller thar® ® ]IA”(X + %Qoo > a, Q > 1). However, by Lemma 5.9 we have th%(t@oO =

1) = 0 and thus the limit equals(a), because € A. O
Proof of Corollary 3.6.The proof onﬁf)l 2, Qs Is immediate from (5.46). To prove (3.18),
we note that (3.17) and (2.5) imply the deterministic bounds

F(Q50) = FQUD] < Cllflloo b0, (5.49)
and

|£(Que) = QYD) < Clflloc b6, (5.50)
where we used th&@gj?,l < 6 for 6 < 6. The bound (5.49) implies that

0 0 0 0 -
[BS)(£(Q5)1)) — BS) (FQUN] < €'l fllowe™™, (5.51)

whereC’ < oo andn > 0, while the bound (5.50) guarantees tﬁmf(Qoo)) can be replaced

by E(f(Qifﬁ))) with a similar error. Then (3.18) withn replacingn boils down to the estimate
of

[0 (@) - B(r@))| (5.52)
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But, by Proposition 3.5, the latter is bounded Ay f||..e~¢". Combining all of the previous
estimates, the claim follows. O

Proof of Corollary 3.8. We begin by showing thag(p) = P(Qs > 1). Indeed, we can use
thatZ,,(6) = 0 for # < 1 to compute

E(Zu(Qw0)) = B(Qu > 1)E @E(Zn_l(x +40Qu) | @ 2 1)
=P(Quo > DE(Z1-1(Quw)) = - = P(Quo > 1)"*,

where we used Proposition 3.7 to derive the second equdlitym herez(p) = @(Qoo > 1)
follows by noting thatP(Q > 1)Z,,(1) < E(Z,(Qw)) < Z,(6,) and applying Theorem 2.4(1).
In order to prove the existence of the limit (3.20), we firsticethat

(5.53)

Zn11(0) _p®

Zn(e) n+1 (Q7(’LJ1)-1 1 > 1) (5'54)

Next we claim thatP’nJrl(QnJrl L > 3(p), for ¢ > 1, decays exponentially with. Indeed,

1) -
letdy > 6, andd € [1, 6], pickk = | 5], useQ < Qn+1 1 < Q(eb and apply Proposition 3.5,
to get

@(Ql(fl% >1) - Ae=¢k < Pgﬂ (Qn+11 >1) < P(Q >1) + Ae=¢F, (5.55)
whereA < oo is proportional toA(p, 6y) from (3.14). On the other hand, we clearly have
P(Q) > 1) <P(Qw >1) <P(QY > 1). (5.56)

But the right and left-hand sides of this inequality diffetpby P(Q\") < 1, Q") > 1), which
can be estimated as in (5.41) by a number tending to zero enp’éhy fast ask — oo. From
here we have
Zn+1(9)

Zn(0)3(p)
whereA’ = A'(p,0y) < oo and¢’ = (’(p) > 0. The uniformity of these estimates is a conse-
quence of the uniformity of the bounds < co and¢ > 0 and that as in (5.41).

The existence of the limit (3.20) fére [1, 6] is a direct consequence of (5.57) and the identity

' <Ae " 9el,6), (5.57)

n—1 00
= lim " — lim Zk(0) _ Zy41(0)
Yp(0) = lim Z,(0)3(p) ™" = lim k];[o 02 0) k];[o VAL (5.58)

and the fact that the corresponding infinite product coreergrord < 1 we haveZ, (6) = 0 and
the limit exists trivially. To prove thafl — v,(0) is Lipschitz continuous fof > 1, we first note
that, by (5.23) and the result of Lemma 5.7,

| Z0(0) = Za(0)| < C10 = 01 (00)3(p) ™", 6,6 € [L,6y], (5.59)

whereC = C(p, #y) < oo is on sets\' ¢ M with finitely many extreme points. From here the
bound in part (2) directly follows.
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Let Z,(f)(e) denote explicitly that7Z,,(0) is computed using the underlying measuyreThe

continuity ofae — 1, (#) then follows using three facts: First,— Z,({’“)(Q), being an expecta-
tion with respect t®, is continuous. Second, by Theorem 2.4(2}+ 3(p.,) is also continuous.
Third, the infinite product (5.58) converges uniformlycan O
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