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Existence and sharpness of the phase transition for the Frog
Model on transitive graphs

Omer Angel * Daniel de la Riva f Jonathan Hermon * Yuliang Shi $

Abstract

We consider a slight modification of the frog model. For a given graph, each vertex has
Poisson(A) particles (or frogs). At time zero, only the particles at the origin are active,
and all the other particles are sleeping. Each active particle performs an independent,
continuous-time simple random walk, becoming inactive after time ¢. Once an active frog
jumps to a vertex, it activates all of its particles. The survival of active particles can be
studied as a dependent percolation model with two parameters A and ¢. In the present
work, we establish the existence of a phase transition with respect to each parameter
for non-amenable graphs of bounded degrees and quasi-transitive graphs of superlinear
polynomial growth, as well as prove the sharpness of the phase transition for transitive
graphs.

1 Introduction

The frog model has been studied extensively in the probability community since its introduction
in [47]. In the present work, we consider the following variant of the frog model with death,
credited to Itai Benjamini and popularized by the works of Alves, Machado, and Popov (see
[3, 4]), and independently by Ramirez and Sidoravicius (see [42]). Let G := (V, E) be a graph,
where V' is the set of vertices (sometimes called sites), and E is the set of edges. Throughout
this paper, we assume implicitly that G is infinite, connected, and locally finite. Initially, at
each site of G, there is a random number of particles distributed according to independent
Poisson(A) random variables. We let 0 € V denote the origin of the graph. Initially, all
particles are inactive except for those at the origin. Each active particle survives for a fixed
time t, performing a continuous-time simple random walk on the graph G. Other variations
can also be considered; for instance, the particles can have geometric or exponential random
lifetimes, but we chose a fixed lifetime since it is consistent with the previous literature. The
main goal of this paper is to establish the existence of a phase transition for this model on
large classes of graphs. This was originally proven on Z¢ and the degree-d homogeneous tree
T, in [4]. Moreover, we establish the sharpness of the phase transition for vertex-transitive
graphs.

To state our results precisely, we first define the model rigorously. For each z € V, the
number of particles at site x, denoted by 7, is an independent random variable distributed
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according to Poisson()\). We denote the collection of particles at site x by P(z) = (w}, ..., wi").

For each particle (w!)1<i<n,, we have (Y;'(s))o<s<t, which is an independent rate 1 continuous-
time simple random walk! starting at = on G with lifespan ¢. Initially, only the particles at
the origin (which may form an empty set) are activated and perform their respective random
walks. Once a particle visits another vertex, it activates all particles at that vertex, leading to
a chain of activations. We denote by IPy ; the probability measure associated with this process.
The probability measure associated with the simple random walk starting at x is denoted by
P,.

We say that a realization of the frog model survives if at all times there exists at least one
active particle. Equivalently (almost surely), infinitely many vertices are visited. This can be
phrased as a percolation problem as follows. For z € V, every particle w! has a set of sites
that it visits up to time t > 0:

RL:={V/(s):0<s<t}cV. (1.1)

T

We define the range of = as the union over the trajectories of all particles starting at x:
Nz . .

URL, ifn, >0

i=1

Ry =1 i=
{x}, if n, = 0.

(1.2)

This range is relevant for the process only when x is visited by an active particle, which activates
all its particles. However, in some arguments, it is convenient to sample the trajectories of all
particles, regardless of whether they are ever activated. With this in mind, one may observe
that the survival of the frog model is equivalent to the cluster of 0 being infinite in a certain
directed percolation model. From each site x, we draw an oriented edge represented by =
from x to each site in R,. This gives rise to a directed graph on the vertices of G.
Associated with this percolation model, we define the following notation: For any S € V,
we say that x is connected to y in S if there exists a sequence of vertices {vp,...,vx} € S,
with vg = x, v, = y and each directed edge (v, vp+1) is open, represented by the connection

vp = vy1. We denote this event by x 5, y. Furthermore, for A < V, we denote by x ENY]
the event that z is connected to some vertex in A. When S = V, we simply write z — y
and x — A. Finally, we define B, (n) := {y € V : dg(x,y) < n}, where dg(-,-) is the graph
distance, and set B(n) := Bg(n). We denote by 0 — oo the event that 0 is connected to B(n)¢
for every n > 1. This event is a.s. the same as the event that, at any given time, there is at
least one active particle in the system. For this reason, this event is sometimes called survival
of the infection in the literature (see Definition 1.1 in [4] and Definition 3.5 in [45]).

In the following we shall fix one of the parameters ¢, A of the model and vary the other.
Define the critical parameter A.(t) (respectively t.())) for the frog model as

Ae(t) 1= sup{A = 0: P, 4(0 — o0) = 0},
te(A) :=sup{ t = 0:Py,(0 — o) = 0},

and we observe that these quantities are well defined since the survival of the process is clearly
monotone in A and ¢.

!That is, each particle has an Exp(1) clock, and when it rings, the particle uniformly selects one of its
neighbors.



The study of phase transitions has been one of the most important problems in probability
theory, particularly for Bernoulli percolation and statistical mechanics models such as the
Ising model. Many interesting techniques have been developed to address questions about
the existence, sharpness, and continuity of phase transitions. Although much work remains
to be done, it is in the interest of the community to seek answers for different classes of
models. The frog model, which admits a natural percolation interpretation as described above,
is often interpreted as a model for the spread of infections or rumors. Thus, it presents a
different structure and motivation from what has been analyzed in the percolation literature.
Although some previous works on the model answered phase transition questions for Z?¢ and
the degree-d homogeneous tree Ty (see [4]), other works considered questions of recurrence
and transience [27, 28, 29|, and more recent works studied the model on various finite graphs
[7, 24, 26]. This is the first time the model has been systematically studied as a percolation
model, expanding both the scope of features of the model that are studied and the collection
of graphs considered. We begin by presenting a conjecture, which is partially solved in this
paper, concerning the existence of a phase transition for the frog model that further motivates
this work. We introduce the following definitions.

Recall that a graph G is called quasi-transitive if the action of the automorphism group
Aut(G) on V has only finitely many orbits, and vertez-transitive if there is only one such orbit.

For x € V, we let g,(n) := |Bz(n)|, and we set g(n) := go(n). A graph is said to have
linear growth if limsup,,_,., g(n)/n < +00. Due to connectivity, this limit is independent of
the choice of z. Conversely, a graph exhibits superlinear growth if limsup,,_,., g(n)/n = +oo.
Our central conjecture regarding the existence of the phase transition for the frog model is
formulated as follows:

Conjecture 1.1. If G = (V, E) is a transitive graph with superlinear growth, then for every
t >0, we have 0 < A\(t) < 00, and for every X > 0, we have 0 < tc(\) < 0.

Conjecture 1.1 is a natural analog of the existence of phase transition results in the
percolation literature. It is well known from a Peierls-type argument that for graphs with
degrees bounded by A, we have p.(G) = 1/(A — 1), where p.(G) is the critical parameter
in the Bernoulli percolation model on G (see Section 2 for a precise definition). Benjamini
and Schramm first conjectured in [10] that for any quasi-transitive graph G with superlinear
growth, we must have p.(G) < 1. This conjecture has been resolved through the joint efforts
of many research papers, including [5, 9, 11, 37, 38, 40, 43, 46] and especially the work of [15].

We formulate Conjecture 1.1 in the same spirit as the celebrated conjecture of Benjamini
and Schramm for percolation, but adapted to the frog model context. In this paper, we
establish significant portions of this conjecture for quasi-transitive graphs satisfying different
conditions that we introduce below.

Definition 1.2. We say that G has polynomial growth? if there exists C and d such that for
all n

g(n) < Cn.

2Note that, since the graph is connected, the definition of polynomial growth is independent of the choice of
the center vertex: if there is some constant C = Co such that go(n) < Cn?, then, for any vertex z, there exist
Cy such that g»(n) < C.n?.



Definition 1.3. We say that a graph of bounded degree is amenable if it admits a sequence of
finite vertex sets {Fy,} satisfying the Folner condition, i.e., |0F,|/|F,| — 0 as n — o0, where
OF denotes the vertex boundary of F. Such a sequence {Fy,} is called a Folner sequence. We
say that a graph of bounded degree is non-amenable if there is no Falner sequence.

Our existence of the phase transition results are summarized in the following two theorems:

Theorem 1.4. Let G = (V, E) be a fized graph. Then

1. For every t, A > 0 we have that \.(t) > 0 and t.(\) > 0;

2. If G has bounded degrees and satisfies that p.(G) < 1, then A.(t) < o for every t > 0;
3. If G has bounded degrees and is non-amenable, then t.(\) < oo for every A > 0.

Items (1) and (2) are proven in Section 2 and follow standard arguments of stochastic
domination. Since it was shown in [15] that any quasi-transitive graph with superlinear growth
satisfies p.(G) < 1, item (2) of the above theorem implies that for any ¢t > 0 we have A\ () < o0
for such graphs. Item (3) is more involved and follows a strategy similar to the ones developed
in [8, 25|, which is shown at the end of Section 4. Under the assumption of quasi-transitivity,
we also derive the following:

Theorem 1.5. Let G = (V, E) be a quasi-transitive graph. Then,
1. If G has linear growth, then \.(t) = t.(\) = o for every t, A > 0;
2. If G has superlinear polynomial growth, then t.(\) < oo for every A > 0.

Item (1) is proved in Section 2 and follows a Borel-Cantelli-type argument, similar to the
proof that p.(G) = 1 for quasi-transitive graphs of linear growth. Item (2) is the most involved
argument, and it is based on a renormalization approach that is detailed in Section 4. This
renormalization is possible due to a structural theorem proven for graphs of polynomial growth
in [48], which was later used to prove the locality conjecture in [12].

One can also ask whether the phase transition is sharp. We show that the answer is
positive for vertex-transitive graphs. Indeed, the next result is even more general, in the
sense that reversibility of the random walks is not required in our proof, a condition that
is necessary for the definition of Bernoulli percolation. We let G := (V, E) denote a directed
vertex-transitive graph, and for every z € V, let C,, be the (outward) cluster of z, that is, all
vertices y € V, such that x — y. We denote its cardinality by |C]|.

Theorem 1.6. Let G = (v, E) be a directed vertex-transitive graph. The following statements

hold:

1. For every t > 0, there exists a constant Ki(Ac(t)) such that for any X in [Ac(t),2X(t)], we
have

Pyy(0 — ) = Ki(A— Ao). (1.3)

2. For every A > 0, there exists a constant Ka(tc(N)) such that for any t in [tc(N), 2tc(N\)], we
have

Py +(0 — ) = Ko(t — tc). (1.4)
3. For fized t > 0, and \ < A(t), there exist constants C,c > 0, such that

Pyt (|Co|l = n) < Ce™", for every n = 0. (1.5)
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4. For fized A > 0, and t < t.(\), there exist constants C,c > 0, such that
Pyt (|Co| = n) < Ce™ ", for every n = 0. (1.6)

It is generally known to be very hard to extend sharpness results to dependent percolation
models, as illustrated by [16]. Theorem 1.6 provides another example of a dependent percolation
model that exhibits the phenomenon of sharpness. We conclude this introduction by posing a
few questions that we believe could lead to interesting directions for study, along with some
insights into them.

1.1 Questions and related works

As the reader might observe, the percolation model induced by the frog model shares many
similarities with Bernoulli bond percolation. In fact, even though our model is long-range, it
should resemble nearest-neighbor (or finite-range) Bernoulli percolation more closely. That is,
since the rate of decay of connections is super-polynomial, one might expect that the results
about continuity of the phase transition, and the behavior of the critical exponents in higher
dimensions, should be similar to the case of nearest-neighbor Bernoulli percolation. Of course,
proving continuity of the phase transition for the frog model would generalize the already
challenging result for Bernoulli percolation. It is still natural to conjecture that:

Conjecture 1.7. The phase transition is continuous for all transitive graphs.

An already interesting result would be to consider the case of Z2. The recent techniques
developed in [14] for critical Bernoulli percolation on slabs work for finite range percolation
models. As previously mentioned, our case is more subtle since we do allow arbitrary connec-
tions, but they have super-polynomial decay. One must also recall that the probabilities of
connections are not independent, as in the Bernoulli case, and this introduces great difficulties
to many of the arguments. However, we still believe that adapting their proof is a promising
direction.

Many other questions can be asked about the behavior of the critical curves A\.(t) and
tc(A). A natural starting point concerns the strict monotonicity of these quantities:

Conjecture 1.8. For all transitive graphs of superlinear growth t — X\.(t) and X — t.(\) are
continuous and strictly decreasing.

We point out that, combined with Theorem 1.6, the above is a consequence of the continuity
of the phase transition. A possible approach to directly prove this on Z¢ is to develop the
technique of enhancements originally introduced in [2]. Again, this seems possible when we
only allow finite-range connections, but we do not know how to extend the results to arbitrary-
length connections, which exemplifies the importance of developing a formal mechanism to
compare them. Being able to make such a comparison would also help in understanding other
properties of Bernoulli percolation, such as locality, which was recently established in [19]. In
this sense, we also expect that on Z%, the critical dimension agrees with the case of Bernoulli
percolation (see for instance [30]), and we believe that the techniques of lace-expansion can
be developed to show that the critical exponents agree with the ones of Bernoulli percolation
when d > 6.

Another very interesting direction of study is to extend the results of existence and
sharpness to the more general class of models B + A — 2B (see, for instance, [32, 33, 34]),



which includes the frog model. We consider the following version of this model, which more
closely resembles our work: initially, there is one particle of type B at the origin. Additionally,
each site has Po(\) particles of type A. Particles of type A move according to independent
continuous-time simple random walks with rate D4 with infinite lifespan, and the particles of
type B do the same but with rate Dp up to their finite lifespan t. When a particle of type
B collides with a particle of type A, the latter instantaneously turns into a particle of type
B, which is removed from the system after its lifespan ¢. It is clear that the frog model is
a specific case of the above (with a planted particle at the origin) when D4 = 0. However,
extending our results to this level of generality is extremely complex, as the B + A — 2B are
not abelian, a key property of the frog model that we discuss at the beginning of Section 2.
We thus state the following question, which we believe to be of fundamental importance:

Question 1.9. Can Theorems 1.4, 1.5, and 1.6 be extended to the more general class of
models B+ A — 2B?

We conclude this discussion by contrasting the behaviors of amenable and non-amenable
graphs when the particles have infinite lifespans. We first conjecture that for any amenable
transitive graph and A > 0 conditioned on ng > 0 one has that Co = V, Py ,,—almost surely.

However, a very different picture will happen for non-amenable unimodular vertex-transitive
graphs when the lifespan is infinite. We conjecture that the model always undergoes two phase
transitions: Below Ac(recurrence) it is transient, that is, the origin is almost surely visited
only finitely many times. Between A.(recurrence) and A.(connectedness) it is null-recurrent
on 79 > 0 and infyey Py (0 — v) = 0. Above Ac(connectedness) on ng > 0 it is positively
recurrent and almost surely Co = V.

The last two predictions suggest that the frog model with infinite lifespan displays a
dichotomy between the amenable and non-amenable setups. This is analogous to the following
dichotomy, conjectured by Benjamini and Schramm [10], to hold for Bernoulli percolation on
transitive graphs: There exists a non-uniqueness phase if and only if the graph is non-amenable.
A similar dichotomy was established for the somewhat related social network model in [25].

It is standard (see [20]) that the branching random walk with Po(\) offspring distribution
on unimodular vertex-transitive non-amenable graphs is transient when A\p < 1, where p
denotes the spectral radius of the walk (see Equation (4.16)). By a straightforward argument,
it follows that the same is true for the frog model with infinite lifespan and particle density A.

2 Preliminaries

In this section, we establish some basic properties of the frog model and prove some of the
simpler components of our main theorems. In particular, we establish here the existence of
the phase transition in A for a large class of graphs.

The Abelian property. We begin by describing a fundamental property of the frog model,
commonly referred to as the abelian property. Let {n,}sey denote the number of particles
initialized at each vertex. For each particle, we independently sample an infinite discrete-time
simple random walk trajectory starting from its initial position and an independent Poisson
random variable with mean ¢. For z € V and i € {1,...,7,}, we denote the discrete-time
random walk trajectory of w’ by X’ and we denote by N:(t), a Poisson random variable with



mean ¢, the number of jumps performed by the particle w’, within its lifespan ¢. Then, the
sequence of vertices traversed by w? (allowing repetition if the graph contains a loop) is given
by .
(e,

Fix a vertex set D < V and declare only the particles initialized in D to be active at time
0. For each particle w! with x € D and i € {1,...,7n,}, we declare X:(0) as used. A legal
operation consists of selecting an active particle w’, which has not yet reached its final position,
considering its next unused position X’ (k+1) (if no next unused position exists, then no legal
operation involving w? is possible), and then performing the following steps:

e move w! from its current position XZ(k) to X! (k+1); The reached X! (k + 1) is now

considered used.

e if X’ (k+1) contains inactive particles, activate all such particles.
For a sequence of legal operations o = (01,02, ...), let A;(0) denote the set of active particles
after the first j legal operations have been performed, with the initial condition

Ap(o) :={w! :xe D, 1 <i<n,}.

Since each legal operation can only activate additional particles (never deactivate them), we
have Aj(o) < Aj;1(o) for any j > 0. We define the set of all eventually activated particles as

Ay (o) := U Aj(o).

j=0

For a particle w, let ¢, (j;0) denote the number of times w has been selected during the
first j legal operations of 0. We call o ezhaustive if every particle w’ that ever becomes active
satisfies

lim ¢, (j;0) = N;»
g—oo
i.e., every active particle will eventually be selected for exactly N: legal operations.

The Abelian property of the frog model states that for any initially active set D < V, and

any two exhaustive sequences of legal operations o and o/, we have

Ay (0) = Ay (o).

In particular, the set of vertices that eventually become activated is independent of the order
in which legal operations are performed. We refer the reader to, e.g. [44] for a detailed account
of the Abelian property for activated random walks.

This property is essential for the arguments in this paper: various exploration procedures
will be constructed to reveal the set of eventually activated vertices, and the order in which
legal operations are performed can be chosen purely for convenience, without affecting the
outcome. In particular, instead of running the frogs simultaneously in continuous time, we
can pick one active frog at a time, chosen in any way we like, and reveal its entire trajectory.

The subcritical phase. Asin [4], a comparison with a subcritical Galton—Watson branching
process shows that for any A > 0 and ¢t > 0 with A\t < 1, the process dies out almost surely.
We now state and prove the following proposition, which in particular implies item (1) of
Theorem 1.4. Let 7 be the total number of particles that are eventually activated, i.e.
Ti=, {wl:1<i<n,0—x}



Proposition 2.1. For any graph G and any positive parameters A and t satisfying A\t < 1, we
have Py (0 — o) = 0. Moreover, when A\t < 1, there exists s > 1 such that EA7t[sT] < 0.

Proof. Let (; := >,1*; Ni(t) be the total number of jumps made by all particles initially
located at x. The distribution of (, is the same for every x € V', and we denote this common
law on N by p. We now describe an exploration process. In the first stage, set Ag := {0} and
mark 0 as revealed. In stage k > 1, define A to be the set of vertices that are unrevealed
(i.e., not in uf:_OIAi) and that lie in the range of at least one particle initially located at a
vertex in Agp_1. Then mark all vertices in Ay as revealed. It is straightforward to check
that the sequence {|Ag|}x=0 is stochastically dominated by a branching process with offspring
distribution p. Since p has mean At < 1, this branching process is either critical or subcritical,
and it dies out in either case. Moreover, when At < 1, since for any sg > 0, we have
IE)\7t[sg””] = exp(A(exp(t(sp — 1)) — 1)), Exercise 5.33 of [38] gives that Ey[s”] is finite for
some s > 1. 0

Finiteness of \.(¢). Additionally, when the graph G is quasi-transitive with superlinear
growth, for any t > 0, if we choose A sufficiently large, we can establish via comparison with
supercritical percolation that there is a positive probability of survival of the infection when
only the origin is initially activated at time 0. In other words, for any finite ¢ > 0, the critical
parameter \.(t) is finite.

Let P, denote the measure with respect to the standard Bernoulli edge percolation on a
graph GG. We define

pe(G) = inf {p € [0,1] : Iz such that P,(z < o) > 0}, (2.1)

where z < o0 denotes the event that there exists an infinite self-avoiding path of open edges
starting at . We now restate item (2) of Theorem 1.4:

Proposition 2.2. Let G be a graph of bounded degree A := sup,,cy deg(v) < o0 and p.(G) < 1.
Then, for any t > 0, we have \;(t) < .

One natural question is why we choose Po()\) as the initial particle distribution, rather
than some other distribution. The primary reason is the convenience provided by the Poisson
thinning property. Proposition 2.2 exemplifies how the proof leverages this property.

Proof of Proposition 2.2. We declare an (undirected) edge {x,y} to be open if the following
two conditions hold: (1) there exists a particle initially located at x that makes at least one
jump during its lifespan ¢, and whose first jump lands at y; and (2) condition (1) also holds
with the roles of x and y exchanged. By Poisson thinning, the family {1{{x7y} is Open}}{ny}eE
consists of independent Bernoulli random variables. Moreover, it stochastically dominates an
i.i.d. collection of Bernoulli random variables with parameter

(1- Xp(_W—A>>>

By choosing A sufficiently large (depending on ¢ and A) so that the quantity above exceeds
pc(G), we obtain that {1{{z7y} is Open}}{x’y}e g stochastically dominates a supercritical Bernoulli
percolation. This implies that A.(¢) < . O



Combining Proposition 2.1 and Proposition 2.2, we have a fairly complete picture for
the existence of a phase transition with respect to the particle density A. However, proving
that t.(\) < oo for arbitrarily small X\ is considerably more challenging and may require
different proof strategies for various classes of graphs, such as those of superlinear polynomial
growth or non-amenable graphs. While we conjecture that a phase transition exists for any
quasi-transitive graph with superlinear growth, this is not the case for graphs with linear
growth, as shown in the following proposition, which establishes item (1) of Theorem 1.5.

The linear growth case. Before proving the proposition, we define a standard notation for
hitting times. For any finite set S < V and any point z € V, let (Y, (s))s>0 be a continuous-time
simple random walk starting at x. The hitting time 7§ := inf{s > 0 : Y,(s) € S} is the first
time the random walk hits the set S. We abbreviate this as 7,7 when S = {y}, and often drop
the superscript  when the starting point is clear from the probability measure P,.

Proposition 2.3. Let G be a quasi-transitive graph with linear growth. Then, for any \,t >0
we have t.(\) = 00, and \:(t) = o0 respectively.

Proof. Fix a root vertex for G, and let S, be the sphere S(n) = B(n)\B(n —1). Since G
has linear growth, there exists an infinite sequence of positive integers n; — oo such that
for |S(n;)| < K, for some constant K = K(G). We may assume that this sequence satisfies
no = [2t] and n; > 2-nj_; for all j > 1; otherwise, we simply delete some elements from the
sequence to achieve this property.

For each j > 1, define the event that no particle initially placed in B(n;_1) exits the ball
B(n;) within its lifespan ¢:

F; = {Rﬁj < B(n;) for all z € B(n;—1) and all i € {1,...,n,}}, (2.2)

where recall that R is the set of vertices traversed by particle w! during its lifespan t.
Furthermore, define the event that no particle in the annulus B(n;)\B(n;_1) exits B(n;):

Dj:= {R; < B(ny) for all z € B(n;)\B(n;—1) and all i € {1,...,n,}}. (2.3)

By Poisson thinning, we have

]P))\7t(Dj) =exp | —A Z P, (TB(nj)c < t)
zeB(n;)\B(n;-1)

for every j > 1. We observe that the above sum is upper bounded by:

D Po(Tp(n)e < ) < > P, (7, <1). (2.4)
zeB(n;)\B(n;j-1) z€B(n;)\B(nj—1)
yedB(n;)

Since G is quasi-transitive, G has finite maximum degree. Thus, P,(7, <t) < K1Py(7, < 1)
for some constant K7 depending on the maximum degree. Hence,

(24) < K1|0B(n;)| max > Py(r, <t+1)
YEOBL) e Bn, )\ B(n-1)

< Ky max E Py(re <t+1)< K- (t+1),
y
zeV



where Ky = K3(G) is a positive constant, and in the second inequality, we used that |0B(n;)| <
K holds for all j > 1. Hence, inf; Py ;(D;) > 0. Since the events {D,} are independent, by the
second Borel-Cantelli lemma, we conclude that Py ([ r_, U;O:n D;) = 1.

Now, for F}, note that

Pre(Ff) =1—exp | =X > Pulrpm,: <1)

.’L‘EB(njfl)

Furthermore, observe that

MR, (TB(nj)c < t) < |B(nj_1)|P(Po(t) > nj_1).

IEB(njfl)

Note that there exists K3(G) > 0 such that |B(n;)| < K3n; for every j > 0. By Chernoff’s
inequality, for every L > 1, we have

P (Po(t) > (1 + L)t) < exp (—tL?log(1 + L)) . (2.5)
Also, by our choice of n;’s, we have n; > 2t for any j > 0. Therefore, we conclude that

Pre(F) <A Y, Pul(Tpg) <t)

xEB(njfl)

. 2 .
< )\K3 nj—1€xXp <—t <n]t_1 - 1> log (njt_1>> .

It is straightforward to verify that the last quantity above is summable over j > 1. By the
first Borel-Cantelli lemma, we have Py ;( U, m?';n F;) = 1. Combining both conclusions, we
obtain that for any A, ¢ > 0, we have Py ;(0 — o) = 0, which concludes the proof. O

More generally, we conjecture that the following holds.

Conjecture 2.4. Let G be a fized graph and assume that p.(G) = 1. Then, for any \,t > 0
we have tc.(X\) = 0, and A\(t) = 0.

Preliminary discussion and notation for sharpness. Another important question is
whether the phase transition exhibits sharpness with respect to A and ¢. Inspired by the
elegant proof of sharpness in [17], we demonstrate in Section 3 that this is indeed the case
for any directed vertex-transitive graph G. The proof follows a similar approach to that work
by considering a local criterion for criticality, which is then proved to agree with the usual
definitions. To provide a lower bound for the percolation probability in the supercritical regime,
the authors of [17] derived a differential inequality for the probability that the origin connects
to the boundary of a ball of radius n, and we aim to do the same.

However, the frog model presents additional technical difficulties, as the directed connections
between vertices, { — Yy} yev, are not independent. For instance, models with correlations,
such as the Potts model, require more sophisticated techniques to prove exponential decay of
correlations in the subcritical regime (see [16]). The introduction of two critical parameters —
one for particle lifespan and another for density — also presents an interesting challenge for
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the frog model, requiring the derivation of distinct differential inequalities: one with respect
to A and another with respect to t for the study of the supercritical regime.

It is worth noting that the argument of [17] only establishes exponential tail bounds for
the intrinsic radius of the cluster in Bernoulli percolation, whereas in the present work, we
establish exponential tail bounds for the cluster size of the frog model. We point out that
other works have proved exponential tail estimates for the cluster size in Bernoulli percolation
using stochastic domination techniques, e.g. [50]. We also note that our argument is proven
for directed vertex-transitive graphs G. We now provide a few key definitions used in the proof
of Theorem 1.6.

Let S € V be a finite set. For each x € S, we define Ag(r) := {1 <i<n,: R, n S = o},
This records the indices of particles starting at « whose trajectories remain inside S throughout
their lifespan. Moreover, we define

U Ri, if Ag(l') #* I
RS = { ieAs(x) (2.6)
{z}, otherwise.

. S . . . .
We write z = y if y € Rf . Then, we say that x activates y internally to S, denoted x LN y if

there exists a finite sequence of vertices zg, 1, ..., Ty in S

S .
such that zg = z, z,,, = y, and z; = x;41 forevery 0 <7 < m — 1.

Note that for the event z =~ y, we require that all particles involved in the chain of activations
remain within S throughout their entire lifespan ¢. In particular, this event is not monotone
in t, since particles living longer are more likely to exit the set S. We say x S Afor Ac S
if there exists y € A such that z LN y. We emphasize that the event x 3, y plays a crucial
role in our derivation of the sharpness result. One should compare the above definition with
the previously defined event x 5, y, which is a less restrictive event, as it only requires the
existence of a chain of activations from x to y whose vertices are in S, but the particles involved
in the activation may leave S and return inside. 3

Throughout the rest of this paper, we require that S € V be finite and contain the origin
0. We define

634(S) == D) APy(rse < ) Pyy(0 2 2). (2.7)

zeS

This quantity has a natural interpretation: it is the expected number of particles satisfying
two conditions: (1) the initial position of the particle, denoted by x, is activated by a chain of

trajectories that remain completely contained in S, i.e., O LN x, and (2) the particle exits the
set S within its lifetime ¢. That is, we have ¢y +(S) = ]E>\7t["ﬁ(5’)u, where

n(s) == | J {w;:1<¢<nm,oix,f{;m50¢@}.

zeS

3We note that these definitions work exactly as stated for directed graphs, since the events z 5, Y, T ER Y,
and 73. < t implicitly account for the graph structure, or alternatively, the random walk jump kernel on G.
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When considering transitive directed graphs in the proof of Theorem 1.6, let A denote
the outer degree, that is, A := [{y € V : (0,y) € E}|. Let ¢ = ¢(A, A\, t) := 1/C(A, A t) € (0,1),
where C(A, A, t) is the constant introduced in Lemma 3.3.

The explicit form of this constant is not important; however, we note that the function
(A, t) — c(A, A\, t) satisfies a few properties that will be used. It is continuous on [0, o) x [0, ),
takes value 0 at ¢ = 0 or A = 0.

We introduce two new critical parameters:

Ae(t) :=sup{A=0: inf ¢r:(S) <c(AN1)],
530 ’
S finite
te(N) :=sup{t >0: gng Pr1(S) < (AN )}
3
S finite

Our goal, as in [17], is to prove the sharpness of the phase transition for the frog model
with respect to the parameters A.(t) and #.(\). This, in turn, will imply that A.(t) = A.(t)
and t.()\) = t.()\), thus establishing the result. One of the key ideas is to differentiate the
connection probability Py +(0 — A€) with respect to A and with respect to ¢ separately for any
given finite set A.

Remark 2.5. (1) In principle, the quantities A.(t) and t.(\) take values in [0,0]. If Ae(t) = oo,
our proofs show that the model is always subcritical when the lifespan is chosen as t; conversely,
if ;\c(t) = 0, then the model is always supercritical, but as a consequence of Proposition 2.1,
which also holds for directed graphs, we will show that S\C(t) > 1/t. The same conclusions hold
for to(\). In all of these boundary cases, the frog model exhibits no phase transition.

(2) By a coupling argument, one verifies that the map X — ¢y (S) is non-decreasing. On
the other hand, the monotonicity of t — ¢y +(S) w.r.t. t is not clear. In fact, we suspect that it
might not be monotone in t, but our proofs do not rely on such a property, and so it is left as
an open problem. The quantity t.(\) is well-defined (possibly equal to 0 or ), and for every
t > 1.(\) we have infg ¢ (S) > c(A, A\, t). The delicate regime when t < t.()\), is treated in
Section 3.2.

(8) In analogy with [17]*, our arguments show that if either t < t,(\) or A < \(t), then
infg ¢x+(S) = 0. Consequently, the reader should not be surprised that the same proof continues
to hold if the constant ¢ is replaced by any smaller positive constant.

Before we finish this section, we will present a brief overview of the proofs of the main
results as well as discuss the related literature.

The first sharpness result for percolation was proven initially by [1] and [39] for Bernoulli
percolation on Z%. However, our proof draws more inspiration from the recent works of Duminil-
Copin and Tassion (see [17, 18]). Indeed, as previously observed, the idea of introducing the new
critical parameters :\c(t) and #.(\) is directly inspired by their auxiliary quantity p.. However,
the frog model presents extra technicalities that require new ideas. More fundamentally, unlike
Bernoulli percolation, the probabilities of connections in the frog model are not independent.
When analyzing the supercritical regime, we derive differential inequalities for Py (0 — A°),
where A is an arbitrary finite set. The differential inequalities are now taken with respect

“Recall that the authors of [18] defined ,(S) := P2ryeops Pp(0 A x), where dgS denotes the edge
boundary of S.
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to A\ and t separately, which are somewhat different, but still, via a derivation analogous to
the Margulis-Russo formula (for Poisson and Bernoulli random variables), we will compare
the resulting quantities to the infimum over ¢, ;(S) for finite sets, for which we apply our
hypothesis A > A.(t) (and respectively ¢ > #.(\)).

For the subcritical regime, we will define an exploration process that, under the hypothesis
that ¢y .(S) < c¢(A, A, t) for some finite set S, is stochastically dominated by a subcritical
branching process. However, our exploration argument is more subtle than what has been
previously done in the literature. Indeed, in the definition ¢ ;(S) we only consider chains of
infection that are strictly contained in the set S. Thus, to dominate the frog model, we need
to count every single vertex of trajectories that escaped S as children of a generation. When
calculating the expected number of children, the quantity is ¢ ((S) multiplied by a factor
of the average number of vertices visited by a trajectory, conditioned on the fact that this
trajectory leaves the set S. This leads to the introduction of a new quantity named (Z)\,t(S)
which will be shown to be strictly less than C(A, X, t) - ¢ +(S) for some C(A, A, t) € (1,00).
This constant precisely comes from the expected number of jumps given that a random walk
escapes S, which can be analyzed using transitivity and properties of a simple random walk.
Thus, we can show the inequality mentioned above. Since we chose ¢(A, A\, t) = 1/C(A, A, t),
the exploration process is subcritical. The proof will be presented in two subsections in Section
3, divided into the supercritical and subcritical phases. We highlight that our result does not
rely on reversibility and is proved for directed vertex-transitive graphs. Theorem 1.6 is the
first result of its kind for the frog model to the knowledge of the authors.

In Section 4, we prove that for any A > 0, we have that ¢.(\) < oo for quasi-transitive
graphs of superlinear polynomial growth, and non-amenable graphs of bounded degrees. These
two classes of graphs exhibit drastically different behaviors, so we divide our proof into two
subsections, each dedicated to one setup.

In the first subsection, we focus on quasi-transitive graphs of superlinear polynomial growth.
In this setup, our proof relies on a renormalization structure for quasi-transitive graphs of
polynomial growth similar to the one developed in [12]. The renormalization structure is a
consequence of classical results on quasi-transitive graphs of polynomial growth due to Trofimov
[49] and the fact that there exists a surjective group homomorphism from any nilpotent group
to Z2. When the graph is of superlinear growth, we can define a “renormalized graph” such
that the Bernoulli site percolation on it has a non-trivial phase transition. For a fixed A > 0,
we look at sufficiently large balls around each vertex on the renormalized graph and prove that
there are many “good” frogs inside the ball, in the sense that they activate a constant fraction
of the ball. Moreover, we show that with high probability, once a constant fraction of the ball
is activated, all the “neighboring” balls in the renormalized lattice are also activated. In this
way, we can compare the frog model with the Bernoulli site percolation on the renormalized
graph and conclude that the frogs survive whenever the percolation cluster is infinite.

In the Section 4.2, we define an exploration argument to prove positive probability of
survival for a large enough lifetime ¢. This uses an idea introduced in [8], which lower bounds
the probability of escaping a set in terms of the spectral radius of the random walk on G.
The proof resembles the proof of existence of a phase transition for social networks from [25].
Essentially, we show that at any stage of the process, there are some frogs that are likely to
reach previously unvisited vertices, and thereby activate additional frogs. We now begin the
proof of our main results.
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3 Sharpness of the Phase Transition

In this section, we establish the sharpness of the phase transition for the frog model on all
directed vertex-transitive graphs. This result has its full strength only when a phase transition
is present, since otherwise one of the two regimes becomes vacuous. As discussed in Section 2,
for every t > 0 we have 0 < A\;(t) < o0 whenever the underlying graph is vertex-transitive
and has superlinear growth. On the other hand, we conjecture that for every A > 0 one
has 0 < t.(\) < o0, but in this paper, we could only verify the latter assertion for more
restricted classes of graphs. In contrast, the sharpness result we prove here holds for all
directed vertex-transitive graphs. We emphasize that Theorem 1.6 remains valid if Ae and 7,
are used in place of \. and t.. We begin the proof by analyzing the supercritical regime.

3.1 Supercritical Phase

Recall the definition of ¢y +(S) in (2.7). We start with a differential inequality with respect to
A

Lemma 3.1. For any A, t > 0 and any finite set A <V, we have

0 1, .
S PA(0 =A%) > < 52& 62,4(S) (1 = Py1(0 = A%)) . (3.1)

In order to prove this result, we first introduce some notation. We restrict ourselves to a
finite set of vertices A and identify all the points in A€ as one, denoted by O. The restriction
is made since its finiteness facilitates a straightforward application of Russo’s formula. Let
A := A U {O}. We consider the following restriction of the particles’ traces to A : for each
x eV and 1 < i < n,, we define

sii._ | Rb ifRE A =@, (52)
T IRLAA) U{O}, ifRLAAC £ . '

Let Qp := {(z,B) :xe A, B A}. Let Y, py := [{1<i<n, : R."" = B}|, which is the number
of particles at = whose (restricted) traces equal B.% By Poisson thinning, Y := {Yi2,B)} (2,B)e00n
forms a finite collection of independent Poisson random variables, where for every (z, B) € Q4,
Y(z,B) has mean A - P, (R* = B), where R is the trace by time ¢t and R* is the corresponding
restricted trace as in (3.2). Note that Y takes values in N4, We observe that the event
{0 — A°} is measurable with respect to the sigma-algebra o(Y'). Therefore, considering the
map Y : ¥ — N\ where ¥ denotes the space of configurations of the frog model, there exists
A e P(N®a), such that {0 — A} = Y1(A).

Let w,w’ € N4 and write w = {W,B)}@,B)ea,- Wesay w < W' if wi, gy < wEIB) for every
(z, B) € Q. We say that E € N4 is increasing if w € E and w < ' imply that o’ € E. Tt is
clear that A is increasing. Let w;r, gi=w+t g(gm B), where (ic B denotes the vector that is one

®We note that we could have instead considered Z(z,B) 1= Iy, py=1- By Poisson thinning, (Z, p) :
(z, B) € Qa) is a finite collection of independent Bernoulli random variables, with corresponding parameters
p(z, B,A\) =1 — exp(—AP, (RA = B)). This means that below we could have defined pivotality as in Bernoulli
percolation, and applied the fairly standard version of Russo’s formula for independent Bernoulli random
variables whose parameters are labeled by A\ with the above form.
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for the pair (z, B) and zero everywhere else. For every (x, B) € ), we define the following
pivotal event:

Pivd = {Vpe Ay ¢ Af.

Proof. In a derivation analogous to Russo’s formula for Poisson processes (see, for instance,
Equation (19.2) of [36]), we have that:

ai[[ﬂ“ 0-49= P ( )P)\t(PIVO ) (3.3)

reA BCA

To analyze P ; (YJB eAY ¢ A), let £:={xe A:x -+ A° be the set of vertices x in A such
that z - A°. On the event {£ = S}, observe that (z, B) is pivotal if and only if

1. Bn(A\S) # @ and

2. 0 activates x internally to S.
Note that condition (2) implies that 0,z € S. In particular, Y, gy = 0 for any B’ n S¢ # @.
Then, from (1) and (2) it follows that

;}\IP’MOHAC > YR (RY = B) Py (VipeaveAL=8) (34

530 zeA BcA
ScA

=3 >p, (TSC < t) Py, ¢ (0 S L= S) : (3.5)

530 zeS
ScA

We now claim that the events {0 =N x} and {£ = S} are independent. Indeed, we can write
{L=S}= {forallyeS, and 1 <7 <7y, RZmSc=®}ﬂ {VyeSc,yiAc} . (3.6)

Note that the rightmost event depends only on the particles whose initial positions are in S¢.
Additionally, by Poisson thinning, we can split the Po(\) number of particles on each y € S
into two disjoint and independent collections according to whether the particles exit the set .S
or not.

Now, it is a straightforward observation that the event {0 5 x} depends on the particles
which do not exit S, while the first set in (3.6) only depends on particles that do exit S,
implying the claim. It then follows that:

0
a)\P)\t Z ZP TSc IP’,\t(O—\x)IP’)\t(C S)
S30 zeS
ScA
1. c
> inf 93,(5) (1= By (0 — A9)), (3.7
ScA
which completes the proof. ]

Proof of item (1) of Theorem 1.6. Throughout the proof, fix an arbitrary ¢ > 0. First, when

Ae(t) = o0, we will show in Section 3.2 that A\.(t) = 0, which makes item (1) vacuous.
Second, we show that A.(t) > 1/t. In particular, we have A.(t) > 0. We argue by

contradiction. Let A(t) < A < 1/t. Take a sequence of balls, Bo(n) := {z € V : d 5 a(0,2) < n}.
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Consider |M(Bg(n))| for n = 1. On the one hand, it follows from A > A.(¢) that for any
n, we have Ey[|9(Bo(n))|] > ¢(A,\,t). On the other hand, it follows from Proposition
2.1 (the proof also holds for directed vertex-transitive graphs) that [9(Bo(n))| — 0 almost
surely. Moreover, let 7 be as in Proposition 2.1. Then it follows from E,\yt(sT) < oo for
some s > 1, that Py (7 > k) decays exponentially in &k (see Equation (3.15) for more details).
In particular, 7 is integrable. Therefore by the Dominated Convergence theorem, we have
limy, o0 Eu[m(éo(n))y] = 0, thus implying a contradiction.

Throughout the rest of the proof, assume that A\. := A.(t) < 0. We now observe that
Lemma 3.1 implies Equation (1.3). Let f()) := Py (0 — A€) and note that infgga(/)\ dre(S) >

C

c(A, A, t) holds for any A > Xe. From the lemma above, we get the following differential
inequality:
') eA A1)
—fN A
Now, fix t > 0 and let \g :=sup{\ > 0: f(A\) < 1/2}. It follows from the definition of Ao,
that f(A) > 1/2 for any A > Ag. Then, for every A such that 2\, = A > max{\o, A.}, we have
that

for A € (A, +0).

A=A

P
2\

fF) >

Furthermore, we have that for every A such that min{\g, 2} = A > A,

where we observe that . implicitly depends on the graph~C_j and ¢t and we write C(S\C) as a
shorthand notation for c(A, A¢, t). So, by integrating from A, to A, we get

By taking K(S\C(t)) = min{zic, ng)} we conclude that

f) =z K(A=X),

for A € [Ac(A),2X.(\)]. Finally, we complete the proof by taking the sequence of finite sets

—

A, := Bo(n) and letting n go to co. O
We now begin to prove the second result in this subsection.

Lemma 3.2. For any A, t > 0 and any finite set A <V, we have

0 Xet .
B0 =A%) > S inf 61,4(S) (1= Pa(0 — A%)). (38)
&2
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Proof. We now derive a Russo-type formula with respect to ¢ analogously to the case of
Bernoulli percolation (see [21]). For each fixed A > 0, we now describe a monotone coupling in
the lifespan ¢ which allows particles initialized on different vertices to have different lifespans.
For each z, let ¢, > 0 be the lifespan of all particles initialized at z. For each vertex z € V', we
consider the natural coupling of the model in which 7, is distributed according to Po(\). And,
for each particle (w)1<i<y,, we sample i.i.d. continuous-time simple random walks starting
from x with infinite lifespan denoted by (Y. (s))s=0. Now, given a fixed t,, > 0, we consider for
each z € V the restriction of the random walks 1 < i < 7, up to time t,, i.e. (Y(s))o<s<t,-
We denote the probability measure associated with the frog model with particle density A and
lifespan t := (t;)zen as Py ¢ and the measure of the coupled probability space as Py. Moreover,
for a fixed t, we add the subscript to the previously defined notation £ and write £¢ to denote
the (random) vertex set that is not connected to A under lifespan t. Also, with a slight
abuse of notation, we write t above the arrows to specify its dependency on the lifespan in the
o1e t St

coupled probability space, for example - and ——.

Let € > 0 and &, := (€ly—y)yer- One can understand the frog model as a directed
percolation model, and on the event {£¢ = S}, adding lifespan ¢ to the particles of z € S is
pivotal to 0 — A° when (1) 0 St 2 and (2) this causes an edge from x to A° to be added,
i.e. a frog in x jumps to A between ¢, and t, + . Observe that (2) happens with probability
1—exp(—AP,(7se € (t,t + €]). We add the superscript t, and denote by A%(z) (see Section 2)
as the set of particles that belong to x € S and do not exit S in its lifespan .. Observe that:

Prees, (0 A°) ~ By (0 49) =By ({0 5 )y fo & ac))

> P ({20 = S ({025 A% fo 5 4%}) )

3 Py ({ct — S} {0 St w} A {Ti € AY(@), T8 (i) € (ta, te + 5]})
S30

= Y Pai (L= 9)Py, (0 LR x) (1 - e—ww“sce(twvtﬁf])) .

S30
ScA

The last identity is valid, since by the discussion following Equation (3.6), the event {L = S} is

independent of {0 =N z} and {3i € AY(x), 78 (i) € (tz,ts + €]}. Moreover, the last two events
are also independent since the first one does not depend on particles on x while the second

one only concerns particles on z. Additionally, let ¢ := (t,...,t), then by the chain rule:

0 0

—P+(0 = A°) = —P, ~(0 = A€
6t A,t( ) 2 atx )\,t( )

e
AP c € t, t+ ¢
= 2 2 Py: (L = S)Py; (0 ix) hr% x(Ts ( ]) _
e— 9

zeA S30

ScA
Let (Yz(s))s=0 be a continuous-time simple random walk starting at x, and let (X (n));_,
be the discrete-time simple random walk extracted from its jumps. Given a continuous-time
random walk starting at x, let U, (k) be the sum of the first k£ jumps of said random walk.
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Observe that U, (k) is the sum of k independent Exp(1) random variables, and hence, it is
distributed according to a Gamma distribution with shape k and rate 1, denoted by I'(k, 1).
Let Uy ~ I'(k,1) and let vge := {n = 0 : X(n) € S¢}. Additionally, let P be the measure
associated with such a random variable for each k. Observe that

P, (7sc € (t,t +¢]) ZIP’ (vge = k)P(Uy € (t,t +¢]). (3.9)

Let fy, be the density function of Ujy. Therefore, by dividing by ¢ and taking limits as € — 0
we have that 6

0 &
5 Pan(0 — %) = N P(L=9) A P02 2) Y Pa(vse = k) frr (). (3.10)
529\ €S k=1

It is a straightforward calculation to check that for any t > 0 and k£ > 1, we have fy, (t) >
< 'P(U, < t). We may conclude that

0 c S I et
S BA(0 = A) > D Pyy(L=8) - A Y Pry(0 =) 3 Pavse = k) —-P(Ur < 1)
530 z€S k=1
SCA
et
= Z]P)/\tﬁ S Z]P)/\t 0—‘$)Pz(TSC<t)
S30 xeS
SCA
et .
> —— Inf §,4(5) (1 = Pre(0 — A9)),
S350
ScA
where in the second line we used Equation (3.9) with (¢,¢ + £] replaced by (0, t]. O

Proof of item (2) of Theorem 1.6. Throughout the proof, fix an arbitrary A > 0. First, when
te(A\) = o0, we will show in Section 3.2 that t.(\) = oo, which makes item (2) vacuous. Observe
that analogously to the proof of item (1), we have that .(\) = 1/\. In particular, we have
te(X) > 0.

Throughout the rest of the proof, assume that f. := £.()\) < co. Now, we observe how we
can derive the Equation (1.4) from Lemma 3.2. Let h(t) := Py (0 — A°). Then,

R A-c(A A8
L—n(t) ~ et-t

Let to := sup{t > 0: h(t) < 1/2}. By definition, we have h(t) > 1/2 for any ¢ > tg. Then, for
every t such that 2¢. >t > max{to, .}, we have that

, for t € (t, +0).

1 t—t,
> > T~ .
2 2.

Furthermore, we have that for every ¢ such that min{tg,2t.} >t > t.,

A -c(t,
W) > )
4t - e2te
SWe can exchange limits with sums since fu, () = = 1),tk L=t
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where we write c(f.) as a shorthand notation for c(A, A, %.). Integrating from . to ¢ gives us

(t— 7).

A-c(te)

4t,. - e2te

h(t) >

By taking K (fc()\)) := min{zi~ , 4)1‘5.0(;31 } we conclude that

for ¢ € [t(\), 2¢.(N\)]. The proof is once again completed by taking the sequence A, := Bo(n)
and let n go to infinity. O

With the proof of the results for the supercritical regime concluded, we now study the
subcritical regime.

3.2 Subcritical Phase

In order to study the subcritical regime, we first compare ¢(S) with the following quantity.
Let S ¢ V be a finite connected set containing the origin, and define

Ire(S) == D) APy(7se < )PA4(0 2 2)E, [N(t) | 75e < 1], (3.11)

zeS

where N(t), defined in Section 2, denotes the number of jumps a random walk (starting at x)
performs by time . We begin with the following statement:

Lemma 3.3. Fiz a transitive directed graph G with outer degree A. For any A\, t > 0, there
exists a positive and finite constant C'(A, \,t) such that

Dr(S) < CA A1) dru(S), (3.12)

holds for any finite, connected S < V' containing the origin. Moreover, c(A, A, t) := 1/C(A, A, t)
is continuous in X\ and t on [0,00) x [0, o0).

The proof of the above lemma is a consequence of Lemmas 3.4, and 3.5, which we now
state and prove in detail.

Lemma 3.4. Let S < V be a finite set containing the origin. For x € S define Dy := dz(w, S¢).
We have that for any t >0 and x € S :

E, [N(t)|7se <t] < AP=(t + D). (3.13)
Proof. First, observe that:

E; [N(t) Inw=Dp, ]

E. [N(t)|7se <t] < B (e < 0
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We proceed by upper-bounding the numerator and lower-bounding the denominator. For the
numerator, using P, (N (t) = k) = t*e~!/k!, we have that

400

Eo [N(t) Inwsp,] = D, kPe(N(t) = k)

1 Y BuN() = k) = tB,(N() > Dy~ 1).
k=D,—1

To lower bound the denominator, we fix a shortest path v = (vg,v1,...,vp,) from vy := z to
vp, € S¢ with {v;,v;41} € E. Then

P, (tge < t) =P, (N(t) = D,,the first D, jumps are along v) = A== P, (N(t) = D,).

Therefore, we have

P, (N(t) = D)
i P,(N(t) =D, —1)\ _ ,p. D,
<ADt-<1+ B (N() = D) >—ADt-<1+t>. O

Forr>1,let S, :={reS:dz(x,5) =r}and A, :={zre€ S, :0 N x}. Before we move
on to the next result, we explain why the Harris-FKG inequality is applicable in our setup.

Fix some particle density and lifespan A, ¢ € (0,00). For v € V and a finite B < V' containing
v, let Y, gy = Y{,,p)(t) be the number of particles whose initial location is v whose trace (for
the lifespan t) is B. Let Z(,, B) = ]ly(v’ ) (H)>1- The probability that there is a particle whose
trace is infinite is 0, and we may construct the probability space such that this event is the
empty set. When this is done, all events considered below concerning the frog model with
parameters (A,?) are measurable with respect to o(Z(, py:ve B <V, |B| < ). By Poisson
thinning, the Y’s are independent Poisson random variables, and thus the Z’s are independent
Bernoulli random variables. Below, and throughout the paper, we apply Harris-FKG with
respect to the Z’s.

Lemma 3.5. There exists K = K(A, A\, t) such that for all finite S containing the origin, we
have
Exe[|Ar]] < K" 'Exg[|A1]].-

Proof. We define for z,y € V and dz(x,y) = 1, the event z v~ y that there exists a particle
initialized on x that makes exactly one jump within time ¢, and this jump is from z to y. By
definition, we have

D>[>
mﬁ‘“

Pz vwoy)=1—e A,

and we denote the quantity on the right-hand side as 0. For any u € Sy, let D, (u) := {z € S, :
dg(u,x) = r—1}. For any u € S1 and any x € D;.(u), there exists a path u = v1,va,..., v, =
such that ds(ve,ver1) = 1 for all £ € {1,...,7 — 1}. Hence, we have by the Harris-FKG
inequality that:

Py+(0 ER u) =Py (0 ER V1, V1 W U2, .., Up] v Up) = Py (0 ER :c)(srfl.
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Therefore,

PR 2R (A L S D SWH(| I

x€Sr u€S1 z€Dy (u)
S S S —
<Y N R0 w) < 3 B0 L D)l < Y Pai(0 S wparT,
ueS1 z€Dr (u) u€eS1 ueS1
Taking K := A/§ < max {4A, QA;ft} completes the proof. O

We can now turn ourselves back to the proof of Lemma 3.3.

Proof of Lemma 3.3. Consider the ratio

Pri(S) Dves Pag (0 LN l‘) Po(rge < t)Ey [N(t) |70 < t]

dat(S) S Py (0 LN x) P, (rge < 1)

It follows from Lemma 3.4 and Lemma 3.5 that the numerator is upper bounded by

D IUEA: [|Ar]] Palrse < t)AT(t+7) S Exg[|A1]] D, K P(Po(t) > 1) A(t+ 7).
r=1

r=1

On the other hand, the denominator is lower bounded by

1—et
Z P)\,t (0 ER l‘) ]P’x(TSc < t) = A E)\7t[|A1|] .
IESl
We finally derive that
P2 () A G
: < K" P(Po(t) = r)A"(t +r
) 1—e‘t7; (Po(t) = r)A"(t + )
< 2>t +1)2 - KIAT 4 = i gttt TATZT
1—et 1—et r
r=[t+1]
2(t + 1)2A o A3\ A2 & ,  JA3\TTE i\
== . (4A% +2 4A% + 2 =
R ( HEY M Z MY ‘ r
r=[t+1]
=: C(A, \, 1),

and conclude the proof by observing that since the above sum converges absolutely for any
A,t > 0 we have that ¢(A, A, t) is continuous on (0,0) x (0,0), and by taking limits we can
observe that ¢(A,0,t) = ¢(A,\,0) =0 for any A, ¢ > 0. O

We now begin the proof of Item (3) of Theorem 1.6. Fix ¢ > 0 and let A < Ae(t). By
the observation above and the monotonicity of ¢y, with respect to A, there exists a finite

set S < V such that %\7,5(5 ) < 1. We now define an exploration process which will later be
shown to stochastically dominate the frog model. This exploration process will have expected
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number of children less than QEM(S ), thus, being subcritical. Define for every xz € V' a graph
isomorphism W, : V — V such that ¥,(0) = z, which exists due to the transitivity of G.

Definition of the exploration process: We define the following exploration process
starting at the origin, denoted by EP(0). For each generation i > 0 of the exploration process,
we let Z; denote the total number of “children” belonging to generation i. At the beginning
Zy = 1 and the original “parent” is 0. We let A denote the set of active vertices, that is,
vertices that will have their particles’ trajectories fully explored by the end of the current
iteration, and ) be the set of revealed vertices, that is, the vertices whose particles’ trajectories
were already fully explored in the current iteration. We define them iteratively in the following
way. Initially Agp := 0 and Vy = @. Now, for the vertices in A, in this case 0, label each of the
Po(\) particles at the origin in arbitrary order {wg, ..., wg®}. According to this order, we reveal
the trajectory of the random walks. Recall that Ag(z) = {1 <i<n,:R. N S°= @} and RS
is the union of particle trajectories in Ag(z) (see (2.6)). For every particle i € AG(0) we count
Uie(Ag(0 cRO\{O} as children of 0. Moreover, for every particle i € Ag(0), we will explore
the Vertlces along their trajectories. That is, we now define A; := R5\{0}, and V; := 0. We
repeat the same procedure as above: for every x € A; = Rg\{0}, add UieAs (x yRE\{z} to the
children of 0, and further add R\{z} to the set of active vertices As. Observe that since the
vertices in A all belong to S, this exploration eventually terminates. This determines the end
of the iteration starting at 0, and thus the end of the exploration of the children belonging to
the first generation. See Figure 1 for an illustration of it.

Let us now analyze the expected size of the children of 0. Define IC(S) := {x €S :0 LR x}.
We now observe that the number of children belonging to the first generation is given by

U U Ry

ek (S) i€ Ag(x)

We observe that Ey ;[ Z1] can be further upper bounded bounded by

Ex¢[Z1] <Exy Z Z (IRLI —1)

xek(S) ieAg ()

zeS i=1 (314)
Tz
S .
= > Pa (0 = m) Ex¢ [Z 1{7(%4 (IR — 1)]
€S 1=1 5¢
S
= 3P (05 2) AB, [1rge <y (IRl = )]
xesS
where the second equality uses the independence between {0 =N z}and >)7*, { P t}(]Ri,] —1),

and the last identity follows from an application of Wald’s equation. From (3 14) since we
have

Ee [Lirge<ty (Rl = 1)] < Pao(rse < )Eq [N(t) | 75e < 1],
we conclude that Ey , [Z;] < gg)\,t(S) <1
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Figure 1: In this example, we consider an exploration of Z;. We start with two active
particles at the origin, wy (red) and wg (blue). We first follow the trajectory of w until it
exits the set .S for the first time or is deactivated. Since wg left S, within its lifespan, we do
not explore any of its vertices, and include v1,v2, and v3 as children of 0. Now, we follow
the trajectory of the particle w3, which didn't exit the set S within its lifespan. The vertices
in its trajectory were labeled as w; and we for convenience. The vertex w; has one particle,
say w}ul, which immediately left the set at the vertex vy represented by the green trajectory.
Since the green trajectory exits S, we count vy as the fourth child of 0. Since wy has no
particles, the exploration of O terminates. In this realization of the branching process, 0 has
four children, so Z; = 4.

Now, for the exploration of Z3, we consider the vertices in (¢ (g) UieAg(v) R!\{v}, that
is, the children belonging to the first generation. Arbitrarily order them, label the first one v1,
and let ¥, (S) be the “translation” of S at v;. Now, for each vertex that had its trajectories
revealed (that is, vertices belonging to V at the end of the previous iteration), we refresh them
independently with a new Po()\) number of particles. For each particle, we independently
sample a new continuous-time simple random walk trajectory with lifespan ¢t. We consider the
iteration of the process starting at vy for the generation one, as the repetition of the previous
iteration at 0, with A :=v;, V = &, and ¥,, (S) instead of S. It is clear that the expected
number of children of vq is the same as the expected number of children of 0, which is less
than one. See Figure 2 for an illustration of this exploration starting at v;.

This procedure can be iterated for the remaining children belonging to the first generation
and later iterated for the remaining generations. This defines a subcritical branching process:
the distribution of the number of children of each parent in each generation is always the same,
independent of other copies, and has an expected value strictly less than one. We now define
the following coupling between the frog model and EP(0) to show that the number of particles
activated by the frog model | J,.o_,, P(z), is dominated by the number of particles explored
by EP(0)

In the frog model, we have that the number of particles at each x € V is distributed as
ne ~ Po(A). For the exploration process, at the beginning, we define 775 PO) . 7z, for each
z € V. Furthermore, for each z € V in the frog model, the particles (w!)1<i<y, perform
continuous-time simple random walks with lifespan ¢. We also require that the particles of

the exploration process perform continuous-time simple random walks according to the ones
. \EP(0)

z)

x

sampled for the frog model, that is, (w L <iayPP© = (W) 1<i<i, -
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Figure 2: We now illustrate the iteration starting at v1, which was one of the vertices
counted as a child in the first generation. We shifted the set S to v; and denoted that as
U, (S). Vertices that had their particles revealed at the previous iteration will be refreshed
with Po(X) particles performing i.i.d. continuous time simple random walks, described in the
drawing by the empty blue circles. In the example above, v; only had one child that left
the set S. In this case, 21, 22 and z3 are counted as the children of v1. The total size of
Zo will be the sum of the children of v{, v2,v3 and vy, each one of them having the same
independent distributions with mean less than one.

Suppose that the process has not yet terminated (otherwise we are done) and let vy, ..., vy
denote the children belonging to the first generation. For v; with 1 < j < /¢, we consider
the following. For sites y € V' that were previously explored at the iteration starting at v;_1
(for v; we consider the vertices that were explored at the generation zero, starting at 0),
we refresh their number of particles with new independent Po()) denoted by 77;. We also
sample completely new and independent random walks for each particle (w;)’l <i<r,
unexplored vertex y, we do not alter them and their respective particles’ random walks. We
further iterate this procedure for the subsequent generations until the process terminates
or continues indefinitely. Given this coupling, observe that in order to prove that |Co| is
stochastically dominated by |S| ;2 Zi, we need to prove that if 0 — z in the frog model,
then z is explored by EP(0).

Proof of stochastic domination: For the event 0 — z to occur in the original frog
model, there must exist a sequence of vertices {xo, ..., xr}, with 29 = 0, and x} = x, such that
for every 0 < j < k there exists a particle originally from x; that goes to z;,1, previously
denoted as gy = x1 = ... = Tp_1 = . We consider the following two cases. Either we

. For every

have that 0 2 x, and then z will be explored by the end of generation zero, concluding the
claim. Otherwise, let 1 < j < k be the first j such that we have 0 3, xj_1, but we do not

have that 0 2 x;. In this case, by the definition of the process, we have that z; will be one
of the children belonging to the first generation. Now we consider at the first generation of
EP(0), the exploration process starting at z; and centered on W, (S). It might be the case
that the particles in x; have been previously explored by one of the other children belonging
to the first generation. However, as previously observed, the frog model is an abelian process,
so the order in which we do the exploration does not matter. In any case, it only matters
that when we begin the exploration at x;, it is guaranteed that z; already had or will have
its (original from the frog model) particles’ trajectories explored, and thus, one of them will
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reach x4, since x; = x;41. Therefore, by the end of the first generation of the exploration
process, we reveal at least one more vertex along the sequence {x, ..., 2 }. This clearly can be
further iterated, and hence the claim follows as xj is explored at the latest in the (k + 1)—th
generation of EP(0). We leave the remaining details to the reader.

Proof of items (3) and (4) of Theorem 1.6: We first prove item (3). Fix an arbitrary ¢t > 0
and let A < A.(t). Then, the exploration process EP(0) can be described as a subcritical
branching process, with the expected number of children of a single parent being at most
gﬁi;,\vt(S ) < 1. We denote the size of the n-th generation by Z,,. Note that Z; is stochastically
dominated by > ¢ > (|RL|—1), whose probability generating function f(s) satisfies that
f(s) < el SIME T =1) for all s > 0. Then, we conclude using Exercise 5.33 of [38] that there
exists some ¢ such that Egpg[(1 + )% %] < 0. Hence, due to the stochastic domination
established above together with the Markov’s inequality, we have

n Egp(0) [(1 + £) 220 Zi]
> < (3.15)

o0
Pxt(|Co| = n) < Pgp(o) ( Z(:)Zi > 1S] (1 +¢)/IS] '

proving item (3) of Theorem 1.6.

We now prove item (4) of Theorem 1.6. Note that since, as previously commented, ¢y +(.5)
might not be monotone with respect to ¢, we overcome this by slightly modifying the argument.
Fix A > 0. Then, for any ¢ such that ¢ < £.(\), by the definition of Z.()), there exists some
to € [t,t(\)] such that @y (S) < c(A, A, tp) for some finite set S(to). Analogously to the
proof above, this implies that there exist constants C' = C(tg) and ¢ = ¢(tg) such that

Pxt (ICol = n) < Pag, (ICo| = n) < Ce™", for every n >0,
which concludes the proof of item (4) of Theorem 1.6. O

This concludes the sharpness of the phrase transition for directed vertex-transitive graphs.
We now go back to the undirected graph setup for the proofs of the existence of the phase
transition.

4 Existence of the Phase Transition

The main objective of this section is to show that t.(A) < o holds for all A > 0 on two types
of graphs, namely quasi-transitive graphs of superlinear polynomial growth and non-amenable
graphs. In each of the following two subsections, we prove the desired statements through
widely different strategies, that exemplify the graphs distinct behaviors.

4.1 Quasi-Transitive Graphs of Superlinear Polynomial Growth

In this subsection, we show for quasi-transitive graphs of superlinear polynomial growth, that
te(A) < oo for all A > 0. Recall that g(n) := |Bo(n)| and that G is of polynomial growth if
there exists a constant C' > 0 and d > 1 such that for all n > 1, we have g(n) < Cn?. To
begin our discussion, we also need the definition of quasi-isometry:

Definition 4.1. Let (X1,dy) and (X2,d2) be two metric spaces. A map f: X —Y is called
a quasi-isometry if there exists K > 0 such that
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e For all z,y € X1, we have that
K_ldl(zay) - K< dQ(f(Z)?f(y)) < Kdl(z’y) + K.

e For all zo € Xy there exists some x1 € X1 such that da(za, f(x1)) < K.
We say that X1 is quasi-isometric to Xo if there exists a quasi-isometry f : X1 — Xo.

The celebrated theorems of Gromov and Trofimov [22, 49] imply that a vertex-transitive
graph of polynomial growth is always quasi-isometric to a Cayley graph of a finitely generated
nilpotent group. Moreover, an important consequence of combining this with Bass-Guivarc’h
formula (see [6, 23]) is that for any vertex-transitive graph of polynomial growth, there exists
an integer d and a constant C such that

énd <g(n)<Cn?, VYn=>1. (4.1)
The results above can be generalized to quasi-transitive 7 graphs (for example, see Theorem
5.11 of [52]). We call this integer d the growth exponent of G. A more detailed discussion on
quasi-transitive graphs with polynomial growth can be found in the appendix.

We now introduce the idea of a group net, inspired by [12], which will play an important
role in the proof of the existence of the phase transition. We first recall the definition of
pS*(@). For a graph G := (V, E), we consider site percolation on G, that is, each vertex of
G is independently colored black (respectively white) with probability p (respectively 1 — p),
and denote the measure associated to this process as P;ite. We denote by Cfcite the connected
component of black vertices connected to x (if x is white, this set is empty). We define

pi*(G) = inf{p : P§**(3z, |C3*°| = 0) > 0}.

Definition 4.2. Let Vo € V. We say Vj is a-separated if dg(z,y) = a for all x,y € Vy. For
b= 1, we say that Vo forms an (a,b)-group net of G if the auziliary graph Gy := (Vy, Eo),
where

Ey = {{l’,y} cx,y € Vo, dG(.’E,y) < 4b}7
satisfies that pii*(Go) < 3/4.

Remark 4.3. Although Definition 4.2 was inspired by the definitions of (a,b)-nets and
controlled-nets introduced in [12], it requires fewer conditions. Unlike [12], we do not require
the net to be dense, as this condition is not necessary for the proof. Additionally, while [12]
considers a sequence of graphs that converges locally, we focus on a single fived graph G. In
this regard, results from [12] such as Lemma 2.3 regarding the existence of nets also imply the
existence of group nets. We also highlight that, as pointed out in [12], the choice of 3/4 is
arbitrary and can be replaced by any value strictly less than 1.

We now show the existence of (a, b)-group nets on quasi-transitive graphs of polynomial
growth, for some intrinsic parameters 5 depending only on the graph. Group nets will be
fundamental to our renormalization-type argument, since they provide the necessary structure
to be able to apply such ideas. The following proof strongly relies on the fact that we have a
graph of polynomial growth and essentially relies on the arguments of [12], which are based on
a structural result of [48].

"Equation (4.1) holds for g.(n) for every z € V.
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Proposition 4.4. Let G be a quasi-transitive graph of superlinear polynomial growth. Then,
we can find a constant B = B(G) such that, for all a = 1, there exists an (a, Ba)-group net of
G.

Proof. By Theorem 5.11 of [52], G is quasi-isometric to a Cayley graph H of a finitely generated
nilpotent group, which also has superlinear growth. By Lemma 2.3 of [12], for all @ > 1 there
exists an (a,2a)-group net of H. By the definition of quasi-isometry, there exists a map
¢ : H — G such that

dn(a,y) ~ K < do(6(x),6(9)) < Kdp(r,) + K. (42)

for some K > 1. Fix a > 1 and consider a (K (K + a),2K (K + a))-group net of H, and its
induced graph denoted by Gy = (Vp, Ep). Let Vi = ¢(Vp). It follows from the lower bound in
Equation (4.2) that Vj is a-separated. Let {u,v} € Ey, and observe that dg(u,v) < 8K (K +a).
By the upper bound in Equation (4.2), we have dg(é(u),p(v)) < (8K (K + a))K + K <
4(4K3 + K)a, where the last inequality uses the fact that K + a < 2Ka when a, K > 1.
Define Ey := {{z,y} : z,y € V1, da(z,y) < 4(4K3 + K)a} and let G1 = (V1, E1). Furthermore,
observe that

Gy := (Vi, {{o(2), ¢(y)} }ayer)

is a subgraph of G, and Gy is isomorphic to G3. Therefore, we must have pSi*(G) <
pit(Go) < 3/4. We conclude that V; is an (a, (4K3 + K)a)-group net of G.
U

Let Vj be an (a, fa)-group net of G. Since Vj is a-separated, B = {B,(a/3)}vey;, forms
a collection of disjoint balls. We now consider the induced graph Gy = (Vp, Ep), where
Ey = {{z,y} : x,y € Vp, dg(x,y) < 4Ba}. Our goal is to construct an auxiliary supercritical
Bernoulli percolation on the vertices Vj, so that their openness depends only on particles inside
the ball B,(a/3). The nets will play a fundamental role in the proof of item (2) of Theorem
1.4. Indeed, they give us sufficient structure for a renormalization argument. The next bounds
do not rely on the nets, but will be later combined with them to show the existence of the
phase transition. We also remark that it is not known in general in which classes of graphs
this type of renormalization structure can be applied, but the results of [12] rely heavily on
the polynomial growth assumption. We now introduce a few definitions to prove quantitative
results that will be fundamental for our proof. Here, we will use results from the appendix
regarding the trace of random walks on quasi-transitive graphs of superlinear polynomial
growth.

Recall from Section 1 that z is connected to y in B, denoted by x 3, y, if there exists a
chain of infection from x to y that only uses particles whose initial positions are in B. Let

AB .= {yeB:xiy} (4.3)

represent the collection of such vertices. Notice that this quantity depends on the parameters
A, t, but since they are clear from the context, we simply omit them.

Definition 4.5. Let B < V be a finite vertex set and x € B. We say x is a good (or
(B, A\, t)-good) vertex if

42| > |Bl/a.
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Denote the set of (B, A, t)-good vertices by Gp.

For a fixed ball By (a), we study the existence of (Bg(a), A, a*)-good vertices. The following
proposition establishes that the probability of not finding a good vertex in a subset A € B,(a)
decreases exponentially with respect to the size of A.

Proposition 4.6. Let G be a quasi-transitive graph that is of superlinear polynomial growth.
Then, there exist positive constants C = C(A\,G) and ¢ = ¢(\,G) such that, for any x €V,
a>C*(\,G) > 1, and A < B;(a), we have

Py a2 (9B, () N A = @) < Cexp(—c|A]). (4.4)

In order to prove this proposition, we need the following lemma about the range of a
single random walk trajectory. Recall that Ry (t) := {Y}(s) : 0 < s < t} denotes the range of a
continuous-time simple random walk starting at ¢ up to time ¢, and P, denotes the probability
measure associated with it. The proof of Lemma 4.7 will be given in the appendix.

Lemma 4.7. Let G be a quasi-transitive graph that is of superlinear polynomial growth.
Consider a continuous-time simple random walk on G. There exist positive constants co = co(G)
and ¢1 = ¢1(G) such that the following is true. Let x € V and a > 1. For any H < B, (a) with
|H| < 3|B,(a)| and any y € By(a), if we define fif(t) = Ry(t) n (Bz(a)\H), & then

P, (yﬁ%?)\ > o(a)) > ¢,

where 0(a) is defined as

_Ja? ifd >3,
Hmy_{ﬁﬂ%a ifd=2. (4.5)

Now, let us turn ourselves back to the proof of the proposition.

Proof of Proposition 4.6. We first observe that it suffices to prove the inequality (4.4) for sets
A satistying |A| < |Bz(a)|/4 and for a larger than some constant C’ depending on G and .
Indeed, for sets with |A| > |B;(a)|/4, we can simply apply the proposition to a subset of A
containing exactly || B, (a)|/4] vertices. The inequality (4.4) then holds for all A € B,(a) with
the constant ¢ in (4.4) being replaced by ¢/5, provided that a = C’ and |B,(a)| = 20. We can
then extend the proposition to all a > 1 by appropriately adjusting the constant C' in (4.4).

Consider the frog model with particle density A and lifespan a?. Our goal is to find a
vertex z in A such that

a?,Bz(a
A2 B > B,(a)|/4,

which would make z a good vertex. We shorten the notation Ai"aQ’BI(G) by A, throughout the
rest of this section.

Fix an arbitrary order in the set B,(a). Let {vl, .. .,U‘A‘} be the ordered sequence of
vertices in A. We define an exploration process of the vertices of B;(a) to determine a subset

8Here we omit the dependency of R;(t) on the particle label since this is true for any random walk starting
at y. We also omit the dependency on y when it is clear from the context.
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OB, (a) N A. We start by considering the realization of the frog model at v; with no particles
outside B (a) and no particles inside A. Initially, we only explore the descendants of v; outside
of the set A. When all its descendants (and descendants of descendants) are fully explored, we
continue this exploration process by considering the particles of vo as active and exploring its
descendants outside of A and inside B, (a), now also not using the vertices that were revealed
in the previous iteration. We further iterate this procedure until v|4. We now make this
precise by defining the following three sets and, to avoid a heavier notation, we remark now
that we only consider vertices inside B, (a). We start with the following verbal description,
but we note that precise inductive definitions are also given throughout the proof:

- Let Vi denote the set of vertices that had their trajectories fully revealed upon
the completion of stage k — 1;

- Let M}, denote the set of active vertices which will eventually have their trajectories
fully revealed after or at the end of stage k;

- Let Zj, denote the incremental set, that is, the set of vertices outside of A that
have been visited by the process for the first time upon completion of the stage
k—1.

In the beginning, we set Mg = {v1}, and Zy = Vy = &. To aid our construction, we further
introduce the sets & and W which are taken to be equal to A in the beginning Uy = Wy = A.

For k > 1, after k — 1 stages have been completed, we define the sets in the following way.
If Mj_1 # @ we take y; € Mj_; and explore its range R, , further setting Vi = {y1, ..., yx}.
Otherwise, if M_; = &, the process has terminated, and there are no current active vertices.

We will show that the size of the incremental set stochastically dominates a Bernoulli
random variable multiplied by a positive constant. Moreover, the mean of this Bernoulli
random variable depends only on A and G, while the multiplying constant can be made
arbitrarily large by choosing a sufficiently large. Therefore, for fixed A, if a is large enough,
the mean increment becomes substantial. This observation is crucial to prove that the failure
to find a good vertex in A is a large deviation event when |A| is sufficiently large.

Let Fy be the trivial o-field and, for k > 1, let Fj, := J({Ij};?zl). Thus, {Fi}rso forms a
filtration. We define two stopping times with respect to {Fk}r=0

71 = inf{k : Uy = B},

Ty 1= inf{k D W] > 3‘BZ(G)|},

and let 7 := min{r,72}. We also let A := |Zx|, be the size of the k-th incremental set.
Moreover, we define Si := Zf:f ' A; as the total size of the incremental sets up to min{k, 7 }.

We now provide a sufficient condition for the existence of a good vertex in A.

Claim 4.8. Assume A is non-empty and Sy = k for all |A| < k < 7. Then, there exists a
good vertex z* in A.

Proof of Claim 4.8. First, suppose that 79 < | A|. Since A is non-empty, the exploration process
does not terminate immediately. Moreover, since we explore exactly one vertex in each stage,
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we must have 7 > |A|, meaning the exploration process must complete at least |A| stages, so
in that case 7 = 1. Furthermore, observe that

1
UAAI > S, =7+ 1> [A| + S, — 2|4 + 1> 7] Bu(a)],

and since this implies that |[M;| > 1|B,(a)| we must have that there exists a good vertex in
A.

Now, consider the case when 19 > |A|. We show that if Sy > k for every |A| < k < 7, then
it is also true that 7 = 7. Observe that for any |A| < k < 7 such that Sy > k, we have

UNA| = S —k+1>1,

which implies that the process continues to the (k + 1)-th stage and therefore 7 = 75. Further-
more, this also implies that for |A| < k < 7, the set of active particles is My = U\ A since we
can always pick a new vertex from U\ A, in particular having M, = W4 \(Vj4 v 4). Since
in the steps where |A| < k < 7, the revealed vertices are necessarily outside of A, we must
have that they all belong to the exploration of the same vertex in A, say z*, which implies that

WT\<{Z/1,-~,Z/\A|} v A) < A

This concludes the proof, because we know that |W;| > 3|By(a)|/4 which combined with
the above claim implies that |A.«| > 3|Bg(a)|/4 — 2|A| > |Bz(a)|/4 since we assumed that
4] < |By(a)) /4 a

We now continue the proof of Proposition 4.6. Recall the definition of f(a) in Equation
(4.5). By Lemma 4.7 and Poisson thinning on the event {r > k} € F;_1, we have that

Pya2 (Ap =c1-0(a), 72 k| Fro1) = 1 —exp(—col), (4.6)

where ¢ and ¢; are constants depending only on G (the same constants as in Theorem 4.7).
Let g(A) := 1 —exp(—coA) and let {X} be a sequence of i.i.d. Bernoulli random variable with
mean ¢. Observe that on the event that 7 > k, we have that {A;}1<;<x stochastically dominates
{c10(a)X;}1<i<k- Define Ty := ¢16(a) Zle X, then it follows from stochastic domination that

Pra2(Sp <k, 7= k) < P(Tp <k) (4.7)

holds for any k£ > 1. Therefore, it follows from Claim 4.8 that

P)\7Q2 (ng(a) NA= @) < [P))\7a2 (3]{3 € {|A|, ...,T} s.t. S < k>

| Bz (a)
<E,, 1
A2 k;fﬂ {Si<k,r=k} (4.8)
| Bz (a)]
< ) P(Th<k),
k=|A|
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where we use the fact that 7 < |B,(a)| and Equation (4.7). Moreover,

i k
P(Tk<k)=IP’<ZXi<CIG<a)).

Now, choose a sufficiently large (depending on A and G) such that ¢16(a) - ¢ = 2. In particular,

ifa> max{%, %,8}, then, for any k, we have
k k kq/2
k kq AN
P Xi<——| <P Xi<—| < |- , 4.9
(; - c19<a>> @1 =7 ) (e) 9

where the last inequality is a direct application of Chernoff’s inequality. Therefore, for any
a > C*(\,G), (4.8) can be upper bounded by:

0 9 kq/2
5 () < Cexp(—clA]).
k=jA] \©

for some choice of C(\, G),c(\,G) > 0.
O

To motivate the following proposition, we provide an overview of our strategy to construct
auxiliary supercritical Bernoulli site percolation on an (a, fa)-group net. Initially, we have
Po(A) number of particles at each vertex. Using Poisson thinning, we split these particles into
two disjoint sets, P (x) and P (z), with each of them containing Po(\/2) particles.

Let Vi be an (a, fa)-group net of G. Thus, B = {B,(a/3)}vev;, is a collection of disjoint
balls. We say that B,(a/3) and B, (a/3) are neighbors if {v,w} € Ey, recalling that we say
(v,w) € Ey if d(v,w) < 4Ba. Our argument proceeds in two phases:

We begin by applying Proposition 4.6 to the particles of P(l)(x) in each of the balls
B,(a/3), with the set A being the entire ball. This implies that the probability of having no
good vertices in B,(a/3) is at most e~¢/B=(a/3)]
as we wish, uniformly in x.

We next wish to show that a good vertex in B,(a/3) is very likely to activate all vertices in
nearby balls of the group net. To this end, we will use the independent set of particles P2 (z).

Define

. By taking a large, we can make this as small

B,:= | Bula/3).

{v,w}eEy
Also, define the union of trajectories started from any vertex of a set D by
Rp := U R .
zeD
The next proposition implies that the second step has a high probability of success. Below,

0(a) is as in Equation (4.5).

Proposition 4.9. Let G be a quasi-transitive graph of superlinear polynomial growth. Let
Vo be an (a, Ba)-group net on G. Then, there exist positive constants C' = C'(G,\, 3) and
¢ = c(G, B) such that for any a > 2, ve Vy, and D < By(a/3) with |D| > |By(a/3)|/4, we have

Py o2 (év & RD) < Ole=M(@) (4.10)
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We will apply the above proposition to the second set of particles P(?) (x), which has density
A/2, but we prove the theorem for an arbitrary A > 0. In order to prove Proposition 4.9, we
use the following auxiliary result for random walks on quasi-transitive graphs of superlinear
polynomial growth.

Lemma 4.10. Let G be a quasi-transitive graph of superlinear polynomial growth. Consider
a continuous-time simple random walk on G. Let Ky, Ko > 1. Then, there exists a constant
¢ =c(G, K1, K3), such that for any a > 2, v €V, and D < B,(Kia) with |D| > |B;(a)|/Ka,
we have

Z P, (12 < a®) = c-0(a). (4.11)
yeD

Lemma 4.10 follows directly from Lemma A.4. Indeed, applying Lemma A.4 with the roles
of x and y interchanged yields inequality (4.11) with = and y swapped. Subsequently, since
G has bounded degree, we restore the desired ordering of x and y by paying a multiplicative
constant depending on the maximum degree.

Proof of Proposition 4.9. By Poisson thinning and a union bound, we have the following upper
bound:

Py o2 (EU ¢ RD) < D exp (—)\ D IPy (7 < a2)> : (4.12)
a:eév yeD

Since Vj is an (a, fa)-group net, for any = € B,, we have D C B.(4Ba + a/3). Moreover,
it follows from the fact that G is of polynomial growth and quasi-transitive, that there
exists a constant K3 such that B,(a) < K3B,(a/3) for any v and a > 1. Therefore, |D| >
|By(a/3)|/4 = |By(a)|/(4K3). This allows us to apply Lemma 4.10 with K; = 45 + 1/3 and
Ky = 4K3. Consequently, the expression in (4.12) is upper bounded by

| B, (4Ba + a/3)| exp (—eX - 6(a)),

where ¢ is the same constant appeared in Lemma 4.10. Since G is a quasi-transitive of
polynomial growth and #(a) » loga, we have the desired bound of C"e~¢*?(%) for appropriate
C’ and . O

We can now finally prove the main result of this subsection:

Proof of (2) of Theorem 1.5. Fix A > 0. By Poisson thinning, for every vertex z € V, we
split P(x) into two disjoint sets, P1)(z) and P3)(z), such that |PM)(z)| and|PP ()| are
independent Poisson random variables, each with mean A/2. Since each particle performs an in-
dependent random walk, the particles in the first set P1) := uzeVP(l)(x) evolve independently
of those in the second set P@ := U ey P@) ().

More precisely, we consider a realization the frog model where for each x € V, its particles
are taken to be P(M)(z) and its trajectories are taken in accordance to Uwept (2) (Y (8))oss<t-
We note that there is a slight abuse of notation in comparison to the one introduced in Section
1. We clarify that we mean the particles w in the set of particles P (x). By Poisson thinning,
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this defines a frog model with intensity \/2 and lifespan ¢. We do an analogous construction
for the set P2,

By Proposition 4.4 we know that there exists 5(G) > 0 such that for all a > 1, there exists

n (a, fa)— group net of G. We recall that we denote the group net (for an arbitrary a to be

determined below) by Gy := (Vo, Ep). Now, for every v € Vj, we let the set of good vertices

A2t
ng a/3 gB (a/3)

defined by the particles of 73(1)( ). Analogously, for every = € V we define the set of vertices
activated by = with respect to PO (x) as A = AYRB ),

Additionally, let D := AW A B,(a/3). Observe that D < B,(a/3) with |D| > |By,(a/3)|/4,

satisfying the conditions of Proposition 4.9. Let Rg) = uxeDRg(EQ), where R(mz) = UweP@)(x)R?cj

to be the respective definition of the set of good vertices for the frog model

the range of D defined according to the frog model with particles in P2). We say that v is
open if:

such that Bv c R( )

dz e g AD By (af3)

By (a/3)
We have that for every v e 1)

Pyt (v is closed) < Py, (ggj(a/?)) = @) +

Py (Vx € By(a/3), B, & RN Buess)] 1G5 /| > o> . (4.13)
Let ¢ := a®. By Proposition 4.6 applied with A = B,(a/3) ® and Proposition 4.9, it follows that
for any e, there exists a sufficiently large such that the right-hand side of (4.13) is bounded by €
uniformly for all v € V5. We choose a. such that sup,cy;, Py 42 (v is open) > 4/5, and recall that
pSt(Gy) < 3/4. Now, consider a (a4, Bas)—group net on G. Note that the {v is open} and
{w is open} are independent events since By (a4/3) and By, (a./3) are disjoint and both events
only depends on particles within the corresponding balls. Therefore, {1, is open }v stochastically
dominates a supercritical Bernoulli site percolation on Gy = (Vy, Ep).

Let D, < Gy be the connected open component of v in the net Gy. Let C, be the (outward)
cluster of x € V' as defined in Section 1. From the definition of openness and a simple coupling
argument, we have that for any v € Vj,

{IDy| = 20} = {32 € By(a./3), |Cs| = 0}, (4.14)

as the existence of an infinite cluster D, implies that there exists a sequence of good vertices
that conquer neighboring balls internally, starting a chain of activations of good vertices that
go to infinity, and thus implying that |C;| = c0. Since almost surely there exists an infinite
cluster on Gy, it follows from (4.14) that, for some z € V, we have P, ,2(z — o) > 0. We
show that there exists some x that reaches infinity, but we do not know which vertex it is. By
the Harris-FKG inequality, since the events {0 — 2z} and {z — o0} are increasing, we derive
that Py ,2(0 — o0) > 0 and conclude the result. O

9Notice that due to the monotone coupling in ¢ (described in Sections 1 and 3) the bound of Proposition 4.6
also applies to a?, which is larger than a?/9.
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4.2 Non-Amenable Graphs

In this section, we conclude the main results of the paper by proving item (3) of Theorem 1.4.
In fact, we prove a stronger result by generalizing the frog model to run on an electrical
network. To state our result, we first introduce some (standard) notations.

Let (G,W), be an electric network, with positive edge weights W = (w(w, y): E— R+).
We say that G is weight-locally finite if 7(2) := >} w(2,y) < o, for every z € V. Note that
there may still be infinitely many non-zero terms for any x. We assume implicitly that G is
connected. We let P be the transition matrix on V defined as P(x,y) = w(z,y)/m(x), and
recall that P is reversible w.r.t. . We will use a condition analogous to bounded degrees,
namely that for any z,y € V, m(x)/m(y) < K for some constant K, in which case we say 7 is
KC-controlled.

The Cheeger constant xk = x(P) of the electric network is defined by

F&(P) = A,wi(g€<oo (I)P(A)7
where S @P@h T w
. ZuaeAbgA T DTD D) 2igeapga WD
Pp(A): A IO (4.15)

We say that G is non-amenable if k > 0.
Let p,(z,y) = PE(X(n) = y) for x,5 € V, be the heat kernel, and observe that P is a
linear operator on the Hilbert space £2(V, ) with inner product {f, g)r := >, .y 7(x) f(z)g(z).

Its operator norm is
P
1Pl = sup { [P 7 2 0}
1f 1l

and its spectral radius is denoted p = p(P).
It is standard (e.g. Proposition 6.6 of [38]) that for any x,y € V' we have that

[Pl = lim sup py (2, )" =: p(P), (4.16)

«/ || (4.17)

Kesten’s criterion (see [31, 52] and Theorem 6.7 of [38] for the version we are using) states
that a weighted graph G is non-amenable if and only 1f p(P) < 1.

and that for every n > 1

We consider below the frog model where active particles follow a continuous-time random
walk with lifespan ¢, and jump rates given by P(x,y) (i.e., total jump rate 1 from any x). We
denote the associated probability measure by IF’f\D ;- The main result of this section states the
following;: ’

Theorem 4.11. Let G be a non-amenable electric network. Then, for any A > 0,

200K (log, (5£) +1)
(1 — p)?min{l, \}

te(N) < (4.18)
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Item (3) of Theorem 1.4 follows as an easy consequence of Theorem 4.11, since for graphs of
bounded degree, we can set w(z,y) = 1 for all z,y € V, which satisfies sup,, ey 7(z)/7(y) < A,
where A denotes the maximum degree of G. From now on, we drop the dependency of P, and
Py: on P.

If we restrict our attention to A < 1, then (4.18) says equivalently to A - t.(\) < C, for
some C' depending on IC, p. This provides evidence to our intuition that At is “comparable”
to the number of offspring in the standard Bienaymé-Galton-Watson branching process. We
remark that the constant in Theorem 4.11 is far from optimal. However, we do believe that a
result in the direction of proving that, for regular graphs such as Z% or Ty, A - te(A) > lasd
tends to infinity, for any A > 0, would be interesting.

The proof of Theorem 4.11 is mainly a consequence of a similar exploration argument as
the one in the proof of Theorem 4.6. In the non-amenable case, the argument is a bit simpler,
since we just need the exploration process to continue indefinitely. To this end, we provide
estimates for the trace of a random walk on non-amenable graphs, based on the following
lemma due to [8], which provides a uniform lower bound on the escape probability in terms of
the spectral radius:

Lemma 4.12. Let (G, W) be a non-amenable electrical network as above with spectral radius
p. Assume that W is weight-locally finite. Let A < G be a mon-empty subset, and let
7wA(:) :=7w(:)/m(A) be the normalized restriction of m to A. Also for a discrete-time random
walk X, let T§ = inf{n > 1: X(n) € A} be the positive hitting time of A. Then,

Pr, (T} = 0) i= > ma(@)Pe(Tf =) > 1—p. (4.19)
TEA

Lemma 4.13. Let (G, W) be a non-amenable electronic network with spectral radius p. Assume
W is weight-locally finite and K-controlled. Let A be a non-empty finite subset of V', then

2K |7 2Kk

{xeA:Pr(TZ:oo)>1_pH>1_p.]A\.

Proof. On the one hand, it follows from Lemma 4.12 that

K
DIP(T =) ] > Y Po(Tf = )
reA reA

maxy m(y) 4
min, 7(y)|A| A\C4 )

On the other hand, we have

Z]P’x(TXZOO)é‘{xeA:Px(T;{:oo)>1’0}’+1p.|A|_
€A 2K

Combining those two observations, we conclude the proof. O

As the reader might have noticed, the above result is stated in the context of discrete-time
Markov chains. However, Lemma 4.12 is still valid for the continuous-time random walk
associated with the discrete-time random walk, simply by considering the sequence of vertices
visited by it. That is, let {Y'(s)}s>0 be the continuous-time simple random walk on (G, W)
with heat kernel Py(x,y) := eP=D(z,y). If we consider (X (n)),=0 as the sequence of vertices
traversed by Y, then Lemma 4.12 holds for X with p(P).
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The following result will be fundamental in guaranteeing a high probability for the ex-
ploration process to succeed, and we remark that it is a general statement about random
walks on non-amenable graphs. For x € V we make a slight abuse of notation ' and let
Ra(t) := Ui<i<y, R%(¢), where R%(t) denotes the trace of {Y;!(s)}o<s<t

Lemma 4.14. Let (G,W) be a non-amenable electrical network, and R(t) be the trace of
{Y(s)}ogs<t- For every e > 0 there exist tg,a > 0 such that for t = tg

P.(|R(t)| < at) < e.

Proof. There are two ways the range can fail to be large: either the walk makes few jumps, or
many jumps are to previously visited vertices. We will use a union bound on those. We first
observe by Chernoff’s bound for the Poisson random variable N (t) that P(N () < t/2) < e~/*,
where N(t) denotes the number of steps performed up to time ¢.

Let (X (n))n<n() be the sequence of N vertices visited by the random walk from z. The
sequence (X (n)) is the initial N(¢) steps of a random walk independent of N (t). Nearby values
are likely to repeat, so for m > 1 we consider the subsequence Y (i) = X (mi) of every m-th
vertex. Let I be the number of repetitions in this subsequence with i = |t/2m|. Equation
(4.17) implies for ¢ < j that

PL(Y(j) = V(1)) = B[P (Y () = Y)Y ()] < o0,

Summing over i < j < t/2m, we find that

m

tp

t m m
E[I] < (" +p° +...)=W.

2m

By Markov’s inequality, P(I > t/4m) < %.
If N(t) > t/2 and I < t/4m the range is at least t/4m. Thus

t _ 2p™
Po (IR()| < — ) <e M+ 0
(1RO < g ) <4 2
Given 1 > ¢ > 0, we can choose tg := 4log(2/¢), and m := [logp(5/8)] so that each summand
is at most £/2, and a = 1/4m gives the claim. O
Now, for o := ——31—— define:
4[log, (53£)]

1—

Gy = {xeA:IP’x(|R(t)mAC]>a-t)>4]Cp} , (4.20)

We want to estimate the size of G4. For that, we show that a point z € A satisfying
P, (T3 = o) = (1 — p)/2K, belongs to G 4. Take such a point, and set ¢ = (1 — p)/4K. We

have by Lemma 4.14 and Bayes’ Theorem, that for any t > ty = 4log (%) :

P, (IR(t) n A°] > at) = Py ({TF = w0}  {R() > at}) > -2 (4.21)

4K
0T his was originally introduced for the simple random walk, but it can be analogously written for the random
walk associated with P.
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From Lemma 4.13, we conclude that

1-—
ZIC

We are now ready to prove Theorem 4.11. Fix ¢ such that

2002 (log, (53£) +1)
(= pmin{l, ]
In particular, this implies that t > ¢, thus satisfying Equation (4.22), and that:
(L—eM(1=p) _ 6K
ot e > 1=,

Gal = L 4], (4.22)

t =

: (4.23)

which will be used later in the proof.

Similarly to the proof of Proposition 4.6, the main idea to prove Theorem 4.11 is to
construct an exploration process. A key difference is that we only explore vertices of the
active set when there is a non-negligible probability that a random walk starting from said
vertex visits an amount proportional to t outside of the vertices that have been reached by
the exploration process. That is, if W denotes the set of vertices reached by the frogs, we
only explore the trajectories of vertices belonging to Gyy N M, where M denotes the set of
active vertices. We now prove Theorem 4.11 and note that a similar argument was done in
the previous subsection, and so we omit a few standard calculations:

Proof of Theorem 4.11. We use the Abelian property of the frog model, and reveal trajectories
of activated frogs in an order chosen so that each frog revealed is likely to reach many new
vertices. Towards this, denote by W, the set of vertices reached by frogs in the first k steps of
the process. Initially Wy = {0} is just the origin. The set W}, is split into Vi U My, where
Vi, are the vertices x for which we have already revealed the number and trajectories of frogs
starting at x, and My, are those vertices whose number of particles and their trajectories have
not yet been revealed. Initially 0 € M.

Let G, = Gy, be the set of vertices in Wy, from which a frog is likely to reach many
vertices outside Wy, as in Equation (4.20). If Gx n My # &, pick some vertex y in this
intersection, and reveal the frogs from y. This has the following effect for the sets at time
k+1:

e 1 is moved from My 1 to Vi1,

e vertices in R, \Wj, are moved to My ;.

If at any time the intersection Gy N M, is empty, we give up and stop. We shall see that there
is a positive probability this never happens, in which case 0 — o occurs

To see this, note that from Equation (4.22), we know that |G| > 2IC LIWy|, whereas |Vi| = k.
Thus we wish to show that with positive probability [Wy| > 4’C k for all k. The 1ncrement
Wi+1\Wy is the set of vertices outside Wy, reached by a frog from y. With probability 1 —e™?,
there is at least one frog at y. If there is such a frog, with probability at least (1 — p)/(4K) it
reaches at least a - ¢ vertices outside Wy. Thus the change of [Wy| stochastically dominates
a random variable that is at with probability (1 —e™*)(1 — p)/4K, and is 0 otherwise. It
follows from (4.23) that the random Variable has expectation strictly greater than GK , there
is positive probability that |[Wy| > k for all k£ by Chernoft’s inequality, thus completlng
the proof. O
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A Appendix

We include here the supplementary results used throughout this paper. We subdivide them
based on the conditions assumed on the graph G.

A.1 Quasi-Transitive Graphs of Polynomial Growth

The main goal of this subsection is proving Lemma A.3. For that, we need a few extra
definitions. Observe that Equation (4.1) implies that the growth function satisfies the volume
doubling condition:

Definition A.1. A graph G = (V, E) satisfies the volume doubling condition if there exists
C > 0 such that for allz eV andn > 1:

gr(2n) < ng(n) . (Al)

For quasi-transitive graphs of polynomial growth, this is an immediate consequence of
Equation (4.1). In order to prove that t.(\) < oo, we use sub-gaussian estimates for the
heat kernel of the continuous-time random walk p:(z,y) := Pz(Y () = y) on G. In order to
establish that, we first prove them in the context of 1/2—lazy discrete time random walks.
To distinguish from the prior notation, we denote the discrete heat kernel by p"(z,y). We
shorten p'(z,y) as p(x,y). For f € RV, we define the length of the gradient as

1/2
Vi = (5 X 1) - f0Pen) (4.2)

zyel

Definition A.2. We say that a graph G satisfies the Poincaré Inequality if there exist C > 0
and C' =1 such that for any f e RY andr > 0 :

Dlf@) - AP <cr® Y IR, (A.3)
yeBL (1) B (C'r)
where
fr(z) = Z fly

yEBz( )

An important fact is that quasi-transitive graphs of polynomial growth satisfy the Poincaré
inequality. This is a consequence of the Poincaré inequality for Cayley graphs of finitely
generated groups (see Theorem 2.2 of [35]) and the stability of Poincaré inequalities under quasi-
isometries (see Proposition 3.14 of [41] and [51]) in combination with Trofimov’s theorem. As a
conclusion of Delmotte’s seminal paper (see Theorem 1.7 of [13]) there exist ¢}, ch, C7,Cy > 0
such that

/ !
(;71/26_(1%‘("”73/)/6/2” < P (x’ y) < CT}Ze_d%(mvy)/Cén , (A4)
n n

for every x,y € V,n > 1 such that dg(z,y) < n (for dg(z,y) > n, we have p"(x,y) = 0). Back
to our context, we prove that an analogous bound holds for the continuous heat kernel p;(x,y).
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Lemma A.3. Let G be a quasi-transitive graph of polynomial growth. Then, there exist
constants c1,co,C1,Cy > 0 depending on G such that

C C
tcl%ff_d%‘(m’y)/”t < pela,y) < —= e de(@w)/Cot (A.5)

for all x,y € Vit = 1 with dg(z,y) < t.

Proof of Lemma A.3. First, observe that by a similar estimate to Equation (2.5), we have

that for all L > 1:
1
P <Po(t) < (1 — L) t> <eact, (A.6)

Let z,y € V and t > 0 be chosen arbitrarily. For the upper bound, observe that by Equations
(2.5) and (A.6) imply:

a0
p(zy) = > PPo(2t) = k)pF(z,y)
k:dg(fﬂ,y)
< i P(Po(2t) = k)i{e—dé(w)/cé’f TR T
P k2 da(x,y)4/?
Cl —d2,(z,y)/Cat
< We G( y)/Ca ,

for C1,Cy > 0. For the lower bound, combining the Chernoff’s bound with the fact that
dg(z,y) <t yield:

0
piz,y) = > P(Po(2t) = k)pF(z,y)
k:dG(fE’y)
4t y , /
D} B(Po(2t) = k) gz Bk
k=d(z,y)

€L —dg(zy)/eat
a\T,y)/c2
= td/2e ’

A\

for some choice of ¢;, ¢ > 0. ]

A.2 Quasi-Transitive Graphs of Superlinear Polynomial Growth

In this subsection, we prove Lemma 4.7 using Lemma A.3. We first define the truncated green
function Gy : V x V — [0,00) as
¢
Gulw.9) 1= | pulany) ds. (A7)
0

where z,y € V and t = 0. We begin by proving the following auxiliary lemma regarding the
trace of a random walk:
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Lemma A.4. Let G be a quasi-transitive graph of superlinear polynomial growth. For any
K1, Ky = 1, there exist constants ¢ = ¢(G, K1, K2) and C = C(G), such that for any a = 2,
z eV, and D € By(Kia) with |D| = |Bz(a)|/K2, we have

< D P (ry <a®) <C-6(a), (A.8)
yeD
where O(a) is defined as
a® ifd>3
0(a) =9 .
a®/loga ifd=2.

Proof. 1t follows from Lemma A.3 that, for any z € V and any t > 1, we have

1 t

1
ps(z,2)ds + L Mds.

Gy(z, 2) xf

0

By using that 0 < ps(z,y) < 1, we conclude that for any z € V and any ¢t > 2, we have

1 ifd>=3

Gy(z, = - A9
t(2:2) {logt ifd =2, (4.9)

where the implicit constant depends on the graph G. Let N;(y) be the number of visits to y
up to time ¢. Then,

Ga2 (xa y)

_Za?\ %) < a® = ) )
]P)ac(Ty < a2) EHU[NQQ (y)|Ty xa ] < Ey[Na2 (y)] Ga2 (y7y) (A 10)
On the other hand, we have
Sl V) B N Wy < a?] > By [N (0)] = G (a1). (A1)
Px(Ty < (12) a Y Y a a )
It follows from (A.10) that
G2 (2,
> Po(ry < a?) = 2yep Gax(2.y). (A.12)
yED G(l2 (y’ y)

Moreover, we have
a?|By(a)| (¢ 2K?
Z Ga2 € y 2 f ps T Z/ ’21((” (Zexp <_1)> RG,K1,K2 a27 (A'l?’)
yeD yeD 2 a €2
which combined with (A.9) and (A.12) gives the desired lower bound. Similarly, (A.11) gives
that

G 2
Z Py ZyeD 242 (2, ) < 2a <C-0a),
G.2(y,y) G.2(y,y)

yeD

where C' depends on the graph G.
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Proof of Lemma 4.7. 1t follows from Lemma A.4 with D := B,(a)\H, which satisfies |D| >
|Bx(a)|/4, that for any y € By(a) :

c-0(a) <E, HﬁH(a?)H = Y Byn<a)<C-0a). (A.14)
2€Bg(a)\H

Let b:= C-0(a), and for k € N*, define A(k) := max,cp, (q) IP’y(|P~{H(a2)\ > 2kb). Observe
that by Markov’s inequality A(1) < % Moreover, by the Strong Markov property, we have
A(ky + ko) < A(k1) A(ks) for any ki, ko € NT. This implies that

Ey[|ﬁH(a2)|2] -3 Py(|ﬁH(a2)|2 > e) <O, (A.15)

=1

where C’ is an absolute constant. The final result follows from the Paley—Zygmund inequality
combined with the first and second moment estimates we obtained in Equations (A.14) and

(A.15):

y c-H(a)) _ E, [’f{H(CLZ)HQ i 2

= ~ = bl (A16)
AE, [|RH(a2)|2] 4C"1C?

concluding the results in the appendix. O
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