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Abstract. We study proper lattice animals for bond- and site-percolation on the hypercubic
lattice Z¢ to derive asymptotic series of the percolation threshold p, in 1/d, The first few terms

of these series were computed in the 1970s, but the series have not been extended since then.

We add two more terms to the series for pS€ and one more term to the series for pPo™, using

a combination of brute-force enumeration, combinatorial identities and an approach based
on Padé approximants, which requires much fewer resources than the classical method. We
discuss why it took 40 years to compute these terms, and what it would take to compute the
next ones. En passant, we present new perimeter polynomials for site and bond percolation
and numerical values for the growth rate of bond animals.

PACS numbers: 64.60.ah, 64.60.an, 02.10.0x, 05.10.-a

1. Introduction

Forty years ago, two papers appeared in this journal, each containing the first few terms of a
remarkable series for the percolation thresold on the hypercube Z¢. The first paper, by Gaunt,
Sykes, and Ruskin [1]], presented a series expansion for the threshold for site percolation on
the d-dimensional cubic lattice Z4,
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where 0 = 2d — 1. The second paper, by Gaunt and Ruskin [2]], gave the corresponding series

for bond percolation,
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It is known that the series expansion for p2°™(d) has rational coefficients to all orders [3]], and

the terms up through 6> have been established rigorously [4]. A crucial tool in these proofs
is the lace expansion for the two-point connectivity function for percolation, which can also
be used to prove that mean-field behavior takes over in sufficiently high dimensions (e.g. [15,6]]
and references therein).

Despite decades of active research in percolation by physicists and mathematicians, these
series have not yet been extended. In this contribution we extend both series by computing
additional terms, namely the coefficients of ¢—° for pd, and the coefficients of o> and
o6 for pii. To do all this we use enumerations of lattice animals that require a large amount
of computation, new and recent analytical results and finally a new method to derive the series
from the available data.
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The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2| we introduce lattice animals and
perimeter polynomials, focusing on bond animals. In Section [3] we review the methods
of [2] that take us from perimeter polynomials to the series expansion for p2°"¢, and use
our recent enumeration results to derive the next term in the series. In Section 4| we discuss
the computational resources needed to carry out these enumerations, and the fact that a
purely brute-force approach would take over a year given current resources. In Section [3]
we prove a set of analytic results which let us avoid the most costly enumerations, bringing
this calculation within reach. We discuss site animals and apply the same techniques to site
percolation in Section [6] using the methods of []] to obtain the next term in the series for
€. In Section we report on a new method based on Padé approximants to derive the series
for p.. We prove that the convergence of this method is equivalent to that of the classical
approach of [1}2]]. However, the Padé method requires much less data, allowing us to add yet
another term to the series for p$®® using existing data. Finally, we conclude in Section and
discuss the challenge of pushing these series even further.

2. From Lattice Animals to Perimeter Polynomials

The starting point of series expansions like (I) and @) is the counting of lattice animals.
We start with the animals relevant to bond percolation, and reserve the (somewhat simpler)
discussion of site animals for Section [6l

A bond animal is a connected set of edges of the hypercubic lattice. Two animals
are considered distinct if they differ by a rotation or reflection, but not by translation. We
define the size of a bond animal as the number e of edges in it. For instance, in the two-
dimensional lattice there are two bond animals of size 1 and six of size 2, namely, | , , and

HH}T..T.JL..

Following Lunnon [[7], we say an animal is proper in k dimensions if its edges span a k-
dimensional subspace. For instance, the animals .. { are proper in 1 dimension, and when
projected into that dimension they are identical. We denote the number of animals of size e
proper in k dimensions as ng). Since such an animal can be embedded in the d-dimensional
lattice in (Z) different ways, the total number of lattice animals of size e in d dimensions is

‘. /d
Ade)= Y ( k) G 3)
k=1

For instance, we have Ggl) =1and G<22) =4,

In order to compute the total probability that an edge belongs to a connected cluster of a
given size, we also need to classify bond animals according to their perimeter, i.e., the number
of edges that are incident to but not part of the cluster, and their number of vertices. FigureT]
shows all 86 animals of size e = 4 that are proper in 2 dimensions, classified by their perimeter
t and number of vertices v. We denote the number of bond animals proper in dimension k of

(k)

size e, perimeter ¢ and number of vertices v by G, . From Figure|l|we see that

2  _ 2 _ (2) _
Gyiins = 53 G5 =32 Gyga=1.

Note that we define ¢ as the number of perimeter edges that live in the subspace spanned by
the animal.
Once we know the numbers Gﬁ’f,{v for a given e, we can compute the perimeter polynomial

e d o
De(g) =Y, (k) Gedud 20" )
k=1ty
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Figure 1. The GEE) = 86 bond animals of size e = 4 proper in 2 dimensions, classified by
their perimeter ¢ and the number of vertices v. There are 15 different shapes up to rotation and
reflection, and the notation x8 etc. gives the number of animals corresponding to each one.

This arises by noting that when a bond animal proper in k dimensions is embedded in d > k
dimensions, it has 2(d — k)v additional perimeter edges pointing “up” and “down” in the
other d — k dimensions. Summing over all embeddings of such an animal in d dimensions,
and summing over all k, ¢, and v, gives {@). Comparing to (3), we see that D, (1) = Ay(e).

The perimeter polynomials allow us to express quantities such as the expected size S of
the cluster to which a random occupied edge belongs, i.e., conditioned on the event that that
edge is occupied. Following [2] we have

7i 2 e _
S—dpgepDe(l p). ©)

To see this, focus on a particular edge in the lattice, say between u = (0,0,...,0) and
v=(1,0,...,0). The probability that (u,v) is occupied and belongs to a particular translation
of a particular animal of size e and total perimeter 1 4+ 2(d — k)v is p°(1 — p)+2(d=K),
Summing over all translations and averaging over all rotations, (#,v) can appear in each
animal of size e in e/d different ways, since a fraction d of the edges in all rotations lie
along this axis. Thus each animal counted by Ggf,{v contributes p¢(1 — p)+2@=Kve /d to the
probability that (u,v) is occupied and part of a cluster of size e, and p¢(1 — p)'e?/d to the
expected size of the cluster. Since S is the expected size conditioned on the event that (u,v) is
occupied, we divide by the probability p of this event. Finally, summing over all e gives (3)).

3. From Perimeter Polynomials to the Series Expansion for the Threshold

We now follow Gaunt and Ruskin [2] in using the perimeter polynomials, and their behavior
for large d, to compute a high-dimension (or low-density) expansion for the critical density
PO, First we rewrite (3)) slightly and expand the expected cluster size S in powers of p,

dpS=Y ep'D(1-p) 2 Y bp". (6)
e r=1
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(In [2] the authors write ). instead of b,.) Now suppose that b, grows exponentially in the
limit of large r,

brN.ur7

where i depends only on d. In that case, the right-hand side of (6), and the expected cluster
size S, diverge precisely when p > p®™ where

Cc
P

Thus our goal is to compute

1
Inyu = lim —Inb,. @)

r—oo

and in particular its behavior for large d. In the limit d — oo, we expect U to approach its
mean-field value 6 = 2d — 1, the branching ratio of the lattice: that is, the number of children
each edge would have if the lattice were a tree.

As we discuss below, through a mixture of brute-force enumeration and analytic results
we obtain explicit formulas for D,(g) for e < 11, which we exhibit in Since
b, depends only on D, for e < r, these formulas allow us to compute b, for r < 11 directly.
We can extend this to r = 12 by noticing that b, depends on D, only through D, (1) = A4(r),
i.e., on the total number of animals in each dimension regardless of their perimeter, since the
factor (1 — p)’ only contributes to higher-order terms. Moreover, following [8]], we can deduce
D, (1) from D,(q) for e < r from the fact that the total probability of belonging to any animal

is p:
ZepeDe(lfp):dp. ®
e=1

For any r > 1, the coefficient of p” in the left-hand side is zero. Thus we have

r—1
Dr(l):Ad(r)zfé lzepeDe(lp)] ) ©
e=1 r
where [f(p)], denotes the coefficient of p, in the power series of f(p). In[Appendix Alwe use
this to derive D5 (1).

Since D, is a degree-e polynomial in d, it follows that b, is a degree-r polynomial in d,
or equivalently a degree-r polynomial in 0 = 2d — 1. We give these polynomials explicitly
in and for r > 1 the leading term ¢” indeed matches the mean-field limit. If
we expand b, /c” in powers of 6!, we find that the correction terms stabilize as r increases.
Specifically, as in [2[, we find that the coefficient of o6~/ coincides with a polynomial in » of
degree | j/2] whenever r > 2j. We show this for the case j =4 in Figure 2}

We extend the corresponding series in [2] by one term. Namely, we obtained the
coefficient of 6~ by fitting a quadratic function of r to just three points, the minimum number
necessary, for » =10, 11, 12. This gives

br —1
17 5
+(2—2’) o2 (r>4)
+(57—10r)c 3 (r>6)
661r 2517
+<550— 8r+8r)o4 (r>8)
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Figure 2. The stabilization of the coefficients in (I0). Here we show the coefficient of o4,
which coincides with a quadratic curve for r > 8.

67933  15503r  175/° 5
— - >
+ ( B YR g ) c (r>10)
+0(c79). (10)
Our confidence in is bolstered by the fact that, if we assume b, has this form for

sufficiently large r and take its logarithm, the terms that are quadratic and higher-order in r
cancel, giving

_ 5r _ 293  15r _
Inb, =rlnc+o l+<8—2>6 2—|—(6—2>o 3

(3721 431r>64 <71213 2315r

8 8 15 6

) c74+0(c7%), (1)

where as in (T0) the coefficient of 6/ holds for r > 2. In particular, if the last coefficient
of 677 in (TO) had a different linear or quadratic term in r, or if it contained any higher-order
terms, then the coefficient of > in (ﬂ;f[) would have higher-order terms in r.
Proceeding from (TT)) we now take the limit r — oo defined in (7)), giving
5Sr o 15r 5 431r __, 2315r _s _6
lnuflno—ic — 50 g 0 O —-0(c7%). (12)
Finally, exponentiating this gives

bond _ % =o'+ 20*3 -+ go*“ +5707° + %

extending the series (2) from [2]] by one more term.
In the succeeding sections we will show how a combination of brute-force enumeration
and new analytic results allowed us to obtain D;(q),...,D11(q). Indeed, without these

analytic results we would have required months of additional computation to obtain the new

term in (T3).

o %+0(c77),(13)
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4. Computer Enumerations of Bond Animals

Computerized enumerations of lattice animals have a long tradition in statistical mechanics.
The first algorithm was published by Martin in 1974 [9]. The classical algorithm for
counting lattice animals is due to Redelmeier [[10]. Originally developed for the square
lattice, Redelmeier’s algorithm was later shown to work on arbitrary lattices and in higher
dimensions [[11] and to be efficiently parallelizable [12]. For two dimensional lattices there
is a much faster counting method based on transfer matrices [13]], but for d > 3 Redelmeier’s
algorithm is still the most efficient known way to count lattice animals.

For counting in high dimensions one faces the problem of storing a piece of the lattice
large enough to hold all possible animals of a given size. The most naive approach of using
a d-dimensional hypercube of side length 2¢ + 1 for animals of size e requires terabytes of
memory for the dimensions and sizes we study here. We can reduce the memory requirements
to megabytes by using a d-dimensional ¢; ball of radius e instead, i.e., a generalized
octahedron, since its volume is only 1/d! times that of the hypercube. Using this idea,
extensive enumerations of site animals on high-dimensional lattices were performed in [8].

More generally, Redelmeier’s algorithm takes the adjacency matrix of any graph as input
and counts the animals on that graph. This lets us use the same approach for bond animals,
since we can compute the adjacency matrix of the “line graph” or “covering graph,” whose
vertices are the edges of the original ball and where two edges are adjacent if they share a
vertex. The code to compute these graphs and the implementation of Redelmeier’s algorithm
can be downloaded from our project website [|14]]. For a detailed description of the counting
algorithm we refer to [§]]. Here we focus on the time complexity of the algorithm and how
this limits the size of the animals that we can count.

While its memory requirements are modest, Redelmeier’s algorithm counts lattice
animals of a given size by actually constructing all of them. Hence its running time scales
essentially as Ay(e), the total number of lattice animals of size e in dimension d. These
cluster numbers A, (e) grow asymptotically as

b
Age) ~CAJ e 0 (1 +—5+ corrections) . (14)
e

Here the exponents 6,; and A are universal constants, i.e., their value depends on the dimension
d but not on the underlying lattice, while C, b, and the growth rate A; are nonuniversal,
lattice-dependent quantities [15]. This universality facilitates the computation of 6, for some
values of d using field-theoretic arguments. In particular, 6, = 1 and 63 = 3/2 [16L|17],
04 =11/6 (18] and 6, = 5/2 (the mean-field value) for d > d. = 8, the critical dimension for
animal growth [19].

Values of A,(e) for e < 12 and general dimension d can be computed from (3) and the
perimeter polynomials in For some values of d we have enumerated animals
larger than e = 12, see Table|l} The enumeration data for A;(e) can be used to estimate both
Aq and 6. For that we compute A;(e) and 6,(e) as the solutions of the system

InAy(e—k) =InC+ (e —k)InAy(e) — 64(e)In(e — k) (15)
for k =0, 1,2. We need three equations to eliminate the constant InC. The growth rate A; and

exponent 6, are obtained by extrapolating the numbers 4,(e) and 6;(e) to e — co. From (14)
we expect that

b
lnld(e)wlnld-i-m (16)

for large values of e. We used the data points A,(e) to fit the parameters InA,, b and A in
(T8). A plot of log A4(e) versus e~ (A1) (Figure then shows that the data points in fact scale
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e d=2 d=3 d=4
13 79810756 208438 845633 26980497086 268
14 386458 826 1979867 655945 384428 067 086 544
15 1 880580352 18948498 050586 5527398761722192
16 9190830700 182549617674 339
17 45088727820 1768943859449 895
18 221945045488 17230208981 859485
19 1095798917 674
20 5424898 610958

21 26922433371778
22 133906343014 110
23 667370905 196 930
24 3332257266746 004

Table 1. Number of bond lattice animals A,;(e). We also know As(13) = 900703198 101 845

and Ag(13) = 14054816418877200. Values of Ay(e) for e < 12 and general d can be
computed from (3) and the perimeter polynomials in[Appendix A}
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Figure 3. Bond animal growth rate A, ford = 5.

like (T6). The resulting estimates for In A, are listed in Table 2} The growth rate A, increases
linearly with d, see Figure[d]
The same approach can be used to compute the exponent 6,;. Here we expect

b
04(e) ~ Gd-l-e—A. a7y

Figure [5] shows that 6,(e) in fact scales like (I7). The resulting estimates for 6, (Table
deviate from the Monte Carlo results and the exact values by no more than 5%, a deviation
most likely induced by the extrapolation e — oo.

Now, for practical enumerations we have to face the fact that the running time grows
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10g Ad ®d
d | enum. | enum. exact, MC
2 | 1.650 0.99 1
3 | 2.362 1.52 3/2
4 | 2793 1.90 11/6
5 | 3.093 2.18 2.080(7)
6 | 3.322 2.34 2.261(12)
7 | 3.505 2.42 2.40(2)
8 | 3.659 2.47 5/2
9 | 3.792 2.49 5/2
10 | 3.909 2.50 5/2
11 | 4.013 2.51 5/2
12 | 4.107 2.52 5/2

Table 2. Growth rates A; and exponents 6, obtained from extrapolating the enumeration
data. The column marked “exact, MC” contains exact values from field-theoretic arguments
or values from large scale Monte Carlo simulations [20}21].

CPU frequency nodesxcpusxcores memory/core
E5-1620 3.60 GHz 1x2x4 4.0 GByte
E5-2630 2.30 GHz S5x4x6 5.3 GByte
E5-2630v2  2.60 GHz 5x4x6 5.3 GByte
E5-2640v4  2.40 Ghz 3x4x%x10 6.4 GByte

Table 3. Computing machinery used for the enumerations in this paper. All CPUs are Intel®
Xeon®.

exponentially with the size of the animals, and that the associated growth rate A; is an
increasing function of d. Hence the hardest enumeration tasks are those with large size e
in high dimension d. In particular, to compute the next term of the series (2), we have to
enumerate animals with e = 11 in d = 8,9, 10, 11 while keeping track of their perimeter and
number of vertices, i.e., compute GE’QV for all # and v. On our Linux cluster with 368 cores
(Table[3), doing this fore = 11ind = 8 took 12 days and 6 hours wall clock time. The running

times for the next few values of d can be estimated by extrapolation as
(d=9,e=11) — 47days,
(d =10,e = 11) — 181 days,
(d=11,e=11) — 624days.
Thus d = 9 would take about 7 weeks, while d = 10 would take months and d = 11 would

take over a year. Luckily we can spare ourselves all three of these tasks by computing the

corresponding perimeter polynomials analytically—that is, by providing explicit formulas for

Ggf,)_yv, Ggf,}l), and Gﬁf;f). We do this in the next section.

5. Analytic Results for Bond Animals

5.1. Counting proper and almost-proper bond animals

Computing G, is computationally expensive, with effort that grows exponentially as a function
of e with a base that grows linearly in d. We can save time by deriving some analytic results.
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In this section we prove explicit formulas for G, G~V and G~ which appeared without
proofs or derivations in [2], and for the coefficients of (‘el), (eiil) and (efZ) in D,(q). Thanks
to these formulas we can compute the next term of p2°"d using enumerations of bond animals
just for e < 11 and d < 8, which as discussed in the previous section greatly reduces our total
computation time.

To count animals, we will relate them to labeled trees of various kinds. An edge-labeled
tree is a tree with e edges where each one is given a unique label {1,...,e}, and a verrex-
labeled tree is a tree with n vertices where each one is given a unique label in {1,...,n}. A
rooted tree is one where a particular vertex is distinguished as the root.

There is a one-to-one correspondence between rooted edge-labeled trees with e > 2 edges
and vertex-labeled trees with n = e+ 1 vertices. We direct the edges away from the root, copy
each edge label to the vertex it points to, and give the root vertex the label n. Since any of
the n vertices can be treated as the root, and since by Cayley’s formula [22] the number of
vertex-labeled trees is n*~2, the number of edge-labeled trees with e > 2 edges and n = e+ 1
vertices is [[23-25]]

# edge-labeled trees = n" > = (e+1)°72. (18)

Note that this gives the nonsense answer 1/2 when e = 1: since the two endpoints of the
graph with a single edge are indistinguishable, making either one the root leads to the same
vertex-labeled graph. For similar reasons, we will find that some of our formulas will only
work when e is sufficiently large. On the other hand, some conveniently give the right answer
for all e > 1, in which case we will state them without qualification.

Theorem 1. The number of bond animals of size e that are proper in e dimensions is
G =2¢ (e+1)°72. (19)

Proof. In a directed tree, each edge can have two orientations. Hence the right hand side of
(T9) is the number of directed edge labeled trees with e bonds. To prove Theorem [I| we need
to show that there is a one-to-one correspondence between these trees and bond animals of
size e that are proper in e dimensions.

Any bond animal of size e that is proper in e dimensions is a tree: there can be no
loops since each edge has to point along its own dimensional axis. Thus it corresponds to an
edge-labeled tree, where each edge is uniquely labeled with the axis it points along. For each
axis there are two possibilities with respect to orientation: it can point either “up” or “down”
along that coordinate axis, and these possibilities correspond to the direction of the edge.
Conversely, we can read every directed, edge labeled tree as a blueprint for a proper animal:
take any vertex of the tree as the initial site of the animal and and add the tree neighbors of
that vertex to the animal as indicated by the label and the direction of the corresponding edge.
Proceed with the neighbors of the neighbors etc. The result is an animal that is proper in e
dimensions since we have spanned each dimension exactly once. Thus the mapping between
directed edge-labeled trees and bond animals proper in e dimensions is one-to-one, which

proves (T9).
O

Next we prove two lemmas which are helpful in counting edge-labeled trees that contain
certain labeled subgraphs.

Lemma 1. The number of ordered forests of k > 1 rooted trees with a total of n vertices, n—k
edges and distinct edge labels 1,...,n—k is kn" k=1,
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Proof. This is proved in [24, Lemma 4]. We present a slightly modified proof. By merging the
roots of the trees into a single vertex v, we obtain an edge-labeled tree with n — k41 vertices.
As described above, this corresponds to a vertex-labeled tree where v is labeled n — k+ 1. This
map is not one-to-one; if v has degree ¢, then there are k¢ ordered forests of k trees that would
have mapped to this tree.

A generalization of Cayley’s formula that follows from Priifer codes [26] states that the
number of vertex-labeled trees with n vertices where, for each 1 < i < n, the vertex labeled i
has degree d; is the multinomial ( d 71"72 g 71). Thus the total number of trees with n —k+ 1

)y

vertices where the vertex labeled n — k+ I has degree £ is

Z ( n—k—1 )
dy,....dy i d1717”.7dn—k715€71

Lt (di=1)=n—k—t

_(n—k—1 Z n—k—¢
B (-1 €1,k €1, ,eln—k

YL ei=n—k—t
n—k—1 .
:( i )(n—k)” =L (20)

Multiplying by the number of forests k’ that map to each such tree and summing over ¢ gives

Note that this formula correctly gives 1 when k = n, i.e., when the forest consists of k vertices
and no edges. O

Definition 1. Ler 5 = {H),...,Hy} be a collection of subgraphs where H; consists of k;
vertices and e; edges for each 1 < i < m. Define an animal of size e containing 7 as a
decorated graph G with e edges and the following properties:

e G contains one copy of each H;, and these copies are vertex-disjoint.

e For each i, the vertices in the copy of H; are labeled (i, j) where 1 < j < k; to identify
which H; they belong to, and to which vertex of H; they correspond.

o If we contract each H; to form a single vertex, the resulting graph G' (which has
n'=n+m—Y" ki verticesand & = e—Y" | e; edges) is a tree.
o Finally, the edges of G’ are given distinct labels 1,... ¢’ and each one is directed.

Note that the H; themselves are not necessarily trees, so we have n’ = ¢’ + 1 but not necessarily
n=e+1.

Lemma 2. Let 5 = {H,,...,H,} be defined as above. Then the number of animals G of
size e containing F€ is

m —1-_ym )
Y™ e ) (n+m 1 Zi:lkl)' n+m—2-Y"  k;
T (H'“) (n-Xik) " - b
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Proof. In the proof of Lemma|l} we merged the roots of the k rooted trees to form a single
vertex, and considered vertex-labeled trees where that vertex ¢ had a given degree. This is
just a more elaborate version of the same idea. Indeed, that Lemma corresponds to the special
case of this one where m = 1.

Each H; becomes a vertex v; with degree ¢;. Let n’ be defined as in Definition [1| and
write t =n' —2—Y" (¢; — 1). Again invoking the generalization of Cayley’s formula, the
number of vertex-labeled trees with n’ vertices where for each 1 < i < m the vertex labeled i
has degree ¢; is

y ( n'—=2 )
i N =L by = Ldpar = 1 dy = 1

1 (1)t

o) 2 )
El_la"wgm_lat [ T €m+1s---,€p

n —
i=m+1 €=t

t
n -2 n
- <£1—1,...,£m—1,;> (”;k> :

For each such tree, there are [/, kiti ways to assign the edges of each v; to the k; vertices of
H;. Summing over the ¢; then gives

t
-2 m m '
. ,Zélmt: (El—l,...,ﬁm—l,t> (n ; ) ]1 i
(= 1)=n'—2—1

m n—2 m "
= k; X ( ) n— k: k.ei
iI;Il l el,.gm,t: €Ly Cmst i=1 l lIJ l

" ei=n'—2—t

m ,
= (Hk’> n" -2 .
i=1

So far we have counted the number of ways to include .7 in G’ where the vertices of G’
are labeled 1,...,n" and the vertex v; corresponding to H; is labeled i for each 1 <i < m. To
convert these to edge labels for G, we first multiply by n'(n' — 1)(n' = 2)--- (W' —m+1) =
n'1/(n' —m)! so that the vertices of G, including the v;, can have any distinct labels. We then
declare the vertex w labeled n’ the root, orient the edges of G’ away from it, and copy the label
of edge vertex onto its incoming edge. This makes G’ an edge-labeled graph rooted at w, so
we divide by the n’ choices of w. Finally, we multiply by the 2¢ possible directions on the
edges of G'. This gives

e . . (l’l/—l)' nn’72
2 (gkl> (n' —m)!

— 26725’1:1@' e k: (n+m_ 1— ?1:1 kl)' nn+m727):§”:1ki
1% (Y7 k)

1

and completes the proof. O
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We now obtain formulas for G~ and G~ We can do this using a kind of duality,
where animals that are proper in k < e dimensions contain certain small collections of animals
which are proper in k dimensions.

Theorem 2. The number of bond animals of size e > 2 that are proper in e — 1 dimensions is
(D =22 — 1) (2e — 1) (e +1)°73. (22)

Proof. Since one can not form a loop with just two edges along the same axis, a bond animal
of size e that is proper in e — 1 dimensions is still a directed, edge-labeled tree, but with only
e — 1 distinct edge labels so that one label x appears on two edges.

We will treat the edges labeled x as a collection of subgraphs . and apply Lemma 2]
There are two cases. First, if these edges are vertex-disjoint, then J# is a pair of subgraphs
each consisting of two vertices connected by a directed edge. Lemma [2] with m = 2,
ki =ky=2,and e; = er = 1 gives

272 x 4(n—3)n"t =2(e—2)(e+1)°73.

This is the number of ways to give the e — 2 edges outside .7 distinct labels. However, there
are e — 1 choices of the duplicate label x, so we need multiply this by e — 1. Finally, Lemma 7]
assumes that the two subgraphs H; and H; are distinguishable, but since they are identical we
divide by 2. Thus the number of directed edge-labeled trees with one duplicate label, where
the edges with that label do not share a vertex, is

27N e—1)(e—2)(e+1)¢73. (23)
For e = 3, for instance, this counts the 4 animals | ] i which have two vertex-
disjoint horizontal edges, plus another 4 with two vertical edges.

In the case where the two edges labeled x share a vertex, the orientations @ — e <— e
and e <— e —— e are forbidden. This is because these two bonds would overlap in the lattice:
the two outer vertices would have the same displacement from the center vertex. Thus we can
take .7 to be a single graph H; = ¢ —— ¢ — e, Lemmawith m=1,k =3,and e; =2,
or equivalently Lemma [[]with k = 3, then gives

2072 x 3" =22 x3(e+1) 7.
We again multiply by the e — 1 choices of x, giving
272 % 3(e—1)(e+1)°73 (24)

for the number of directed edge-labeled trees with a duplicate pair of edges forming a directed
path of length 2. For ¢ = 3, for instance, this counts the 6 animals with two joined horizontal

edges and another 6 with two joined vertical edges.
Adding @23) and @24)) gives 22). O
Theorem 3. The number of bond animals of size e that are proper in e — 2 dimensions is
GE™ =2 (e—2)(e—3)ef

1
+ g26—5(e —2)(12¢* —20¢* —33¢* —46¢ + 195) (e + 1) (25)
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Proof. We first note that there are two types of animals proper in e —2 dimensions: those
where two distinct edge labels are duplicated, and those where one label appears three times.
In the first case, we multiply the results of Lemma [2| by the (652) choices of the duplicate
labels; in the second, we multiply by the e — 2 choices of the triplicate one.

We show the contribution from various subgraph collections .7 in Table[d] keeping track
of how many images they have under symmetry transformations. When two or more of the H;
are identical, we also divide by the number of permutations in S, that preserve JZ.

The only real difference from the calculation in Theorem@]is that now, for the first time,
we have animals that contain a loop of size 4 (the top row of Table [d). In this case, we have
n = e rather than n = e + 1, so this contribution is

-2
<e2 )2?4x4ﬂ15=263@—2xe—3ye5. (26)
This is the first term in (25). Adding the other contributions shown in Tabledand simplifying
gives the second term. 0

5.2. Coefficients of perimeter polynomials

In|Appendix Alwe give explicit formulas for D, (g) for all d for e < 11. As discussed above,
we reduce our computation time by computing some of these terms analytically. As in (3),
each D, has terms proportional to the (Z) ways that an animal proper in k dimensions can

appear. The following theorems compute the coefficient of (‘ei), ( d ), and ( eiz)'

e—1
Theorem 4. The coefficient of (‘:) in the perimeter polynomial D, is

26 (e 4 1)6—2 q2(€+1)d—26 . (27)

Proof. The coefficient of (‘:) is determined by the bond animals of size e that are proper in e

dimensions. In Theoremwe showed there are Gge) =2¢(e+1)°2 of these. We thus need
to show that all these animals have the same perimeter

to=2(e+1)d—2e. (28)

when embedded in a d dimensional lattice with d > e.

We will prove this by induction on e. As noted in the proof of Theorem I} an animal of
size e that is proper in dimension e is a tree, and the labels on the edges are all distinct. For
the base case, a bond animal of size e = 0, i.e., consisting of a single vertex and no edges, has
perimeter 2d. Now suppose we increment e, connecting some vertex « in the animal to a new
vertex v. If v were adjacent in the lattice to any vertex w in the animal other than u, adding
the edge (v, w) would create a loop, but this would imply that some pair of labels are repeated.
Thus the induction step replaces the perimeter edge (u,v), and creates 2d — 1 new perimeter
edges incident to v. By induction, the perimeter is

fo=2d+ (2d —2)e,
which equals (28). O
Theorem 5. The coefficient of (efl) in the perimeter polynomial D, is

q2(e+1)d72e [Oéo-i- aqul] ) 29)
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H parameters for Lemma contribution to GE‘”) fore>2
1l m=1,k =4, =4 263 (e —2)(e — 3)e S

45 x 5%
2¢73(e—2)(e—3)(e+1)¢7

e1=1,ep=3

.~ e m=2
9%x9 —4
'J><4,.T><4><1,1_‘><2, o — ko =3 X9 X (e—4)x
2 1 2 e—5 e—5
T 1 o o 27 (e—2)(e—3)(e+1)°
1 —=€2—
m=2 20 % 8 4
1 x4 Hx4, H{x4,Hj><8 =2k =4 x8x(e—4)x

2¢73(e—2)(e—3)(e+ 1)

m=23
ki =k =2,k3=3

e1r=ey=1,e3=2

5x12x (e—4)(e—35)x
2¢73(e—2)(e—3)(e+1)73

m=4

1x16% (e—4)(e—5)(e—6)x

8126226321

TUrixd ki=ky=k3=hs =2
— Ll e‘ ] e e
4x
o o m:],k1:4761:3
2¢73(e—2)(e+ 1)
m=2
b3 k=2 6(e—3)x
*—eo—o *—e pu— B 2:
e‘ S 203 (e—2)(e 4+ 1)
1= 4,62 =
m=23 {
o ke 5 X8x (e—3)(e—4)x

2°3(e—2)(e+1)*

Table 4. Contributions to Gg‘jiz) from various subgraph collections 7. Those above the
double line come from labeled animals where two edge labels are duplicated; those below
have one edge label which appears three times.
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with
o) =2"2(e—1)(2¢* —3e+7)(e+1)"* (30)
and

o =2¢(e—1)(e—2)(e+1)7*. (31)

Proof. The coefficient of (.il) is determined by the bond animals of size e that are proper in
e — 1 dimensions. These animals are still trees. However, while o of them have perimeter #
given by (28), in o of them a pair of vertices share a perimeter edge, reducing the perimeter
by 1. This gives rise to the form of (29). Since o+ @) = GﬁH) and we already know G£671>
from Theorem 2] it suffices to compute ;.

The animals where two vertices share a perimeter edge, i.e., where both endpoints of
a perimeter edge are elements of the animal’s vertex set, are those that contain one of the 4
rotations of the animal | [. If this animal is embedded in d dimensions, it has perimeter
9+ 8(d —2). Since the other ¢ — 3 edge labels are distinct, the inductive argument of
Theorem 4] gives a perimeter

t=9+8(d—2)+(2d—2)(e—3)=2d— 1+ (2d—2)e=1to—1.

Applying Lemmawith m= 1,k =4, e; =3 and multiplying by the (*,") choices of labels
corresponding to these two dimensions gives

e—1

o =4x273 ><4n”5< 5

) =2%(e—1)(e—2)(e+1)*.
This proves (31)), and subtracting ¢ from the expression (22)) for GV gives o in (30).
Note that these animals form a subset of those counted by (23), where the edges with the

duplicate label do not share a vertex. Those containing the animal have perimeter 7y, as
do those counted by (24) which contain . O

Theorem 6. Ford > 2 and e > 2, the coefficient of (eiZ) in the perimeter polynomial D, is

et Nd=2e ( Bo+Big " +Bag 2+ Boa q—zd) (32)
with
Po = %2675(3 -2)
x (12e5 —56¢* 1 115¢3 — 115¢% + 185¢ — 237) (e+1)°, (33
Br=2"%(e—2)(e—3)(2¢> — 3¢ —6e+44) (e +1)°, (34)
B =23(e—2)(e—3)(e—4)(4e+25)(e+1)7°, (35)
and

Bog =23(e—2)(e—3)e . (36)



Series Expansion of the Percolation Threshold on Hypercubic Lattices 17

H parameters for Lemma contribution to 3, for e > 2
36 x 6%
{lez,-ﬁﬁtxm, m=1,k =6,e,=5 )

27 () e+ )0

e 96 x 6x

I_I 7.2._IX48 m= 1,k =6,e;1 =5 —5(e—2 -6
27337 e+ 1)°

s o 48 x 6%

S e x24 m=1,kj =6,e; =5

2¢75(“)) (e+1)°

768 x 7x

-TII><192,H'TII><384,-LTI><192 m=1,kj =7, =6 )
2@—6(61 )(e+1)e—7

48 X 16 x (e —6) x

A lrxas ki =ky =
I 1 2 2@—6(612) (e+l)e—7

4
6126224

Table 5. Contributions to ;. These arise from connecting subgraphs shown in Table E] ina
way that creates two perimeter edges whose endpoints are both in the animal. Solid horizontal
and vertical edges are those in subgraphs with repeated labels from Table[d] Dotted and dashed
diagonal lines represent distinct edge labels pointing in a third and fourth dimension. The first
two rows involve three of the e — 2 distinct edge labels, and the last two involve four of them.

Proof. The coefficient of (sz) is determined by the bond animals of size e that are proper in
e —2 dimensions, and f; is the number of these where the perimeter is fo — j. We start with
animals that contain a loop [ ]. This loop on its own has perimeter 8 +8(d —2) = 8(d —1).
Again using induction for the e — 4 additional edges, an animal containing it has perimeter

8(d—1)+(2d —2)(e—4) = (2d —2)e =ty —2d,,

and we already computed the number 3, of these animals in (26).

The bond animals that contribute to fy, B; and 3, are trees. As in Theorem [3 these
have two duplicate edge labels or one triplicate one. We start with 3,, where two perimeter
edges are shared, i.e., both their endpoints are in the animal’s vertex set. None of the subgraph
collections .7 shown in Table[d] have this property on their own, but for several of them their
subgraphs H; can be connected to produce shared perimeter edges.

For instance, in the top row of Table [5] we see how two elbow-shaped animals can
be connected along a third dimension, creating two shared perimeter edges parallel to the
connecting edge. Multiplying by the total number of images under symmetry and by the
(852) choices of these three axes among the e — 2 distinct edge labels, these combined animals
contribute

36 x6x2¢7° (egz) n'=36x2"(e—2)(e—3)(e—4)(e+1)"°

to 2. Adding the contributions from Table and simplifying gives 3, in (33).

For B, the number of cases is larger. Several of the subgraph collections ¢ in Table E]
already have a shared perimeter edge, and others can be connected in ways that produce one.
Some of the resulting subgraph collections can be further connected to produce two shared
edges, so we have to subtract some of the subgraphs we already counted in Tabletoward B>.
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Lemmal2

contribution to 3; for e > 2

I
+—o FXS

m=l,k1=5,€1 =2

16 x5 x2¢74(“%) (e + 1)

%#xm,'ﬁmg
L,.TXZ“ g

Hx4s »{ H{xz4,,?j Jx48

m=1,k; =6,e1 =5

360 % 6 x 2¢73(“3%) (e+1)°°

m=2 32(e—4)24 (7)) (e+ 1)
45*48@?*.;1.4) ki =2k =4 —576 %25 () (e+1)¢°
er=1,e0=3 =6><26(e—2)(952)(e—|—1)€*6
m=2
= {x12 ki =4,ky =3 12><12(3—5)29—5(652)(8+1)e—6
e1=3,e0=2
8(1 il > m=2 96 x 10(e —5)2¢5 (*3%) (e + 1
el ki=2ky =5 —2 %768 x7x2°70(“,?) (e +1)¢77
_2(192-311+3845II+192'QI> er=1,e0=4 :24x2€(5e—2)( 2 (et l)e 7
m=73 6x16(e—3) 6)2¢ 5(g) +1)¢
12><%><.L_'II—2(48.§'II> ki =4k =ky=2 | —2x 48 x 16(e— 6(61)
e1=3e=e3=1 — 60 2¢(e — ( 2)(e+
et T8 m=1,kj =5,e; =4 16 x 5% 2¢74(“,%) (e +1
m=2 4x8(e—4)2c74(° 2)(+1e5
4H 72X24<H+zﬂ) ki =2k =4 —2x48x6x2°73 () (e+ 1) °
ep=1,e=3 =6x2(e—2)(°; e+ 1) 0

Table 6. Contributions to f;.

These arise from connecting subgraphs shown in Table E]
in a way that creates exactly one perimeter edge whose endpoints are both in the animal.
Solid horizontal and vertical edges are those in subgraphs with repeated labels from Table 4]
Dotted and dashed diagonal lines represent distinct edge labels pointing in a third and fourth
dimension. In several cases, we have to subtract the subgraphs counted in Table[5]to avoid two
shared perimeter edges; then the second column gives the parameters for the leading term. In
the 5th, 6th, and 8th rows, there is a factor of 2 in front of the subtracted subgraphs because
there are two ways to construct each one by connecting the subgraphs in the leading term.

In some cases we have to subtract these subgraphs twice, since there are two distinct ways to
construct them. Adding the contributions from Table E] and simplifying gives §; in (34).

Finally, since Bo+ B1 + B2 + Bra = Ge

(e—2

from the expression (23)). Simplifying gives (33).

>, we obtain f3y by subtracting f1, 3,, and By

O
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6. Site Percolation

In this section we apply the same strategy to site percolation, following Gaunt, Sykes, and
Ruskin [[1] who derived the series (I)) for pii‘e. The situation here is somewhat simpler than
for bond percolation, and we are able to compute the next term using existing enumerations [§|]
and recent analytic results from [25].

A site animal of size v is a connected set of v vertices, or if you prefer the subgraph
induced by this set, i.e., these vertices and all the bonds between them. The perimeter ¢ of
an animal is the number of vertices adjacent to it; so, for instance, the animal | , has size
v =3 and perimeter t = 7. We again say that an animal is proper in k dimensions if it spans
a k-dimensional subspace when one of its vertices is at the origin. Note that a site animal of
size v is proper in at most v — 1 dimensions.

Re-using the notation of Sectionin this setting, let A;(v) denote the number of animals
of size v in d dimensions, and let Gik)
Replacing e with v in (3) gives [7]]

v—1 d
OED) (k) . (37)

We write GE,? for the number of animals of size v and perimeter ¢, counting only the
adjacent vertices in their k-dimensional subspace. When embedded in d dimensions, these
have 2(d — k)v additional perimeter vertices “above” and “below” them, giving the perimeter
polynomials

denote the number of animals proper in k dimenions.

v—1
_ Z Z (d) G\(;k[) ql+2(d7k)v . (38)
k=1t k

This is simpler than the corresponding definition (@) for bond animals, since we no longer
need to keep track separately of the number of vertices and edges in the animal. As before
we have D, (1) = A4(v). The expected size of the cluster to which a given vertex belongs,
conditioned on the event that that vertex is occupied, is

1
S:;szvav(l—p), (39)
v

since an animal of size v has v possible translations, each of which contributes p'D, (1 — p) to
the probability that a given vertex belongs to an animal of size v.
Following [1f], we expand S in powers of p,

S= szpv 'Dy(1-p Zbrp (40)

The coefficients b, only depend on D, for v < r+ 1. Moreover, analogous to the discussion
above for bond percolation, b, depends on D, only through A;(r+ 1) = D,41(1). We can
derive D, (1) from D,(q) for v < r by using the fact that the total probability of belonging
to any animal is p,

Y vp'Dy(1-p)=p. (41)
=1

This yields the identity [8]]

D1 (1) =Ay(r+1)=

Z vp'D ] . (42)
r+1
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In[Appendix C] we give D,(g) for all v < 12, using enumerations carried out in []] and
analytical results in [25] analogous to Theorems [4{and 5| We then use @]} to derive Dj3(1).
This lets us compute the coefficients b, in the power series for S for all r < 12, and we give
these explicitly in

As in Section 3| we now ask whether the correction of b, to the mean-field behavior,
which corresponds to the leading term o, stabilizes as r increases. We find that b, is
consistent with the following, where the terms up to r > 6 appeared in [/1]]:

br 3" —1
G’:1+(4_2>G (r>2)
37 69r 912 )
B T, - >
+ ( S -5 3 ) o (r=4)
651  109r 1352 9r° 3
- _ I - >
(4 2 716 16)6 (r=6)
13375 89035r 82417 3331 N 2714 54 (r>8)
8 192 128 64 ' 128 =
+0(c7%). (43)

The coefficient of 6~/ appears to be a polynomial of degree j; we found the coefficient of
o~ by fitting a 4th-order polynomial to five points, the minimum necessary.

Assuming that @3)) holds, as for bond percolation, in each coefficient of the logarithm
the terms that are quadratic or higher order in r cancel out, giving

3r 21 21r 1321  65r
Inb,=rlnc+(4—=)o! e s )o3
nb,=rlno ( 2)6 —|—(2 8)6 —|—<12 )6

(4327 20359r
+ -

_ —4 -5
7 193 )O‘ +0(c7). (44)

where the coefficient of 6~/ holds for j > 2r. This again lets us take the limit » — oo in (7)),
giving

B 3 ., 21 __, 65 _5 20359 _, s
Inu=Inc 50 g C i 95 C 0(c7™). (45)
Finally, setting p$'® = 1/u and exponentiating gives
i 3 15 83 6577
site 1 2 2 -~ 3 oY -4 -5 —6
pi(d)=0 —|—26 +4G +4G +—48 6 +0(c7"), (46)

extending (1]) by one term.

7. Series Expansion from Padé Approximants

Having obtained series expansions for the mean cluster size S, another approach to estimating
the threshold is to use Padé approximants: that is, to approximate S as a rational function of p,
find the smallest real root of its denominator where this approximation diverges, and expand
this root in powers of ¢ !. This yields tantalizing results.

For site percolation, we use the first £ terms of the series expansion {@0) of S for
1 < ¢ < 12. For each ¢, we compute the (¢ — 1,1) Padé approximant of S, i.e., where the
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numerator is (¢ — 1)st-order in p and the denominator is linear in p. This means that we
compute numbers day, ...,ay_; and § such that

ap+aipt+ap?+---+appt ib .
— Y b
I_Bp r=0

Expanding (1 — Bp)~! using the well-known formula for the geometric series, we get
Bby—1 = by. Hence the root of the denominator can be written explicitly as by_;/b;, and
we expand this in powers of 67!, As Table shows, our new term in (@6)) shows up at £ =9.
Moreover, at £ = 11 the next term beyond it appears, suggesting

i 3 15 83 6577
site __ —1_, ¥ -2 -3 —4 -5
pe =0 +20 +—40 +—4c7 —&-—48 (9
119077
o ®+0(c7). (47)

96

More generally, we conjecture based on Table 7| that the coefficient of 6~/ stabilizes when
¢ =2j— 1. If that is the case, then we could obtain the coefficient of o7 with just one more
value of b,, namely b3 for site animals.

For bond percolation, we use the first £ terms of the series expansion (6) of dpS. As
shown in Tablethe coefficient of 6~/ again appears to stabilize when £ = 2j — 1, reproducing
the new term in at { = 13, and suggesting that we can obtain the term beyond it if we can
compute b3 for bond animals.

This stabilization is no accident. In fact, we will now show that it is equivalent to the
same type of stabilization observed in (T0) and (TT)) for bond percolation and in {@3) and {@4)
for site percolation: namely, that the coefficient of 6/ in Inb, becomes linear in r for r > 2;.

Theorem 7. The following two conditions are equivalent:

(1) There are coefficients cy,my for k =1,2,3... such that, for all j > 1, if r > 2j then

J .
Inb, =rinc+ Y (cx —mr)o ™ +0(c~UtD). (48)
k=1

(2) Forall j > 1, the estimate of p. from the fth Padé approximant where £ > 2j—1 is

by 1 1 oy
—L = _(140(c7)) = —+0(cUt)), (49)
by u( (c)) M ( )

where

1 > i
lnu—rlgg;b,—lno—l;mkc .

Proof. In one direction, assume that {@8) holds. Then if £ >2j—1,

b j-1 , .
ln‘z L—Inbyy—Inby=—Ino+ Y mo*+0(c7/)=—Inp+0(c7). (50)
¢ k=1

Recalling that £ = O(0) and exponentiating gives (@9).
Conversely, if holds then taking the logarithm gives (50). We then have a telescoping
sum

,
Inb, =Inby+ Y (Inb;—Inby_;)
(=1
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=rinc +Inby+ Y (Inby—Inb;_; —Ino).
k=1
Now consider the coefficient of o—*

with leading term Gé, SO we can write

in this expression. Recall that b, is a polynomial in ¢

Inby =¢Inoc + Z ngkc_k .
k=1

Then

Inb; —Inby_1 —Ino = Z (cox— c[_l.rk)O'_k,
k=1

and (30) implies that, if £ > 2, then for all k < j we have
Clk—Co—1,k = —Mk.
Therefore, if we define
Ck = Cojk — 2jmy,
and r > 2j, then for all £ < j we have
Crk = Cojx— (r—2j)my = cx —myr,
proving ([48). O

Note that in addition to showing these two types of stabilization are equivalent, Theorem
also proves that the classical approach and the (¢ — 1, 1) Padé method produce the same series
expansions.

For both site and bond percolation, we also computed (¢ —2,2) Padé approximants, i.e.,
where the numerator has degree ¢ — 2 and the denominator is quadratic in p. In this case the
estimate of the threshold is the smallest positive root of the equation

(b7 —beby_2)p* + (byby_3 —bg_1by_2)p+ (b} 5 —by_1be_3) =0.

It appears that for j > 3 the coefficient of 6~/ in p now stabilizes when ¢ = 2j. Thus
increasing the degree of the denominator does not appear to help. We note that the (£ —1,1)
Padé approximants for £ = 1,2,3 are known to be upper bounds on S, and therefore that the
root of their denominator is a lower bound on the threshold [27]].

In any case, these results suggest that the techniques of [[1,[2] are not the optimal way to
extract the coefficients of the series for p$® and p?°"d from enumerations of lattice animals.
To put this differently, if we assume that the coefficients of logb, are linear in 7, as they must
be for the limit log i to exist, then we don’t need to compute the coefficients of b, to all orders.

Proving that the stabilization of Theorem [7]holds strikes us as a very interesting question.
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site

L p;
1 o7'+0(c7?)
3 07'+3072+0(c73)

5 0 '+302+ L0634+ 0(c7*)
2 4
-1,3~-2,15.-3, 8 -4 -5
~1,3~-2,15--3, 8 ~—4 | 6577 ~—5 -6
9 07 +350 H+ P07+ G0 g0 7 +0(07°)
-1 3 ~-2 15 ~—3 83 ~—4 | 6577 ~—5 119077 ~—6 -7
1o +50 " +530°+50 "+ 250 +-g~0 "+0(c™)
Table 7. Estimates of pﬁite using Padé approximants. For each ¢, construct the (th-order series
expansion of S, compute its Padé approximant with a numerator which is (¢ — 1)st-order

in p and a denominator which is linear in p, and expand the root of its denominator in powers
of 6. We conjecture that the coefficient of 6~/ stabilizes when £ =2j — 1.

Y plc)ond

3 0o~

1

5 o '+3073+0(c7%)

7 67'+30+ 80 +0(c7)

9 6 '+363+ L0 *+570°+0(c7")

1o '+363+804+576 5+ %36 6+0(c77)

Table 8. Estimates of p?ond using Padé approximants, using the {th-order series expansion (@)

of dpS. As for site percolation, the coefficient of 6~/ appears to stabilize when ¢ =2j+ 1,
reproducing the new term given in but not yet providing an additional one.

8. Conclusions and Outlook

With a combination of brute force enumeration and new analytical results, we were able to
extend the series for p2°" to the next order, and pi*® to two more orders. Let us compare the
old series and the new, extended series to very precise numerical values for p, from recent
simulations [28]].

As seen from Figure [6] the agreement with p,. is better for the new series, and the rate
of convergence for d — oo increases with each new term. For bond percolation, the error
decreases as % for the old series and 072 for the new series, and for site percolation the
corresponding rates are ¢ >% (old), %7 (one additional term) and 6=’ (two additional
terms). These observations support the claim that these series are asymptotic, which is also
suggested by the rapid increase in their coefficients.

What would it take to get the next term in the series for p'c’o"d, i.e., the coefficient of
o~ 7? Using the techniques of [[1,[2] appears to be expensive. Assuming that (continuing
the pattern) the coefficient of o %in @]) is cubic in r, and that it only holds for r > 12,
to find its coefficients we would need b, for r = 12,13,14,15, or equivalently D,(g) for
e=12,13,14 and A4(e) = D, (1) for e = 15. Theorems[4] [5| and[6] save us from enumerating
bond lattice animals of size e = 14 in d = 12,13, 14, but the remaining enumeration tasks are
still prohibitive, as shown in Table[9]
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Figure 6. Difference between p. and the old and new series expansions for site and bond

percolation.
(d,e) wall clock time (d,e) wall clock time
5,14 148 days 7,12 57 days
(5,14) y (7.12) y
6,14 9 years 8,12 387 days
(6,14) y (8,12) y
7,14 116 years 9,12 4,5 years
( y y
(8,14) 1052 years
(9,14) 5183 years
(10,14) 28526 years
(11,14) 133800 years

Table 9. Estimated wall clock times for the enumeration of bond animals to compute the
next term of the series @) for p?ond, using the classical method of [2] (left) and the Padé
approximant approach (right). Enumeration data for (e < 4,14) and (e < 6,12) is already
available, and data for (e > 12,14) and (e > 10,12) is provided by Theorems and@

However, the situation is less daunting for the Padé approach. For pfl® we were already
able compute the next term from the existing data. For p® we just need to compute b3, a
task that is within reach of future (or even current) computer machinery (see Table @) The
same is true for the next term of p$: using the Padé approach, we need b3 for site animals,
which is within reach if one is willing to spend months of computing time on a small cluster.

To avoid the hardest enumeration tasks, one can try to extend the results of Section |§],
i.e., to analytically compute the coefficients of (,%,) in D, for k = 3,4,5,.... The number
of subgraphs that one needs to identify and analyze grows rapidly with k, making it hard to
ensure that none is omitted while avoiding double counting. The actual computation is not
complicated, but tedious and error-prone. This suggests delegating it to a computer.

This has in fact been done for site animals, where the formulas for G&Vﬁl*k) were derived

for k <5 with the help of a computer [29]. However, that work does not classify animals
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according to their perimeter, so it unfortunately does not help us compute the perimeter
polynomials. Formulas that include the perimeter were derived for k = 0 and k = 1 in [25],
but again this gets too cumbersome to do manually for larger values of k. As far as we know,
the computer-aided approach has not been used to derive formulas for the coefficients of the
perimeter polynomials for site or bond percolation beyond [25]] and Theorems [4] [5] and [6]

The bottom line is that the computation of the next terms in and along the
classical road is far beyond our current computational power and analytical tools. With the
Padé approach, both tasks are within reach, either by spending a considerable amount of
computer time or by extending the analytical results derived here and in [25]. Going beyond
that, however, requires a significant new idea.

Appendix A. Perimeter Polynomials D, (q) for Bond Animals
The perimeter polynomials Dy,...,Dg appeared in [2]. Here we also give Dy, D¢ and D,

as well as Dy>(1). We obtained these with our new computations, Theorems [} [5] and[6] and
the identity (9).

D,<q>:q4d—z<;f)

454 d

() ()]
S 6{(‘11)—0— (164441 (‘Zi)ﬂz(‘;ﬂ
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Appendix B. The Polynomials b, for Bond Percolation

Here we give b,, the coefficients of p” in the series expansion for dpS defined in (6). The
leading term 6" corresponds to the mean-field behavior.
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by — 6124 11 43010 170'8+127150'7+1115810'6+789765 613317104
2= 12 6 12 6
4971070963 1193446162 1657
b 012090 B 9336 o’ 165 28550'+498]765

Appendix C. Perimeter Polynomials D, (q) for Site Percolation

The perimeter polynomials D»,...,D7 for site percolation appeared in [1]. We computed
Dg,...,Dy; and Dj3(1) from the enumerations in [8] and the analytical results in [25],
including the identity @2).
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Appendix D. The Polynomials b, for Site Percolation

Here we give b,, the coefficients of p” in the series expansion for the expected cluster size S
as defined in (40). The leading term 6" corresponds to the mean-field behavior.
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