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FIRST PASSAGE PERCOLATION WITH LONG-RANGE CORRELATIONS AND

APPLICATIONS TO RANDOM SCHRODINGER OPERATORS
SEBASTIAN ANDRES AND ALEXIS PREVOST

ABSTRACT. We consider first passage percolation (FPP) with passage times gener-
ated by a general class of models with long-range correlations on Z%, d > 2, includ-
ing discrete Gaussian free fields, Ginzburg-Landau V¢ interface models or random
interlacements as prominent examples. We show that the associated time constant
is positive, the FPP distance is comparable to the Euclidean distance, and we obtain
a shape theorem. We also present two applications for random conductance models
(RCM) with possibly unbounded and strongly correlated conductances. Namely, we
obtain a Gaussian heat kernel upper bound for RCMs with a general class of speed
measures, and an exponential decay estimate for the Green’s function of RCMs with
random killing measures.
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1.1. Positivity of the time constant in first passage percolation. First passage
percolation (FPP) was originally introduced in the 1960s by Hammersley and Welsh
as a model of fluid flow in a randomly porous material. Since its origin it was a
central topic in probability theory and it is still an area of active research. We refer
to [13] for a recent survey. To define the model, let us consider the lattice Z¢, d > 2,
with edge set Ey, and (t¥).cr, be a family of non-negative random weights, also
called passage times, which we allow to be possibly infinite, under some family of
probability measures (P*),c; indexed by a parameter « in some open interval I C R.

Date: November 28, 2023.
2000 Mathematics Subject Classification. 60K35, 60K37, 39A12; 82B43, 60J35, 82C41.

Key words and phrases. First passage percolation; shape theorem; random conductance model;

Green kernel; long-range correlations.


http://arxiv.org/abs/2112.12096v2

2 SEBASTIAN ANDRES AND ALEXIS PREVOST

The random pseudo-metric d*(z,9), ,¢
(or FPP distance in short) is given by

d“(xz,y) = inf Zt‘;’, (1.1)

74 associated with first passage percolation

where the infimum is taken over all simple paths 7 of edges connecting x to y. Under
some mild conditions on the law of (t¥').cf,, see for instance (2.4) and condition P1
in Section 2.1, by using the sub-additive ergodic theorem (see e.g. [50, 55]) one
can classically prove that, for all uw € I and 2 € Z¢\ {0}, there exists a constant
py(z) € [0, 00) such that

[
lim_ w = py(z), P%as.andin L. (1.2)
The constant pu,(x) is called the time constant and depends on the choice of the
direction x and the law P“. Our aim is to find conditions under which the time
constant is strictly positive so that d“(0,nx) grows linearly. In the case where the

weights (t¥).cp, are i.i.d. a simple criterion [49, Theorem 6.1] is that
py(x) > 0 if and only if P“(t = 0) < p, for any z € 7%\ {0}, (1.3)

where p, is the critical parameter for i.i.d. Bernoulli bond percolation on Z?. The
time-constant can actually be described more precisely via a variational formula
using techniques from stochastic homogenization, see [53] and [26, 47] for recent
related works.

For a general ergodic family (¢¥).cr, the following lower bound on d“ can be
shown by the same arguments as in the proof of [9, Theorem 2.4]. Within such a
general framework this lower bound also turns out to be optimal up to an arbitrarily
small correction in the exponent, see [9, Theorem 2.5].

Proposition 1.1 ([9]). For any u € I, suppose that (t*)cck, is a family of ergodic
random variables under P*, taking values in (0, 00) U{co} such that E [(t¥)~7] < oo,
e € Ey, for any q > d — 1. Then, there exists ¢; > 0 such that the following holds. For
PU-a.e. w and every x € 79, there exists Ny(w,x) < oo such that for any y € Z% with
[z —yl = Ni(w,z),
1—d=1
d“(z,y) = e -yl o
Hence, when the variables (t¢').cg, are correlated, it is harder to find a criterion
similar to (1.3) which implies p,(z) > 0. In fact, it is possible to find a probability
P* with P%(t% = 0) = 0 but u,(z) = 0 for some z € Z¢, see [46, Example 2.1].
Under some large deviations inequality, it is still possible to find conditions under
which p, () > 0, see [42, Theorem 4.3]. However, these conditions do not seem to
capture the whole subcritical phase of {e € E;: t¥ = 0}, contrary to the i.i.d. case
(1.3), see the Remark at the end of [42, Section 4]. Moreover, they do not always
hold for models with long-range correlations, see for instance the condition in [42,
Theorem 7.2] which does not hold for the Gaussian free field.
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A result similar to (1.3) for correlated fields has also recently been obtained in
[33]. It however requires stretched-exponential decay of the correlations, which
typically do not hold for the kind of models with long-range correlations we study
here. In Theorem 2.2 below, we are going to prove positivity of the time constant
for a large class of ergodic, unbounded passage times on percolation models with
long-range correlations. Our conditions are very similar to the ones introduced in
[36], i.e. an ergodicity condition P1, some monotonicity condition P2, and a suf-
ficiently strong decay of the correlations P3 and P3’, respectively, see Section 2.1
below for the precise definitions. Similar conditions on the decay of the correla-
tions have been proved, for instance, for the discrete Gaussian free field in [60], for
Ginzburg-Landau V¢ interface models in [62], and for random interlacements in
[61]. These results however do not provide us directly with the exact strong decay
of the correlations required in P3 or P3’, and we adapt them in Section 4 to show
that all these models indeed satisfy our conditions P1-P3 (or P3’). In particular,
we prove the ergodicity condition P1 for V¢-interface models with strictly convex
potentials (see Lemma 4.5), whereas this condition had to be assumed in [62]. Fi-
nally, our results also apply under some upper ratio weak mixing condition satisfied,
for instance, by the Ising model or the massive two-dimensional Gaussian free field
under certain conditions, see Section 4.4.

In order to illustrate our results, let us now focus on the special case of the level
sets of the Gaussian free field. We denote by (¢,),czq the Gaussian free field on Z4
in d > 3 with unit weights, see (4.2) below, and by A, the critical parameter for the
percolation of the associated level sets {x € Z¢ : ¢, > h}, h € R. Moreover, let us
extend the definition (1.1) of d“(x,y) and (1.2) of u,, to the case where, instead of
weights (t¥).cr, on the edges, we have weights (t¥),cz« on the vertices by simply
considering the minimal length over paths of vertices instead of paths of edges.

Theorem 1.2. Let d > 3. Assume that (t2),cze has the same law under P" as
(L{gp<n})ocza- Then, forall z € 74\ {0},

wp(x) > 0if h > hy and pp(x) = 0if h < h,. (1.4)

Moreover, for all h > h, and 6 > 4, there exist positive constants co and cg such that
foralln € Nand x € Z4\ {0},
o oaw c3n

Theorem 1.2 can thus be seen as the equivalent of (1.3) but for the level sets
of the Gaussian free field, except for the unknown and probably complicated case
h = hs. Let us now quickly comment on the proof, and we refer to Theorem 2.2 and
Corollary 4.2 for details. The case h < h, follows from the FKG inequality together
with a simple adaptation of [24, Proposition 6], see Proposition 2.1 below. When
h > h,, it was recently proved in [38] that

lim P (QL o Qs in{wezt: ¢, > h}) — 0, (1.6)
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where Q(z,L) = {y € Z% : |z — y|oo < L} denotes the cube centered at = and
with radius L, and we abbreviate );, = Q(0, L). The equality (1.6) will be the
starting point of a renormalization scheme similar to the one in [61, Section 7],
see Section 2.2. In particular, we will define a sequence of scales L, of order 2%
k € N, so that the FPP distance between @, ,, and Q e, will be larger than the
sum of the FPP distance between Q(x, Lx) and Q(z,2L)¢ and between Q(y, L)
and Q(y,2Lx)¢, for some distant enough vertices = and y. Moreover, it follows
from the decoupling inequalities in [60] that on Q(xz,2Lx) and Q(y,2Ly;) the field
behaves independently under an event with high probability. Using (1.6) for the
initialization, one can thus show recursively that the FPP distance between Q(x, Ly)
and Q(x,2L;)° is of order at least 2¥ with high probability, and (1.5) follows readily.

Note that once (1.6) holds, the only property of the Gaussian free field that we
used are the decoupling inequalities from [60]. Therefore as explained above, this
reasoning can be adapted to any model satisfying appropriate decoupling inequali-
ties, and we refer to Theorem 2.2 for details.

One can use the results from [22] to deduce from Theorem 1.2 a shape theorem,
similar to the i.i.d. case in [27]: for all h > h,, there exists a compact and con-
vex deterministic set K with non-empty interior such that, under the probability
measure P" from Theorem 1.2,

Baw (t
Ph((l —e)K}, C dT() C (14 ¢)Kjy, for all large t) =1,
where By (t) = {x € Z: d*(0,x) < t} is the ball of radius ¢ with respect to the FPP
distance, see Corollary 2.4. Again this can be extended to more general percolation
models with long-range correlations.

1.2. Green kernel bounds for random Schrodinger operators. We now present
our second main result which concerns the random conductance models (RCMs)
with killing, discussed in detail in Subsections 3.2 and 3.3 below. On the graph
(Z4,Ey), d > 2, let (a*(e))ecr, be a family of non-negative ergodic and unbounded
conductances and (x“(x)),cz« be a positive random killing measure (or potential).
Then consider a random walk X = (X;);>0 on Z¢ with generator £“ given by a
random Schrodinger operator of the form

(L) (@) = Y a(x,y) (Fy) — f(2)) = ha(2) f(2), (.7
Yy~

where h € [0,1] is a scalar, x ~ y means {z,y} € E; and a“(z,y) is short for
a“({x,y}). In other words, X is the time-homogeneous continuous-time Markov
process on Z<, which jumps from z to y at rate a*(x, y) and is killed when visiting =
at rate hx“ (x). Our goal is to establish an exponential decay estimate for the Green’s
function of RCMs with ergodic unbounded conductances and killing measures with
a precise rate of convergence as h \, 0. In Section 3.3 we show a general upper
bounds on the Green kernel ¢“(z,y) (see (3.12) for its definition) associated with
a random walk with fixed coefficient fields a* and %, see Theorem 3.8, which in
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the special case of random ergodic conductances and killing measures on (Z¢, E,;)
reads as follows.

Theorem 1.3. Let d > 3. Suppose that (a*(€))ccr, and (k¥ (x)),cza are stationary

and ergodic with respect to space shifts on a probability space (2, F,P), and suppose

there exist p,q € (1,00] with 1/p + 1/q < 2/d such that

Cint = max { E [0 (e)?], E [ ()™, E [s*(0)"],E [KW(O)_l]} <o, ec By

(1.8)

Then, there exist v = (d,p,q) € (1,00), ¢4 = c4(d,p,q,Cint) € (0,00) and ¢5 =

cs(d) € (0,1) such that the following holds. For P-a.e. w and any x € 7%, there exist

N3 (w, x) such that for all y € Z¢ with |x — y| > Na(w,z) and all h € [0,1],

9°(x,y) < caFy(hlz—yl?) |z - y\Q’dzeég?gfn)c (e’%ﬂdz(m’z)), (1.9)

with n = |z — y|/4, Fy(r) := (1 +7)7(1 + 1/r)"/2. Here the distance d* is given by

ly—1 Wi Wi 1/2
d°(z,y) == inf {Z (1/\ Rz) Ak (z”l)) } z,y €7, (1.10)

very, | o a“(zi, Zit1)

where 'y, denotes the set of all nearest-neighbor paths v = (20, ..., z;,) in 7% connect-
ing x and y.

Note that (1.9) provides an exponential decay estimate governed by the d¥-
distance defined in (1.10), which is adapted to the conductances and the killing
measure of the random walk. For the proof of Theorem 1.3, given in Subsec-
tion 3.3, we follow the strategy established by Agmon in [1] to show exponential
decay bounds on eigenfunctions of Schrédinger operators in R?. In this paper we
transfer the method into the discrete setting of graph endowed with unbounded
weights and killing measures only satisfying an integrability condition. The main
idea is to consider a perturbation v = wu - ¢ of a harmonic function u, where ¢ is
contained in a certain class of test functions. Then, the key step, see Lemma 3.15
below, is to show that, for any B’ ¢ B C Z9, the £2-norm of v on B’ weighted by
# can be bounded from above by a weighted ¢?-norm of v on B\ B’. The expo-
nential decay is then obtained by choosing a suitable test function ¢. The resulting
¢%-bound on e°%(*)g¥(z, .) is then improved to a pointwise bound by a maximal
inequality for the perturbed harmonic function v, see Proposition 3.12 below. For
the proof of the maximal inequality we use a Moser iteration scheme for discrete
operators with degenerate coefficient similar to the one developed in [6, 7, 9].
Those iteration schemes require to choose linear cutoff functions between balls of
various sizes, which is not possible a-priori for balls with respect to the d:’-distance.
Then, as we need to use Euclidean balls instead, this leads to the additional term
F,(h|z —y|?) in (1.9). In a sense, Agmon’s technique may be regarded as an ellip-
tic version of Davies’ perturbation method, commonly used to obtain Gaussian heat
kernel bounds, see e.g. [8, 9] and references therein. Recently, Agmon’s method
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has been used in the graph setting to study eigenfunctions of discrete Schrodinger
operators in [48].

1.3. Links between FPP and RCM. In this paper we discuss two applications of
our first passage percolation results to the random conductance model, presented
in detail in Section 3. Our main illustration of the link between these two models
will be Corollary 1.4 below, in which we use our main FPP result in Theorem 1.2
to bound the distance (1.10) governing the exponential decay in our main Green
kernel bound (1.9).

As a first immediate application of our first passage percolation results, discussed
in Subsection 3.1, we consider the RCM with a general speed measure 6. For this
model, we improve under certain conditions the heat kernel upper bounds obtained
in [9] for random walks on weighted graphs with unbounded conductances satis-
fying some integrability conditions, see Theorem 3.3 below. Similarly as in Theo-
rem 1.3, the exponential decay in those bounds is governed by the so-called intrin-
sic distance dj (x,y), see (3.5), instead of the Euclidean distance |z — y|, but with
a polynomial pre-factor in terms of |x — y|. When the conductances are random,
dy can be seen as a first passage percolation distance, as defined in (1.1). Hence,
in view of Proposition 1.1, the bounds in [9] are not of Gaussian type in a general
ergodic framework. As indicated by Theorem 1.2, when, for instance, the weights
depend on the Gaussian free field, our methods however show that the distance dj
and the Euclidean distance are comparable. Hence, as an immediate though impor-
tant consequence of our results combined with the heat kernel bounds in [9], we
get genuine Gaussian upper heat kernel estimates, see Theorem 3.7, which signifi-
cantly extend the upper bounds for simple random walks on correlated percolation
clusters obtained in [64] under slightly different conditions.

For our second application, notice that the distance function d% in Theorem 1.3 is
an FPP distance, that is it is of the form (1.1) with ¢ given by (#)? = 1A %(:;(y)
for each e = {z,y} € E,;. Moreover, under the conditions from Theorem 1.3, the
time constant p%(x), x € Z%\ {0}, defined similarly as in (1.2) but for the previ-
ous choice of weights under the probability P, exists and is finite. When this time
constant is positive, for instance under the conditions from Theorem 1.2, the metric
d¥ is comparable to the Euclidean metric, and (1.9) directly yields the following
exponential decay with respect to the Euclidian distance for the Green kernel.

Corollary 1.4. Under the conditions from Theorem 1.3, if there exists u > 0 such that
pe(x) > pfor all x € 74\ {0}, then there exist cg = cg(d,p, q, Cint) and ¢y = c7(d, 1)
and for P-a.e. w and any x € 74, there exist N3(w,x) such that for all y € 7¢ with
|z —y| > N3(w,x) and all h € [0, 1],

¢ (z,y) < cglz — y|> 4 exp (—67\/E|x—y|). (1.11)

In particular;, (1.11) is satisfied when a“(y, z) = eBevte:) qnd K (y) = Pty B >0,
where (¢.),cza denotes again the Gaussian free field on Z%, d > 3.
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We refer to the proof of Theorem 3.10 as to how (1.11) can be deduced from
(1.9) when the distance d¥ is comparable to the Euclidian distance, that is when
Y is positive. Moreover, when the weights and killing measure depend on the
Gaussian free field as below (1.11), the positivity of the time constant ;% can either
be deduced from Theorem 1.2 or directly proved, see below Remark 4.3 for details.

The bound (1.11) still holds when a* and “ are other functions of the Gauss-
ian free field than the one considered in Corollary 1.4, even if the weights a* are
not strictly positive under certain conditions. For instance one can take a*(z,y) =
L >h.o,>h} for h < h,, see Remark 4.4-(i). The choice of the function in Corol-
lary 1.4 is however particularly interesting as it has been studied, for instance, for
the two-dimensional pinned Gaussian free field in [20] due to its link to Liouville
Brownian motion. Moreover, similarly as for Theorem 1.2, (1.11) can be proved not
only for the Gaussian free field, but also when the conductances and killing rates
are random and ergodic, and the passage times in (1.10) satisfy some stochastic
monotonicity condition and a weak decoupling inequality for monotone events. In
particular, our method to obtain (1.11) applies to all the examples from Section 4,
and we refer to Theorem 3.10 for more details.

The main interest in the bound (1.11) is the explicit exponential decay in h as
h \, 0 of the form

1
lim sup — log ¢“ (0, x) < —cVh. (1.12)

This scaling of the Lyapunov exponent of order v/h as h tends to zero is optimal
and refers to diffusive behavior. Precise asymptotics for the Green kernel of the
Laplacian on R? with a deterministic periodic potential have been shown in [65] by
using large deviation techniques. For simple random walks on Z¢ associated with
the discrete Laplacian with non-negative i.i.d. potentials directional exponential
decay of the Green’s function has been derived in [74], and exact asymptotics of
the Lyapunov exponents have been obtained in [52]. In particular, it is shown
there that both the quenched and the annealed Lyapunov exponents scale like ¢v/h
as h tends to zero. This has been extended to the case when the potentials are
not integrable in [56, 57]. In a sense, our Green kernel bound in Corollary 1.4
partially extends the results in [52] to random walks under random conductances
with correlated potentials. Parabolic equations involving the discrete Laplacian and
random potentials have been intensively studied under the banner of the parabolic
Anderson model, see [51] for an overview.

Finally, we end this introduction by pointing out that the Green kernel of RCMs
with unbounded ergodic conductances and with random killing rates can be used
to analyse the correlations in certain supersymmetric spin systems.

Example 1.5 (Supersymmetric spin models). The Green kernel ¢“(x,y) of an RCM
of the form (1.7) with random killing appears in a respresentation for the two-point
function of the supersymmetric hyperbolic sigma model, or H2>-model, see [16]
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for a recent survey. The H22-model is a spin model introduced in [75] as a more
tractable model for the Anderson transition. The first mathematical results for Z¢
were obtained in [34]. Its two-point function can be represented as

Gan(z,y) = % E [aw(x,y) gw(x,y)]. (1.13)

Here ¢“(z, y) is the Green kernel of an RCM with conductances a* (x, y) = Be!@)+W)
and killing rates x(z) = !(*) for a certain random field (¢(z)),cz« depending on pa-
rameters 3 > 0 (with the interpretation of inverse temperature) and 4 > 0 (with the
interpretation of an external field). For d > 3 and 8 > 3, strong bounds on the field
(t(z)) have been obtained in [34]. The correlation function G, is also exactly the
two-point function of the vertex-reinforced jump process (VRJP) with initial weights
£ and Kkilling rate h (see [17]). It is an interesting yet challenging open problem to
transfer the exponential decay with rate v/h as h — 0 in (1.12), obtained in Theo-
rem 3.10 below for the quenched Green kernel ¢* (z, y) under stronger assumptions,
to the two-point function G (z,y). Similar estimates are expected very generally
for spin models with continuous symmetry such as O(n)-models at low tempera-
ture, but the best results for any model give rate & instead of v/h. The square root
corresponds to diffusive behavior in the interpretation of the H2? model as a toy
model for the Anderson model. For the H??-model, the improvement from & to vh
is of particular physical relevance because it corresponds to diffusive time evolution
in the motivation of the H22-model as a model for random band matrices.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we define a general
set of conditions P1-P3 (and P3’, respectively) under which we then derive the
positivity of the time constant together with the comparability of FPP and Euclidean
distances and a shape theorem. The applications to the random conductance model
are discussed in Section 3. Finally, in Section 4 we give a number of examples of
relevant models which fulfill the required conditions. Throughout the paper we
write c or ¢ to denote a positive constant which may change on each appearance.
Constants denoted ¢; or named constants (for instance Cf,,) will remain the same.
We use the same convention for random constants /V; and N, respectively.

2. FIRST PASSAGE PERCOLATION WITH LONG-RANGE CORRELATIONS

2.1. Results. We start by introducing the setup and notation under which we are
going to work. We fix some measurable and partially ordered spaces (g, Fr) and
(v, Fy). For each e € Ey let (Q, F.) be a copy of (g, Fr), and for each x ¢ Z¢
let (2., F,) be a copy of (Qy, Fy). Moreover, set ) := HeeEd Qe x [ ez4 Qe and
let F be the associated product o-algebra. For w € Q, e € E; and € Z¢, we denote
by we and w, the respective canonical projections on §2. and §2,. Let us further
from now on fix some set A’ C E; U Z% around the origin, write Oy = [Tecn Qe
and N +z = {r+¢e: ec N}forall 2 € Z% We also fix a measurable function
t: Qn x Qv x Qg — [0,00) U {oco}, symmetric in the first two coordinates, such
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that
(Wi Wi wE) — t(wis, wir, wg) is monotone, (2.1)
and let
£ = b (Wi WAy We )5 e={z,y} € B4, w e . (2.2)
Here, we endow [0, o0) U {oco} with the Borel o-algebra generated by the intervals
[z,00) and [z, 00) U{oo}, = € [0, 00). We further equip €2 with a group of space shifts
{TZ iz € Zd} so that

Wz O Ty = Wz Vee E;uzs. (2.3)

The canonical choice of parametrization will simply be Qz = [0,00) U {o0} and
t the projection on the third coordinate, so that ¥ is simply the projection on 2.
Our more general setup is particularly adapted to the purposes of Section 3, see
for instance Assumption 3.5-(i) therein. Moreover, when e = {z,y}, allowing ¢¥ to
also depend on w)yry, and wry, will let us study first passage percolation on the
vertices by considering N’ = {0} and t(w},,w?,wg) = 1(f(wi) + f(w?)), for some
measurable and monotone function f : Qy — [0,00) U {0}, see Remark 2.3-(i) for
details.

For some open interval I C R, we let (P*),c; be a family of probability measures
on (2, F) and write E* for the expectation with respect to P, u € I. Foreach u € I,
using Kingman’s subadditive ergodic theorem [50, 55], the existence of the time
constant /i, from (1.2) is guaranteed if the family (¢¥').cp, is ergodic (cf. condition
P1 below) and

E“[t¢] < oo for all e € Ey. (2.4)

Note that (2.4) implies in particular that ¢¥ is finite P*“-a.s., but we will also some-
times consider first passage percolation models where ¢ can be infinite, and it
is then not clear whether the time constant p,, exists or not. When the variables
(t¥)ecE, are independent, we refer to [42] and [24] for conditions which imply
the existence of the time constant. Let us now start with a criterion under which
pu(z) = 0, following the proof of [24, Proposition 6]. For A,B C Z% and C C Ey
(or sometimes C' C Z%) we write {A +— B in C'} for the event that there exists a
connected path = C C starting in A and ending in B.

Proposition 2.1. For any u € I, assume (2.4) and that (t¥)cck, is ergodic under P*.
Then, for all z € Z%\ {0},

lim PY(0«—nzin{e€ Eg: t£ =0}) >0 = pu(z)=0.

n—oo €
Proof. Let us assume that y,(xz) > 0, then there exists a continuous and bounded
function f : [0,00) — [0, 00) with f(0) =1 and f(p.(x)) = 0. Therefore

o {f (M)} > P4(d*(0,nz) = 0) = P*(0 +— na in {e € By : £2 = 0}).

(2.5)
Moreover it follows from dominated convergence and (1.2) that the left-hand side
of (2.5) converges to 0, and we can conclude. O
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Proposition 2.1 states that u,(x) = 0 when the set {e € E; : t¥ = 0} percolates
in a strong enough sense, and thus provides us with a result similar to the converse
implication in (1.3). Let us now present our main result, which corresponds to a
class of percolation models with long-range correlations for which a result similar
to the direct implication in (1.3) holds.

For each z,y € Z¢ and L € N, we write d(z,y) = |z — y|s and set Q(z, L) :=
{y € R?: d(x,y) < L} and Q(L) := Q(0, L). Further, we denote by Q(x, L) the
union of Q(z, L) and the set of edges with both endpoints in Q(z, L). For each
A, B C EqUZ% we define d(A, B) as the minimal distance d(z, y) over all 2,y € Z¢
such that z is either in A N Z? or an endpoint of an edge in A N Ey,, and y is either
in BN Z4 or an endpoint of an edge in B N E;. Moreover, for each u € I, we define
P* = P* @ P*, and for each & € Z? U E, let wg) be the canonical projections of w =
(w1, w®) € Q x Q onto the edge or vertex ¢ of the i-th coordinate. In other words,
(wél),wg(cl)) . and (wéQ),wg(CQ))

ecE ,x€Z ecE ,x€Z
(We, Wz)eck L zezd under P*. Finally for each F' C 74 U E4, we say that an event
A C [],.cp Qe is increasing if for all w € A and ' € [] . Qe such that w. < W], for
all e € F, we have w’ € A. We now introduce our conditions.

, under P* are independent copies of

P1 (Invariance and ergodicity). For each u € I, P* is invariant and ergodic with
respect to lattice shifts, that is P* o 7,1 = P for all 2 € Z¢ and, for each = € Z,
P“(A) € {0,1} for any A € F such that 7,(4) = A.

P2 (Monotonicity). For all increasing functions f : @ — [0,1] and w,u € I with
u <o, E*[f] <EY[f].

P3 (Decoupling inequality). After possibly extending the probability space un-
derlying P“, we assume there exist positive constants Rp, Lp < oo, {p > 1,
ep,ap,Cp > 0 and xp > 0 such that for all R > Rp, L > Lp, x1,xs € Z% with
d(Q(z1, L7), Q(x2, L*7)) > RL, and any u, 4 € I with

u>au+ RXP,
the following holds. There exists an event B with
PY(B°) < exp (— Cpfp(L)), (2.6)
with fp : [0,00) — [0, 00) satisfying fp(L) > exp (aplog(L)*?), such that for all
increasing events A C HGEQ(%L@D) Q. x HEEQ($2,LEP) Q,
PQ(B’ ((We)eeQ(thﬁP)’ (We)eeQ(m%LﬁP)) € A)
< I@’“(((wgl))eeé(thgp), (WEQ))EGQ(J;Q,LEP)) S A)§

and there exists an event B’ with probability bounded as in (2.6) but replacing
by u, such that for all decreasing events A C [[.cq(, z¢r) e X [lecq(us,16r) e

2.7)

P(B', (@e)eeqan.16r) (Wedceqan,Lér)) € A)

. (2.8
< PH((@M)ecqer.rery W) eca.sery) € A)-
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In essence condition P3 states that one can replace the weights on Q(x1, L5F)
and Q(xy, L) by independent weights under an event B which happens with large
probability when z; and x5 are far apart, at the cost of adjusting slightly the level
u by a sprinkling parameter. We allow for a possible extension of the probability
space in condition P3 so that the event B can depend on some other variables than
w € (, see for instance the proof of Proposition 4.10. Conditions P1 and P2 have
been initially introduced in [36], and our condition P3 is a stronger version of the
condition P3 in [36]. Indeed, one can combine (2.7) with (2.6) and the indepen-
dence of w™® and w® to show that for all increasing events A; C [0, 00)@(@1.L)
and A, € [0, 00)Q@2.LP),

Pﬁ((we)eeQ(ml,LfP) € Ay, (We)eeQ(xg,LiP)) € A2)
<P ((We) e zr) € A1) PU((We)eeq(as, rer) € A2) +exp(—Cp fp(L)),

and similarly for decreasing events. All the examples from [36] of models satisfying
condition P3 in [36] also satisfy our condition P3, see Section 4. In [62], it is proved
that the Ginzburg-Landau V¢ interface model also satisfies condition P3 in [36]. It
is however not clear whether this model also satisfies our stronger condition P3,
and we now introduce another condition on the correlations of w, which is satisfied
by the interface model, see Section 4.2.

P3’ (Decoupling inequality). There exist positive constants Rp, Lp < oo, {p > 1
and Cp, xp > 0 such that for all R > Rp, L > Lp, x1,22 € Z% and any u, @ € T
with

u>u+ RXP,
the following holds. For all sets S; C Q(z;, LS7) with |S;| < L¢P, € {1,2},
satisfying d(S1,S2) > RL, and all increasing functions f; :  — [0, 1] supported
on S;, i € {1,2},

E*[fif2] < E“[A1]E"[fo] + exp (= CpL*P), (2.9)
and for all decreasing functions f; : @ — [0,1] supported on [] .q. Q¢ i € {1,2},

E“[f1f2] < E*[f1] E*[f2] + exp (— CpL). (2.10)

Condition P3’ is on the one hand weaker than condition P3 since it only requires to
decouple sets S; of cardinality L7 instead of balls of cardinality L¢#¢, but stronger
on the other hand since it requires at least super-exponential decay of the corre-
lation, after sprinkling. As we now explain, either of the conditions P3 and P3’
is in fact enough to get a comparison result of the FPP distance and the Euclidean
metric. For any § > 1 and L > 1 let us introduce

®)(L) LA <10g(L)_6(1+aP+f‘_£) exp (ap log(L)ap)) if condition P3 holds,
g =
" L if condition P3’ holds.
(2.11D)

If both condition P3 and P3’ hold at the same time, we just take gg) (L) =1L.
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Theorem 2.2. Suppose that (P*),c satisfies P2 and either P3 or P3’. Further, assume

liminf sup P (Q(m, L)« Q(z,20)¢ in{e € By: 1 = 0}) —0, foraluel.

L—oo zeZd
(2.12)
Then, for all w € I and 6 > 1, there exist constants cg, cg, Crpp > 0 such that for all
€ Z%\ {0},

P (d‘*’(O, nx) < Cfppn) < cgexp < — ¢ gg) (n)), Vn € N. (2.13)

In particular, if in addition (P*),c satisfies P1, then, for each u € I such that (2.4)
holds, we have that ju,(z) > Cryp > 0 for all x € 72\ {0}.

We prove Theorem 2.2 in the remainder of this section, namely in Subsection 2.3
under condition P3 and in Subsection 2.4 under condition P3’. In fact, our proof of
Theorem 2.2 under condition P3 still works if fp(L) only increases as log(L)%" for
some dp > 1, and we refer to Remark 2.7 for a weaker condition P3” under which
one can still prove Theorem 2.2.

When considering first passage percolation, Theorem 2.2 is more general than
[33, Theorem 2.5]. Indeed, the quasi-independence hypothesis therein is not satis-
fied for any of the examples we consider in Sections 4.1, 4.2 and 4.3, as the correla-
tions of all these models are polynomial, and not stretched-exponential as required
in [33, Assumption 2.4.6]. This improvement is mainly due to the additional sprin-
kling parameter in conditions P3 and P3’, which boosts the polynomial correlations
to superpolynomial decoupling inequalities, up to sprinkling. Moreover, our condi-
tion (2.12) is also more general than the decay of instant one-arms condition from
[33, Assumption 2.4.5], as we do not need any explicit rate on the decay of the
probability in (2.12). Finally we only consider first passage percolation distance on
7% for simplicity, but we believe that our results could easily be extended to general
pseudo-metric on R? similarly as in [33, Theorem 2.5].

Note that Theorem 2.2 only gives us the inequality d*(0,nx) > Cgpn with high
probability, but it does not tell whether d*(0,nz) < cn with high probability for
some constant ¢ < oo. In fact, this is often not the case, for instance when {e €
E; : t¥ < oo} does not percolate. Under the additional assumption that the time
constant u, exists and is finite, for instance under conditions (2.4) and P1, it is
however clear that (0, nz) < cn. In the special case when ¢¥ can only either be 1
or infinity, the distance d“ reduces to the chemical distance on the subgraph induced
by {e € E;: t¥ < oo}, and it is then proved in [36] that d“(0,nz) < cn with high
probability under conditions P1, P2 and P3 together with additional conditions S1
and S2 which essentially correspond to the existence of a locally unique infinite
cluster in {e € E; : t¥ < co}. This will be useful in Section 3 below.

Remark 2.3. (i) One can directly deduce from Theorem 2.2 similar results for first
passage percolation on the vertices of Z¢. More precisely, suppose that, for each
r € 79 1Y = f(w,) for some measurable, monotone function f : Qy — [0,00) U
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{oo}, and denote by df(z,y) the infimum of ) _ #%, where the infimum is taken
over all simple paths = of vertices connecting x to y, similarly as in (1.1). Then if
(P“),er satisfies P2, either P3 or P3’, and (2.12) (replacing {e¢ € E; : t¢¥ = 0} by
{z € Z¢: ¥ = 0}), then (2.13) also holds for d% instead of d¢*. Indeed, one can
simply take A" = {0} and t(w}{,,w?,wr) = 3(f(wi) + f(w})), which satisfies (2.1)
and implies d*(x,y) < d{)(z,y) < 2d¥(x,y) forall z,y € 7%, and apply Theorem 2.2
for this choice of t.

(ii) If P3 (resp. P3’) actually holds without the monotonicity assumption on the
event A (resp. functions f;) then we can remove the monotonicity assumption (2.1)
on t in order for Theorem 2.2 to hold. Indeed, one can then simply consider the
trivial partial order z < y if and only if x = y for all 2,y € Qy, and similarly on
Qp, for which there are only monotone functions, and apply Theorem 2.2 for this
choice of partial order. We refer to Section 4.4 for examples of models which satisfy
condition P3 without the monotonicity assumption on A.

(iii) It might be possible to prove that the time constant yu, is positive under
the same assumptions as in Theorem 2.2, but replacing the condition P3 by its
weaker version from [37], or even by the condition D from [3, Section 6]. More
precisely, one could define a notion of a “good” box as a box of size length 2L, such
that the first passage percolation distance between this box and the twice bigger
concentric box is larger than some constant, which occurs with good probability
for Ly large enough by (2.12). Then considering a renormalization scheme similar
to the one introduced in [64, Section 2], one can show that for any N € N and
with high probability, any path from Q(0, LyN) to Q(0,2LyN) will cross ¢N good
boxes along the “perforated lattice” illustrated in [64, Figure 2] (for some constant
¢), and thus the first passage percolation distance between these two boxes is at
least proportional to N. However this renormalization scheme from [64] would
only give superpolynomial decay of the probability in (2.13) (similar to the one in
[64, Equation (8)]). Our bound (2.13) is much sharper as it can be for instance
exponential when fp is superlinear, and is in fact often optimal for our examples,
see for instance Remark 4.3. Moreover having exponential decay in (2.13) can be
useful in future applications, for instance if one wants to prove annealed versions
of the heat kernel or Green’s function bounds from Theorems 3.7 and 3.10.

Next we explain how the results in [22] can be used to deduce a shape theorem
from Theorem 2.2, see [27] for the i.i.d. case. Let L(d,1) denote the space of
functions on () with finite Lorentz norm. In [22] it has been shown that if there
exists u € I such that t¥ € L(d,1) for all e € E; and if P* is invariant and ergodic
with respect to the lattice shifts (2.3), then there exists a continuous and non-
negative function m,, on {z € R?: |z|; = 1} such that

[
lim &) —mu(i) —0, Plas. (2.14)
jzli—o0 |1 |z[1

zeZ4
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By (1.2) we have i, (x) = |z|ymy(x/|z]1) for all z € Z4, and so m,, is strictly positive
under the conditions of Theorem 2.2. Taking K, = {z € R? : |z|ymy(z/|z]1) < 1}
and defining By (t) = {x € Z¢ : d¥(0,z) < t} the following result is a classical
consequence of (2.14), see e.g. the proof of [24, Proposition 1] for details.

Corollary 2.4. Suppose that (P"),c; satisfies P1, P2, either P3 or P3’, and (2.12).
Then, for any u € I such that t¥ € L(d,1) for all e € E; under P*, there exists a
compact and convex deterministic set I, C R? with non-empty interior such that

]P’“((l —e)K, C Bd%(t) C (1+¢)K, foralllarge t) =1, foralle > 0.

Remark 2.5. We can use the stronger convergence result (2.14) to obtain, under a
suitable moment condition, a partial converse of the statement that (2.12) implies
pu(z) > 0 for all 2 € Z¢ and u € I, formulated in Theorem 2.2. More precisely,
for any fixed u € I, suppose that P* is invariant and ergodic with respect to lattice
shifts, & € L(d, 1) for all e € E; under P“. There exists a constant ¢ = c(u) € (1, 00)
such that if

lim inf sup P*(Q(z, L) +— Q(z,cL)in {e € Eq: t{ = 0}) > 0, (2.15)

L—oo {L'eZd
then there exists € Z? such that ju,(z) = 0. Note that, contrary to (2.12), we
do not require that (2.15) holds for all » in an interval, and so one could ignore
the fixed parameter v here. Let us now explain the proof. Write d“(A4,B) =
infrcayepd”(x,y) forall A, B C Z4. Then it follows from (2.14) that

W L C (%)
(0,Q(L)) O el )

= inf ——*x >
L zeQ(L)e |z|1 L Locoylyhi=1 [Y|oo

and a similar statement holds for sup,cgq(z) d”(0,2)/L. Further,

E(0,Q(eL)) = inf (d“’(:c, Q(cL)®) + d* (0, ;c))
< (Q(L), QL)) + sup d*(0,2)
2€dQ(L)

since d“(0Q(L), Q(cL)®) = d*(Q(L), Q(cL)). Therefore, if 1, (z) > 0 for all z € Z,
one can take the constant ¢ large enough so that

dw(Q(L)7 Q(CL)C) dw(ov Q(CL)C) o SupxeaQ(L) dw(()? .%')

lim inf > lim inf
T L = L L
=c¢ inf mu(y)_ su mu(y) > inf mu(y)
vilyh=1 [y]oo yilyli=1 Yoo yilyli=1 [Yloo

Taking a continuous and bounded function f : [0,00) — [0,00) with f(0) = 1 and
f(t)=0forall ¢t > inf %g), and we can conclude that (2.15) does not hold
similarly as in (2.5).

yilyli=1



FPP WITH LONG-RANGE CORRELATIONS AND APPLICATIONS 15

2.2. Renormalization. In order to prove our main result, Theorem 2.2, we first
introduce a renormalization scheme similar to the one in [61, Section 7]. For some
0>1,p>0, K € Ny, Ly > 0 we define recursively

Pk
Lii1 = 2L (1 7) 2.16
k+1 k|14 i+ 0)° (2.16)
where
p ifke{0,...,K—1},
= (2.17)
o {1 if k> K.
Note that there exists a constant ¢;y < oo only depending on §, p and K such that
2Ly < Ly < ¢102Lg, Vk € N. (2.18)

For all z € Z% and n € N we also define
Cki=w+[0,L;)'NZ%  DFi=a+ [— Ly 2L) N 2ZY

Proceeding similarly as in [61], one can show that for all £ € Ny there exist two
sequences (] );ic(1, 2+ p)a) A0 (U )ic(1, . 2d(6+py)d-1} Such that for every paths =
of edges between CX*! and (DEt1)e, there exist i € {1,...,(2+px)?} and j €
{1,...,2d(6 + py)?'} such that

e m connects C¥, to (D%,)¢,

e 7 connects C;jk to (D];k)c’
; 3

e and I
d(DF,, D) > —kPE_ 2.1
Pk ly) > e 219
Let us now define the length of the shortest path between C¥ and D¥ by
di(x) = inf > t, (2.20)

T Cf,(z)(Dgg)C een

where the infimum is taken over all simple paths 7 of edges connecting C* to
(DF)e. Note that this infimum is necessarily reached for a path included in D\ C¥,
except at its end points. Moreover, for all k € Ny and = € Z?, there exist i €
{1,...,2+pp)%and j € {1,...,2d(6 + pg)?'} such that (2.19) holds and

di sy (@) > df (z + af) + di (z + ), (2.21)
see Figure 1 for details.

2.3. Proof of Theorem 2.2 under condition P3. Throughout this subsection, we
assume that conditions P2, P3 and (2.12) hold. The general strategy to prove
Theorem 2.2 will be to bound d recursively on % using (2.21) combined with the
decoupling inequality P3, and (2.12) will let us initiate the recursion. At each step
of the iteration, one needs to change the parameter v in the probability P* we
consider in P3 by a sprinkling parameter, and in order to not change the parameter
u too drastically at the end of the iteration we will consider a converging sequence
of sprinkling parameters ¢;, — &5 1, see (2.22). This leads to bounding dj ;| by two
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Ly Ly Ly
Dk+1
x Ly, Ly Ly
3
DU
Ofﬂ ; T
Cy N
AY
) \
k
i , D*
Lypj ~—C*
(k+6)°
zZ

FIGURE 1. Illustration of the renormalization scheme. For each
path m (in green) which connects ij“ to (DF+1)¢ there exist
i€ {l,....,(2+pp)%} and j € {1,. 2d(6 + pr)?1} such that 7
connects both C’z’j to (D’y“) for y = z + 2%, and C¥ to (D¥)¢, for
z=x+y

independent copies of d, up to sprinkling. In order to complete the iteration at all
levels, we will thus actually need bounds on the sum of p independent copies of d}’
for each p € N (or each p which is a power of 2), see Lemma 2.6. The final bound
we obtain will either be dominated by the error (2.6) in the decoupling inequality
if fp is small, or will simply be exponential as in the case of independent weights if
fp is large, which leads to (2.13) with g},‘s) from (2.11).

For any § > 1 and € > 0 set

> (3
gk:=z(p+6 2kH< z+6) k € Np. (2.22)

We will use ¢, — ;41 as a sprinkling parameter at each step of the iteration, and
aj, as a bound on d} (up to constants), which is of order L, in view of (2.18). The
reason we do not simply take a;, = 2¥, which could intuitively be enough in view of
(2.21), is that in the proof of Lemma 2.6 below we will only be able to use P3 to
decouple a good proportion of p independent copies of d¥ (x + x¥) and d% (x + yf),
and not all of them at once, see (2 31) and (2.35).

Let us denote by we) (resp. wy )) the canonical projection on the edge e (resp.
vertex ) of the i-th coordinate of an element in (QY, &N P%) where P* = (P*)®N,
Let ) .— t(w ‘(j\}ﬂ,wﬁ}ﬂ,wé )) for all e = {x,y} € E; and i € N, so that, under
P, (tt;h(i))

cery P €N, are independent copies of (t¥').cr, under P*“. Let the random
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variables dz’(i)(-) be defined as in (2.20) but with ¢ replaced by tg’(i), which are
ii.d. in7 € N. For § > 1 one can easily check that, setting

@) py._ 1 L
hP (L) = log(L)‘S fP(lOg(L)6(1+1/xp)>’ (2.23)

the function gg) defined in (2.11) satisfies

gg) (ul) <u gg)(L) for all w > 1 and L large enough (2.24)
and
gg) (L) < hg) (L) for all L large enough. (2.25)

Recall that the definition of d} in (2.20) depends on the choice of the scale Ly, and
thus on p, K, § and L in view of (2.16). We are now going to use (2.24) and
(2.25) together with conditions P2, P3 and the renormalization scheme introduced
in Subsection 2.2 to prove inductively the following.

Lemma 2.6. Fix p=1and K = 0. Forall § > 1 and u € I, there exist ¢, Ly = Ly(¢),
and constants c1; = ci11(g, Lg), c12 > 0, all also depending on 6 and u, such that
u—eg € I and for all k € Ny,

P P
Bu— w,(n) 1 (9) d
Pu—¢k <n§:1 d, (z) < cllpak> < ((4d SIOE exp (—612gp (a@)) ,VpeN,xeZ"

(2.26)

Before we prove Lemma 2.6, let us first explain how it implies Theorem 2.2 under
condition P3.

Proof of Theorem 2.2 under condition P3. Fix u € I, 6 > 1, and take Lg, ¢, p and K
as in Lemma 2.6. For all z € Z%\ {0} and n > L, there exists k € Nq such that
nz € DY\ DE, and then

d®(0,nx) > di (0).

Moreover by (2.18) and (2.22) there exist constants ¢,¢’ > 0 depending on z, u,
Ly and 4, such that ca;, < n < cay, and so (2.13) follows readily from (2.24) and
(2.26) with p = 1 and condition P2. Assume now that the time constant pu,(z)
from (1.2) exists, for instance under the conditions (2.4) and P1. Using (2.11) and
(2.13), by the Borel-Cantelli lemma d“ (0, nx) > Cgypn for all n large enough P*-a.s,
and so p,(z) > 0. O

Proof of Lemma 2.6. Wefixp=1, K =0,6 > 1 (see (2.16)) and u € I, on which all
the constants in the rest of this proof depend. We shall prove (2.26) by induction.
For k£ = 0, assuming that ¢ is small enough so that u — ¢y € I, we have by the
Chernoff bound forallp € N, z € Z% and ¢ > 0,

P
[@“_SO(Z de™ () < cllpao) < exp(ci1Caop) B~ [exp(—(dg («))]". (2.27)
n=1
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Moreover by dominated convergence,
E"~%0 [exp(—(df ()] o2 PY=%0(dg (z) = 0)
—00

< sup P <Q(y, [Lo/2]) +— Q(y,2[Lo/2))in {e € By: 2 = o}).
YEZL
By (2.12) and (2.27), we can thus fix Ly = Ly(g), ¢ = (g, Lo) and ¢11 = ¢11 (g, Lo, ()
such that (2.26) holds for k£ = 0 (for a constant c¢;5 to be determined, independently
of e, Lo, ( or ¢11). Let us now assume that (2.26) holds for any k& € Ny, and let us
fix some p € N. Then by (2.21) we have

p
PY—Ck+1 (Z d‘]’:—’é?) (CC) < Cllpak—l—l)
—1

3¢ 24.7¢ 3 P (228
< Z Z PU—er+1 <Z dz’(”) (x + xf) + d;:’(n) (x + yf) < Cllpak+1>-
i=1 j=1 n=1
Let us take
1
(k60N %P _ el/xeok-lp,
R= <7€ and L= TR (2.29)

After choosing ¢ small enough and Ly = Ly(¢) large enough, independently of £,
one can use (2.18) and (2.22) to check that

U—cps1 >u—eg+RXP, R>Rp, L>Lp, L >4L;.

Using (2.18), (2.19) and P3 we have by independence that for each = € Z¢, i

) . . (n)
{1,...,3% and j € {1,...,2d- 7%} there exists a family of events (Bi’j Ine{l,...p}
such that

Pu-se1 ((B)) < exp(~Cpfp(L)) foralln e {1,...,p}, (2.30)
and for all sets A C {1,...,p},
PU—er+1 < N sz), > & (@ + 2y + a7 @+ y) < Cllpak—i—l)

A A
ne ne (2.31)

< sup Iﬁ“”( > ™ (y) < 011pak+1>-
yeL neAU(p+A)

Next, introducing the event
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we shall first show that, for all = € 7%,

(2d - 21%) PU~ 5‘““( ”,Zd :U—|—:U )+ dy (n)(x+y )<011pak+1>

1 1 (5) p
< _ .
=9 ((4d- 214)2 eXp( “29p (a’”l)))

Fix some set A C {1,...,p} with [A| > p(1

(2.32)

— W) It follows from (2.31) that

P 5’“+1<{n <p: B occurs} A, Zd :U—i—ﬂ: )—|—d w(n )(:U—Fyf) < 011p0k+1)

S@U*Ek«rl( ﬂ B(" N ﬂ B” ,Zd m—l—m +dy (")(x—i-yf) < C11Pak+1>

ncAc ncA neA
< I@”fsk“( ﬂ (sz))c) sup I@’“ie’“< Z d:’(n) (y) < Cllpak+1>-
neAe yez neAU(p+A)

(2.33)

By (2.22) we have 2|A|ay > pay1. Hence, by the induction hypothesis we obtain
for all y € 74,

2[4]

I@usk< S &) < 011pak+1> < Pk (Z d M (y) < 2011|A|ak>
neAU(p+A) =t
(9)
1 ® 2| A 1 c12pag19p (ar)
< (m exp( — C129p (%))) < m P~ ag

(2.39)
Since |A| > 4p/5, note that by (2.29) and (2.30), after choosing Ly = Ly(¢) large

enough independently of £ and p, we have
2d - 214 - 1
(4d - 21)4HAl = 2(4d - 214)(+1/5)p

and by (2.29) and (2.30), after choosing Ly = Lg(¢) large enough independently
of k and p,

>, pee(NEr)= X

Ac(L,...p} neAe Ac{l,...p} IED“76’““<mneA Bfﬁ’)
< ! P

(I —exp(=Cpfp(L)))

Hence, the inequality (2.32) follows from (2.24), (2.33) and (2.34) by summing
over all possible sets A C {1,...,p} with |A] > p(1 — W) Finally, we need
to show that the events C; ; happen with sufficiently high probability, which will

mu— . pn) _
PY ekt <{n <p: B occurs} —A>

< (4d - 214/,
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follow from the following Chernoff bound
PUmek((Cy)°)
. P 1
S Eu—€k+l |:eXp < — CPfP(L)]].B(l))] exXp (pCPfP(L) <1 — m))
pCpfp(L)
< 2P —_ 7
=2 eXp( kr6p )

where we used (2.30). Using (2.29) and (2.23) we deduce that there exist a con-
stant ¢j2 > 0 and Ly = Ly(¢), independent of &, such that

o 1 pCp gl/xpok=1p,,
U—Ef41 V) < - —_
P ((CZ,J) ) = (4d - 214)2p+1 exp ( 2(k + 6)° P((k; + 6)5(1+1/XP))

1
= (4d - 21921 &P < ~ craphiy) (akﬂ)), (2.35)

where we used 2! > a;,,; > ¢2* in the last inequality. By combining (2.25),
(2.28), (2.32) and (2.35) we obtain (2.26) for k + 1. O

Remark 2.7. As the attentive reader will have noticed, we never actually used the
assumption fp(L) > exp (aplog(L)°F) from condition P3, but only the existence

of a function gg) satisfying (2.24) and (2.25), and in (2.35) the fact that fp(L)
was increasing to infinity faster than log(L)¢ for some ¢ > 1 (upon choosing § small
enough). We also never used (2.8) when the weight t was chosen decreasing in
(2.1), or (2.7) when it was chosen increasing. Moreover, we only had to consider
events A of the type {f1 + fo < s} for monotone f1, fo : @ — [0,00] and s > 0. The
conditions (2.24) and (2.25) are satisfied, for instance, when

L

g0 (L) = B (Lp) exp < /L % A (log(hS))' (1) dt> (2.36)

P

with hg) as in (2.23). Note that, if fp(L) > log(L)° for some ¢ > 1, then gg)(L) —
oo as L — oo when § > 1 is small enough. Therefore, one can still obtain Theo-
rem 2.2 under the following weaker assumption.

P3” (Weaker decoupling inequality). After possibly extending the probability space
underlying P“, assume that there exist constants Rp, Lp € (0,00), dp,&p > 1,
Cp > 0 and yp > 0 such that for all R > Rp, L > Lp, 1,20 € Z% with
d(Q(z1, L), Q(x2, L)) > RL, and any u, 4 € I with u > @ + R™*P, the
following holds. There exists an event B satisfying (2.6) with fp : [0,00) —
[0,00) satisfying fp(L) > log(L)°", such that for all increasing functions f; :
Q — [0,00] supported on Q(z;, L), i € {1,2} and all s > 0, (2.7) holds for
A={fi+ f2 <s}.
Then, one can replace condition P3 in Theorem 2.2 by the weaker condition P3”,
and then, if t is actually chosen decreasing in (2.1), Theorem 2.2 still holds for gg)
as in (2.36). One could also assume that t is increasing in (2.1) when replacing
the condition (2.7) by (2.8) in P3”. We chose to focus on the condition P3 instead
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of the weaker condition P3” in this article, since it allows for a simpler definition
of gg) (cf. (2.11)), and it makes our condition P3 stronger than condition P3 in
[36], which will be useful in Section 3. We refer to Proposition 4.10 for an example
where the weaker condition P3” is useful.

2.4. Proof of Theorem 2.2 under condition P3’. Throughout this subsection, we
assume that (P"),c; satisfies conditions P2, P3’ and (2.12). Recall the renormal-
ization scheme introduced in Subsection 2.2, which depends on p, K, 6 and L, as
well as on (g)x>0 in (2.22), which in turn depends on «.

Under condition P3’, one can decouple two sets at distance L from each other
only when their cardinality is smaller than L¢” for some &p > 1. In Section 2.3

we used condition P3 to decouple the sets D’;k and D];k and then concluded using
i j

(2.21), but the cardinality of these sets is L¢, which is too large to apply condition
P3’ (unless £p > d). In order to be able to use condition P3’, instead of comparing
the scales k+1 and & as in (2.21), we will directly compare the scale k& with the scale
0, see (2.40). Lemma 2.9 below highlights this procedure via the notion of proper
embeddings, and is tailored so that at scale k + 1 one typically only has to decouple
two “tubes” of length L, and width L, see (2.42), which essentially follow the path
7 minimizing dj, . The cardinality of these tubes is LkLgfl, which is much smaller
than Lip for large k, and thus P3’ can be applied, see (2.46). One can tailor the
parameters p and K from (2.17) so that P3’ can also be used for small k, see (2.44)
and (2.45) for details. This strategy yields the following result.

Lemma 2.8. For all § > 1 and u € I, there exist positive €, Ly = Lo(e,p), ¢ =
C(e,Lg), p = p(e, Lo) and K = K (e, Ly), all depending on ¢ and u, such that u—ey € I
and for all k € Ny,

E"~* [exp(—Cdy (2))] < 2y texp (- 2F)  forallx € Z°, (2.37)
where ¢, 4 = 2d(2 + p)4(6 + p)4~1.

Note that the bound exp(—2k) in (2.37) is the same as the bound one would
obtain for independent weights, which is due to the fact that we require superexpo-
nential decay in the decoupling inequalities (2.9) and (2.10) (contrary to condition
P3). This is actually essential to deduce Theorem 2.2 under condition P3’ from
Lemma 2.8 as shown in the following proof.

Proof of Theorem 2.2 under condition P3’. Fix some § > 1, u € I and Ly, (, ¢, p and
K as in Lemma 2.8. Using a Chernoff bound, condition P2 and (2.37), we get
P”(d%(()) < (7121“1) < exp (2k71) E¥—ck [exp(—(d‘,‘;(()))] < cif{l exp (— 2k71).
(2.38)

The rest of the proof is similar to the proof of Theorem 2.2 under condition P3 in
Subsection 2.3. O
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Let us now turn to the proof of Lemma 2.8. As explained above, we will need
to refine the renormalization scheme in Subsection 2.2 to take into account all the
levels below level k at once. We deﬁne the binary tree T} of depth k by T}, =
UfL_OT( "), where T(®) = {&} and T™ = {0,1}" foralln > 1. Amap 7 : T —
74 will be called a proper embedding W1th base z ¢ Z¢ if 7(@) = z and for all
n € {0 Jk—1} and o € T(™ there exist i € {1,...,(2+4 pp_n_1)?} and j €
{1,. 2d 6 + pr—n_1)%"1} such that

7(01) = 7(0) + 2F " and 7(00) = 7(o )—i—yf n-l
and

DE-— A Do

7(0o) T(oo’)

y#@foralln€{0,....k—1},0 € T™ and o’ € T*™,  (2.39)

where oo’ € T®*) denotes the concatenation of o and o’. The following lemma
shows that connections at level k& imply connections along the leafs of a proper
embedding.

Lemma 2.9. For all k € Ny, x € Z% and paths 7 of edges between C* and (DF)e,
there exists a proper embedding 7 : T;, — Z® with base x such that 7 connects C’S(U) to

(DY) forall o € %),

Proof. We proceed recursively on k. The claim is trivial for £ = 0, and let us now
assume that it holds for any k£ € Ny. Let w be a path of edges between C¥*! and
(Dk+1)e. stopped on hitting (D51)¢, then by the discussion above (2.19) 7 con-
nects Cfﬂk to (D";ﬂ,p)c for some i € {1,...,(2+ px)?} and so there exists a proper
embeddiné 7 : Ty — 7 with base x + aj such that w connects C?, (o) O (D2, 0)°
for all ¢ € T, Similarly, there exist j € {1,...,2d(6 + p;)® '} and a proper em-
bedding 7 : T}, — Z% with base x + y¥ such that 7 connects CY (o) t0 (DY ()"
for all o € T™), We then define 7 : T, — Z by 7(@) = z, 7(1l0) = 71(0) and
7(00) = 1o(0) foralln € {0,...,k} and o € T(™).

It is clear that = connects CE(J) to (DE(J))C for all o € T *1 and we only need
to show that 7 is a proper embedding, that is it satisfies (2.39). For all i € {0,1},
ne{0,....,k—1},0 € T™ and ¢’ € T~ we have

0
T(zo) T(zoo ) ( ) N DT 7& g,

since 7; is a proper embedding. Moreover, for all ¢/ € T(*+1) we have Dk(zl)
DT(U) # @ since 7 connects C? o) (DS(U,))C and all the edges of 7 contain a

vertex in DX, Hence, 7 satisfies (2.39). O

In view of Lemma 2.9 we have

di(x)> inf_ > dj(r(0)), VkeNy,zeZ (2.40)

where the infimum is taken over all proper embeddings = with base .
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Proof of Lemma 2.8. Fix § > 1 and u € I, on which all the constants in the rest of
this proof depend. We shall prove by induction that for all k£ € Ny, 2 € Z% and every
proper embedding 7 : T}, — Z% with base z,

oeT (k) Cl,d

Once (2.41) is proved, (2.37) will follow from (2.40) and the fact that by (2.17)
there are at most ciz_lcffd_QK proper embeddings 7 : T, — Z? with base . For

k = 0, assuming that ¢ is small enough so that u — ¢y € I, we have for all = € Z¢,

B2 [exp(~Cd ()] — P (d5(x) = 0)

< sup P (Q(y, [Lo/2]) «— Q(y,2[Lo/2))° in {e € By : t2 = o}).
Yy

By (2.12), we can thus fix Ly = Lo(¢) and ¢ = ((e, Lo) so that (2.41) holds for
k = 0 for all z € Z? and every proper embedding 7 : T, — Z? with base .
Let us now assume that (2.41) holds for all 2 € Z? and every proper embedding
7 : T}, — Z% with base z for any k € Ny. Fix any = € Z% and any proper embedding
7 : Tjy1 — Z* with base x. For each i € {0,1}, let ;(¢) = 7(io) for all o € Tj.
Then one can easily check that 7; is a proper embedding with base 7(7). Set

Sl = U E?’o(o‘) and SQ = U E31(0)7 (242)
oeT (k) oecT (k)

where D. denotes the union of N + y for y € D? or y in the outer boundary of D°
(i.e. all vertices in (D?)¢ that are nearest neighbors of DY), and of all edges with at
least one endpoint in DY.

By (2.39), applied at level k4 1 with n = 1, there exist i € {1,...,(2 + px)?} and
; d-1 0 k 0 k
jeA{l,...,2d(6 + py)* "} such that D2y N Dx+x§ # @ and Do) N Dx+yj’-“ # O

for all ¢ € T, Thus, by (2.42) and (2.19), upon choosing L large enough,
S1C Qz+af,6Ly), S2CQx+y),6Lk), |Si|<2d(4Lo)"2", i€ {1,2},

Ly Lipr

where the last inequality holds by (2.17) and (2.18) after choosing p > 16 and
K > 8 large enough. Take now

1
_ ((E+6)°\xr _ pE XL,
R= <? and L= sy (2.44)

After choosing ¢ small enough, and Ly = Lo(¢), K = K(e,Lg) > 8 and p =
p(e, Lg) > 16, large enough, independently of k, one can easily check that by (2.17)
and (2.18)

U—epp1 > u—cp+RXP, R>Rp, L>Lp, L >6L,V2d(4Ly)%2%. (2.45)
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Noting that dj (;(0)) is supported on S; 1, i € {0,1}, in view of (2.43), (2.44) and
(2.45) we can now use P3’ and (2.41) to obtain

Eu€k+1|: [T eo(- gdg(T(a)))]:Euek“{ [T II ew»(-<¢dm@))

oeT(k+1) i€{0,1} gcT (k)
1 % ép
< (sor e (= 29) + e (- CrLE). (2.46)
1d
Finally, in view of (2.17), (2.18) and (2.44), one can choose Ly = Ly(¢) large

enough, independently of k € Ny, p > 1 and K € N, so that CpL? > 2F+1(1 +
log(c1,4)) +log(4). Then (2.41) for k£ + 1 follows from (2.46). O

3. APPLICATIONS TO THE RANDOM CONDUCTANCE MODEL

In this section we present two applications of the previous results to the random
conductance model (RCM), which has been the subject of extensive research for
more than a decade, see the surveys [19, 54] and references therein. Recall the
setup introduced in the beginning of Section 2 (and in particular that N' ¢ E; U
7% is a fixed set around the origin), and let (Q,F) still denote the measurable
space introduced there. On (Z%, E;), d > 2, we consider a family of random non-
negative conductances constructed as follows. Let a : Qxr x Qpr x Qg — [0,00) be
a measurable function, symmetric in the first two coordinates, such that

(Whr, Wir, WE) = Lta(wl, w2 wp)>0} 1 monotone, (3.1
and let

a“(2,y) = aA(WN o> WN4ys We), Ve ={x,y} € By,  a“(x,y) =0, V{z,y} € Eq,

and define two measures on Z¢,

1
e (z) = ;aw(xjy), v (z) = yZN; ml{aw(mg)x)}.
Here and below we use the convention that 0/0 = 0. We call an edge e € E; open
if a¥(e) > 0 and denote by O(w) the set of open edges, where a“(e) = a“(x,y) if
e = {z,y}. We write z ~ y if {2,y} € O(w). We still denote by {r, : z € Z%}
the group of space shifts as defined in (2.3). Throughout this section, we will
only work with configurations (a“(e))ccr, for which there exists a unique infi-
nite cluster Co(w) of open edges and the origin is contained in Cy (w). We de-
note by p“ the graph distance on (C(w), O(w)), also known as chemical distance,
i.e. for any z,y € Cx(w), p¥(z,y) is the minimal length of a path between x
and y that consists only of edges in O(w). Notice that the chemical distance is
at least as large as the graph distance on Z?. For z € Cy(w) and r > 0, let
B¥(z,r) = {y € Coo(w) : p¥(x,y) < |r]} be the closed ball with center x and ra-
dius r with respect to p“, and we write Bg(x,r) for the closed ball with respect
to the || - ||;-norm which coincides with the graph distance on Z?. For a weight
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function ¢: Z¢ — [0,00), p € [1,00) and any non-empty, finite A C Z%, we define
space-averaged weighted /P-norms on functions f: A — R by

1 1/p
£ llpae = (m > |f($)|p@($)> and  [|flloc,a = max|f(z)],

x€A
where |A| denotes the cardinality of the set A. If ¢ = 1, we simply write || f||, 4 :=

[1£1lp. A0

Large parts of Section 3.1 below will be based on the results in [9]. Therefore,
the underlying graph (Co(w), O(w)) needs to satisfy [9, Assumption 2.1] which in
the present setting reads as follows.

Assumption 3.1. There exist Cie, Cs, € [1,00) such that for all x € Co(w) the
following hold.
(i) Volume regularity of order d for large balls. There exists Ny(w,x) < oo such
that for all n > Ny(w, z),

Cr;é nd < |B“(m,n)| < Creg nd- (3.2)
(i) Sobolev inequality. There exist d' > d and Ns(w,z) < oo such that for all
n > Ns(w, x),
n
Hu &) d-1),B@n) < Cs, m Z lu(z) — u(y)l, (3.3)
’ 2,y€ECoo (w)
{z,y}€0(w)

for every function u: Coo(w) — R with suppu C B¥(x,n).

Remark 3.2. The Euclidean lattice (Z%, E;) satisfies Assumption 3.1 with d = d’
and Ny = N5 = 1. The Sobolev inequality in (ii) clearly follows from the classical
Sobolev inequality (S}) which in turn is equivalent to the classical isoperimetric
inequality. The weaker form in (ii) can be deduced on general graphs from a weaker
isoperimetric inequality on large scales in conjunction with the volume regularity in
(i), see [32, Proposition 3.5] and the proof of Theorem 3.7 below for more details.
Those conditions hold on a class of random graphs including correlated percolation
clusters satisfying P1-P3 and conditions S1-S2 introduced below.

3.1. Gaussian upper heat kernel bounds for RCMs with general speed mea-
sure. We now introduce a possibly random speed measure 6 : Z¢ — (0, c0). More
precisely we let 6 : Qx — (0,00) be a measurable function and 6“(z) := 0(wjx44)
for each » € Z?. We consider a continuous time Markov chain X = (X;);>o on
Coo(w) with generator £ acting on bounded functions f: Co(w) — R as

w 1 w
(L5 )(x) = %(z) Za (z,y) (f(y) — f(x)). (3.4
%
We call this Markov chain the random conductance model (RCM) with speed measure
6. As a key feature, the random walk is reversible with respect to the speed mea-
sure 6%, and regardless of the particular choice of “ the jump probabilities of X are
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given by p*(z,y) := a“(z,y)/p*(z), z,y € C, and the various random walks corre-
sponding to different speed measures are time-changes of each other. If the random
walk X is currently at z, it will next move to y with probability a*(z,y)/u“(z),
after waiting an exponential time with mean 6“(z)/u“(x) at the vertex x. Perhaps
the most natural choice for the speed measure is 6“ = u“ (which can be obtained
via a function 6 on Q)  as above (3.4) upon increasing N), for which we obtain
the constant speed random walk (CSRW) that spends i.i.d. Exp(1)-distributed wait-
ing times at all vertices it visits. Another well-studied process, the variable speed
random walk (VSRW), is obtained by setting §“ = 1, so called because, in contrast
to the CSRW, the waiting time at a vertex = does depend on the location; it is an
Exp(u¥(x))-distributed random variable.

For any choice of #“, we denote by P~ the law of the process X started at x €
Coo(w). Let p§(t,x,y) be the transition densities of X with respect to the reversible
measure (or the heat kernel associated with £3), i.e.

Py (Xi=1y)

) t>0, 2,y € Coow).
m Y (w)

Py (t,,y) =
In this subsection our focus will be on Gaussian heat kernel estimates, see e.g.
[30, 14, 15, 39, 8, 9, 64, 11] and references therein for previous results. We recall
that, due to a trapping phenomenon, Gaussian bounds do not hold in general: for
example, under i.i.d. conductances with fat tails at zero, the heat kernel decay may
be sub-diffusive, see e.g. [18, 23]. Recently, local limit theorems for the heat kernel
of RCMs on random graphs or with a general speed measures have been obtained in
[5, 12], and a quantitative local limit theorem with an optimal rate of convergence
for random walks on supercritical i.i.d. percolation clusters has been shown in [28].
Here our aim is to use our results in Section 2 in order to improve the already es-
tablished heat kernel upper bounds in [9, Theorem 3.2] which we recall next. First,
we note that the decay of p§'(t, ,y) is naturally governed by a distance function d
of FPP-type defined by

=1 Wi Wi 1/2
dg(z,y) = inf {Z <1/\9 () n 6 (ZZH)) }, z,y € Coo(w), (3.5)

very, | a“ (2, Zip1)

where I'y, is the set of all nearest-neighbor paths v = (z9,...,2,,) in Co(w) con-
necting z and y (cf. e.g. [29, 15, 39, 9]). Note that df is a metric which is adapted
to the transition rates and the speed measure of the random walk. Further, for the
CSRW, i.e. 0¥ = p*, the metric dj coincides with the usual graph distance p*. In
general, dj can be identified with the intrinsic metric generated by the Dirichlet
form associated with £3 and X, see e.g. [9, Proposition 2.3]. Further, notice that
dg(z,y) < p¥(z,y) for all z,y € Cx. In fact, the distance dj can become much
smaller than the graph distance, see [8, Lemma 1.12] for an example on Z¢.
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Theorem 3.3 ([9]). Suppose Assumption 3.1 holds and there exist p,q,r € (1,00]
satisfying

1 1r—-1 1 2

-+ - - < 3.6
r o por + q < d’ (3.6)
such that, for every x € C(w), there exists Ng(w, z) such that
w 1
> Nw v “"xn’ewr‘“mna‘_u < Cin
o w50 et 1 [ e S o
(3.7)

for some Ciy, < oo. Then, there exist ¢; = ¢;(d, p,q,Cint) > 0and v = y(d, p, ¢, Cint) >
0 such that for any given t and = € Coo(w) with v/t > max{N;(w,z), i = 4,5,6} and
all y € Cx(w) the following hold.

(D) If df(x,y) < c13t then

w Y dw(x y)2
e ( y) < cu NG p 15 7

(i) If dj(x,y) > cirt then

W

w o p
pi(t,a,y) < et <1+ Ljﬁ) exp<—016 dﬁ(ﬂﬁ,y)(l\/log e(f,y)>>.

For later use, we also recall the following bound in d > 3 on the Green kernel
g“(x,y) defined by

g“(z,y) ==/O pg (t,z,y) dt, 2,y € Coo(w).

Proposition 3.4. Let d > 3. Suppose that (Co(w),O(w)) satisfies Assumption 3.1
and there exist p,q € (1,00] with 1/p + 1/q < 2/d’ such that, for every = € Coo(w),
there exists N7(w, x) such that
sup - max {|[u° [y, e o), [[19]] g, (0} < Cle
n>Nr(w,z)
for some Ciyy < oo. Then, for any = € Cx(w), there exist c;g € (0,00) and Ny (w, z)
such that for all y € Coo(w) with p*(z,y) > N7(w, ),

g (z,y) < c1s p¥(z,y)* 4. (3.8)

Proof. Notice that the Green kernel does not depend on the speed measure 6“.
Hence, it suffices to consider the special case of the CSRW, for which we have
dg = p“ by the definition (3.5) so that the bounds in Theorem 3.3 turn immediately
into Gaussian estimates with respect to p“. The result follows now, for instance, by
the same arguments as in the proof of [11, Theorem 1.6-(i)]. O

Note that one could replace p“(z, y) by |« — y| in Proposition 3.4 since p“(z,y) >
|x — yl|, but the formulation with p“(x,y) is in general stronger. We refer to [4,
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Theorem 1.2] for precise estimates and asymptotics in the case of general non-
negative i.i.d. conductances, and to [10] for recent results on the Green kernel in
dimension d = 2.

Henceforth, we consider random conductances that are distributed according to a
family of probability measures (P*),c; on (€2, F) for some open interval I similarly
as in Section 2. Note that our setup allows for any choice of distribution for “ and
a®, for instance by taking N = {0}, Qg = [0, 00), Qy = (0,0), a(wi,,w?, wE) = wg,
0(wy) = wy, and choosing P* appropriately. Our seemingly more complicated setup
is useful when the weights and speed measure depend on a common environment
w, for instance the Gaussian free field as in Corollary 1.4. Similar remarks could be
made about the setup with killing measure in Section 3.2.

Next we recall the conditions S1 and S2 from [36, 64]. For r € [0, oc|, we denote
by C,(w) the set of vertices which are in connected components of (Z¢, O(w)) of
¢*-diameter at least r. In particular, Co.(w) is the subset of vertices which are in
infinite connected components.

S1 (Local uniqueness). There exists a function fg : I x Z, — R such that for

each u € I, there exist Ag = Ag(u) > 0 and Rg = Rg(u) < oo such that

fs(u, R) > log(R)'*2s for all R > Rg, and for allu € T and R > 1,

P*[CRN[-R, R # o] > 1 — e Is(4F),
and
P* |Vz,y € Crj1o N [ R, R]d : x is connected to y by an open path in [-2R, 2R]d

>1— e fswh)

S2 (Continuity). The function u — P“[0 € Cy] is positive and continuous on 1.

Note that in [36, 64] the conditions S1-S2, as well as the conditions P1-P3, are
stated for site percolation models rather than bond percolation as here. The proof
of their results can however be adapted to our setting by simple notational changes.
In particular, if the family (P*), ¢ satisfies S1-S2, then, for every u € I, there exists
[P“-a.s. a unique infinite cluster C.,, cf. [64, Remark 1.9-(2)] and P“[0 € C] > 0.
Write PG| - | :== P“[-| 0 € C| and E{ for the corresponding expectation.

Assumption 3.5. (i) The mapping t : Qxn X Qpnr x Qg — [0,00) U {oc0} :

1
B(wlfc)/\e(wfc)) 2 . 1 2
(w./l\/’a wjz\/’ WE) — (1 4 a(w}\[,w;\[,wE) lfa(wN, “ao UJE) # 0

00 otherwise.

is monotone.
(ii) There exist p,q,r € (1, o0] satisfying
1 1r—1 1 2

+-< = (3.9)
r o p r q d
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such that, for every u € I,

max {Eg () 0] B b0y, B3 0], B3 [6°00) ] } < oo

Remark 3.6. In the case of the CSRW or VSRW the moment condition in Assump-
tion 3.5-(ii) can be written as Ef[a“ (e)?] < oo and Ef[a“(e)™9] < oo for p,q € (1, 0]
satisfying 1/p + 1/q < 2/d. Indeed, for the CSRW, 6“ = 1, choose p = oo and re-
label r by p; for the VSRW, #“ = 1, choose r = co. For the CSRW, this condition is
known to be optimal for a local limit theorem and two-sided near-diagonal Gaussian
estimates to hold, see [7, Section 5].

Note that the distance dj from (3.5) corresponds to the first passage percolation
metric considered in Section 2 for t as in Assumption 3.5-(i). We will now exploit
Theorem 2.2 in order to improve the upper heat kernel bounds in Theorem 3.3
into genuine Gaussian bounds. More precisely, under conditions P1-P3 and S1-
S2 and Assumption 3.5-(i) (note that (2.12) is trivially satisfied since the weight t
from Assumption 3.5-(i) is strictly positive) Theorem 2.2 and its analogue for the
chemical distance established in [36] ensure that both, the FPP-distance dj and
the chemical distance p“ are comparable to the Euclidean distance. In particular,
there exist constants c19, co9 > 0 such that for Py-a.e. w and = € C(w), there exists
Ng(w, z) such that for all y € C(w) with |z — y| > Ng(w, z),

ci9 p¥(z,y) < |z —y| < coodf(x,y). (3.10)

Theorem 3.7. Suppose that the family of measures (P"),c; satisfies assumptions P1-
P3, S1-S2 and suppose that Assumption 3.5 holds. Then, for any u € I there exist
positive constants ¢; = ¢;(u) such that for P*-a.e. all w and = € Cy (w), there exists
Ny(w, z) such that for all t > Ng(w,x) and y € Coo(w) with |x — y| > Ng(w,x) the
following hold.

(D If |x — y| < co1t then

2
B x—
it x,y) < copt™Y? eXp<—C23’ ty! >

(i) If |z — y| > co5t then

pi(t.z,y) < ent™? eXp<_Cz4 | —y| (1 v log |x;y|>>'

Proof. We shall first verify the assumptions of Theorem 3.3. First recall that our con-
dition P3 is stronger than condition P3 in [36, 64]. In particular, for any ¥ € (0, 1),
[64, Proposition 4.3] guarantees the Pjj-a.s. existence of a large v-very regular ball
(see e.g. [32, Assumption 1.3 and Example 1.12] for details), which immediately
implies the volume regularity in (3.2). Furthermore, this also implies under P
an isoperimetric inequality on large sets (see [32, Lemma 2.10]), which in con-
junction with the volume regularity implies the Sobolev inequality in (3.3) with
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d = (d—19)/(1 — ), see [32, Proposition 3.5]. Since ¢ € (0,1) is arbitrary, d’ can
be chosen arbitrarily close to d, so that condition (3.6) becomes condition (3.9).

Next, using the volume regularity (3.2) and the stationarity of 6“, we get for
sufficiently large n,

H Hp,Bw@n fm > (Z:((s;)%”(y)ﬂ{yecm(w)}

y€BE(x,n)

—d :U’Tyw(x) P oryw
en™t 3. (Qw(x)> 07(@) WaeCos (ryw)} -

yEBE(z,n)

IN

Now, the spatial ergodic theorem and the shift-invariance of P“ gives that, for P“-
a.e. w and all z € Z%, there exists N (w, ) such that for all n > N(w, z),

Tyw w
nt Y (Zwéx))) 07 (%) LizeCo (ryw)y < 2B [(gw((iop@w(x)ﬂ{xecw}]
yEBg(z,n)
= CEO[(@w( )> 0 (0)] < o0.
Hence for P“-a.e. w and each z € C(w) we obtain ||y /0¥, pv(zn),0 < c for all
n > N(w,r). Using the same argument we get similar estimates on [|*’||; g (5 n),
1611, B+ (2,n) and [[(6) ||, B (2n)- In particular, for Pfj-a.e. w and each = € Coo(w),
there exists Ng(w, x) such that (3.7) holds. Thus, the assumptions of Theorem 3.3
are satisfied. Finally, choosing Ny(w, =) large enough and noting that the constants
¢; in Theorem 3.3 do not depend on w, by using (3.10) and the inequality dj (z,y) <
p“(z,y), the estimates in Theorem 3.3 can be turned into the desired Gaussian
upper bounds under P} since the additional term (1+p“(x,)/+/t)? can be absorbed
by the exponential term into a constant. By ergodicity there exists P“-a.s. z € Cxo,
and by translation invariance we conclude that the same Gaussian upper bounds
also hold under P*. O

In [64] two-sided Gaussian estimates have been shown for the simple random
walk on correlated percolation clusters satisfying the original conditions P1-P3,
S$1-S2 from [36]. Theorem 3.7 extends the upper bound in [64] to a more general
class of RCMs under slightly modified assumptions.

3.2. Exponential Green kernel decay for RCMs with random killing rates. In
this subsection we consider a VSRW with a random potential, i.e. a continuous time
Markov chain X = (X}):>¢, taking values in C(w) U {0} where 9 is an isolated
point called the cemetery state, with generator £“ acting on bounded functions
f:Cx(w) — Ras
(Lf)(z Za x,y) — f(@)) — h&“(z) f(z). (3.11)
Yyn~x

Here h € [0, 1] is a scalar and the potentials are given by a killing measure x*: Z¢ —
(0, 00) describing the random killing rates of the random walk. More precisely we
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let k : Qn — (0,00) be a measurable function and x“(z) = K(wrr4,) for each
x € 7% When visiting a vertex x, the random walk jumps to a neighbor y at rate
a’(z,y), and it is killed, i.e. it is sent to the cemetery state 0, at rate hk“(z). We
denote by P¥ the law of the process starting at the vertex 2 € Z% and by E the
corresponding expectation. We denote by ¢ := inf{t > 0 : X; = 0} the killing time
of X. For z,y € Cx(w) and ¢t > 0 let p*(¢, x,y) be the associated heat kernel given
by p“(t,z,y) = P¥ [Xt =y t< C]. The Green’s function of X is defined by

¢ [%S)
¢ (z,y) = E;;[/O 1ix,—y dt} :/O PY Xy =y; t < (] dt. (3.12)

Recall that, for every y € C(w), the function z — ¢*¥(z,y) is a fundamental solu-
tion of Lu = —1,,. We define the distance function d;; by

ly—1 Wi Wi 1/2
d*(z,y) = inf {Z (m“ (20) A & (Z”1)> } 7,y € Co(w),  (3.13)

= a®(zi, zi41)

where I';) is again the set of all nearest-neighbor paths v = (20, ..., z,) in Coo(w)
connecting = and y. Notice that d¥(z,y) < p“(z,y) for all z,y € Coo(w).

We will apply our results on the positivity of the time constant on the distance
d¥ to obtain an exponential decay estimate on ¢“(x,y). The main step will be to
establish the following deterministic result, that we prove in Section 3.3.

Theorem 3.8. Let d > 3 and w € Q. Suppose that (Cs(w), O(w)) satisfies Assump-
tion 3.1 and suppose there exist p,q € (1,00] with 1/p + 1/q < 2/d’ such that, for
every x € Coo(w), there exists Nio(w,x) such that

1/’%&}“1,3“(:13,11)} < Cint
(3.19)

for some Ciy < oo. Then, there exist A = A(d) € (0,1), v = v(d',p,q) € (1,00), and
co6 = co6(d', p,q, Cint) € (0,00) such that the following holds. For any x € Coo(w),
there exist N11(w, z) such that for all y € Coo(w) with p“(z,y) > Nii(w,z) and all
h € [0,1],

g*(z,y) < czﬁFv(hp“(w,y)Z)p”(w,y)Q‘dzeég?fn)c (e‘Aﬁdﬁ(x’Z)>, (3.15)

sup e { |||y ey 7o, oy |15 132

n>Nig(w,z)

where n = p®(z,y)/4 and Fy(r) == (1 +7)7(1 + 1/r)}/2,
First we note that Theorem 1.3 is a direct consequence of Theorem 3.8.

Proof of Theorem 1.3. Since E[a“(e)™9] < oo we have a“(e) > 0 almost surely for
any e € E4. Therefore (Coo(w), O(w) = (Z% E4) and Assumption 3.1 is satisfied
with d = d’ and p¥(x,y) = |x — y|. For P-a.e. w, the integrability condition (3.14)
follows from (1.8) by the ergodic theorem. O

Similarly as in Theorem 3.7, we need in addition the following monotonicity and
moment assumption to state the main result of this subsection.
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Assumption 3.9. (i) The mapping t : Qn X Qpnr x Qg — [0,00) U {o0} :
1
n(w}\,)/\n(wfv)) 2 . 1 2
(Wi Wir wE) — (1 N ko) falwy,wi,we) # 0
00 otherwise.

is monotone.
(ii) There exist p,q € (1, 00] satisfying 1/p + 1/q < 2/d such that, for every u € I,

max {Eé‘ (1 (0)P] ,EY [ (0)4] Y [K°(0)] ,Egy [KW(O)*l] } < 0.

Theorem 3.10. Let d > 3 and suppose that the family of measures (P"),c; satisfies
assumptions P1-P3, S1-S2 and Assumption 3.9. Then, for any u € I, there exist
car = car(u), cag = cag(u) € (0,00) such that for P¥-a.e. all w and x € Coo(w) there
exists N12(w, x) such that for all y € Coo(w) with |x —y| > Ni2(w,x) and all h € [0, 1],

¢ (x,y) < corlz—yl> eXP(—Czs\/mx—yD- (3.16)

Proof. We aim to apply Theorem 3.8. First, note that Assumption 3.1 follows from
P1-P3, S1-S2 under P as explained in the proof of Theorem 3.7 above, and, by the
same argument used to derive (3.7) above, based on an application of the ergodic
theorem, P1 and Assumption 3.9 ensure that (3.14) holds. Moreover, similarly to
the derivation of (3.10) above, by Theorem 2.2 and the main results in [36] we
have that for Pj-a.e. w and any = € C(w) there exist ¢; € (0,00) and Ni3(w, z)
such that for all y € Coo(w) with |z — y| > Niz(w, x),

db}:(x7y) > CZQPW(may)7 pw(x7y) < 030"7; - y‘ (317)

We now apply Theorem 3.8. Since n = p(x,y)/4, the last term in the right-hand
side of (3.15) can be estimated as

max <e—)\\/ﬁd;’(m,z)) < e—)\\/ﬁcmn < e—cx/ﬁp“(m,y).
z€BY(z,n)°¢
Recalling that p¥(z,y) > |z — y|, we combine this with (3.17) to obtain that P-a.s,

if |$ - y| > NlQ(W,CC) = Nn(w,x) V N13(w,x)’
¢“(,y) < cFy(hle—y) o -y emeVrlo—yl

By choosing a smaller constant in the exponential, the factor F,(h|z — y|?) can
be absorbed into a constant if \/E]m — y| > 1. Moreover, if \/E\x —y| <1, (3.16)
follows PPf-a.s. from (3.8) similarly as before. Therefore (3.16) holds P§-a.s. for
all h € [0,1] and z,y € Coo(w) with |z — y| > Nia(w,z), and we can conclude by
translation invariance. O

Remark 3.11. (i) In the proofs of Theorems 3.7 and 3.10 above, assumptions P1-P3,
S$1-S2 are only needed to ensure the validity of Assumption 3.1 and the compara-
bility of the Euclidean distance with the chemical distance p“ and the FPP-distances
dg and dy, respectively. In particular, in both theorems condition P3 may be re-
placed by the conjunction of its weaker version in [36, 64] and condition P3’, or
condition P3”, see Remark 2.7.
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(i) Similarly as in Section 3.1 we can also introduce a speed measure 6“ and
consider a discrete Schrédinger operator of the form

(€500 = gas (X ) (70) = 1) = 1) 1(0)).
y~x

The results immediately extend to this setting, and the associated Agmon-type FPP
distance is still given by (3.13). This is due to the fact that the Green’s function
of the operator does not depend on the speed measure #“, hence it is sufficient to
consider the case #% = 1 in the context of Theorem 3.10.

(iii) It follows from Remark 2.3-(ii) that condition (3.1) and Assumption 3.9-(i)
in Theorem 3.10 (or Assumption 3.5-(i) in Theorem 3.7) can be removed whenever
condition P3 still holds without the monotonicity assumption on the event A.

3.3. Proof of Theorem 3.8. We will show Theorem 3.8 by purely analytic and de-
terministic arguments. Therefore, throughout the remainder of this section, we fix
w € € such that the assumptions of Proposition 3.8 hold, and, to simplify nota-
tion, we set (V, F) = (Coo(w), O(w)). Note that the proof of Theorem 3.8 would
actually also work if (V, E') was any fixed graph with bounded degree satisfying
Assumption 3.1, and not necessarily a subset of Z¢.

3.3.1. Notation. For a given set A C V, we define the internal boundary of A by
OmA = {x € A|Ty € A°such that {z,y} € E},

and the outer boundary of A by
doutA = {x € A°|3y € A such that {z,y} € E}.

For any edges e € E we denote by e~,e™ € V the unique vertices such that e =
{e",et}and et —e™ € {e1,...,eq}, Where eq, ..., e4 denotes the canonical basis of
7% For f : V — R and e € E we define the discrete derivative

VitE—=R,  Vf(e) == fle") = fle),

and note that for f,¢: V — R, the discrete product rule takes the form

V(fg) = av(f)Vg +av(g)V/, (3.18)
where av(f)(e) := 3(f(e") + f(e™)). Further, for any f : V — [0, 00), note that
av(f) av(f*?) < av(forte?) (3.19)

for any aq, s > 0. We define the discrete divergence of a function F' : E — R by

V*F(z) := Z F(e) — Z ZF —ej,x}) — F{z,z + ¢}).

eck eelR
et=x e =z

Since for all f € ¢2(V) and F € ¢?(F) we have
(VI F)emw =V ) ey, (3.20)
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V* can be seen as the adjoint of V. Note that the generator £“ defined in (3.11)
above is a finite-difference operator in divergence form as it can be rewritten as

(Lf)(z) = =V*(@*Vf)(z) — hr(z) f(z). (3.21)
On the Hilbert space ¢2(V') the Dirichlet form associated with £“ is given by
E1.9) = (F—E0)ay = (VHaVa)aiey + h{FR0) g
= <1’drw(f’g)>g2(E) +h<f’ ng>32(v), (322)
where dT'“(f, g) := a“V fVg. Further, set £¥(f) := E“(f, f) and, foranyn : V — R,

Lo (f9)@) = Y av(m)({z,y}) dT(f,9){z,9}),  T¥(f,9) :=T{(f.9)-

y~z

Note that for all f,g,v,n:V — R,

{av(v)av(n?),dl*(f, 9)>42(E) = %<U, Y (f, g)>€2(v). (3.23)

3.3.2. Maximal inequality. The starting point to prove Theorem 3.8 is to show the
following maximal inequality for (super-)harmonic functions. Recall the constant
d' from Assumption 3.1-(ii).

Proposition 3.12. For any xo € V, n > 2(N4(xo) V Ns(xo)) fixed, write B(o) =
B¥(xzg,0on), o € [1/2,1]. Let u > 0 be such that £L“u > 0 on B“(x¢,n) and set
v:i=@-uforany ¢ : V. — (0,00). Then, under Assumption 3.1, for all a € (0, 00)
and any p,q € (1,00] with 1/p+ 1/q < 2/d, there exist v = y(d',p,q,a) € (1,00)
and c31 = c31(d, p, ¢, ) € (0,00) such that forall 1/2 <o’ <o <1,

mw(n) Y
s o) < (en (20 ) ol (3.24)

where m®(n) := |11V 1 |, poag ) 11V V2 g Bo(o m) (151092, 97 ) 5o a my 12)-

The rest of this subsection is devoted to the proof of Proposition 3.12. Similar
maximal inequalities have been shown in [7] and [9] in order to obtain Harnack in-
equalities and the heat kernel estimates restated in Theorem 3.3, respectively. Here
we will follow the arguments in [7, 9] rather closely with some adjustments being
required. The main argument in Proposition 3.14 below will be based on a Moser
iteration scheme. As a first step we show the following Caccioppoli-type estimate.
Its proof is an adaptation of the arguments in [9, Lemma 3.7] which provides an en-
ergy bound for perturbed space-time harmonic functions. Since this estimate plays
also a crucial role for the implementation of Agmon’s method below and since we
need to keep track of an additional term containing the killing measure, we give a
full proof here.

Lemma 3.13. Consider a connected, finite subset B C V and a function n on V with

suppn C B, 0<n<1 and n=0 on OwB.
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Further; let u > 0 be such that £ u > 0 on B and setv := @-u forany ¢ : V. — (0, 00).
There exists an absolute constant c3, < oo such that for all o > 1,

E9(mv) < e320®(V*,T¥(1,1) = T3 (2, 071)) 2 -

Proof. Since £¥u > 0 and v = ¢~ 'v, (3.20), (3.21) and an application of the
product rule (3.18) yield

0 > (o™, —L2(¢710)) 2y
= <V(W2¢U2a_1)a a” V(<P_1U)>g2(E) +h <772”2a7 “w>z2(V)
= (av(n®), d0(pv™ ™ 07 10)) oy + (av(pv™ 1), AT (0% 07 '0)) o oy
+ h<772”2a7’fw>42(\/)
— T + T+ T (3.25)

Let us first bound the term 7;. Note that —av(¢™1)(Vy) = av(p)(Ve~!) and
(Vp)(Ve~1) < 0. Combining these observations with (3.19) and the product rule
(3.18), we obtain the following lower bound

dr*(ov* ! o) > av(p)av(p™ ) dT¥ (0% L) + av(v®™) dT¥(p, ¢ ")
+ av(p) (av(v) dr (e, ™) — av(e® ) dr (v, 7). (3.26)

Further, by [7, Lemma A.1-(ii)], we have for all a,b > 0,
2

a a2 o o o
(a —b) §2a_1(a—b)(a2 L p2 1),
so that
Ar< (21 ) > 2aa;1d1““(v°‘,v°‘). (3.27)

Moreover, by [8, Lemma B.1-(ii)], for a,b > 0,

a—1

‘a2a71b _ ab2a71‘ < {a2a _ bQQ{,

(6%
which implies that

‘ av(v)(e) Vo2 t(e) — av(on‘_l)(e)Vv(e)|

M { av(v®)(e) Vo (e) {

(3.28)

= ‘v2“_1(6+)v(e_)—vZO‘_l(e_)v(e‘F){ < -

for all e € E. By using the estimates (3.27) and (3.28) in (3.26) we get

2
dr¥(pr g7 M0) > T av(p)av(p ) dI¥(0% o) + av(v™)dT¥ (o, 7)

— M av(p) av(va)‘dl“‘”(va, <p*1)‘ (3.29)

(%

Notice that

av(i0)| Ve | = Vav(g)av(e 1) - V= (V) (Ve ). (3.30)
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Hence, we use Young’s inequality in the form
1
|lab| < 5(»5@2 +b?/e). (3.31)

with e = 1/(2a), a = Vuv*y/av(p)av(p~!) and b = av(v®)/—(Ve)(Ve~1), which

together with another application of (3.19) yields

1
av(p) av(v)[dl“ (v, ¢™)| < —av(p)av(e Al (v?) — aav(e*)d* (e, ).
(3.32)
Combining this with (3.29) gives
3a—1 — Wi,
T > == (av(n) av(p)av(e ), dT*(v%v%)) o )
+ (2a — 1) {av(n?®) av(v®®),dI¥ (¢, ¢*1>€2(E). (3.33)

Next we bound the term Tb. Observe that since av(pv?*~1) < 2av(yp)av(v2®1)
it follows from the product rule (3.18) that

av(pu?* 1) Al (o~ o, %)

> —dav(n)av(p)av(v** ) (aV(so’l) Al (v,m)| + av(v) !dF”(tp’l,n)D-
(3.34)

Using again (3.19), (3.30) and (3.31) with ¢ = 4, a = Vn/av(p)av(e~!) and
b=av(n)y/—(Ve) (V1) we get on the one hand

dav(n) av(p) |dT¥ (™Y, n)| < 8 av(p) av(p ™) dI¥(n,n) — %aV(UQ) Al (¢, 7).
(3.35)

On the other hand,

| av(v** 1) (e) (Vo) (e)]

< [ave)@@) @) + 5 [ ) — v e ()]
(3%8) 204@— 1 ‘ av(v®)(e) Vvo‘(e)‘.

Thus, using again (3.19) and (3.31) with ¢ = 1/(4a), a = av(n)Vuv® and b =
av(v®)Vn we get

200 — 1 o ol o
— av(y) v (%) [T (0, )|

av(n?) dT* (v* v®) + 8(2a — 1) av(v?®) dI*(n, n).
(3.36)

4av(n) av(vie1) |dT (v, )| < 4

<2a—1
- 2a2
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Hence, by using the estimates (3.35) and (3.36) in (3.34) and applying again (3.19)
we get
20 — 1
202

— 16 av(yp) av(ap_l) av(vm) dI'(n,n) + %av(nQ) av(vm) dI™ (¢, go_l).

av (o) dI¥ (o~ o, %) > av(n?) av(p) av (e~ 1Al (0% v®)

Since
av(g™)av(p) = 1- 1 (Ve)(Ve™)

and |Vn|? < 2av(n?) we obtain the lower bound

20 — 1 — W[
I > - 202 {av(n?) av(p) av (™), d¥ (v v )>€2(E)

= 16a (av(v®),dT¥(1,1)) 2

- <8a + %) {av(n?®) av(v*®),dT¥(¢p, ¢—1)>€2(E). (3.37)

Therefore, by combining (3.25) with (3.33) and (3.37) we get

1 — w (0% (0% (6% w
0> o—(av(i?) av(g) av(e™), dT¥(0%0%)) ) — 160 av(6), AT (1))

+ <10a — %) < av(nz) av(v%‘), dI™ (¢, @71)>€2(E) +h <n2v2a, /<;‘*’>£2(V)
> ié’“’(nva) - <16a + %) <aV(’U2a),de('I7,'I7)>£2(E)
+ (100~ 3) (av(r?) av(s™), AT (0, 67)) o g
where we used in the last step that av(p) av(¢~!) > 1 and that by (3.18) and (3.19)
av(n?) dl* (v, v®) > %dlW (v, nv®) — av(v?®) dI*(n,n).
Using (3.23), we can conclude. O

The maximal inequality for v = wu - ¢ in Proposition 3.12 will be obtained via a
Moser iteration which is carried out in the next proposition. The argument is simi-
lar to the one used in [7, Proposition 3.2] in order to show maximal inequality for
harmonic functions and to obtain an elliptic Harnack inequality. Here some extra
care is needed due to the presence of the perturbation ¢. Besides the Cacciopoli-
type estimate in Lemma 3.13 the second main ingredient is the following weighted
Sobolev inequality. For any zp € V and n > Nj5(xo), Assumption 3.1-(ii) ensures
[6, Equation (23)] to hold for functions supported in B“(xz¢,n), but with Cg, re-

placed by Csln|Bw(a:0,n)|%/|Bw(xo,n)|. Therefore, adapting the proof of [6,
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Equation (28)], one can show that for any f : V' — R with supp f C B“(xg,n),

=1\ 2
Cg,n|B%(zg,n) w 2/d' |1 w EY(f)
g 2"Q’Bw(m°’"’§< 1|‘B“(:Uo,n)|| )'B 0 o0 g,

&(f)

0 B (o, )]’

< O, ([ la. 5
(3.38)

where ¢ := d'/(d'—2+d'/q). Combining this with Lemma 3.13 then yields an upper
bound of ||v||y,k+1,, 5 in terms of ||v]ly,k, 5 With a ball B’ slightly bigger than B,
ps :=p/(p—1) and k € Ny, for some o = a(d’, p, ¢) which is strictly bigger than one
thanks to our condition on p and ¢, see (3.41) below. Iterating this inequality then
gives the desired maximal inequality.

Proposition 3.14. For any xo € V, n > 2(N4(xg) V Ns(xg)) fixed, write B(o) =
B¥(zg,0n), o € [1/2,1]. Let u > 0 be such that LY u > 0 on B(1) and set v := ¢ - u
forany ¢ : V. — (0,00). Then, under Assumption 3.1, for any p,q € (1,00] with
1/p+1/q < 2/d, there exist v = ~'(d’, p,q) € (1,00) and ¢33 = ¢33(d’, p, q) such that
forall B € [2py,00] and forall 1/2 <o’ <o <1,

/

mw(n) Y
Jolloiey < e (Zmps) Mol 339

where p, = p/(p — 1) and m®(n) as in Proposition 3.12.

Proof. For fixed 1/2 < ¢/ < o < 1, let {B(oy)}, be a sequence of balls with radii
orn centred at xgy, where

op = 0 +Th_1 and T, = Q_k_l(a —d'), keN.

Note that o = o311 + 7%, 09 = 0 and o, — o’ as k — co. Further, for any k € Ny
set oy, := o where a := o/p, and ¢ := d'/(d' — 2 + d'/q) as in (3.38) above. Since
1/p+1/q < 2/d we have ¢ > p, and therefore o > 1 for every k. Due to the
discreteness of the underlying space Z¢, we distinguish two different cases.

Let us first consider the case 7;n < 1, that is B(ogy1) = B(ok). Set an =
a/(a — 1). Then, note that

2 200, 205 (a—1) |1/
HU akHaP*yB(UkH) - HU argar(a=l) P+ B(okt1)
20y |1/ 920, 1/ 1/(caps) || .2
< ot p*,B<ok><mer%?§k>v(x) )< B0 . ey
1/p«

where we used the trivial estimate max,¢p(o,) v()** < (X cp (o) v(€)**P*)
in the last step. Since d/(2a.p«) < 1 and n < 1/7%, we get by Assumption 3.1-(i),

]B(gk)ll/(a*p*) < ’Bw(xo,n)fl/(a*p*) < 07;1’
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and therefore

92k 1/(20u4)
HUH2%+1P*,B(%+1) < <cﬁ> HUH2C‘%I)*7B(0’I€)' (3.40)

o—o

Consider now the case 7,n > 1. Let 7 be a cut-off function with suppn, C
B(oy,) such that g, = 1 on B(og+1), nx = 0 on Oyt B(ok) and with linear decay on
B(oy) \ B(0k41) so that ||Vl (gy < 1/(mxn). Recall that by volume regularity, see
Assumption 3.1-(i), |B(0)|/|B(0")| < CZ,2%. Then, by taking f = nzv®* in (3.38)
we get

EY (k)

QQkHQ,B(UHl) < CH(nkvak)QHQ,B(%) < C’I’L2Hl/qu7Bw(1.O7n)W

(g

On the other hand, using Lemma 3.13, the fact that supp(n,) C B(oy) with av(n?) <
1 and I'*(n,7n) < p¥/(1xn)?, and Hélder’s inequality we find

gw(nk’uak) 9 S _— B
‘B(O’k)‘ S Cak (HU kT (nkank)Hl,B(o'k) + H’U ET (SO,SO )HlvB(Uk)>

IN

1 w B . .
cai <(Tk”)2 + e 1)HP’B(%)>H1V“ p, B [|V*** [|p.. B -

Hence, using oy 1p« = a0 we combine the last two estimates to obtain that

92k 2 . 1/(2ax)
[ollonin o < (¢ g 0] ol oy D)

By iterating the inequalities (3.40) and (3.41), respectively, and using the fact that
reok/ar < oo and B(o') C B(ok) there exists ¢ = ¢(d’, p,q) < oo such that, for
any K € N,

K—-1 w 1/(2ag)
m*(n)
[oll20sp.. 50 < e ] ( o")2> [v]|2..5(0)-
k=0

(0 -

Setting 7/ := § 77 ,(1/a) < 00 we get
- m¥(n) \
Jmax o) =l [|o]oap.p0n < ¢ <m> [Vl]2p..5(0)-

For any f3 € [2p., 00) the claim is immediate since [|v|[3 (o) < Max,epeyv(z). O

Proof of Proposition 3.12. The maximal inequality (3.24), with v = (1 Vv 2%)7’ > 1,
follows now from Proposition 3.14 as in [6, Corollary 3.9], cf. also [7, Corol-
lary 3.4]. O

3.3.3. Exponential decay via Agmon’s method. We will now use Lemma 3.13 to
bound averages of v? in B’ by averages of v?> in B \ B’ for B’ C B. Recall the
constant c3 from Lemma 3.13.
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Lemma 3.15. Let B C V be connected and B’ C B. Let n : V. — [0,1] such that
suppn C B, n =1 on B’ Uy B’ and n = 0 on 0,y B. Further, let u > 0 be such that
L% > 0on B and let ¢ > 0 be such that

h
IT¥(p, 71| < @nw onV, (3.42)

and set v := @ - u. Then there exists an absolute constant cs4 < oo such that

S @) a (@) < e (1407 OnlEegs) S0 3@ (14(0) v R (@)).

z€B’ x€B\B'

Proof. Note that I';' (¢, 0 1) >T%(p, o Hlpasav(n?) < 1,suppn C B\ 0B and
dI'(p, ') < 0. Hence, by Lemma 3.13 with o = 1,

h<7}27 ’%UJT/2>€2(B) < 5w(77”) < 032<’02, Fw(na n)>g2(v) - 032<’02, Pw(% @71)>42(B)'
By rearranging and using (3.42) we obtain that

032<7}27Pw(77777)>g2(v) > h<1)2, (772 - %) "fw>42(3)

hoy o
= 5 (V%K) 2y + 105 (07 = ) K )2
h h

2w 2w
2 §<U K >£2(B’) - §<” K >£2(B\B/)'
Since I'Y(n, n)(z) < ||V77H§OO(E) pe(x)lp\pr, € V, rearranging gives the claim. [

In the proof of Theorem 3.10 below we will apply Lemma 3.15 for a perturbation
function ¢ of the form ¢(y) = exp(—AVhd“ (z,y)) with d¥ as defined in (3.13). In
the next lemma we show that for such ¢ the condition (3.42) is satisfied, provided
A > 0 is sufficiently small.

Lemma 3.16. Let o = e¥ with ¢(y) := —\Whd¥(z,y) for X > 0. For every § > 0
there exists Ao = \o(9,d) > 0 such that for all X € (0, \g),

|F‘*’(<p,ap71)| < 0hr” onV.

Proof. Since the case h = 0 is trivial, we consider h € (0, 1] only. For any y € V,

IT(e, 0 Nw)| < D a(y,2) ‘ (V) — H W) () — e—w(m)‘

z~Yy

= 2" a%(y.2) (cosh (Vei({y. 2}) — 1),

Z~y

and for any e € E,

w w( —\\1/2
90 < VR0~ o] O avi(1n AN

a(e)
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Recall that h € (0,1]. Using that b(cosh(z) — 1) < cosh(v/bz) — 1 for all z € R and
any b > 1, we obtain that

- 1 a“(y, z)
w 1 < w - . _
e Wl < 203 (1 gy o) (ot (Vets: 23) — 1)
< 4d (cosh(N) — 1) h¥(y).
Since 4d( cosh()\) — 1) < 4 for A sufficiently small, the result follows. O

Proof of Theorem 3.8. Let us fix z,y € Co(w) such that p¥(x,y) > Nij(w,z) =
8(N4(w,z) V Ns(w,x)) V 2(N7(w,z) V Nig(w, z)) and set n := p*(z,y)/4. In partic-
ular, n > 2(Ny(w,z) V N5(w,x)). Take B’ = B¥(z,n) and B = B“(x,2n), which
satisfy |B| < ¢|B’| by Assumption 3.1-(i). Recall that the function u(z) = ¢“(y, 2)
is harmonic on V' \ {y}, and thus also on B. Finally, let ¢(z) = exp(—Avhd¥(z, 2))
for some A € (0, 1) only depending on cso such that (3.42) holds (see Lemma 3.16).
Then, setting again v := wu - ¢, by the maximal inequality in Proposition 3.12,
Holder’s inequality and Lemma 3.15 we obtain that

max v(z) < em®(n)" [Jo]lip < em“(n)? ||[1/5% )7

z€B¥(x,n/2)

U\/H_wHZB/

1+ b=t V2 v
w wll1/2 (> (F
< em®(n) ||1/x]\5 I &)

Y @) (1) v R(2)

z€B\B'

w W12 ||, @ |12 - 1/2
<cem®(n)" [[1/k HL/B 1V HL/B <1 +h! HVWH§°°(E)> Zggaé,”(z)-
Take 7 a linear cutoff function between B’ and B so that || V7|~ z) < ¢/n. Recall
(3.14) and that by Lemma 3.16, [T (¢, o™ )|l 5o (30 < chll¥]lp, 5o @3 < ch.
Hence, using the definition of m®“(n) in Proposition 3.12, (3.14) and the equality
o(x) = 1, there exists ¢ = ¢(d', p, ¢, Cint) such that

u(z) < c(1+hn?)’ (1 + #)1/2@29&\%/ u(z)) (Zg(lia;sc LP(Z)) (3.43)

Moreover, recall that the Green’s function with killing is trivially bounded from
above by the Green’s function without killing. Hence, as p“(y,z) > 2n > cp®(z,y)
for any z € B\ B/, we may apply Proposition 3.4, which implies that

c

u(z) < ¢
T Py, 2) P (,y)
Combining this with (3.43) yields the claim. O

Vze€ B\ B.

d—2 — d—-27

4. EXAMPLES

In this section, we present a few models which satisfy the main conditions re-
quired in Theorems 2.2, 3.7 and 3.10, that is the conditions P1, P2 and P3, or P3’
or P3”, introduced in Section 2, as well as the conditions S1 and S2 introduced in
Section 3.1. Our main examples are the Gaussian free field, the Ginzburg-Landau
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V¢ interface model and random interlacements, for which conditions P1, P2, S1
and S2 were proved in [37, 62]. However since our condition P3 is stronger than
the one from [37], one needs to verify that it is still satisfied for these models. For
the Gaussian free field and random interlacements, P3 will follow from an easy
adaptation of the techniques from [60, 61], see Propositions 4.1 and 4.9. For the
interface model however the decoupling inequalities from [62] will not be sufficient
for our purposes, and we will prove condition P3’ in Proposition 4.7 in dimension
d > 4 using an approach slightly different from [62]. Let us stress that in [62]
the existence of an ergodic infinite-volume Gibbs measure was assumed, but we
actually prove that such a measure always exists in Lemma 4.5. Finally, our last
class of examples are models satisfying a certain weak mixing property (4.24) that
implies condition P3” without any sprinkling, see Proposition 4.10. It contains, for
instance, the two-dimensional massive Gaussian free field or the Ising model with
an external field.

4.1. Discrete Gaussian free field. Consider the graph G = (Z¢, E4,a,x), d > 3,
equipped with symmetric weights @ : F; — (0,00) and a killing measure & : Z¢ —
[0, 00), possibly equal to zero. Assume that the Green’s function g(z,y), =,y € Z,
associated with the random walk on Z¢ with generator given by (1.7) when a* = a,
h =1, and k¥ = K&, satisfies

9(z,y) < Colz—y[*?,  Va£yeZd (4.1)

for some constant C¢ < co. For instance one can consider constant weights with
zero killing measure. Let (¢,),cz« be the Gaussian free field on G, i.e. the centred
Gaussian field, under a probability measure P“, with covariance function

EG[¢I¢Q] = g(:ﬂ, y)’ T,y € Zd~ 4.2)

Proposition 4.1. Under (4.1), assume that (w;),cz« has the same law under P* as
(s + u)yeza under PC for all u € R, and that w, = 0 for all e € E,. Then for all
intervals I C R, &p > 1, xp € (0, d;22), ep =1 and ap = d — 2, there exist constants
Cp,Rp, Lp < oo, only depending on C¢, such that (P"),c satisfies P2 and P3.

Proof. Condition P2 is clearly satisfied by definition. In order to prove P3, we pro-
ceed as in [60]. Let us fix some R, L, z1,x2,u and @ as in P3 for some £p > 1 and
some xp < %. It follows from the Markov property of the Gaussian free field,
see [63, Lemma 1.2], that there exist two independent Gaussian fields ¢(*) and
hM such that ¢ = ¢V + (1), where ¢() is independent of Qa1 167) AN (Y is

o (¢, € Q(x1, L7))-measurable. Moreover, setting
1

BW .= { sup |p] < —R_XP}, (4.3)
Q(a2.LEP) 2

by Proposition 1.4 and Remark 1.5 in [60] (whose proof also works for the Gauss-
ian free field with non-constant weights), there exist constants Rp, Lp < oo, only
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depending on C¢, such that if L > Lp and R > Rp,

. R—2xp
PEBTY) < 2100z 1 + RL)| exp ( - 8sup(y |>RL}§(0,w)>
< 2(L* + RL)* exp (— (Cg/8) R 27 2xr [472) (4.4)
1 _
< 5 exp(=(Ca/9)L?),

[\)

Let 2(Y) be a random variable independent of ¢ and with the same law as 1), B()
as in (4.3) but with V) instead of AV, and let B = B N B, Then, for all
r € Q(xg, L5P),

(087 + BV +u)lp > () + D — R +u)lp > (65 +@)1p.
Therefore for all increasing events A C [0, 00)Q@1:LF) » [0, 00) @2, LEF)
PE(B, (o + Wacqen.rr): (92 + Wnequnir)) € Al 9o er))

. (4.5)
< PO (e + U)gegozer) (B + D + 1) e opmrer)) € A| Gi0@rrer)):

and similarly for decreasing events when exchanging # and u. Since <73§;1) + BQ) has
the same law as ¢ and is independent of DO (a1, LEP ) condition P3 follows easily
from (4.4) and (4.5). O

For the next result, we extend the definition of d* and u, from (1.1) and (1.2)
to the case where, instead of a family of weights (t¥').cx, on the edges, we have a
family of weights (¢%),c7« on the vertices, simply by considering the minimal length
over paths of vertices instead of paths of edges. Recall that h, denotes the critical
parameter for the level sets {z € Z¢ : ¢, > h}, h € R, of the Gaussian free field on
(7%, E4,1,0) under P¢.

Corollary 4.2. Let a. = 1 for all e € Eg and &, = 0 for all « € Z. Fix a decreasing
function f : R+ [0,00) such that E¢[f(¢o)] < oo. Set hy := inf{t € R: f(t) = 0}
with the convention inf @ := +oo, and take (t),czq with the same law under P° as
(f(¢2))peza under P, Then, for dll = € Z4,

po(z) > 0if hy > hy and po(x) = 0if hy < hy. (4.6)

Moreover, if hy > h,, then for all 6 > 4 there exist positive constants Crpp and c3s such
that for all n € N,

0/ jw C35M

Proof. Let us first assume that hy < h,. Since f is decreasing, for all h € (hy, hy),
{zeZ: ¢, >h} Cc{zeZ: f(¢,) =0},
and in particular {z € Z? : f(¢,) = 0} contains at least one infinite connected

component. It follows from the Burton-Keane theorem, see e.g. [45, Theorem 12.2],
that { € Z% : f(¢;) = 0} contains a unique infinite connected component which
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we denote by C.,. Moreover, by the FKG inequality, see the remark above Lemma 1.4
in [63], we have for all z € Z% and n € N,

PG(O +—nzin {z € 7 f(¢p) = 0}) > PG(O € Coo)2 > 0.

The claim p(z) = 0 then follows directly from Proposition 2.1.

Let us now assume that h;y > h,, and take I = (—1,hy — h,). Let w be as in
Proposition 4.1, N = {0}, and t(w},,w?,wg) = 3(f(wi) + f(w?)) satisfying (2.1).
Noting that forallu € T,

{zeZ: f(patu)=0}C{zeZ: ¢y >hs—u},
condition (2.12) is fulfilled (for t¥ = f(w,) instead of t¥) by [38, Theorem 1.1]
since hy —u > h, for all u € I. Moreover, condition (2.4) with v = 0 is satisfied
by our assumption on f, and condition P1 is proved above Lemma 1.5 in [63].

The result now follows from (2.11), Theorem 2.2 and Remark 2.3-(i) together with
Proposition 4.1. O

Remark 4.3. When d > 4, the probability that d¥(0,nz) is smaller than cn decays
exponentially fast by (4.7), and one can easily use the FKG inequality to show
that this decay is optimal. However in dimension d = 3, there is an additional
logarithmic correction in (4.7), contrary to the case of independent percolation, see
[49, Proposition 5.8]. This is not an artefact of our proof, since one can easily adapt
the proof of [44, Theorem 3.1] to show that when f(z) = Lipen) for h > h,,
/
P*(d”(0,nz) < cn) > P40 +— nx in E=") > exp < - %)

Similarly as in [44], we believe that the optimal logarithmic correction is indeed
log(n), and not log(n)® for some § > 4 as in (4.7).

Note that Theorem 1.2 is a particular case of Corollary 4.2 for the choice f(s) =
Igs<py since hy = h for this choice of f. Let us now explain how one can use
Proposition 4.1 to obtain the bound (1.11) for the choice of weights from below
(1.11). It is for instance enough to verify that the conditions of Theorem 3.10 are
satisfied, when w is as in Corollary 4.2, N = {0}, a(wi,,w}, wg) = Y@y te) and
k(wy) = eV, respectively. The monotonicity condition (3.1) is clearly fulfilled,
while Assumption 3.9-(i) holds since (k(w,) A k(w?))/a(wl,w?,wg) = e 7V A
e~ is decreasing. Condition P1 holds by [63, Lemma 1.5], conditions P2 and P3
follow from Proposition 4.1, and conditions S1 and S2 trivially hold since C,, = Z¢.
Finally, Assumption 3.9-(ii) follows from the fact that ¢¥%0 € LP for any p > 0 and
the symmetry of the Gaussian free field, and we can conclude. Alternatively one
could also prove that the time constant 4 is positive using Theorem 1.2, as well as
the bounds e~ 7%+ > ¢~ 7" if ¢, < h and e~ 7%+ > 0 otherwise for h large enough,
and conclude by Corollary 1.4.

Remark 4.4. (i) In Corollary 1.4, the weights a“(z,y), « ~ y, depend on ¢,, ¢, via
the function f(t,s) = ¢Y(**+5). This choice is however quite arbitrary, and one could
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in fact prove the same result for any symmetric monotone and strictly positive func-
tion f in view of Theorem 3.10 under the integrability condition Assumption 3.9-
(ii). One can even allow f to be equal to 0 as long as conditions S1 and S2 are
satisfied. For instance, one can take f(t,s) = f'(t, ) Ly>p,s>n} for h < h. and some
symmetric, monotone and strictly positive f’, and conditions S1 and S2 are then
proved in [36, 38].

(ii) The advantage of considering general symmetric weights (a.).c g« under con-
dition (4.1) instead of unit weights in Proposition 4.1 is that it allows us to treat
examples similar to Corollary 1.4 but for the Gaussian free field with random con-
ductances, as studied for instance in [25]. Indeed, assume that the conductances
(@z,y)yyeze are chosen at random under some probability Q under which they are
stationary and ergodic with respect to shifts and almost surely satisfy (4.1) for
some non-random constant C. Then conditions P2 and P3 hold Q-a.s. by Propo-
sition 4.1. Moreover, the constants appearing in condition P3 only depend on Cjg,
in particular not on a, and thus conditions P2 and P3 still hold after integration
with respect to Q. Condition P1 also holds by assumption, so one can use Theo-
rems 3.7 and 3.10 to prove results for examples similar to Corollary 1.4 when ¢
is the (annealed) Gaussian free field on the graph with the random conductances
a under Q. For instance, when the conductances (a.).cp« are uniformly elliptic,
(4.1) follows from the heat kernel bounds in [30]. Note that for an appropriate
choice of the random conductances (@ ).c, this corresponds to a Ginzburg-Landau
V ¢ interface model with non-convex potentials as explained in [21], which are not
already covered by the setting of the following Section 4.2.

(iii) The Gaussian free field is actually only one example of a class F,, o > 0,
of Gaussian fields all satisfying condition P3 recently studied in [58, Section 2].
More precisely one can respectively replace the fields 2(Y) and ¢() in the proof of
Proposition 4.1 by the fields gz and fr from [58, Proposition 3.10] with R = L¢F,
and find a bound similar to (4.4) by proceeding similarly as in the proof of [58,
(3.12)] in [58, Section 3.6]. This shows that any discrete field in F, satisfies P3
with ep = 1 and any ap = «. The Gaussian free field belongs to F;_s)/» by [58,
Lemma 2.9], and in fact also to F;_» by the recent article [66], which gives another
proof of Proposition 4.1. The class F, also contains other discrete Gaussian fields
such as the membrane model in dimension d > 5 for « = (d — 4)/2, see [58,
Section 3] for details.

4.2. Ginzburg-Landau V¢ Interface Model. The Ginzburg-Landau V¢ interface
model is a well established model for an interface separating two pure thermody-
namical phases. The model is a direct generalization of the discrete Gaussian free
field. We refer to the monograph [40] for an introduction. The interface is de-
scribed by a random field of height variables ¢ = {¢(z) : = € Z?} sampled from a
Gibbs measure formally given by Z ! exp(—H (¢)) [[,cza de(z) with formal Hamil-
tonian H(p) = > .cp, V(Ve(e)) and potential V' € C?(R; R, ), which we suppose
to be even and strictly convex. For this model, decoupling inequalities similar to P3’
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have been obtained [62, Theorem 2.1], but the Gibbs measure considered therein
has the disadvantage of not being clearly shift-invariant and ergodic with respect to
lattice shifts, see the assumption (4.23) in [62]. In particular, condition P1 might
not hold for this Gibbs measure, and thus we cannot apply Corollary 2.4, or Theo-
rems 3.7 and 3.10. To avoid this problem, we now adapt the arguments from [40]
to obtain decoupling inequalities for a Gibbs measure which is shift-invariant and
ergodic with respect to lattice shifts, see Lemma 4.5 and Proposition 4.6 below. This
is actually useful whenever one intends to use the conditions P1-P3 from [36, 64]
for interface models as explained in Remark 4.8 below.

Throughout this section, we consider the graph Z¢ for d > 3, and fix a symmetric
potential V' € C?(R) such that

C_<V'"t)<C, forallteR, (4.8)

for some constants 0 < C_ < C} < oo. If A C Z% is a finite subset of Z?, we
denote by A = {z € Z¢ : x has a neighbor in A}, and by A, the set of edges between
vertices in A. Let us denote by I'Y = (Z/nZ)? the d-dimensional torus, and if A = I'¢,
we take A = A and A, the set of edges of A. If A C Z% is finite, or A = T'¢ for some
n € N, for any fixed m > 0and € € RZ" we define the Hamiltonian

1 m2 .
£ _ 2 A i e
Hj n(6) = 5 Z V(be = dy) + - > g2 forall p € R with g5\ 4 = &a\a-
r,yeA: TEA
(m,y)GA*
Note that Him((b) does not depend on the boundary condition £ when A is the
torus I'¢. The associated Gibbs probability measure on (R*, B(R")) is given by

pSn(0) = —z exp (— H3(6) [] don.
A

TEA

where Zf\ is a suitable normalizing constant. This is well-defined (i.e. Zi < o0) as
long as either A is a finite subset of Z¢ and m > 0, or A = I'Y and m > 0, which we
will assume from now on. Let us denote by uf\(fn the associated Gaussian free field,
that is the Gibbs measure associated to the choice V (t) = C_t?, with C_ as in (4.8).
It satisfies the following exponential Brascamp-Lieb inequality: for all v € R,

Eui,m [exp <‘<V7 ¢ — Eui,m(¢)>l2(/\)‘>} < 2exp (%Varuiﬁ ((u, ¢>12(A)) ) (4.9)

When m = 0, (4.9) was proved in [31, Lemma 2.9]. The case m > 0 can be
proven as follows. Since A can be identified with A x {0}, Hf\ ., corresponds to
the massless Gibbs probability measure for the graph A x {0, 1},7 with potential V'
between (z,i) and (y,4), * ~ y € A and i € {0,1}, and potential m?>t?/2 between
(z,0) and (z,1), x € A, and with 0 boundary condition on A x {1}, as defined in [31,
equation (2.3)]. Therefore we can adapt the proof of [31, Lemma 2.9] to obtain
(4.9) by bounding the second derivative of the potential by C"_ for edges in A x {0}
or A x {1}, and by m? for edges between A x {0} and A x {1}. This extension (4.9)
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of the classical Brascamp-Lieb inequality for exponential moments to the massive
model has already been noted in item b) of the theorem on page 56 of [59] (with a
typo m instead of m? on the right-hand side).

As we now explain, the Brascamp-Lieb inequality (4.9) classically yields the ex-
istence of a ¢-Gibbs measure on Z¢, i.e. a probability measure on RZ* satisfying
the DLR equations, see for instance [40, Definition 2.1], which is unique under the
assumption of invariance and ergodicity, introduced in condition P1.

Lemma 4.5. The weak limit

w0 = lim lim u%%m (4.10)

m—0n—o00

exists, and p° is the unique ¢-Gibbs measure on Z which is invariant and ergodic with
respect to lattice shifts, and under which ¢q is square integrable and has zero mean.

Proof. One can use a tightness argument based on the Brascamp-Lieb inequality
(4.9) to show that there exist a sequence (ny);>o increasing to infinity, and a se-
quence (m;);>o decreasing to zero, such that the weak limit

MO — llggo kl;n;o ,ug%k . exists. 4.11D)
This was first indicated in [40, Remark 4.6], and we refer to the proof of [12,
Theorem 5.6] for a more detailed analysis. It is easy to see that u° is a ¢-Gibbs
measure on Z? and that it is invariant with respect to lattice shifts. Moreover, note

that for each m > 0, var o.c (¢o) is the Green’s function associated to the random
d

ry,m

walk on I'¢ with weights C_ and killing measure m?, and is thus bounded uniformly
in n by the reciprocal of the probability that the random walk on Z¢ with weights
C_ and killing measure m? is immediately killed, which is finite. Therefore, since
¢ is centered under ,ugg > ONE can use (4.9) to prove that, for each / € N and
v > 0, exp(r¢p) is bounded in L? under (“gg,ml)"eN‘ In particular, under some other
probability space, a sequence of random variables with the same law as exp(v¢g)
under (uggk an)keN converges in L' to a random variable with the same law as

exp(veo) under 4, , where 19 is the limit of 2, m, @ k — oo. Taking the limit,
ngs
we thus deduce that (4.9) for v, still holds for ugu. Since Varuo,c(%) is uniformly
my

bounded in [ by the Green’s function associated with the random walk on Z? with
weights C_ and zero killing measure, we can similarly deduce that ¢y has finite
exponential moments under . In particular, ¢, is square integrable and has mean
zero under 1° by symmetry.

In order to prove uniqueness and ergodicity, let us first prove the uniqueness and
existence of ergodic V¢-Gibbs measure on Z?, see e.g. [40, Definition 2.2]. We
proceed similarly to [41] where a weaker (and more common) notion of an ergodic
measure ;. than the one in condition P1 is used. More precisely, that notion of
ergodicity requires that u(A) € {0,1} for any A € F satisfying 7,(A) = A for all
x € Z°. Nevertheless, as we now explain, the arguments in [41] can be adapted to
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our setting. For each z € Z¢, we say that a probability measure 1 is 2-directionally
ergodic if u(A) € {0,1} for any A € F such that 7,,(A) = A, and that p is ergodic
if 1 is 2-directionally ergodic for all = € Z¢ (which corresponds to the definition
of ergodicity in P1). Then, by [41, Theorem 3.1] there exists at most one square
integrable V¢-Gibbs measure p on E; with zero mean and such that u(A) € {0,1}
for any A € F satisfying 7,(A) = A for all 2 € Z?. Therefore, for each = € Z%, there
is also at most one square integrable z-directionally ergodic V¢-Gibbs measure on
E,; with zero mean.

We now turn to the existence of an ergodic V¢-Gibbs measure. For each = € Z7,
[43, Proposition 14.9] remains valid (see the comment below its proof) when the
o-algebra of invariant sets is replaced by the larger set of events that are only 7,-
invariant. In fact, note that {rx,, k& € N} is an infinite subgroup of {r,, y € Z%},
and any r,-invariant event is 7.-invariant for all £ € N. In particular, [43, The-
orems 14.15 and 14.17] remain valid when replacing ergodic by z-directionally
ergodic, and thus an x-directionally ergodic V¢-Gibbs measure exists as an ex-
tremal element of the convex set of 7,-invariant V ¢-Gibbs measures. Moreover, for
each 2 € Z¢, one can use an z-directionally ergodic decomposition of 7,-invariant
Gibbs measure similarly as below equation (3.5) in [41] to prove that there exists
a square integrable z-directionally ergodic V ¢-Gibbs measure with zero mean, and
we proved that such measures are unique.

Following the proof of [40, Theorem 9.10], which still works since z-directional
ergodicity is stronger than the notion of ergodicity used in [40], we deduce that
there exists at most one square integrable z-directionally ergodic ¢-Gibbs measure
on Z¢ with zero mean, and we denote it by y, when it exists. Thus, in view of
[40, Theorem 4.13], one can follow the same arguments as below equation (3.5)
in [41] but for x-directional ergodicity and ¢-Gibbs measures, to show that all
square-integrable 7,.-invariant ¢-Gibbs measures with zero mean can be uniquely
decomposed via square integrable z-directionally ergodic ¢-Gibbs measure with
zero mean, and thus either there are no such 7,-invariant measures, or they are
all equal to p,. Since the limiting measure ;° from (4.10) is a square-integrable
T.-invariant ¢-Gibbs measure with zero mean, we conclude that p, = p° for all
x € Z%. The limit in (4.11) does not depend on the choice of the subsequences (n;,)
and (m;) by uniqueness, and we obtain (4.10) by a sub-subsequence argument. [J

We now turn to the proof of the decoupling inequality, which follows from a
modification of the ideas from [62]. For S, So C Z? disjoint we define

(5. 52) = sup Pz 970

- P.(Hg, < 00). 4.12)
€St lnnySQ g(:ﬂ,y) ( ? )

Here, g(-,-) denotes the Green’s function associated with the simple random walk
(Xt)t>0, (Pr)peze) on Z%, and Hg := inf{t > 0 : X; € S} the first hitting time of
any S C Z¢ with the convention inf @ := co.
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Proposition 4.6. There exist constants csg, c3y > 0 such that for any disjoint Sy, Sy C
7%, any increasing f; : Z¢ — [0, 1] supported on S;, i € {1,2}, and all € € (0, 1],

EMO [flfQ] S EMO [fl((b + 8)] EMO [f2(¢ + E)] + 036‘52‘ exp (—037825(51, 52)72) .
4. 13)

Proof Foreach A C T,z c A,y € RN €€ RI\A and m > 0 we denote by P
the transition kernel assoc1ated with the time-inhomogenous Markov process on rd
starting at = at time ¢ = 0 with generator given by (1.7) but with time-dependent
jump rates a¥(z,y) = V"(¢.(t) — ¢y(t)), h = 1 and ¥ (z) = m? for all z € T4,
where ¢; = (gbt(:ﬂ) x € T'?) is the solution to the Langevin equation

{@( — JEm26,(0) + Xy VV(05(@) — 64(y)) ds + VEwy(x), @ € A,
¢t<>—s< >, T ¢ A,

with (w(z))¢>0, € A, being independent Brownian motions. This transition ker-
nel then corresponds to the Markov process X appearing in the Helffer-Sjostrand
representation with mass m (see e.g. [40, Theorem 4.2]), which can easily be de-
duced from the discussion below (4.9). Let us also define a field q~5, independent
and with the same law as ¢ under ,u%% . and

m

I\ S2,€
XM, (S, S5) i= sup sup  sup ) m\s(f =)

n ©€51 £eRS2 yegri\sy 1 — Px wom~ (Hs, < 00)
where we identify T'¢ with A, := {|(n — 1)/2],...,[(n — 1)/2]}¢ C Z¢ and as-
sume from now on that n is large enough so that S;,Sy C I'?. Then one can
easily see that the statement of [62, Theorem 2.1] still holds, after some straight-
forward adjustments in the proof, when the function 1 4. with A” only depending
on {lyy,>n,r € S1} is replaced by fi(¢ — h), the set A C 7% is replaced by the
torus I'¢, and a mass m > 0 is added. Thus, conditionally on (¢, ng)me s,, on the
event

Fd S. , ~
Gra s = [ ) N {Exr;p\nff [thsQ — b, | Hgy < oo] < M}7
£eQ52 (z,)€ST XQF%\SQ

) (4.14)

with M < (14 (X7 (51, 52))7"), we have

Egrd [f1(¢) |(¢$)$652:| S Egr%m [fl((g + 8) ‘(&x)x&%] . (4-15)
Using (4.15), the inequality
Eo, 1Rl <Ep, |Eo, [106)|(@a)ees] @)ley, |+l (Chgmar) -

the independence of 6 and ¢, and (4.10), we deduce that in order to obtain (4.13)
it suffices to show that
c 2 —2
h;?jg“ﬂ{gfﬂrd ( F%,m,E(H(E?%(51752))_1)) < ¢|Ss| exp (—e?E(S51,52) 7).
(4.16)
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First, for all v > 0 and M > 0, by a union bound, Markov’s inequality and (4.9),

M
1 1 (G rr) < 20800 (32 € S || > 7)

<2 Z Eu‘;d [exp (l/|¢x|)} exp(—vM/2) < 4]Ss|exp
TES e

Taking v = ¢M for a small enough constant ¢ we thus obtain for all M > 0,
ulq%m( %g,m,M) < 2|8y exp(—¢ M?). (4.17)

Next we bound {f, (S1,S2). Define Or'd the internal boundary of T'¢ seen as the
subset A,, of Z¢. Then

d d d
P2 (Hg, < 00) < PL2V98(Hg, < Hopg) + Proo* (Hppa < 00).  (4.18)

$7"#’7/,77’ x7w7m x7w7m

Since before time Hyps the Markov chain on 'Y has the same law as the Markov
chain on A,, before Hy,,,, it follows from in [62, Corollary 3.2] that there exists a
constant ¢ = ¢(d) such that, uniformly in m > 0, x € S1,n € N, ¢ € RI%\S2 and
£ € R,

PURE(Hg, < Hopa) < ¢2(S1, S2). (4.19)

x7w7m
Moreover, when started at any z € Sy, if H ord < 00, the random walk X must have
survived for at least n/4 steps for n large enough. Hence, by (4.8), for each m > 0
and uniformly in z, n, ¥ and ¢,

n/4
d\ Sy ¢ < _ m
Taking M = e(1+(E’F”d (S1, 52))_1), we combine (4.18), (4.19) and (4.20) to obtain
that, uniformly in m > 0,
lim sup X% (S1, S2) < cE(S51,52),
n—00 n

provided =(Si,52) is small enough so that, ILm Pgi\izvf(}[& < o0) < 1/2 uni-
formly in z, ¢, £ and m. Note that Z(51, .S3) can be assumed to be small without

loss of generality, up to changing the constants c3s and c3;7 in (4.13). Combining
this with (4.10) and (4.17), (4.16) follows readily. O

Note that the strategy used in the proof of Proposition 4.6 could also be applied
if, instead of defining 1.° as in (4.10), we simply take the limit as n — oo of 1Y} for
a sequence (A, ),en of finite sets increasing to Z¢. In this context Proposition 4.6
can be seen as a simpler and stronger version of [62, Theorem 2.1]. In order to
deduce condition P3’ from Proposition 4.6, we now only need to bound =(S1, S2)
appropriately which requires d > 4.

Proposition 4.7. Suppose d > 4, (4.8) holds, and (w,),cz« has the same law under P*
as (¢pz+u),epa under p° for all u € R, and take w, = 0 for all e € E,. Then for all open
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intervals I C R and xp € (0,d — 2], there exist constants {p > 1, Cp, Rp, Lp < 00,
such that (P"),¢ satisfies P1, P2 and P3’.

Proof. Condition P1 follows from Lemma 4.5 and condition P2 clearly holds by
definition. Fix an open interval I C R, Cp = Rp = 1, xp € (0,d — 2], and S1, So
as in P3’, for constants £p > 1 and Lp < oo to be determined. Let us first bound
the quantity Z(S;, S2) from (4.12) . First note that since c|z — y[>~¢ < g(z,y) <
d|x —y|>~? for all x # y in Z7,

¢ d—2
S.up:UESQ g(.%', y) <e <RL +4L P) < CL(§P—1)(d—2)7 (4.21)
TEST lnnySQ g(x, y) RL
Moreover by (1.57) in [71] we have
Py(H ) < |S9| (z,7) cLr (4.22)
sup 5, < 00) < |Sa| sup sup g(z,y) < 75 :
€S ’ ? x€S1 yES2 (RL)d 2

Therefore, combining (4.12), (4.21) and (4.22), we obtain
RXP 2(51,93) < cLEp—1(d=1)—(d=3) pxp—(d—-2) < cl,—ér/2

if ¢p <2 —3/(d —1/2). We thus obtain (2.9) by (4.13) with the choice e = R™X».
The inequality (2.10) can easily be deduced by symmetry, that is considering f1(—¢)
and f2(—¢), which are increasing when f; and f, are decreasing, and using the fact
that —¢ has the same law as ¢ under °. O

We can now deduce results similar to Corollary 4.2 for the Ginzburg-Landau V¢
interface model. More precisely, let us define

() =inf {h e R: p%(Qr + Q5 in {z € 2% : ¢, > h}) =0}.
Using a union bound and a similar reasoning as in the proof of [62, Theorem 4.4],
that is using Proposition 4.6 instead of [62, Theorem 2.1], we know that h*(u°) <
oo. Let f : R +— [0,00) be a decreasing function and hy = inf{t € R : f(t) = 0},
with the convention inf @ = +o00. Proceeding similarly as in Corollary 4.2 we obtain

from Theorem 2.2 and Proposition 4.7 that if d > 4, hy > h,, and (t%),cz« has the
same law under P as (f(¢.)),cze under p°, then

P (d“(0,nx) < Ceppn) < exp (—cn).

In particular, the time constant is positive if it exists. However, it is not clear if the
time constant is equal to 0 if hy < AT (u°) similarly as in (4.6), since the sharpness
result from [38] is only proved for the Gaussian free field, and not the general
Ginzburg-Landau V¢ model.

Remark 4.8. Following [62, Section 4], in particular see the proofs of Theorems 4.8
and 4.9 therein, one can prove that condition P3 from [36, 64] also holds for the
ergodic measure x° from (4.10) for all d > 3. In particular, all the results that can be
deduced from conditions P1-P3 from [36, 64], see for instance [62, Theorems 4.8
and 4.9], also hold for 1°. Note that in [62] the shift-invariance and ergodicity of
the ¢-Gibbs measure needed to be additionally assumed, see (4.23) therein.
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Finally, in view of Proposition 4.7 and Remarks 4.8 and 3.11-(i), one can apply
Theorems 3.7 and 3.10 on RCMs similar to Corollary 1.4 in dimension d > 4. This
could be generalized to other functionals of the field similarly as in Remark 4.4-(i).
Another possible generalization is to consider the family of non-convex potentials
in [62, Section 5].

4.3. Random interlacements. In this subsection, we consider random interlace-
ments on the graph Z¢, d > 3, with unit weights and zero killing measure, as
introduced in [69]. It can be seen as the natural limit of the random walk on the
torus of size N, run up to time ©N?, and is closely related to the Gaussian free field,
see [70]. We denote by Z* the interlacements set at level « under the probability
P! characterized by the identity

P/(Z*NK = @) = exp(—ucap(K)) for all finite K C Z,

where cap(K) is the discrete capacity of K. The set Z" can be seen as the trace
on Z% of a Poisson point process of simple random walks on Z¢. We refer to the
monograph [35] for an introduction. We denote by (L, .,),c7« the associated field
of occupation times, that is L, , is the total time spent in z by the random walks
in the point process, when the walks wait an exponentially distributed time with
parameter one before jumping at each step. We refer to equation (1.8) in [70] for
a precise definition. We are now going to use the soft local times technique from
[61] to prove that condition P3 is satisfied.

Proposition 4.9. Assume that (w;),cze has the same law under P* as (L ),cz4
under P! for all v > 0, and that w. = 0 for all e € E4. Then for all bounded open
intervals I C (0,00), £&p > 1 and xp € (0, d;QZ), ep = 1land ap = d — 2, there exist

constants Cp, Rp, Lp < oo such that (P"“),c; satisfies conditions P1-P3.

Proof. Condition P1 follows from (2.7) in [69], and condition P2 clearly holds
by definition. Moreover, one can easily adapt the proof of [61, Proposition 5.3],
combined with equations (6.10) and (6.18) therein, to obtain that for all u > 0,
e € (0,1) and any sets Ay, As with diameter at most r and at distance s = d( Ay, As),
there is a coupling P/ under which
P! (ng’)u(lis) < Lgy < L(m-,)u(lJre)’ e A, i=1, 2) >1—c(r+ s)d eXp(—CU€23d72)7
(4.23)
where (L;%L)xezdmw and (Lg%)mezd,wo are independent copies of (L u)ezd u>0-
Let us fix some bounded open interval I C (0,00), {p > 1, xp € (0, %), R>1,
u,4 € I withu > @+ R7X7, and 1, x5 € Z% such that d(Q(z1, L7), Q(z2, L7)) >
RL. Setting

B:= {L§j> < Lyyand L, < LY, forall z € Q(a;, LE7) and i € {1,2}}

u —

one can easily check that (2.6) with fp(L) = L2 follows directly from (4.23) for

all L > Lp, for some large enough constants Lp, Cp. Since (wél), W;E-z))xezd has the
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same law under P as (LQZ, Lf&)x ez under P!, one can then easily prove that
(2.7) and (2.8) also hold since v +— L, is increasing. O

Proposition 4.9 can be used to show that the conditions of Theorem 2.2 are sat-
isfied, and so the time constant is positive, when (¢), 7« has the same law under
P* as (1 {xezu})xezd for all v > u.., where u,, denotes the first level above which
(2.12) hold. In other words, u., is the minimal level u for which the probability
that 7, is connected to )5, in V* converges to 0 as L — oo, where V" := (Z%)¢ is
the vacant set of interlacements. Similarly as in the proof of Corollary 4.2 above,
the FKG inequality (see e.g. [72, Theorem 3.1]) and the uniqueness of the infinite
component of V* (see [73]), imply by Proposition 2.1 that the time constant is
equal to O for all u < w,, where u, is the critical parameter associated with the
percolation of V*. It is known that u, < u., < oo, which essentially follows from
[69, Section 3] (see [68, Lemma 1.4] for details), and that u, > 0 (see [67]). The
validity of u, = u., is however still an open question, and we thus cannot reach a
similar result as (1.4) for the GFF, for which an analogue equality has been proved
in [38].

4.4. Upper ratio weak mixing. Another example is any model satisfying some
weak mixing property, even without the need for an additional sprinkling param-
eter. We say that a probability P on (2, F) satisfies the upper ratio weak mix-
ing property if there exist ép,{p > 1, Cp > 0 and Lp < oo such that for all
L > Lp, z1,72 € Z% with d(Q(z1, L*7), Q(z2, L57)) > L, and events A; supported
on [[.cq, réer) Qe @ € {1,2}, we have

P(A; N Ay) < P(A1) P(A4y) (1 +exp (- Cp fp(L))), (4.24)

with fp : [0,00) — [0,00) satisfying fp(L) > log(L)’”. When fp(L) = L, a simi-
lar condition has been studied in [2], with an additional lower bound on P(4; N
As)/(P(A1)P(A2)), and shown to be equivalent to a weaker condition called weak
mixing property under some additional hypotheses. In particular, the upper ratio
weak mixing property holds for the two-dimensional Potts model below the criti-
cal temperature, the two-dimensional Ising model with an external field, the Ising
model below the critical temperature in all dimensions d > 2, see [2, Section 3],
or the massive Gaussian free field. When fp is polynomial, (4.24) essentially cor-
responds to the exponential quasi independence assumption from [33, 2.4.6], and
thus discrete versions of the models considered in [33, Section 3] also satisfy (4.24).
We now show that upper ratio weak mixing property implies the condition P3” from
Remark 2.7 without sprinkling.

Proposition 4.10. Assume that P satisfies the upper ratio weak mixing property, and
that P* = P for all u € R. Then (P"),cr satisfies conditions P2 and P3”.

Proof. Condition P2 clearly holds by definition. Fix Rp = xp = 1, {p,ep, ap, Cp,
Lp, fp, L > Lp and x1, 7 as in the upper ratio weak mixing property. Let P = PQP,
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and write £ the set of events A C HeeQ(m1 LEP) Q. % HeEQ(mQ LEP) Q. such that

P(((we)eeé(m,LgP)’ (we)eEQ($2,L5P)) € A)

p(((w£1))e€Q(x1,L5P)7 (wg))eEQ(mg,LEP)) € A)
In view of (4.24), £ contains all product sets, and it is easy to see that £ is stable by
countable disjoint unions and decreasing intersections. Therefore, for all measur-
able functions f; : Q — [0, co] supported on Q(z;, L¢7), i € {1,2}, and all s > 0, we
have that {f; + fo < s} € £ since

(i+th<st= U {freke™ k+12}n{fr<s—k2"}. (4.25)

neN keNg

<l4exp(—Cpfp(L)).

Now fix some event B independent of w under IP (or on some extended probability
space), with P(B) = 1/(1+exp(—Cpfp(L))). Then (2.6) holds, upon changing Cp.
Moreover, (2.7) holds for all A € £ and thus for all events of the form (4.25). O

Thus, in view of Remark 2.7, Theorem 2.2 holds for ergodic models satisfying
the upper ratio weak mixing property. If additionally the function fp from the
upper ratio weak mixing property satisfies fp(L) > exp(log(L)*”) for some ep > 0,
then condition P3 from [36, 64] also holds, and the conclusions of Theorems 3.7
and 3.10 are valid, see Remark 3.11-(i). Note that the upper ratio weak mixing
property does not depend on the choice of the partial order on Qg and Qy . In
particular, condition P3” still holds without the monotonicity assumption on fi, fs.
Arguing similarly as in Remark 2.3-(ii), Theorem 2.2 thus still holds without the
monotonicity assumption (2.1) on t. Moreover, by Remark 3.11-(iii), Theorems 3.7
and 3.10 still hold without condition (3.1) and without Assumptions 3.5-(i) and
3.9-(i), respectively.
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