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FIRST PASSAGE PERCOLATION WITH LONG-RANGE CORRELATIONS AND

APPLICATIONS TO RANDOM SCHRÖDINGER OPERATORS

SEBASTIAN ANDRES AND ALEXIS PRÉVOST

ABSTRACT. We consider first passage percolation (FPP) with passage times gener-

ated by a general class of models with long-range correlations on Zd, d ≥ 2, includ-

ing discrete Gaussian free fields, Ginzburg-Landau ∇φ 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. INTRODUCTION

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 Zd, d ≥ 2,

with edge set Ed, and (tωe )e∈Ed
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 (Pu)u∈I indexed by a parameter u in some open interval I ⊂ R.
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The random pseudo-metric dω(x, y)x,y∈Zd associated with first passage percolation

(or FPP distance in short) is given by

dω(x, y) = inf
π: x

π↔y

∑

e∈π
tωe , (1.1)

where the infimum is taken over all simple paths π of edges connecting x to y. Under

some mild conditions on the law of (tωe )e∈Ed
, 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 u ∈ I and x ∈ Zd \ {0}, there exists a constant

µu(x) ∈ [0,∞) such that

lim
n→∞

dω(0, nx)

n
= µu(x), Pu-a.s. and in L1. (1.2)

The constant µu(x) is called the time constant and depends on the choice of the

direction x and the law Pu. Our aim is to find conditions under which the time

constant is strictly positive so that dω(0, nx) grows linearly. In the case where the

weights (tωe )e∈Ed
are i.i.d. a simple criterion [49, Theorem 6.1] is that

µu(x) > 0 if and only if Pu(tωe = 0) < pc, for any x ∈ Zd \ {0}, (1.3)

where pc is the critical parameter for i.i.d. Bernoulli bond percolation on Zd. 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 (tωe )e∈Ed
the following lower bound on dω 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 (tωe )e∈Ed
is a family of ergodic

random variables under Pu, taking values in (0,∞)∪{∞} such that Eu
[

(tωe )
−q] <∞,

e ∈ Ed, for any q > d− 1. Then, there exists c1 > 0 such that the following holds. For

Pu-a.e. ω and every x ∈ Zd, there exists N1(ω, x) < ∞ such that for any y ∈ Zd with

|x− y| ≥ N1(ω, x),

dω(x, y) ≥ c1 |x− y|1−
d−1
q .

Hence, when the variables (tωe )e∈Ed
are correlated, it is harder to find a criterion

similar to (1.3) which implies µu(x) > 0. In fact, it is possible to find a probability

Pu with Pu(tωe = 0) = 0 but µu(x) = 0 for some x ∈ Zd, see [46, Example 2.1].

Under some large deviations inequality, it is still possible to find conditions under

which µu(x) > 0, see [42, Theorem 4.3]. However, these conditions do not seem to

capture the whole subcritical phase of {e ∈ Ed : tωe = 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 ∇φ 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 ∇φ-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 (φx)x∈Zd the Gaussian free field on Zd

in d ≥ 3 with unit weights, see (4.2) below, and by h∗ the critical parameter for the

percolation of the associated level sets {x ∈ Zd : φx ≥ h}, h ∈ R. Moreover, let us

extend the definition (1.1) of dω(x, y) and (1.2) of µu to the case where, instead of

weights (tωe )e∈Ed
on the edges, we have weights (tωx )x∈Zd 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 (tωx )x∈Zd has the same law under Ph as

(1{φx<h})x∈Zd . Then, for all x ∈ Zd \ {0},
µh(x) > 0 if h > h∗ and µh(x) = 0 if h < h∗. (1.4)

Moreover, for all h > h∗ and δ > 4, there exist positive constants c2 and c3 such that

for all n ∈ N and x ∈ Zd \ {0},

Ph (dω(0, nx) ≤ c2n) ≤ exp

(

− c3n

log(n)δ1d=3

)

. (1.5)

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 = h∗. 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
L→∞

P
(

QL ↔ Qc2L in
{

x ∈ Zd : φx ≥ h
}

)

= 0, (1.6)
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where Q(x,L) := {y ∈ Zd : |x − y|∞ ≤ L} denotes the cube centered at x and

with radius L, and we abbreviate QL = 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 Lk of order 2k,

k ∈ N, so that the FPP distance between QLk+1
and Q2Lc

k+1
will be larger than the

sum of the FPP distance between Q(x,Lk) and Q(x, 2Lk)
c and between Q(y, Lk)

and Q(y, 2Lk)
c, for some distant enough vertices x and y. Moreover, it follows

from the decoupling inequalities in [60] that on Q(x, 2Lk) and Q(y, 2Lk) 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,Lk)

and Q(x, 2Lk)
c is of order at least 2k 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 Kh with non-empty interior such that, under the probability

measure Ph from Theorem 1.2,

Ph
(

(1− ε)Kh ⊂
Bdω(t)

t
⊂ (1 + ε)Kh for all large t

)

= 1,

where Bdω(t) = {x ∈ Zd : dω(0, x) ≤ t} is the ball of radius t 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 Schrödinger 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

(Zd, Ed), d ≥ 2, let (aω(e))e∈Ed
be a family of non-negative ergodic and unbounded

conductances and (κω(x))x∈Zd be a positive random killing measure (or potential).

Then consider a random walk X = (Xt)t≥0 on Zd with generator Lω given by a

random Schrödinger operator of the form
(

Lωf)(x) =
∑

y∼x
aω(x, y)

(

f(y)− f(x)
)

− hκω(x) f(x), (1.7)

where h ∈ [0, 1] is a scalar, x ∼ y means {x, y} ∈ Ed and aω(x, y) is short for

aω({x, y}). In other words, X is the time-homogeneous continuous-time Markov

process on Zd, which jumps from x to y at rate aω(x, y) and is killed when visiting x

at rate hκω(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 ց 0. In Section 3.3 we show a general upper

bounds on the Green kernel gω(x, y) (see (3.12) for its definition) associated with

a random walk with fixed coefficient fields aω and κω, see Theorem 3.8, which in
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the special case of random ergodic conductances and killing measures on (Zd, Ed)

reads as follows.

Theorem 1.3. Let d ≥ 3. Suppose that (aω(e))e∈Ed
and (κω(x))x∈Zd are stationary

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

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

Cint := max
{

E
[

aω(e)p
]

,E
[

aω(e)−q],E
[

κω(0)p
]

,E
[

κω(0)−1
]

}

<∞, e ∈ Ed.
(1.8)

Then, there exist γ = γ(d, p, q) ∈ (1,∞), c4 = c4(d, p, q, Cint) ∈ (0,∞) and c5 =

c5(d) ∈ (0, 1) such that the following holds. For P-a.e. ω and any x ∈ Zd, there exist

N2(ω, x) such that for all y ∈ Zd with |x− y| ≥ N2(ω, x) and all h ∈ [0, 1],

gω(x, y) ≤ c4 Fγ
(

h |x− y|2
)

|x− y|2−d max
z∈Bω(x,n)c

(

e−c5
√
hdωκ (x,z)

)

, (1.9)

with n = |x− y|/4, Fγ(r) := (1 + r)γ(1 + 1/r)1/2. Here the distance dωκ is given by

dωκ(x, y) := inf
γ∈Γω

xy

{ lγ−1
∑

i=0

(

1 ∧ κ
ω(zi) ∧ κω(zi+1)

aω(zi, zi+1)

)1/2
}

, x, y ∈ Zd, (1.10)

where Γωxy denotes the set of all nearest-neighbor paths γ = (z0, . . . , zlγ ) in Zd connect-

ing x and y.

Note that (1.9) provides an exponential decay estimate governed by the dωκ -

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 Schrödinger operators in Rd. 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 = u · ϕ of a harmonic function u, where ϕ 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 ⊂ Zd, the ℓ2-norm of v on B′ weighted by

κ can be bounded from above by a weighted ℓ2-norm of v on B \ B′. The expo-

nential decay is then obtained by choosing a suitable test function ϕ. The resulting

ℓ2-bound on ecd
ω
κ (x,·)gω(x, ·) 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 dωκ -distance.

Then, as we need to use Euclidean balls instead, this leads to the additional term

Fγ
(

h |x− y|2
)

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 Schrödinger

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 θ. 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 dωθ (x, y), see (3.5), instead of the Euclidean distance |x − y|, but with

a polynomial pre-factor in terms of |x − y|. When the conductances are random,

dωθ 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 dωθ
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 dωκ in Theorem 1.3 is

an FPP distance, that is it is of the form (1.1) with tωe given by (tωe )
2 = 1∧ κω(x)∧κω(y)aω(e)

for each e = {x, y} ∈ Ed. Moreover, under the conditions from Theorem 1.3, the

time constant µωκ(x), x ∈ Zd \ {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

dωκ 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 µ > 0 such that

µωκ(x) > µ for all x ∈ Zd \ {0}, then there exist c6 = c6(d, p, q, Cint) and c7 = c7(d, µ)

and for P-a.e. ω and any x ∈ Zd, there exist N3(ω, x) such that for all y ∈ Zd with

|x− y| ≥ N3(ω, x) and all h ∈ [0, 1],

gω(x, y) ≤ c6|x− y|2−d exp
(

− c7
√
h |x− y|

)

. (1.11)

In particular, (1.11) is satisfied when aω(y, z) = eβ(φy+φz) and κω(y) = eβφy , β > 0,

where (φx)x∈Zd denotes again the Gaussian free field on Zd, 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 dωκ is comparable to the Euclidian distance, that is when

µωκ 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 µωκ 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 aω and κω are other functions of the Gauss-

ian free field than the one considered in Corollary 1.4, even if the weights aω are

not strictly positive under certain conditions. For instance one can take aω(x, y) =

1{φx≥h,φy≥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

hց 0 of the form

lim sup
|x|→∞

1

|x| log g
ω(0, x) ≤ −c

√
h. (1.12)

This scaling of the Lyapunov exponent of order
√
h as h tends to zero is optimal

and refers to diffusive behavior. Precise asymptotics for the Green kernel of the

Laplacian on Rd with a deterministic periodic potential have been shown in [65] by

using large deviation techniques. For simple random walks on Zd 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 c
√
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 gω(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|2-model, see [16]
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for a recent survey. The H2|2-model is a spin model introduced in [75] as a more

tractable model for the Anderson transition. The first mathematical results for Zd

were obtained in [34]. Its two-point function can be represented as

Gβ,h(x, y) =
1

β
E
[

aω(x, y) gω(x, y)
]

. (1.13)

Here gω(x, y) is the Green kernel of an RCM with conductances aω(x, y) = βet(x)+t(y)

and killing rates κ(x) = et(x) for a certain random field (t(x))x∈Zd depending on pa-

rameters β > 0 (with the interpretation of inverse temperature) and h > 0 (with the

interpretation of an external field). For d ≥ 3 and β ≥ β0, strong bounds on the field

(t(x)) have been obtained in [34]. The correlation function Gβ,h is also exactly the

two-point function of the vertex-reinforced jump process (VRJP) with initial weights

β and killing rate h (see [17]). It is an interesting yet challenging open problem to

transfer the exponential decay with rate
√
h as h → 0 in (1.12), obtained in Theo-

rem 3.10 below for the quenched Green kernel gω(x, y) under stronger assumptions,

to the two-point function Gβ,h(x, 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 h instead of
√
h. The square root

corresponds to diffusive behavior in the interpretation of the H2|2 model as a toy

model for the Anderson model. For the H2|2-model, the improvement from h to
√
h

is of particular physical relevance because it corresponds to diffusive time evolution

in the motivation of the H2|2-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 c′ to denote a positive constant which may change on each appearance.

Constants denoted ci or named constants (for instance Cfpp) will remain the same.

We use the same convention for random constants Ni 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 (ΩE ,FE) and

(ΩV ,FV ). For each e ∈ Ed let (Ωe,Fe) be a copy of (ΩE ,FE), and for each x ∈ Zd

let (Ωx,Fx) be a copy of (ΩV ,FV ). Moreover, set Ω :=
∏

e∈Ed
Ωe ×

∏

x∈Zd Ωx and

let F be the associated product σ-algebra. For ω ∈ Ω, e ∈ Ed and x ∈ Zd, we denote

by ωe and ωx the respective canonical projections on Ωe and Ωx. Let us further

from now on fix some set N ⊂ Ed ∪ Zd around the origin, write ΩN =
∏

ē∈N Ωē
and N + x = {x + ē : ē ∈ N} for all x ∈ Zd. We also fix a measurable function

t : ΩN × ΩN × ΩE → [0,∞) ∪ {∞}, symmetric in the first two coordinates, such
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that

(ω1
N , ω

2
N , ωE) 7→ t

(

ω1
N , ω

2
N , ωE

)

is monotone, (2.1)

and let

tωe := t
(

ω|N+x, ω|N+y, ωe
)

, e = {x, y} ∈ Ed, ω ∈ Ω. (2.2)

Here, we endow [0,∞) ∪ {∞} with the Borel σ-algebra generated by the intervals

[x,∞) and [x,∞)∪{∞}, x ∈ [0,∞). We further equip Ω with a group of space shifts
{

τz : z ∈ Zd
}

so that

ωē ◦ τz = ωē+z ∀ ē ∈ Ed ∪ Zd. (2.3)

The canonical choice of parametrization will simply be ΩE = [0,∞) ∪ {∞} and

t the projection on the third coordinate, so that tωe is simply the projection on Ωe.

Our more general setup is particularly adapted to the purposes of Section 3, see

for instance Assumption 3.5-(i) therein. Moreover, when e = {x, y}, allowing tωe to

also depend on ω|N+x and ω|N+y will let us study first passage percolation on the

vertices by considering N = {0} and t(ω1
V , ω

2
V , ωE) =

1
2 (f(ω

1
V ) + f(ω2

V )), for some

measurable and monotone function f : ΩV → [0,∞) ∪ {∞}, see Remark 2.3-(i) for

details.

For some open interval I ⊂ R, we let (Pu)u∈I be a family of probability measures

on (Ω,F) and write Eu for the expectation with respect to Pu, u ∈ I. For each u ∈ I,
using Kingman’s subadditive ergodic theorem [50, 55], the existence of the time

constant µu from (1.2) is guaranteed if the family (tωe )e∈Ed
is ergodic (cf. condition

P1 below) and

Eu[tωe ] <∞ for all e ∈ Ed. (2.4)

Note that (2.4) implies in particular that tωe is finite Pu-a.s., but we will also some-

times consider first passage percolation models where tωe can be infinite, and it

is then not clear whether the time constant µu exists or not. When the variables

(tωe )e∈Ed
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

µu(x) = 0, following the proof of [24, Proposition 6]. For A,B ⊂ Zd and C ⊂ Ed
(or sometimes C ⊂ Zd) we write {A ←→ B in C} for the event that there exists a

connected path π ⊂ C starting in A and ending in B.

Proposition 2.1. For any u ∈ I, assume (2.4) and that (tωe )e∈Ed
is ergodic under Pu.

Then, for all x ∈ Zd \ {0},
lim
n→∞

Pu
(

0←→ nx in {e ∈ Ed : tωe = 0}
)

> 0 =⇒ µu(x) = 0.

Proof. Let us assume that µu(x) > 0, then there exists a continuous and bounded

function f : [0,∞)→ [0,∞) with f(0) = 1 and f(µu(x)) = 0. Therefore

Eu
[

f

(

dω(0, nx)

n

)]

≥ Pu(dω(0, nx) = 0) = Pu
(

0←→ nx in {e ∈ Ed : tωe = 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. �
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Proposition 2.1 states that µu(x) = 0 when the set {e ∈ Ed : tωe = 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 x, y ∈ Zd and L ∈ N, we write d(x, y) = |x − y|∞ and set Q(x,L) :=

{y ∈ Rd : d(x, y) ≤ L} and Q(L) := Q(0, L). Further, we denote by Q̄(x,L) the

union of Q(x,L) and the set of edges with both endpoints in Q(x,L). For each

A,B ⊂ Ed ∪ Zd, we define d(A,B) as the minimal distance d(x, y) over all x, y ∈ Zd

such that x is either in A ∩ Zd or an endpoint of an edge in A ∩ Ed, and y is either

in B ∩ Zd or an endpoint of an edge in B ∩Ed. Moreover, for each u ∈ I, we define

P̂u = Pu ⊗ Pu, and for each ē ∈ Zd ∪ Ed let ω
(i)
ē be the canonical projections of ω =

(ω(1), ω(2)) ∈ Ω× Ω onto the edge or vertex ē of the i-th coordinate. In other words,
(

ω
(1)
e , ω

(1)
x

)

e∈Ed,x∈Zd and
(

ω
(2)
e , ω

(2)
x

)

e∈Ed,x∈Zd under P̂u are independent copies of

(ωe, ωx)e∈Ed,x∈Zd under Pu. Finally for each F ⊂ Zd ∪ Ed, we say that an event

A ⊂ ∏e∈F Ωe is increasing if for all ω ∈ A and ω′ ∈ ∏e∈F Ωe such that ωe ≤ ω′
e for

all e ∈ F, we have ω′ ∈ A. We now introduce our conditions.

P1 (Invariance and ergodicity). For each u ∈ I, Pu is invariant and ergodic with

respect to lattice shifts, that is Pu ◦ τ−1
x = Pu for all x ∈ Zd and, for each x ∈ Zd,

Pu(A) ∈ {0, 1} for any A ∈ F such that τx(A) = A.

P2 (Monotonicity). For all increasing functions f : Ω → [0, 1] and u, u′ ∈ I with

u ≤ u′, Eu[f ] ≤ Eu
′
[f ].

P3 (Decoupling inequality). After possibly extending the probability space un-

derlying Pu, we assume there exist positive constants RP , LP < ∞, ξP > 1,

εP , aP , CP > 0 and χP > 0 such that for all R ≥ RP , L ≥ LP , x1, x2 ∈ Zd with

d
(

Q̄(x1, L
ξP ), Q̄(x2, L

ξP )
)

≥ RL, and any u, û ∈ I with

u ≥ û+R−χP ,

the following holds. There exists an event B with

Pû(Bc) ≤ exp
(

− CP fP (L)
)

, (2.6)

with fP : [0,∞) → [0,∞) satisfying fP (L) ≥ exp
(

aP log(L)εP
)

, such that for all

increasing events A ⊂∏e∈Q̄(x1,LξP )Ωe ×
∏

e∈Q̄(x2,LξP )Ωe,

Pû
(

B,
(

(ωe)e∈Q̄(x1,LξP ), (ωe)e∈Q̄(x2,LξP )

)

∈ A
)

≤ P̂u
((

(ω(1)
e )e∈Q̄(x1,LξP ), (ω

(2)
e )e∈Q̄(x2,LξP )

)

∈ A
)

;
(2.7)

and there exists an event B′ with probability bounded as in (2.6) but replacing û

by u, such that for all decreasing events A ⊂∏e∈Q̄(x1,LξP )Ωe ×
∏

e∈Q̄(x2,LξP )Ωe,

Pu
(

B′,
(

(ωe)e∈Q̄(x1,LξP ), (ωe)e∈Q̄(x2,LξP )

)

∈ A
)

≤ P̂û
((

(ω(1)
e )e∈Q̄(x1,LξP ), (ω

(2)
e )e∈Q̄(x2,LξP )

)

∈ A
)

.
(2.8)
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In essence condition P3 states that one can replace the weights on Q̄(x1, L
ξP )

and Q̄(x2, L
ξP ) by independent weights under an eventB which happens with large

probability when x1 and x2 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

ω ∈ Ω, 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 ω(1) and ω(2) to show that for all increasing events A1 ⊂ [0,∞)Q̄(x1,LξP )

and A2 ∈ [0,∞)Q̄(x2,LξP ),

Pû
(

(ωe)e∈Q̄(x1,LξP ) ∈ A1, (ωe)e∈Q̄(x2,LξP )

)

∈ A2

)

≤ Pu
(

(ωe)e∈Q̄(x1,LξP ) ∈ A1

)

Pu
(

(ωe)e∈Q̄(x2,LξP ) ∈ 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 ∇φ 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 ω, which is satisfied

by the interface model, see Section 4.2.

P3’ (Decoupling inequality). There exist positive constants RP , LP < ∞, ξP > 1

and CP , χP > 0 such that for all R ≥ RP , L ≥ LP , x1, x2 ∈ Zd and any u, û ∈ I
with

u ≥ û+R−χP ,

the following holds. For all sets Si ⊂ Q̄(xi, L
ξP ) with |Si| ≤ LξP , i ∈ {1, 2},

satisfying d(S1, S2) ≥ RL, and all increasing functions fi : Ω → [0, 1] supported

on Si, i ∈ {1, 2},
Eû[f1f2] ≤ Eu[f1]E

u[f2] + exp
(

− CPLξP
)

, (2.9)

and for all decreasing functions fi : Ω→ [0, 1] supported on
∏

e∈Si
Ωe, i ∈ {1, 2},

Eu[f1f2] ≤ Eû[f1]E
û[f2] + exp

(

− CPLξP
)

. (2.10)

Condition P3’ is on the one hand weaker than condition P3 since it only requires to

decouple sets Si of cardinality LξP instead of balls of cardinality LξP d, 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 δ > 1 and L > 1 let us introduce

g
(δ)
P (L) =







L ∧
(

log(L)
−δ(1+aP+

aP
χP

)
exp

(

aP log(L)εP
)

)

if condition P3 holds,

L if condition P3’ holds.

(2.11)

If both condition P3 and P3’ hold at the same time, we just take g
(δ)
P (L) = L.
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Theorem 2.2. Suppose that (Pu)u∈I satisfies P2 and either P3 or P3’. Further, assume

lim inf
L→∞

sup
x∈Zd

Pu
(

Q(x,L)←→ Q(x, 2L)c in {e ∈ Ed : tωe = 0}
)

= 0, for all u ∈ I.
(2.12)

Then, for all u ∈ I and δ > 1, there exist constants c8, c9, Cfpp > 0 such that for all

x ∈ Zd \ {0},

Pu
(

dω(0, nx) ≤ Cfppn
)

≤ c8 exp
(

− c9 g(δ)P (n)
)

, ∀n ∈ N. (2.13)

In particular, if in addition (Pu)u∈I satisfies P1, then, for each u ∈ I such that (2.4)

holds, we have that µu(x) ≥ Cfpp > 0 for all x ∈ Zd \ {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)δP for

some δP > 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

Zd for simplicity, but we believe that our results could easily be extended to general

pseudo-metric on Rd similarly as in [33, Theorem 2.5].

Note that Theorem 2.2 only gives us the inequality dω(0, nx) ≥ Cfppn with high

probability, but it does not tell whether dω(0, nx) ≤ cn with high probability for

some constant c < ∞. In fact, this is often not the case, for instance when {e ∈
Ed : tωe < ∞} does not percolate. Under the additional assumption that the time

constant µu exists and is finite, for instance under conditions (2.4) and P1, it is

however clear that dω(0, nx) ≤ cn. In the special case when tωe can only either be 1

or infinity, the distance dω reduces to the chemical distance on the subgraph induced

by {e ∈ Ed : tωe < ∞}, and it is then proved in [36] that dω(0, nx) ≤ 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 ∈ Ed : tωe <∞}. 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 Zd. More precisely, suppose that, for each

x ∈ Zd, tωx = f(ωx) for some measurable, monotone function f : ΩV → [0,∞) ∪
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{∞}, and denote by dωV (x, y) the infimum of
∑

z∈π t
ω
z , where the infimum is taken

over all simple paths π of vertices connecting x to y, similarly as in (1.1). Then if

(Pu)u∈I satisfies P2, either P3 or P3’, and (2.12) (replacing {e ∈ Ed : tωe = 0} by

{x ∈ Zd : tωx = 0}), then (2.13) also holds for dωV instead of dω. Indeed, one can

simply take N = {0} and t(ω1
V , ω

2
V , ωE) =

1
2(f(ω

1
V ) + f(ω2

V )), which satisfies (2.1)

and implies dω(x, y) ≤ dωV (x, y) ≤ 2dω(x, y) for all x, y ∈ Zd, 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 fi) 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 x ≤ y if and only if x = y for all x, y ∈ ΩV , and similarly on

ΩE , 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 µu 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 2L0 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 L0 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, L0N) to Q(0, 2L0N) will cross cN good

boxes along the “perforated lattice” illustrated in [64, Figure 2] (for some constant

c), 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 Ω with finite Lorentz norm. In [22] it has been shown that if there

exists u ∈ I such that tωe ∈ L(d, 1) for all e ∈ Ed and if Pu is invariant and ergodic

with respect to the lattice shifts (2.3), then there exists a continuous and non-

negative function mu on {x ∈ Rd : |x|1 = 1} such that

lim
|x|1→∞
x∈Zd

dω(0, x)

|x|1
−mu

( x

|x|1

)

= 0, Pu-a.s. (2.14)
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By (1.2) we have µu(x) = |x|1mu(x/|x|1) for all x ∈ Zd, and somu is strictly positive

under the conditions of Theorem 2.2. Taking Ku = {x ∈ Rd : |x|1mu(x/|x|1) ≤ 1}
and defining Bdω(t) = {x ∈ Zd : dω(0, x) ≤ 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 (Pu)u∈I satisfies P1, P2, either P3 or P3’, and (2.12).

Then, for any u ∈ I such that tωe ∈ L(d, 1) for all e ∈ Ed under Pu, there exists a

compact and convex deterministic set Ku ⊂ Rd with non-empty interior such that

Pu
(

(1− ε)Ku ⊂
Bdω(t)

t
⊂ (1 + ε)Ku for all large t

)

= 1, for all ε > 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

µu(x) > 0 for all x ∈ Zd and u ∈ I, formulated in Theorem 2.2. More precisely,

for any fixed u ∈ I, suppose that Pu is invariant and ergodic with respect to lattice

shifts, tωe ∈ L(d, 1) for all e ∈ Ed under Pu. There exists a constant c = c(u) ∈ (1,∞)

such that if

lim inf
L→∞

sup
x∈Zd

Pu
(

Q(x,L)←→ Q(x, cL)c in {e ∈ Ed : tωe = 0}
)

> 0, (2.15)

then there exists x ∈ Zd such that µu(x) = 0. Note that, contrary to (2.12), we

do not require that (2.15) holds for all u in an interval, and so one could ignore

the fixed parameter u here. Let us now explain the proof. Write dω(A,B) =

infx∈A,y∈B dω(x, y) for all A,B ⊂ Zd. Then it follows from (2.14) that

dω(0, Q(L)c)

L
= inf

x∈Q(L)c

dω(0, x)

|x|1
× |x|1

L
−→
L→∞

inf
y:|y|1=1

mu(y)

|y|∞
,

and a similar statement holds for supx∈∂Q(L) d
ω(0, x)/L. Further,

dω(0, Q(cL)c) = inf
x∈∂Q(L)

(

dω(x,Q(cL)c) + dω(0, x)
)

≤ dω(Q(L), Q(cL)c) + sup
x∈∂Q(L)

dω(0, x)

since dω(∂Q(L), Q(cL)c) = dω(Q(L), Q(cL)c). Therefore, if µu(x) > 0 for all x ∈ Zd,

one can take the constant c large enough so that

lim inf
L→∞

dω(Q(L), Q(cL)c)

L
≥ lim inf

L→∞
dω(0, Q(cL)c)

L
−

supx∈∂Q(L) d
ω(0, x)

L

= c inf
y:|y|1=1

mu(y)

|y|∞
− sup
y:|y|1=1

mu(y)

|y|∞
≥ inf

y:|y|1=1

mu(y)

|y|∞
.

Taking a continuous and bounded function f : [0,∞) → [0,∞) with f(0) = 1 and

f(t) = 0 for all t ≥ infy:|y|1=1
mu(y)
|y|∞ , and we can conclude that (2.15) does not hold

similarly as in (2.5).
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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

δ > 1, ρ > 0, K ∈ N0, L0 > 0 we define recursively

Lk+1 := 2Lk

(

1 +
ρk

(k + 6)δ

)

, (2.16)

where

ρk =

{

ρ if k ∈ {0, . . . ,K − 1},
1 if k ≥ K.

(2.17)

Note that there exists a constant c10 <∞ only depending on δ, ρ and K such that

2kL0 ≤ Lk ≤ c102kL0, ∀k ∈ N. (2.18)

For all x ∈ Zd and n ∈ N we also define

Ckx := x+
[

0, Lk
)d ∩ Zd, Dk

x := x+
[

− Lk, 2Lk
)d ∩ Zd.

Proceeding similarly as in [61], one can show that for all k ∈ N0 there exist two

sequences (xki )i∈{1,...,(2+ρk)d} and (yki )i∈{1,...,2d(6+ρk)d−1} such that for every paths π

of edges between Ck+1
0 and (Dk+1

0 )c, there exist i ∈ {1, . . . , (2 + ρk)
d} and j ∈

{1, . . . , 2d(6 + ρk)
d−1} such that

• π connects Ck
xki

to (Dk
xki
)c,

• π connects Ck
ykj

to (Dk
ykj
)c,

• and

d
(

Dk
xki
,Dk

ykj

)

≥ Lkρk
(k + 6)δ

. (2.19)

Let us now define the length of the shortest path between Ckx and Dk
x by

dωk (x) = inf
π:Ck

x
π↔(Dk

x)
c

∑

e∈π
tωe , (2.20)

where the infimum is taken over all simple paths π of edges connecting Ckx to

(Dk
x)
c. Note that this infimum is necessarily reached for a path included in Dk

x \Ckx ,
except at its end points. Moreover, for all k ∈ N0 and x ∈ Zd, there exist i ∈
{1, . . . , (2 + ρk)

d} and j ∈ {1, . . . , 2d(6 + ρk)
d−1} such that (2.19) holds and

dωk+1(x) ≥ dωk (x+ xki ) + dωk (x+ ykj ), (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 dωk recursively on k 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 u in the probability Pu 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 εk − εk+1, see (2.22). This leads to bounding dωk+1 by two
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x

y

z

Lk+1 Lk+1 Lk+1

Lk Lk Lk

Ck+1
x

Dk+1
x

Ck
y

Dk
y

Ck
z

Dk
z

Lkρk

(k+6)δ

π

FIGURE 1. Illustration of the renormalization scheme. For each

path π (in green) which connects Ck+1
x to (Dk+1

x )c there exist

i ∈ {1, . . . , (2 + ρk)
d} and j ∈ {1, . . . , 2d(6 + ρk)

d−1} such that π

connects both Cky to (Dk
y )
c, for y = x + xki , and Ckz to (Dk

z )
c, for

z = x+ ykj .

independent copies of dωk , 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 dωk
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
(δ)
p from (2.11).

For any δ > 1 and ε > 0 set

εk :=

∞
∑

p=k

ε

(p + 6)δ
, ak := 2k

k−1
∏

i=0

(

1− 1

(i+ 6)δ

)

, k ∈ N0. (2.22)

We will use εk − εk+1 as a sprinkling parameter at each step of the iteration, and

ak as a bound on dωk (up to constants), which is of order Lk in view of (2.18). The

reason we do not simply take ak = 2k, 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 dωk (x+ xki ) and dωk (x+ ykj ),

and not all of them at once, see (2.31) and (2.35).

Let us denote by ω
(i)
e (resp. ω

(i)
x ) the canonical projection on the edge e (resp.

vertex x) of the i-th coordinate of an element in (ΩN,F⊗N, P̃u), where P̃u = (Pu)⊗N.

Let t
ω,(i)
e := t

(

ω
(i)
|N+x, ω

(i)
|N+y, ω

(i)
e

)

for all e = {x, y} ∈ Ed and i ∈ N, so that, under

P̃u,
(

t
ω,(i)
e

)

e∈Ed
, i ∈ N, are independent copies of (tωe )e∈Ed

under Pu. Let the random
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variables d
ω,(i)
k (·) be defined as in (2.20) but with tωe replaced by t

ω,(i)
e , which are

i.i.d. in i ∈ N. For δ > 1 one can easily check that, setting

h
(δ)
P (L) :=

1

log(L)δ
fP

( L

log(L)δ(1+1/χP )

)

, (2.23)

the function g
(δ)
P defined in (2.11) satisfies

g
(δ)
P (uL) ≤ u g(δ)P (L) for all u ≥ 1 and L large enough (2.24)

and

g
(δ)
P (L) ≤ h(δ)P (L) for all L large enough. (2.25)

Recall that the definition of dωk in (2.20) depends on the choice of the scale Lk, and

thus on ρ, K, δ and L0 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 ρ = 1 and K = 0. For all δ > 1 and u ∈ I, there exist ε, L0 = L0(ε),

and constants c11 = c11(ε, L0), c12 > 0, all also depending on δ and u, such that

u− ε0 ∈ I and for all k ∈ N0,

P̃u−εk
( p
∑

n=1

d
ω,(n)
k (x) ≤ c11pak

)

≤
(

1

(4d · 21d)2 exp
(

−c12g(δ)P (ak)
)

)p

,∀ p ∈ N, x ∈ Zd.

(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, δ > 1, and take L0, ε, ρ and K

as in Lemma 2.6. For all x ∈ Zd \ {0} and n ≥ L0 there exists k ∈ N0 such that

nx ∈ Dk+1
0 \Dk

0 , and then

dω(0, nx) ≥ dωk (0).
Moreover by (2.18) and (2.22) there exist constants c, c′ > 0 depending on x, u,

L0 and δ, such that c′ak ≤ n ≤ cak, and so (2.13) follows readily from (2.24) and

(2.26) with p = 1 and condition P2. Assume now that the time constant µu(x)

from (1.2) exists, for instance under the conditions (2.4) and P1. Using (2.11) and

(2.13), by the Borel-Cantelli lemma dω(0, nx) ≥ Cfppn for all n large enough Pu-a.s,

and so µu(x) > 0. �

Proof of Lemma 2.6. We fix ρ = 1, K = 0, δ > 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 ε is small enough so that u − ε0 ∈ I, we have by the

Chernoff bound for all p ∈ N, x ∈ Zd and ζ > 0,

P̃u−ε0
(

p
∑

n=1

d
ω,(n)
0 (x) ≤ c11pa0

)

≤ exp(c11ζa0p)E
u−ε0[ exp(−ζdω0 (x))

]p
. (2.27)
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Moreover by dominated convergence,

Eu−ε0
[

exp(−ζdω0 (x))
]

−→
ζ→∞

Pu−ε0
(

dω0 (x) = 0
)

≤ sup
y∈Zd

Pu−ε0
(

Q(y, ⌈L0/2⌉)←→ Q(y, 2⌈L0/2⌉)c in
{

e ∈ Ed : tωe = 0
}

)

.

By (2.12) and (2.27), we can thus fix L0 = L0(ε), ζ = ζ(ε, L0) and c11 = c11(ε, L0, ζ)

such that (2.26) holds for k = 0 (for a constant c12 to be determined, independently

of ε, L0, ζ or c11). Let us now assume that (2.26) holds for any k ∈ N0, and let us

fix some p ∈ N. Then by (2.21) we have

P̃u−εk+1

( p
∑

n=1

d
ω,(n)
k+1 (x) ≤ c11pak+1

)

≤
3d
∑

i=1

2d·7d
∑

j=1

P̃u−εk+1

( p
∑

n=1

d
ω,(n)
k (x+ xki ) + d

ω,(n)
k (x+ ykj ) ≤ c11pak+1

)

.

(2.28)

Let us take

R =

(

(k + 6)δ

ε

)

1
χP

and L =
ε1/χP 2k−1L0

(k + 6)δ(1+1/χP )
. (2.29)

After choosing ε small enough and L0 = L0(ε) large enough, independently of k,

one can use (2.18) and (2.22) to check that

u− εk+1 ≥ u− εk +R−χP , R ≥ RP , L ≥ LP , LξP ≥ 4Lk.

Using (2.18), (2.19) and P3 we have by independence that for each x ∈ Zd, i ∈
{1, . . . , 3d} and j ∈ {1, . . . , 2d · 7d} there exists a family of events (B

(n)
i,j )n∈{1,...,p}

such that

P̃u−εk+1
((

B
(n)
i,j

)c) ≤ exp(−CPfP (L)) for all n ∈ {1, . . . , p}, (2.30)

and for all sets A ⊆ {1, . . . , p},

P̃u−εk+1

(

⋂

n∈A
B

(n)
i,j ,

∑

n∈A
d
ω,(n)
k (x+ xki ) + d

ω,(n)
k (x+ ykj ) ≤ c11pak+1

)

≤ sup
y∈Zd

P̃u−εk
(

∑

n∈A∪(p+A)
d
ω,(n)
k (y) ≤ c11pak+1

)

.

(2.31)

Next, introducing the event

Ci,j :=

{ p
∑

n=1

1

B
(n)
i,j

≥ p
(

1− 1

(k + 6)δ

)

}

,
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we shall first show that, for all x ∈ Zd,

(2d · 21d) P̃u−εk+1

(

Ci,j,

p
∑

n=1

d
ω,(n)
k (x+ xki ) + d

ω,(n)
k (x+ ykj ) ≤ c11pak+1

)

≤ 1

2

(

1

(4d · 21d)2 exp
(

− c12g(δ)P (ak+1)
)

)p

.

(2.32)

Fix some set A ⊆ {1, . . . , p} with |A| ≥ p
(

1− 1
(k+6)δ

)

. It follows from (2.31) that

P̃u−εk+1

(

{

n ≤ p : B(n)
i,j occurs

}

=A,

p
∑

n=1

d
ω,(n)
k (x+ xki ) + d

ω,(n)
k (x+ ykj ) ≤ c11pak+1

)

≤ P̃u−εk+1

(

⋂

n∈Ac

(B
(n)
i,j )

c ∩
⋂

n∈A
B

(n)
i,j ,

∑

n∈A
d
ω,(n)
k (x+ xki ) + d

ω,(n)
k (x+ ykj ) ≤ c11pak+1

)

≤ P̃u−εk+1

(

⋂

n∈Ac

(B
(n)
i,j )

c
)

sup
y∈Zd

P̃u−εk
(

∑

n∈A∪(p+A)
d
ω,(n)
k (y) ≤ c11pak+1

)

.

(2.33)

By (2.22) we have 2|A|ak ≥ pak+1. Hence, by the induction hypothesis we obtain

for all y ∈ Zd,

P̃u−εk
(

∑

n∈A∪(p+A)
d
ω,(n)
k (y) ≤ c11pak+1

)

≤ P̃u−εk
( 2|A|
∑

n=1

d
ω,(n)
k (y) ≤ 2c11|A|ak

)

≤
(

1

(4d · 21d)2 exp
(

− c12g(δ)P (ak)
)

)2|A|
≤ 1

(4d · 21d)4|A| exp
(

− c12pak+1g
(δ)
P (ak)

ak

)

.

(2.34)

Since |A| ≥ 4p/5, note that by (2.29) and (2.30), after choosing L0 = L0(ε) large

enough independently of k and p, we have

2d · 21d
(4d · 21d)4|A| ≤

1

2(4d · 21d)(2+1/5)p

and by (2.29) and (2.30), after choosing L0 = L0(ε) large enough independently

of k and p,

∑

A⊂{1,...,p}
P̃u−εk+1

(

⋂

n∈Ac

(B
(n)
i,j )

c
)

=
∑

A⊂{1,...,p}

P̃u−εk+1

(

{

n ≤ p : B(n)
i,j occurs

}

=A
)

P̃u−εk+1

(

⋂

n∈AB
(n)
i,j

)

≤ 1

(1− exp (−CPfP (L)))p
≤ (4d · 21d)p/5.

Hence, the inequality (2.32) follows from (2.24), (2.33) and (2.34) by summing

over all possible sets A ⊂ {1, . . . , p} with |A| ≥ p
(

1 − 1
(k+6)δ

)

. Finally, we need

to show that the events Ci,j happen with sufficiently high probability, which will
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follow from the following Chernoff bound

P̃u−εk+1
(

(Ci,j)
c
)

≤ Ẽu−εk+1

[

exp
(

− CPfP (L)1B(1)
i,j

)]p
exp

(

pCP fP (L)
(

1− 1

(k + 6)δ

)

)

≤ 2p exp

(

−pCPfP (L)
(k + 6)δ

)

,

where we used (2.30). Using (2.29) and (2.23) we deduce that there exist a con-

stant c12 > 0 and L0 = L0(ε), independent of k, such that

P̃u−εk+1
(

(Ci,j)
c
)

≤ 1

(4d · 21d)2p+1
exp

(

− pCP
2(k + 6)δ

fP

( ε1/χP 2k−1L0

(k + 6)δ(1+1/χP )

)

)

≤ 1

(4d · 21d)2p+1
exp

(

− c12ph(δ)P (ak+1)
)

, (2.35)

where we used 2k+1 ≥ ak+1 ≥ c2k in the last inequality. By combining (2.25),

(2.28), (2.32) and (2.35) we obtain (2.26) for k + 1. �

Remark 2.7. As the attentive reader will have noticed, we never actually used the

assumption fP (L) ≥ exp
(

aP log(L)εP
)

from condition P3, but only the existence

of a function g
(δ)
P satisfying (2.24) and (2.25), and in (2.35) the fact that fP (L)

was increasing to infinity faster than log(L)c for some c > 1 (upon choosing δ 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 + f2 ≤ s} for monotone f1, f2 : Ω→ [0,∞] and s > 0. The

conditions (2.24) and (2.25) are satisfied, for instance, when

g
(δ)
P (L) = h

(δ)
P (LP ) exp

(∫ L

LP

1

t
∧
(

log(h
(δ)
P )
)′
(t) dt

)

(2.36)

with h
(δ)
P as in (2.23). Note that, if fP (L) ≥ log(L)c for some c > 1, then g

(δ)
P (L)→

∞ as L → ∞ when δ > 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 Pu, assume that there exist constants RP , LP ∈ (0,∞), δP , ξP > 1,

CP > 0 and χP > 0 such that for all R ≥ RP , L ≥ LP , x1, x2 ∈ Zd with

d
(

Q̄(x1, L
ξP ), Q̄(x2, L

ξP )
)

≥ RL, and any u, û ∈ I with u ≥ û + R−χP , the

following holds. There exists an event B satisfying (2.6) with fP : [0,∞) →
[0,∞) satisfying fP (L) ≥ log(L)δP , such that for all increasing functions fi :

Ω → [0,∞] supported on Q̄(xi, L
ξP ), i ∈ {1, 2} and all s > 0, (2.7) holds for

A = {f1 + 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 g
(δ)
P

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 g
(δ)
P (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 (Pu)u∈I satisfies conditions P2, P3’ and (2.12). Recall the renormal-

ization scheme introduced in Subsection 2.2, which depends on ρ, K, δ and L0, as

well as on (εk)k≥0 in (2.22), which in turn depends on ε.

Under condition P3’, one can decouple two sets at distance L from each other

only when their cardinality is smaller than LξP for some ξP > 1. In Section 2.3

we used condition P3 to decouple the sets Dk
xki

and Dk
ykj

and then concluded using

(2.21), but the cardinality of these sets is Ldk, which is too large to apply condition

P3’ (unless ξP > d). In order to be able to use condition P3’, instead of comparing

the scales k+1 and k 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 Lk and width L0, see (2.42), which essentially follow the path

π minimizing dωk+1. The cardinality of these tubes is LkL
d−1
0 , which is much smaller

than LξPk for large k, and thus P3’ can be applied, see (2.46). One can tailor the

parameters ρ 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 δ > 1 and u ∈ I, there exist positive ε, L0 = L0(ε, ρ), ζ =

ζ(ε, L0), ρ = ρ(ε, L0) andK = K(ε, L0), all depending on δ and u, such that u−ε0 ∈ I
and for all k ∈ N0,

Eu−εk
[

exp(−ζdωk (x))
]

≤ c2K−1
ρ,d exp

(

− 2k
)

for all x ∈ Zd, (2.37)

where cρ,d = 2d(2 + ρ)d(6 + ρ)d−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 δ > 1, u ∈ I and L0, ζ, ε, ρ and

K as in Lemma 2.8. Using a Chernoff bound, condition P2 and (2.37), we get

Pu
(

dωk (0) ≤ ζ−12k−1
)

≤ exp
(

2k−1
)

Eu−εk
[

exp(−ζdωk (0))
]

≤ c2K−1
ρ,d exp

(

− 2k−1
)

.

(2.38)

The rest of the proof is similar to the proof of Theorem 2.2 under condition P3 in

Subsection 2.3. �
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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 Tk of depth k by Tk =
⋃k
n=0 T

(n), where T (0) = {∅} and T (n) = {0, 1}n for all n ≥ 1. A map τ : Tk →
Zd will be called a proper embedding with base x ∈ Zd if τ(∅) = x and for all

n ∈ {0, . . . , k − 1} and σ ∈ T (n) there exist i ∈ {1, . . . , (2 + ρk−n−1)
d} and j ∈

{1, . . . , 2d(6 + ρk−n−1)
d−1} such that

τ(σ1) = τ(σ) + xk−n−1
i and τ(σ0) = τ(σ) + yk−n−1

j

and

Dk−n
τ(σ) ∩D

0
τ(σσ′) 6= ∅ for all n ∈ {0, . . . , k − 1}, σ ∈ T (n) and σ′ ∈ T (k−n), (2.39)

where σσ′ ∈ T (k) denotes the concatenation of σ and σ′. The following lemma

shows that connections at level k imply connections along the leafs of a proper

embedding.

Lemma 2.9. For all k ∈ N0, x ∈ Zd and paths π of edges between Ckx and (Dk
x)
c,

there exists a proper embedding τ : Tk → Zd with base x such that π connects C0
τ(σ) to

(D0
τ(σ))

c for all σ ∈ T (k).

Proof. We proceed recursively on k. The claim is trivial for k = 0, and let us now

assume that it holds for any k ∈ N0. Let π be a path of edges between Ck+1
x and

(Dk+1
x )c, stopped on hitting (Dk+1

x )c, then by the discussion above (2.19) π con-

nects Ck
x+xki

to (Dk
x+xki

)c for some i ∈ {1, . . . , (2 + ρk)
d} and so there exists a proper

embedding τ1 : Tk → Zd with base x + xki such that π connects C0
τ1(σ)

to (D0
τ1(σ)

)c

for all σ ∈ T (k). Similarly, there exist j ∈ {1, . . . , 2d(6 + ρk)
d−1} and a proper em-

bedding τ0 : Tk → Zd with base x + ykj such that π connects C0
τ0(σ)

to (D0
τ0(σ)

)c

for all σ ∈ T (k). We then define τ : Tk+1 → Zd by τ(∅) = x, τ(1σ) = τ1(σ) and

τ(0σ) = τ0(σ) for all n ∈ {0, . . . , k} and σ ∈ T (n).

It is clear that π connects C0
τ(σ) to (D0

τ(σ))
c for all σ ∈ T (k+1), and we only need

to show that τ is a proper embedding, that is it satisfies (2.39). For all i ∈ {0, 1},
n ∈ {0, . . . , k − 1}, σ ∈ T (n) and σ′ ∈ T (k−n) we have

D
k+1−(n+1)
τ(iσ) ∩D0

τ(iσσ′) = Dk−n
τi(σ)
∩D0

τi(σσ′)
6= ∅,

since τi is a proper embedding. Moreover, for all σ′ ∈ T (k+1) we have Dk+1
τ(∅) ∩

D0
τ(σ′) 6= ∅ since π connects C0

τ(σ′) to (D0
τ(σ′))

c and all the edges of π contain a

vertex in Dk+1
x . Hence, τ satisfies (2.39). �

In view of Lemma 2.9 we have

dωk (x) ≥ inf
τ :Tk→Zd

∑

σ∈T (k)

dω0 (τ(σ)), ∀k ∈ N0, x ∈ Zd, (2.40)

where the infimum is taken over all proper embeddings τ with base x.
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Proof of Lemma 2.8. Fix δ > 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 ∈ N0, x ∈ Zd and every

proper embedding τ : Tk → Zd with base x,

Eu−εk
[

∏

σ∈T (k)

exp
(

− ζdω0 (τ(σ))
)

]

≤ 1

2c2
k

1,d

exp
(

− 2k
)

. (2.41)

Once (2.41) is proved, (2.37) will follow from (2.40) and the fact that by (2.17)

there are at most c2
K−1
ρ,d c2

k−2K

1,d proper embeddings τ : Tk → Zd with base x. For

k = 0, assuming that ε is small enough so that u− ε0 ∈ I, we have for all x ∈ Zd,

Eu−ε0
[

exp(−ζdω0 (x))
]

−→
ζ→∞

Pu−ε0
(

dω0 (x) = 0
)

≤ sup
y∈Zd

Pu−ε0
(

Q(y, ⌈L0/2⌉)←→ Q(y, 2⌈L0/2⌉)c in
{

e ∈ Ed : tωe = 0
}

)

.

By (2.12), we can thus fix L0 = L0(ε) and ζ = ζ(ε, L0) so that (2.41) holds for

k = 0 for all x ∈ Zd and every proper embedding τ : T0 → Zd with base x.

Let us now assume that (2.41) holds for all x ∈ Zd and every proper embedding

τ : Tk → Zd with base x for any k ∈ N0. Fix any x ∈ Zd and any proper embedding

τ : Tk+1 → Zd with base x. For each i ∈ {0, 1}, let τi(σ) = τ(iσ) for all σ ∈ Tk.

Then one can easily check that τi is a proper embedding with base τ(i). Set

S1 :=
⋃

σ∈T (k)

D
0
τ0(σ) and S2 :=

⋃

σ∈T (k)

D
0
τ1(σ), (2.42)

where D
0
x denotes the union of N + y for y ∈ D0

x or y in the outer boundary of D0
x

(i.e. all vertices in (D0
x)
c that are nearest neighbors of D0

x), and of all edges with at

least one endpoint in D0
x.

By (2.39), applied at level k+1 with n = 1, there exist i ∈ {1, . . . , (2 + ρk)
d} and

j ∈ {1, . . . , 2d(6 + ρk)
d−1} such that D0

τ1(σ)
∩ Dk

x+xki
6= ∅ and D0

τ0(σ)
∩ Dk

x+ykj
6= ∅

for all σ ∈ T (k). Thus, by (2.42) and (2.19), upon choosing L0 large enough,

S1 ⊂ Q̄(x+ xki , 6Lk), S2 ⊂ Q̄(x+ ykj , 6Lk), |Si| ≤ 2d(4L0)
d2k, i ∈ {1, 2},

d(S1, S2) ≥
Lkρk

(k + 6)δ
− 8L0 ≥

Lkρk
2(k + 6)δ

, (2.43)

where the last inequality holds by (2.17) and (2.18) after choosing ρ ≥ 16 and

K ≥ 8 large enough. Take now

R =

(

(k + 6)δ

ε

) 1
χP

and L =
ρkε

1/χPLk
2(k + 6)δ(1+1/χP )

. (2.44)

After choosing ε small enough, and L0 = L0(ε), K = K(ε, L0) ≥ 8 and ρ =

ρ(ε, L0) ≥ 16, large enough, independently of k, one can easily check that by (2.17)

and (2.18)

u−εk+1 ≥ u−εk+R−χP , R ≥ RP , L ≥ LP , LξP ≥ 6Lk∨2d(4L0)
d2k. (2.45)
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Noting that dω0 (τi(σ)) is supported on Si+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−εk+1

[

∏

σ∈T (k+1)

exp
(

− ζdω0 (τ(σ))
)

]

= Eu−εk+1

[

∏

i∈{0,1}

∏

σ∈T (k)

exp
(

− ζdω0 (τi(σ))
)

]

≤
( 1

2c2
k

1,d

exp
(

− 2k
)

)2
+ exp

(

− CPLξP
)

. (2.46)

Finally, in view of (2.17), (2.18) and (2.44), one can choose L0 = L0(ε) large

enough, independently of k ∈ N0, ρ ≥ 1 and K ∈ N, so that CPL
ξP ≥ 2k+1(1 +

log(c1,d)) + log(4). Then (2.41) for k + 1 follows from (2.46). �

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 ⊂ Ed ∪
Zd is a fixed set around the origin), and let (Ω,F) still denote the measurable

space introduced there. On (Zd, Ed), d ≥ 2, we consider a family of random non-

negative conductances constructed as follows. Let a : ΩN × ΩN × ΩE → [0,∞) be

a measurable function, symmetric in the first two coordinates, such that

(ω1
N , ω

2
N , ωE) 7→ 1{a(ω1

N ,ω
2
N ,ωE)>0} is monotone, (3.1)

and let

aω(x, y) := a(ω|N+x, ω|N+y, ωe), ∀ e = {x, y} ∈ Ed, aω(x, y) := 0, ∀{x, y} 6∈ Ed,

and define two measures on Zd,

µω(x) :=
∑

y∼x
aω(x, y), νω(x) :=

∑

y∼x

1

aω(x, y)
1{aω(x,y)>0}.

Here and below we use the convention that 0/0 = 0. We call an edge e ∈ Ed open

if aω(e) > 0 and denote by O(ω) the set of open edges, where aω(e) = aω(x, y) if

e = {x, y}. We write x ∼ y if {x, y} ∈ O(ω). We still denote by
{

τz : z ∈ Zd
}

the group of space shifts as defined in (2.3). Throughout this section, we will

only work with configurations (aω(e))e∈Ed
for which there exists a unique infi-

nite cluster C∞(ω) of open edges and the origin is contained in C∞(ω). We de-

note by ρω the graph distance on (C∞(ω),O(ω)), also known as chemical distance,

i.e. for any x, y ∈ C∞(ω), ρω(x, y) is the minimal length of a path between x

and y that consists only of edges in O(ω). Notice that the chemical distance is

at least as large as the graph distance on Zd. For x ∈ C∞(ω) and r ≥ 0, let

Bω(x, r) := {y ∈ C∞(ω) : ρω(x, y) ≤ ⌊r⌋} be the closed ball with center x and ra-

dius r with respect to ρω, and we write BE(x, r) for the closed ball with respect

to the ‖ · ‖1-norm which coincides with the graph distance on Zd. For a weight
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function ϕ : Zd → [0,∞), p ∈ [1,∞) and any non-empty, finite A ⊂ Zd, we define

space-averaged weighted ℓp-norms on functions f : A→ R by

∥

∥f
∥

∥

p,A,ϕ :=

(

1

|A|
∑

x∈A
|f(x)|p ϕ(x)

)1/p

and
∥

∥f
∥

∥∞,A := max
x∈A
|f(x)|,

where |A| denotes the cardinality of the set A. If ϕ ≡ 1, we simply write ‖f‖p,A :=

‖f‖p,A,ϕ.

Large parts of Section 3.1 below will be based on the results in [9]. Therefore,

the underlying graph (C∞(ω),O(ω)) needs to satisfy [9, Assumption 2.1] which in

the present setting reads as follows.

Assumption 3.1. There exist Creg, CS1 ∈ [1,∞) such that for all x ∈ C∞(ω) the

following hold.

(i) Volume regularity of order d for large balls. There exists N4(ω, x) < ∞ such

that for all n ≥ N4(ω, x),

C−1
reg n

d ≤ |Bω(x, n)| ≤ Creg n
d. (3.2)

(ii) Sobolev inequality. There exist d′ ≥ d and N5(ω, x) < ∞ such that for all

n ≥ N5(ω, x),
∥

∥u
∥

∥

d′/(d′−1),Bω(x,n) ≤ CS1

n

|Bω(x, n)|
∑

x,y∈C∞(ω)
{x,y}∈O(ω)

|u(x)− u(y)|, (3.3)

for every function u : C∞(ω)→ R with suppu ⊂ Bω(x, n).

Remark 3.2. The Euclidean lattice (Zd, Ed) satisfies Assumption 3.1 with d = d′

and N4 = N5 = 1. The Sobolev inequality in (ii) clearly follows from the classical

Sobolev inequality (S1
d) 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 θω : Zd → (0,∞). More

precisely we let θ : ΩN → (0,∞) be a measurable function and θω(x) := θ(ω|N+x)

for each x ∈ Zd. We consider a continuous time Markov chain X = (Xt)t≥0 on

C∞(ω) with generator Lωθ acting on bounded functions f : C∞(ω)→ R as

(

Lωθ f)(x) =
1

θω(x)

∑

y∼x
aω(x, y)

(

f(y)− f(x)
)

. (3.4)

We call this Markov chain the random conductance model (RCM) with speed measure

θω. As a key feature, the random walk is reversible with respect to the speed mea-

sure θω, and regardless of the particular choice of θω the jump probabilities of X are
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given by pω(x, y) := aω(x, y)/µω(x), x, 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 x, it will next move to y with probability aω(x, y)/µω(x),

after waiting an exponential time with mean θω(x)/µω(x) at the vertex x. Perhaps

the most natural choice for the speed measure is θω ≡ µω (which can be obtained

via a function θ on ΩN 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 θω ≡ 1, so called because, in contrast

to the CSRW, the waiting time at a vertex x does depend on the location; it is an

Exp(µω(x))-distributed random variable.

For any choice of θω, we denote by Pωx the law of the process X started at x ∈
C∞(ω). Let pωθ (t, x, y) be the transition densities of X with respect to the reversible

measure (or the heat kernel associated with Lωθ ), i.e.

pωθ (t, x, y) :=
Pωx (Xt = y)

θω(y)
, t ≥ 0, x, y ∈ C∞(ω).

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 pωθ (t, x, y) is naturally governed by a distance function dωθ
of FPP-type defined by

dωθ (x, y) := inf
γ∈Γω

xy

{ lγ−1
∑

i=0

(

1 ∧ θ
ω(zi) ∧ θω(zi+1)

aω(zi, zi+1)

)1/2
}

, x, y ∈ C∞(ω), (3.5)

where Γωxy is the set of all nearest-neighbor paths γ = (z0, . . . , zlγ ) in C∞(ω) con-

necting x and y (cf. e.g. [29, 15, 39, 9]). Note that dωθ is a metric which is adapted

to the transition rates and the speed measure of the random walk. Further, for the

CSRW, i.e. θω = µω, the metric dωθ coincides with the usual graph distance ρω. In

general, dωθ can be identified with the intrinsic metric generated by the Dirichlet

form associated with Lωθ and X, see e.g. [9, Proposition 2.3]. Further, notice that

dωθ (x, y) ≤ ρω(x, y) for all x, y ∈ C∞. In fact, the distance dωθ can become much

smaller than the graph distance, see [8, Lemma 1.12] for an example on Zd.



FPP WITH LONG-RANGE CORRELATIONS AND APPLICATIONS 27

Theorem 3.3 ([9]). Suppose Assumption 3.1 holds and there exist p, q, r ∈ (1,∞]

satisfying

1

r
+

1

p

r − 1

r
+

1

q
<

2

d′
, (3.6)

such that, for every x ∈ C∞(ω), there exists N6(ω, x) such that

sup
n≥N6(ω,x)

max
{∥

∥

∥

µω

θω

∥

∥

∥

p,Bω(x,n),θ
,
∥

∥νω
∥

∥

q,Bω(x,n),
∥

∥θω
∥

∥

r,Bω(x,n),
∥

∥

∥

1

θω

∥

∥

∥

q,Bω(x,n)

}

≤ Cint

(3.7)

for someCint <∞. Then, there exist ci = ci(d, p, q, Cint) > 0 and γ = γ(d, p, q, Cint) >

0 such that for any given t and x ∈ C∞(ω) with
√
t ≥ max{Ni(ω, x), i = 4, 5, 6} and

all y ∈ C∞(ω) the following hold.

(i) If dωθ (x, y) ≤ c13t then

pωθ (t, x, y) ≤ c14 t
−d/2

(

1 +
ρω(x, y)√

t

)γ

exp

(

−c15
dωθ (x, y)

2

t

)

.

(ii) If dωθ (x, y) ≥ c17t then

pωθ (t, x, y) ≤ c14 t
−d/2

(

1 +
ρω(x, y)√

t

)γ

exp

(

−c16 dωθ (x, y)
(

1 ∨ log
dωθ (x, y)

t

))

.

For later use, we also recall the following bound in d ≥ 3 on the Green kernel

gω(x, y) defined by

gω(x, y) :=

∫ ∞

0
pωθ (t, x, y) dt, x, y ∈ C∞(ω).

Proposition 3.4. Let d ≥ 3. Suppose that (C∞(ω),O(ω)) satisfies Assumption 3.1

and there exist p, q ∈ (1,∞] with 1/p + 1/q < 2/d′ such that, for every x ∈ C∞(ω),

there exists N7(ω, x) such that

sup
n≥N7(ω,x)

max
{∥

∥µω
∥

∥

p,Bω(x,n),
∥

∥νω
∥

∥

q,Bω(x,n)

}

≤ Cint

for some Cint < ∞. Then, for any x ∈ C∞(ω), there exist c18 ∈ (0,∞) and N7(ω, x)

such that for all y ∈ C∞(ω) with ρω(x, y) ≥ N7(ω, x),

gω(x, y) ≤ c18 ρω(x, y)2−d. (3.8)

Proof. Notice that the Green kernel does not depend on the speed measure θω.

Hence, it suffices to consider the special case of the CSRW, for which we have

dωθ = ρω by the definition (3.5) so that the bounds in Theorem 3.3 turn immediately

into Gaussian estimates with respect to ρω. The result follows now, for instance, by

the same arguments as in the proof of [11, Theorem 1.6-(i)]. �

Note that one could replace ρω(x, y) by |x− y| in Proposition 3.4 since ρω(x, y) ≥
|x − y|, but the formulation with ρω(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 (Pu)u∈I on (Ω,F) for some open interval I similarly

as in Section 2. Note that our setup allows for any choice of distribution for θω and

aω, for instance by takingN = {0}, ΩE = [0,∞), ΩV = (0,∞), a(ω1
V , ω

2
V , ωE) = ωE,

θ(ωV ) = ωV , and choosing Pu appropriately. Our seemingly more complicated setup

is useful when the weights and speed measure depend on a common environment

ω, 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,∞], we denote

by Cr(ω) the set of vertices which are in connected components of (Zd,O(ω)) of

ℓ1-diameter at least r. In particular, C∞(ω) is the subset of vertices which are in

infinite connected components.

S1 (Local uniqueness). There exists a function fS : I × Z+ → R such that for

each u ∈ I, there exist ∆S = ∆S(u) > 0 and RS = RS(u) < ∞ such that

fS(u,R) ≥ log(R)1+∆S for all R ≥ RS , and for all u ∈ I and R ≥ 1,

Pu
[

CR ∩ [−R,R]d 6= ∅
]

≥ 1− e−fS(u,R),

and

Pu
[

∀x, y ∈ CR/10 ∩ [−R,R]d : x is connected to y by an open path in [−2R, 2R]d
]

≥ 1− e−fS(u,R).

S2 (Continuity). The function u 7→ Pu[0 ∈ C∞] is positive and continuous on I.

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 (Pu)u∈I satisfies S1–S2, then, for every u ∈ I, there exists

Pu-a.s. a unique infinite cluster C∞, cf. [64, Remark 1.9-(2)] and Pu[0 ∈ C∞] > 0.

Write Pu0 [ · ] := Pu[· | 0 ∈ C∞] and Eu0 for the corresponding expectation.

Assumption 3.5. (i) The mapping t : ΩN × ΩN × ΩE → [0,∞) ∪ {∞} :

(ω1
N , ω

2
N , ωE) 7→







(

1 ∧ θ(ω1
N )∧θ(ω2

N )

a(ω1
N ,ω

2
N ,ωE)

) 1
2

if a(ω1
N , ω

2
N , ωE) 6= 0

∞ otherwise.

is monotone.

(ii) There exist p, q, r ∈ (1,∞] satisfying

1

r
+

1

p

r − 1

r
+

1

q
<

2

d
(3.9)



FPP WITH LONG-RANGE CORRELATIONS AND APPLICATIONS 29

such that, for every u ∈ I,

max

{

Eu0

[

(µω(0)

θω(0)

)p
θω(0)

]

, Eu0 [ν
ω(0)q] , Eu0 [θ

ω(0)r] , Eu0
[

θω(0)−q
]

}

< ∞.

Remark 3.6. In the case of the CSRW or VSRW the moment condition in Assump-

tion 3.5-(ii) can be written as Eu0 [a
ω(e)p] <∞ and Eu0 [a

ω(e)−q] <∞ for p, q ∈ (1,∞]

satisfying 1/p + 1/q < 2/d. Indeed, for the CSRW, θω ≡ µω, choose p = ∞ and re-

label r by p; for the VSRW, θω ≡ 1, choose r = ∞. 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 dωθ 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 dωθ and

the chemical distance ρω are comparable to the Euclidean distance. In particular,

there exist constants c19, c20 > 0 such that for P0-a.e. ω and x ∈ C∞(ω), there exists

N8(ω, x) such that for all y ∈ C∞(ω) with |x− y| ≥ N8(ω, x),

c19 ρ
ω(x, y) ≤ |x− y| ≤ c20 d

ω
θ (x, y). (3.10)

Theorem 3.7. Suppose that the family of measures (Pu)u∈I satisfies assumptions P1–

P3, S1–S2 and suppose that Assumption 3.5 holds. Then, for any u ∈ I there exist

positive constants ci = ci(u) such that for Pu-a.e. all ω and x ∈ C∞(ω), there exists

N9(ω, x) such that for all t ≥ N9(ω, x) and y ∈ C∞(ω) with |x − y| ≥ N8(ω, x) the

following hold.

(i) If |x− y| ≤ c21t then

pωθ (t, x, y) ≤ c22 t
−d/2 exp

(

−c23
|x− y|2

t

)

.

(ii) If |x− y| ≥ c25t then

pωθ (t, x, y) ≤ c22 t
−d/2 exp

(

−c24 |x− y|
(

1 ∨ log
|x− y|
t

))

.

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 ϑ ∈ (0, 1),

[64, Proposition 4.3] guarantees the Pu0 -a.s. existence of a large ϑ-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 Pu0
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 − ϑ)/(1 − ϑ), see [32, Proposition 3.5]. Since ϑ ∈ (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 θω, we get for

sufficiently large n,
∥

∥

∥

µω

θω

∥

∥

∥

p

p,Bω(x,n),θ
≤ 1

|Bω(x, n)|
∑

y∈BE(x,n)

(µω(y)

θω(y)

)p
θω(y)1{y∈C∞(ω)}

≤ cn−d
∑

y∈BE(x,n)

(µτyω(x)

θτyω(x)

)p
θτyω(x)1{x∈C∞(τyω)}.

Now, the spatial ergodic theorem and the shift-invariance of Pu gives that, for Pu-

a.e. ω and all x ∈ Zd, there exists N(ω, x) such that for all n ≥ N(ω, x),

n−d
∑

y∈BE(x,n)

(µτyω(x)

θτyω(x)

)p
θτyω(x)1{x∈C∞(τyω)} ≤ 2Eu

[

(µω(x)

θω(x)

)p
θω(x)1{x∈C∞}

]

= cEu0

[

(µω(0)

θω(0)

)p
θω(0)

]

< ∞.

Hence for Pu-a.e. ω and each x ∈ C∞(ω) we obtain ‖µω/θω‖p,Bω(x,n),θ ≤ c for all

n ≥ N(ω, x). Using the same argument we get similar estimates on ‖νω‖q,Bω(x,n),

‖θω‖r,Bω(x,n) and ‖(θω)−1‖q,Bω(x,n). In particular, for Pu0 -a.e. ω and each x ∈ C∞(ω),

there exists N6(ω, x) such that (3.7) holds. Thus, the assumptions of Theorem 3.3

are satisfied. Finally, choosing N9(ω, x) large enough and noting that the constants

ci in Theorem 3.3 do not depend on ω, by using (3.10) and the inequality dωθ (x, y) ≤
ρω(x, y), the estimates in Theorem 3.3 can be turned into the desired Gaussian

upper bounds under Pu0 since the additional term (1+ρω(x, y)/
√
t)γ can be absorbed

by the exponential term into a constant. By ergodicity there exists Pu-a.s. x ∈ C∞,
and by translation invariance we conclude that the same Gaussian upper bounds

also hold under Pu . �

In [64] two-sided Gaussian estimates have been shown for the simple random

walk on correlated percolation clusters satisfying the original conditions P1–P3,

S1–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 = (Xt)t≥0, taking values in C∞(ω) ∪ {∂} where ∂ is an isolated

point called the cemetery state, with generator Lω acting on bounded functions

f : C∞(ω)→ R as
(

Lωf)(x) =
∑

y∼x
aω(x, y)

(

f(y)− f(x)
)

− hκω(x) f(x). (3.11)

Here h ∈ [0, 1] is a scalar and the potentials are given by a killing measure κω : Zd →
(0,∞) describing the random killing rates of the random walk. More precisely we
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let κ : ΩN → (0,∞) be a measurable function and κω(x) := κ(ω|N+x) for each

x ∈ Zd. When visiting a vertex x, the random walk jumps to a neighbor y at rate

aω(x, y), and it is killed, i.e. it is sent to the cemetery state ∂, at rate hkω(x). We

denote by Pωx the law of the process starting at the vertex x ∈ Zd and by Eωx the

corresponding expectation. We denote by ζ := inf{t ≥ 0 : Xt = ∂} the killing time

of X. For x, y ∈ C∞(ω) and t ≥ 0 let pω(t, x, y) be the associated heat kernel given

by pω(t, x, y) := Pωx
[

Xt = y; t < ζ
]

. The Green’s function of X is defined by

gω(x, y) := Eωx

[

∫ ζ

0
1{Xt=y} dt

]

=

∫ ∞

0
Pωx
[

Xt = y; t < ζ
]

dt. (3.12)

Recall that, for every y ∈ C∞(ω), the function x 7→ gω(x, y) is a fundamental solu-

tion of Lωu = −1{y}. We define the distance function dωκ by

dωκ(x, y) := inf
γ∈Γω

xy

{ lγ−1
∑

i=0

(

1 ∧ κ
ω(zi) ∧ κω(zi+1)

aω(zi, zi+1)

)1/2
}

, x, y ∈ C∞(ω), (3.13)

where Γωxy is again the set of all nearest-neighbor paths γ = (z0, . . . , zlγ ) in C∞(ω)

connecting x and y. Notice that dωκ(x, y) ≤ ρω(x, y) for all x, y ∈ C∞(ω).

We will apply our results on the positivity of the time constant on the distance

dωκ to obtain an exponential decay estimate on gω(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 ω ∈ Ω. Suppose that (C∞(ω),O(ω)) satisfies Assump-

tion 3.1 and suppose there exist p, q ∈ (1,∞] with 1/p + 1/q < 2/d′ such that, for

every x ∈ C∞(ω), there exists N10(ω, x) such that

sup
n≥N10(ω,x)

max
{

∥

∥µω
∥

∥

p,Bω(x,n),
∥

∥νω
∥

∥

q,Bω(x,n),
∥

∥κω
∥

∥

p,Bω(x,n),
∥

∥1/κω
∥

∥

1,Bω(x,n)

}

≤ Cint

(3.14)

for some Cint < ∞. Then, there exist λ = λ(d) ∈ (0, 1), γ = γ(d′, p, q) ∈ (1,∞), and

c26 = c26(d
′, p, q, Cint) ∈ (0,∞) such that the following holds. For any x ∈ C∞(ω),

there exist N11(ω, x) such that for all y ∈ C∞(ω) with ρω(x, y) ≥ N11(ω, x) and all

h ∈ [0, 1],

gω(x, y) ≤ c26 Fγ
(

hρω(x, y)2
)

ρω(x, y)2−d max
z∈Bω(x,n)c

(

e−λ
√
hdωκ (x,z)

)

, (3.15)

where n = ρω(x, y)/4 and Fγ(r) := (1 + r)γ(1 + 1/r)1/2.

First we note that Theorem 1.3 is a direct consequence of Theorem 3.8.

Proof of Theorem 1.3. Since E[aω(e)−q] < ∞ we have aω(e) > 0 almost surely for

any e ∈ Ed. Therefore (C∞(ω),O(ω) = (Zd, Ed) and Assumption 3.1 is satisfied

with d = d′ and ρω(x, y) = |x − y|. For P-a.e. ω, the integrability condition (3.14)

follows from (1.8) by the ergodic theorem. �

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 : ΩN × ΩN × ΩE → [0,∞) ∪ {∞} :

(ω1
N , ω

2
N , ωE) 7→







(

1 ∧ κ(ω1
N )∧κ(ω2

N )

a(ω1
N ,ω

2
N ,ωE)

)
1
2

if a(ω1
N , ω

2
N , ωE) 6= 0

∞ otherwise.

is monotone.

(ii) There exist p, q ∈ (1,∞] satisfying 1/p + 1/q < 2/d such that, for every u ∈ I,

max
{

Eu0 [µ
ω(0)p] ,Eu0 [ν

ω(0)q ] ,Eu0 [κ
ω(0)] ,Eu0

[

κω(0)−1
]

}

<∞.

Theorem 3.10. Let d ≥ 3 and suppose that the family of measures (Pu)u∈I satisfies

assumptions P1–P3, S1–S2 and Assumption 3.9. Then, for any u ∈ I, there exist

c27 = c27(u), c28 = c28(u) ∈ (0,∞) such that for Pu-a.e. all ω and x ∈ C∞(ω) there

exists N12(ω, x) such that for all y ∈ C∞(ω) with |x−y| > N12(ω, x) and all h ∈ [0, 1],

gω(x, y) ≤ c27 |x− y|2−d exp
(

− c28
√
h|x− y|

)

. (3.16)

Proof. We aim to apply Theorem 3.8. First, note that Assumption 3.1 follows from

P1–P3, S1–S2 under Pu0 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 Pu0 -a.e. ω and any x ∈ C∞(ω) there exist ci ∈ (0,∞) and N13(ω, x)

such that for all y ∈ C∞(ω) with |x− y| ≥ N13(ω, x),

dωκ(x, y) ≥ c29ρω(x, y), ρω(x, y) ≤ c30|x− y|. (3.17)

We now apply Theorem 3.8. Since n = ρ(x, y)/4, the last term in the right-hand

side of (3.15) can be estimated as

max
z∈Bω(x,n)c

(

e−λ
√
hdωκ (x,z)

)

≤ e−λ
√
hc29n ≤ e−c

√
hρω(x,y).

Recalling that ρω(x, y) ≥ |x− y|, we combine this with (3.17) to obtain that Pu0 -a.s,

if |x− y| ≥ N12(ω, x) := N11(ω, x) ∨N13(ω, x),

gω(x, y) ≤ c Fγ
(

h|x− y|2
) ∣

∣x− y
∣

∣

2−d
e−c

√
h|x−y|.

By choosing a smaller constant in the exponential, the factor Fγ
(

h|x − y|2
)

can

be absorbed into a constant if
√
h|x − y| ≥ 1. Moreover, if

√
h|x − y| ≤ 1, (3.16)

follows Pu0 -a.s. from (3.8) similarly as before. Therefore (3.16) holds Pu0 -a.s. for

all h ∈ [0, 1] and x, y ∈ C∞(ω) with |x − y| ≥ N12(ω, x), and we can conclude by

translation invariance. �

Remark 3.11. (i) In the proofs of Theorems 3.7 and 3.10 above, assumptions P1–P3,

S1–S2 are only needed to ensure the validity of Assumption 3.1 and the compara-

bility of the Euclidean distance with the chemical distance ρω and the FPP-distances

dωθ and dωκ , 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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(ii) Similarly as in Section 3.1 we can also introduce a speed measure θω and

consider a discrete Schrödinger operator of the form

(

Lωθ,κf)(x) =
1

θω(x)

(

∑

y∼x
aω(x, y)

(

f(y)− f(x)
)

− hκω(x) f(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 θω, hence it is sufficient to

consider the case θω = 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

ω ∈ Ω such that the assumptions of Proposition 3.8 hold, and, to simplify nota-

tion, we set (V,E) = (C∞(ω),O(ω)). 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 Zd.

3.3.1. Notation. For a given set A ⊂ V , we define the internal boundary of A by

∂intA :=
{

x ∈ A | ∃ y ∈ Ac such that {x, y} ∈ E
}

,

and the outer boundary of A by

∂outA :=
{

x ∈ Ac | ∃ y ∈ A such that {x, y} ∈ E
}

.

For any edges e ∈ E we denote by e−, e+ ∈ V the unique vertices such that e =

{e−, e+} and e+− e− ∈ {e1, . . . , ed}, where e1, . . . , ed denotes the canonical basis of

Zd. For f : V → R and e ∈ E we define the discrete derivative

∇f : E → R, ∇f(e) := f(e+)− f(e−),
and note that for f, g : V → R, the discrete product rule takes the form

∇(fg) = av(f)∇g + av(g)∇f, (3.18)

where av(f)(e) := 1
2(f(e

+) + f(e−)). Further, for any f : V → [0,∞), note that

av(fα1) av(fα2) ≤ av(fα1+α2) (3.19)

for any α1, α2 ≥ 0. We define the discrete divergence of a function F : E → R by

∇∗F (x) :=
∑

e∈E
e+=x

F (e)−
∑

e∈E
e−=x

F (e) =
d
∑

i=1

F ({x− ei, x})− F ({x, x + ei}).

Since for all f ∈ ℓ2(V ) and F ∈ ℓ2(E) we have

〈∇f, F 〉ℓ2(E) = 〈f,∇∗F 〉ℓ2(V ), (3.20)
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∇∗ can be seen as the adjoint of ∇. Note that the generator Lω defined in (3.11)

above is a finite-difference operator in divergence form as it can be rewritten as
(

Lωf)(x) = −∇∗(aω∇f)(x)− hκω(x) f(x). (3.21)

On the Hilbert space ℓ2(V ) the Dirichlet form associated with Lω is given by

Eω(f, g) :=
〈

f,−Lωg
〉

ℓ2(V )
=
〈

∇f, aω∇g
〉

ℓ2(E)
+ h

〈

f, κωg
〉

ℓ2(V )

=
〈

1,dΓω(f, g)
〉

ℓ2(E)
+ h

〈

f, κωg
〉

ℓ2(V )
, (3.22)

where dΓω(f, g) := aω∇f∇g. Further, set Eω(f) := Eω(f, f) and, for any η : V → R,

Γωη (f, g)(x) :=
∑

y∼x
av(η2)({x, y}) dΓω(f, g)({x, y}), Γω(f, g) := Γω1 (f, g).

Note that for all f, g, v, η : V → R,

〈

av(v) av(η2),dΓω(f, g)
〉

ℓ2(E)
=

1

2

〈

v,Γωη (f, g)
〉

ℓ2(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 x0 ∈ V , n ≥ 2(N4(x0) ∨ N5(x0)) fixed, write B(σ) ≡
Bω(x0, σn), σ ∈ [1/2, 1]. Let u ≥ 0 be such that Lω u ≥ 0 on Bω(x0, n) and set

v := ϕ · u for any ϕ : V → (0,∞). Then, under Assumption 3.1, for all α ∈ (0,∞)

and any p, q ∈ (1,∞] with 1/p + 1/q < 2/d′, there exist γ = γ(d′, p, q, α) ∈ (1,∞)

and c31 = c31(d, p, q, α) ∈ (0,∞) such that for all 1/2 ≤ σ′ < σ ≤ 1,

max
x∈B(σ′)

v(x) ≤
(

c31
mω(n)

(σ − σ′)2
)γ
∥

∥v
∥

∥

α,B(σ), (3.24)

where mω(n) := ‖1∨µω‖p,Bω(x0,n) ‖1∨νω‖q,Bω(x0,n)

(

1+‖Γω(ϕ,ϕ−1)‖p,Bω(x0,n) n
2
)

.

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 ⊂ V and a function η on V with

supp η ⊂ B, 0 ≤ η ≤ 1 and η ≡ 0 on ∂intB.
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Further, let u ≥ 0 be such that Lω u ≥ 0 onB and set v := ϕ·u for any ϕ : V → (0,∞).

There exists an absolute constant c32 <∞ such that for all α ≥ 1,

Eω(ηvα) ≤ c32α2
〈

v2α,Γω(η, η) − Γωη (ϕ,ϕ
−1)
〉

ℓ2(V )
.

Proof. Since Lωu ≥ 0 and u = ϕ−1v, (3.20), (3.21) and an application of the

product rule (3.18) yield

0 ≥
〈

η2ϕv2α−1,−Lω(ϕ−1v)
〉

ℓ2(V )

=
〈

∇(η2ϕv2α−1), aω∇(ϕ−1v)
〉

ℓ2(E)
+ h

〈

η2v2α, κω
〉

ℓ2(V )

=
〈

av(η2),dΓω(ϕv2α−1, ϕ−1v)
〉

ℓ2(E)
+
〈

av(ϕv2α−1),dΓω(η2, ϕ−1v)
〉

ℓ2(E)

+ h
〈

η2v2α, κω
〉

ℓ2(V )

=: T1 + T2 + T3. (3.25)

Let us first bound the term T1. Note that − av(ϕ−1)(∇ϕ) = av(ϕ)(∇ϕ−1) and

(∇ϕ)(∇ϕ−1) ≤ 0. Combining these observations with (3.19) and the product rule

(3.18), we obtain the following lower bound

dΓω(ϕv2α−1, ϕ−1v) ≥ av(ϕ) av(ϕ−1) dΓω(v2α−1, v) + av(v2α) dΓω(ϕ,ϕ−1)

+ av(ϕ)
(

av(v) dΓω(v2α−1, ϕ−1)− av(v2α−1) dΓω(v, ϕ−1)
)

. (3.26)

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

(

aα − bα
)2 ≤ α2

2α− 1

(

a− b
) (

a2α−1 − b2α−1
)

,

so that

dΓω(v2α−1, v) ≥ 2α− 1

α2
dΓω(vα, vα). (3.27)

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

∣

∣a2α−1b − ab2α−1
∣

∣ ≤ α− 1

α

∣

∣a2α − b2α
∣

∣,

which implies that
∣

∣ av(v)(e)∇v2α−1(e)− av(v2α−1)(e)∇v(e)
∣

∣

=
∣

∣v2α−1(e+)v(e−)− v2α−1(e−)v(e+)
∣

∣ ≤ 2(α − 1)

α

∣

∣ av(vα)(e)∇vα(e)
∣

∣

(3.28)

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

dΓω(ϕv2α−1, ϕ−1v) ≥ 2α− 1

α2
av(ϕ) av(ϕ−1) dΓω(vα, vα) + av(v2α) dΓω(ϕ,ϕ−1)

− 2(α− 1)

α
av(ϕ) av(vα)

∣

∣dΓω(vα, ϕ−1)
∣

∣ (3.29)

Notice that

av(ϕ)
∣

∣∇ϕ−1
∣

∣ =
√

av(ϕ) av(ϕ−1) ·
√

−(∇ϕ)(∇ϕ−1). (3.30)
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Hence, we use Young’s inequality in the form

|ab| ≤ 1

2
(εa2 + b2/ε). (3.31)

with ε = 1/(2α), a = ∇vα
√

av(ϕ) av(ϕ−1) and b = av(vα)
√

−(∇ϕ)(∇ϕ−1), which

together with another application of (3.19) yields

av(ϕ) av(vα)
∣

∣dΓω(vα, ϕ−1)
∣

∣ ≤ 1

4α
av(ϕ) av(ϕ−1)dΓω(vα)− α av(v2α)dΓω(ϕ,ϕ−1).

(3.32)

Combining this with (3.29) gives

T1 ≥
3α− 1

2α2

〈

av(η2) av(ϕ) av(ϕ−1),dΓω(vα, vα)
〉

ℓ2(E)

+ (2α− 1)
〈

av(η2) av(v2α),dΓω(ϕ,ϕ−1
〉

ℓ2(E)
. (3.33)

Next we bound the term T2. Observe that since av(ϕv2α−1) ≤ 2 av(ϕ) av(v2α−1)

it follows from the product rule (3.18) that

av(ϕv2α−1) dΓω(ϕ−1v, η2)

≥ −4 av(η) av(ϕ) av(v2α−1)
(

av(ϕ−1)
∣

∣dΓω(v, η)
∣

∣ + av(v)
∣

∣dΓω(ϕ−1, η)
∣

∣

)

.

(3.34)

Using again (3.19), (3.30) and (3.31) with ε = 4, a = ∇η
√

av(ϕ) av(ϕ−1) and

b = av(η)
√

−(∇ϕ)(∇ϕ−1) we get on the one hand

4 av(η) av(ϕ)
∣

∣dΓω(ϕ−1, η)
∣

∣ ≤ 8 av(ϕ) av(ϕ−1) dΓω(η, η) − 1

2
av(η2) dΓω(ϕ,ϕ−1).

(3.35)

On the other hand,

∣

∣ av(v2α−1)(e)(∇v)(e)
∣

∣

≤
∣

∣

∣
av(vα)(e)(∇vα)(e)

∣

∣

∣
+

1

2

∣

∣

∣

(

v2α−1(e+)v(e−)− v2α−1(e−)v(e+)
)

∣

∣

∣

(3.28)
≤ 2α− 1

α

∣

∣ av(vα)(e)∇vα(e)
∣

∣.

Thus, using again (3.19) and (3.31) with ε = 1/(4α), a = av(η)∇vα and b =

av(vα)∇η we get

4 av(η) av(v2α−1)
∣

∣dΓω(v, η)
∣

∣ ≤ 4
2α− 1

α
av(η) av(vα)

∣

∣dΓω(vα, η)
∣

∣

≤ 2α− 1

2α2
av(η2) dΓω(vα, vα) + 8(2α − 1) av(v2α) dΓω(η, η).

(3.36)
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Hence, by using the estimates (3.35) and (3.36) in (3.34) and applying again (3.19)

we get

av(ϕv2α−1) dΓω(ϕ−1v, η2) ≥ −2α− 1

2α2
av(η2) av(ϕ) av(ϕ−1)dΓω(vα, vα)

− 16α av(ϕ) av(ϕ−1) av(v2α) dΓω(η, η) +
1

2
av(η2) av(v2α) dΓω(ϕ,ϕ−1).

Since

av(ϕ−1) av(ϕ) = 1− 1

4
(∇ϕ)(∇ϕ−1)

and |∇η|2 ≤ 2 av(η2) we obtain the lower bound

T2 ≥ −
2α− 1

2α2

〈

av(η2) av(ϕ) av(ϕ−1),dΓω(vα, vα)
〉

ℓ2(E)

− 16α
〈

av(v2α),dΓω(η, η)
〉

ℓ2(E)

+
(

8α+
1

2

)

〈

av(η2) av(v2α),dΓω(ϕ,ϕ−1)
〉

ℓ2(E)
. (3.37)

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

0 ≥ 1

2α

〈

av(η2) av(ϕ) av(ϕ−1),dΓω(vα, vα)
〉

ℓ2(E)
− 16α

〈

av(v2α),dΓω(η, η)
〉

ℓ2(E)

+
(

10α − 1

2

)

〈

av(η2) av(v2α),dΓω(ϕ,ϕ−1)
〉

ℓ2(E)
+ h

〈

η2v2α, κω
〉

ℓ2(V )

≥ 1

4α
Eω(ηvα) −

(

16α +
1

2α

)

〈

av(v2α),dΓω(η, η)
〉

ℓ2(E)

+
(

10α− 1

2

)

〈

av(η2) av(v2α),dΓω(ϕ,ϕ−1)
〉

ℓ2(E)
,

where we used in the last step that av(ϕ) av(ϕ−1) ≥ 1 and that by (3.18) and (3.19)

av(η2) dΓω(vα, vα) ≥ 1

2
dΓω(ηvα, ηvα) − av(v2α) dΓω(η, η).

Using (3.23), we can conclude. �

The maximal inequality for v = u · ϕ 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 ϕ. Besides the Cacciopoli-

type estimate in Lemma 3.13 the second main ingredient is the following weighted

Sobolev inequality. For any x0 ∈ V and n ≥ N5(x0), Assumption 3.1-(ii) ensures

[6, Equation (23)] to hold for functions supported in Bω(x0, n), but with CS1 re-

placed by CS1n|Bω(x0, n)|
d′−1
d′ /|Bω(x0, 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 ⊂ Bω(x0, n),

∥

∥f2
∥

∥

̺,Bω(x0,n) ≤
(

CS1n
∣

∣Bω(x0, n)
∣

∣

d′−1
d′

|Bω(x0, n)|

)2
∣

∣Bω(x0, n)
∣

∣

2/d′∥
∥νω

∥

∥

q,Bω(x0,n)
Eω(f)

|Bω(x0, n)|

≤ C2
S1
n2
∥

∥νω
∥

∥

q,Bω(x0,n)
Eω(f)

|Bω(x0, n)|
,

(3.38)

where ̺ := d′/(d′−2+d′/q). Combining this with Lemma 3.13 then yields an upper

bound of ‖v‖2αk+1p∗,B
in terms of ‖v‖2αkp∗,B′ with a ball B′ slightly bigger than B,

p∗ := p/(p−1) and k ∈ N0, for some α = α(d′, p, q) which is strictly bigger than one

thanks to our condition on p and q, see (3.41) below. Iterating this inequality then

gives the desired maximal inequality.

Proposition 3.14. For any x0 ∈ V , n ≥ 2(N4(x0) ∨ N5(x0)) fixed, write B(σ) ≡
Bω(x0, σn), σ ∈ [1/2, 1]. Let u ≥ 0 be such that Lω u ≥ 0 on B(1) and set v := ϕ · u
for any ϕ : V → (0,∞). Then, under Assumption 3.1, for any p, q ∈ (1,∞] with

1/p+1/q < 2/d′, there exist γ′ = γ′(d′, p, q) ∈ (1,∞) and c33 = c33(d
′, p, q) such that

for all β ∈ [2p∗,∞] and for all 1/2 ≤ σ′ < σ ≤ 1,

∥

∥v
∥

∥

β,B(σ′) ≤ c33

(

mω(n)

(σ − σ′)2
)γ′
∥

∥v
∥

∥

2p∗,B(σ), (3.39)

where p∗ = p/(p − 1) and mω(n) as in Proposition 3.12.

Proof. For fixed 1/2 ≤ σ′ < σ ≤ 1, let {B(σk)}k be a sequence of balls with radii

σkn centred at x0, where

σk = σ′ + τk−1 and τk = 2−k−1(σ − σ′), k ∈ N0.

Note that σk = σk+1 + τk, σ0 = σ and σk → σ′ as k → ∞. Further, for any k ∈ N0

set αk := αk where α := ̺/p∗ and ̺ := d′/(d′ − 2 + d′/q) as in (3.38) above. Since

1/p + 1/q < 2/d′ we have ̺ > p∗ and therefore αk > 1 for every k. Due to the

discreteness of the underlying space Zd, we distinguish two different cases.

Let us first consider the case τkn < 1, that is B(σk+1) = B(σk). Set α∗ :=

α/(α − 1). Then, note that

∥

∥v2αk
∥

∥

αp∗,B(σk+1) =
∥

∥v2αkv2αk(α−1)
∥

∥

1/α
p∗,B(σk+1)

≤
∥

∥v2αk
∥

∥

1/α
p∗,B(σk)

(

max
x∈B(σk)

v(x)2αk

)1/α∗ ≤ |B(σk)|1/(α∗p∗)
∥

∥v2αk
∥

∥

p∗,B(σk),

where we used the trivial estimate maxx∈B(σk) v(x)
2αk ≤

(
∑

x∈B(σk)
v(x)2αkp∗

)1/p∗

in the last step. Since d/(2α∗p∗) ≤ 1 and n < 1/τk, we get by Assumption 3.1-(i),

|B(σk)|1/(α∗p∗) ≤ |Bω(x0, n)|1/(α∗p∗) ≤ cτ−1
k ,
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and therefore

∥

∥v
∥

∥

2αk+1p∗,B(σk+1) ≤
(

c
22k

(σ − σ′)2
)1/(2αk)

∥

∥v
∥

∥

2αkp∗,B(σk). (3.40)

Consider now the case τkn ≥ 1. Let ηk be a cut-off function with supp ηk ⊂
B(σk) such that ηk ≡ 1 on B(σk+1), ηk ≡ 0 on ∂intB(σk) and with linear decay on

B(σk) \B(σk+1) so that ‖∇η‖ℓ∞(E) ≤ 1/(τkn). Recall that by volume regularity, see

Assumption 3.1-(i), |B(σ)|/|B(σ′)| ≤ C2
reg2

d. Then, by taking f = ηkv
αk in (3.38)

we get

∥

∥v2αk
∥

∥

̺,B(σk+1) ≤ c
∥

∥(ηk v
αk)2

∥

∥

̺,B(σk) ≤ cn2
∥

∥νω
∥

∥

q,Bω(x0,n)
Eω(ηkvαk)

|B(σk)|
.

On the other hand, using Lemma 3.13, the fact that supp(ηk) ⊆ B(σk) with av(η2k) ≤
1 and Γω(η, η) ≤ µω/(τkn)2, and Hölder’s inequality we find

Eω(ηkvαk)

|B(σk)|
≤ c α2

k

(

∥

∥v2αkΓω(ηk, ηk)
∥

∥

1,B(σk) +
∥

∥v2αkΓω(ϕ,ϕ−1)
∥

∥

1,B(σk)

)

≤ c α2
k

(

1

(τkn)2
+
∥

∥Γω(ϕ,ϕ−1)
∥

∥

p,B(σk)

)

∥

∥1 ∨ µω
∥

∥

p,B(σk)

∥

∥v2αk
∥

∥

p∗,B(σk).

Hence, using αk+1p∗ = αk̺ we combine the last two estimates to obtain that

∥

∥v
∥

∥

2αk+1p∗,B(σk+1) ≤
(

c
22k α2

k

(σ − σ′)2 m
ω(n)

)1/(2αk)
∥

∥v
∥

∥

2αkp∗,B(σk). (3.41)

By iterating the inequalities (3.40) and (3.41), respectively, and using the fact that
∑∞

k=0 k/αk < ∞ and B(σ′) ⊆ B(σK) there exists c = c(d′, p, q) < ∞ such that, for

any K ∈ N,

∥

∥v
∥

∥

2αKp∗,B(σ′) ≤ c

K−1
∏

k=0

(

mω(n)

(σ − σ′)2
)1/(2αk)

∥

∥v
∥

∥

2p∗,B(σ).

Setting γ′ := 1
2

∑∞
k=0(1/αk) <∞ we get

max
x∈B(σ′)

v(x) = lim
K→∞

∥

∥v
∥

∥

2αKp∗,B(σ′) ≤ c

(

mω(n)

(σ − σ′)2
)γ
∥

∥v
∥

∥

2p∗,B(σ).

For any β ∈ [2p∗,∞) the claim is immediate since ‖v‖β,B(σ′) ≤ maxx∈B(σ′) v(x). �

Proof of Proposition 3.12. The maximal inequality (3.24), with γ =
(

1∨ 2p∗
α

)

γ′ > 1,

follows now from Proposition 3.14 as in [6, Corollary 3.9], cf. also [7, Corol-

lary 3.4]. �

3.3.3. Exponential decay via Agmon’s method. We will now use Lemma 3.13 to

bound averages of v2 in B′ by averages of v2 in B \ B′ for B′ ⊂ B. Recall the

constant c32 from Lemma 3.13.
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Lemma 3.15. Let B ( V be connected and B′ ⊂ B. Let η : V → [0, 1] such that

supp η ⊂ B, η ≡ 1 on B′ ∪ ∂outB′ and η ≡ 0 on ∂intB. Further, let u ≥ 0 be such that

Lω u ≥ 0 on B and let ϕ > 0 be such that

∣

∣Γω(ϕ,ϕ−1)
∣

∣ ≤ h

2c32
κω on V , (3.42)

and set v := ϕ · u. Then there exists an absolute constant c34 <∞ such that

∑

x∈B′

v2(x)κω(x) ≤ c34

(

1 + h−1
∥

∥∇η
∥

∥

2
ℓ∞(E)

)

∑

x∈B\B′

v2(x)
(

µω(x) ∨ κω(x)
)

.

Proof. Note that Γωη (ϕ,ϕ
−1) ≥ Γω(ϕ,ϕ−1)1B as av(η2) ≤ 1, supp η ⊂ B \ ∂intB and

dΓω(ϕ,ϕ−1) ≤ 0. Hence, by Lemma 3.13 with α = 1,

h
〈

v2, κωη2
〉

ℓ2(B)
≤ Eω(ηv) ≤ c32

〈

v2,Γω(η, η)
〉

ℓ2(V )
− c32

〈

v2,Γω(ϕ,ϕ−1)
〉

ℓ2(B)
.

By rearranging and using (3.42) we obtain that

c32
〈

v2,Γω(η, η)
〉

ℓ2(V )
≥ h

〈

v2, (η2 − 1
2 )κ

ω
〉

ℓ2(B)

=
h

2

〈

v2, κω
〉

ℓ2(B′)
+ h
〈

v2, (η2 − 1
2)κ

ω
〉

ℓ2(B\B′)

≥ h

2

〈

v2, κω
〉

ℓ2(B′)
− h

2

〈

v2, κω
〉

ℓ2(B\B′)
.

Since Γω(η, η)(x) ≤ ‖∇η‖2ℓ∞(E) µ
ω(x)1B\B′ , x ∈ V , rearranging gives the claim. �

In the proof of Theorem 3.10 below we will apply Lemma 3.15 for a perturbation

function ϕ of the form ϕ(y) = exp(−λ
√
hdωκ(x, y)) with dωκ as defined in (3.13). In

the next lemma we show that for such ϕ the condition (3.42) is satisfied, provided

λ > 0 is sufficiently small.

Lemma 3.16. Let ϕ = eψ with ψ(y) := −λ
√
h dωκ(x, y) for λ > 0. For every δ > 0

there exists λ0 = λ0(δ, d) > 0 such that for all λ ∈ (0, λ0),

∣

∣Γω(ϕ,ϕ−1)
∣

∣ ≤ δ hκω on V .

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

∣

∣Γω(ϕ,ϕ−1)(y)
∣

∣ ≤
∑

z∼y
aω(y, z)

∣

∣

∣

(

eψ(z) − eψ(y)
) (

e−ψ(z) − e−ψ(y)
)

∣

∣

∣

= 2
∑

z∼y
aω(y, z)

(

cosh
(

|∇ψ({y, z}|
)

− 1
)

,

and for any e ∈ E,

∣

∣∇ψ(e)
∣

∣ ≤ λ
√
h
∣

∣dωκ(x, e
+)− dωκ(x, e−)

∣

∣

(3.13)
≤ λ

√
h

(

1 ∧ κ
ω(e+) ∧ κω(e−)

aω(e)

)1/2

.
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Recall that h ∈ (0, 1]. Using that b
(

cosh(z) − 1
)

≤ cosh(
√
bz) − 1 for all z ∈ R and

any b ≥ 1, we obtain that

∣

∣Γω(ϕ,ϕ−1)(y)
∣

∣ ≤ 2hκω(y)
∑

z∼y

1

h

(

1 ∨ aω(y, z)

κω(y) ∧ κω(z)
)(

cosh
(

|∇ψ({y, z}|
)

− 1
)

≤ 4d
(

cosh(λ)− 1
)

hκω(y).

Since 4d
(

cosh(λ)− 1
)

≤ δ for λ sufficiently small, the result follows. �

Proof of Theorem 3.8. Let us fix x, y ∈ C∞(ω) such that ρω(x, y) ≥ N11(ω, x) :=

8(N4(ω, x) ∨N5(ω, x)) ∨ 2(N7(ω, x) ∨N10(ω, x)) and set n := ρω(x, y)/4. In partic-

ular, n ≥ 2(N4(ω, x) ∨ N5(ω, x)). Take B′ = Bω(x, n) and B = Bω(x, 2n), which

satisfy |B| ≤ c|B′| by Assumption 3.1-(i). Recall that the function u(z) = gω(y, z)

is harmonic on V \ {y}, and thus also on B. Finally, let ϕ(z) = exp(−λ
√
hdωκ(x, z))

for some λ ∈ (0, 1) only depending on c32 such that (3.42) holds (see Lemma 3.16).

Then, setting again v := u · ϕ, by the maximal inequality in Proposition 3.12,

Hölder’s inequality and Lemma 3.15 we obtain that

max
z∈Bω(x,n/2)

v(z) ≤ cmω(n)γ
∥

∥v
∥

∥

1,B′ ≤ cmω(n)γ
∥

∥1/κω
∥

∥

1/2
1,B′

∥

∥v
√
κω
∥

∥

2,B′

≤ cmω(n)γ
∥

∥1/κω
∥

∥

1/2
1,B





1 + h−1 ‖∇η‖2ℓ∞(E)

|B′|
∑

z∈B\B′

v2(z)
(

µω(z) ∨ κω(z)
)





1/2

≤ cmω(n)γ
∥

∥1/κω
∥

∥

1/2
1,B

∥

∥µω ∨ κω
∥

∥

1/2
1,B

(

1 + h−1
∥

∥∇η
∥

∥

2
ℓ∞(E)

)1/2
max
z∈B\B′

v(z).

Take η a linear cutoff function between B′ and B so that ‖∇η‖ℓ∞(E) ≤ c/n. Recall

(3.14) and that by Lemma 3.16, ‖Γω(ϕ,ϕ−1)‖p,Bω(x,3n) ≤ ch‖κω‖p,Bω(x,3n) ≤ ch.

Hence, using the definition of mω(n) in Proposition 3.12, (3.14) and the equality

ϕ(x) = 1, there exists c = c(d′, p, q, Cint) such that

u(x) ≤ c
(

1 + hn2
)γ
(

1 +
1

hn2

)1/2(

max
z∈B\B′

u(z)
)(

max
z∈(B′)c

ϕ(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 ρω(y, z) ≥ 2n ≥ cρω(x, y)

for any z ∈ B \B′, we may apply Proposition 3.4, which implies that

u(z) ≤ c

ρω(y, z)d−2
≤ c

ρω(x, y)d−2
, ∀z ∈ B \B′.

Combining this with (3.43) yields the claim. �

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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∇φ 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 = (Zd, Ed, ā, κ), d ≥ 3,

equipped with symmetric weights ā : Ed → (0,∞) and a killing measure κ̄ : Zd →
[0,∞), possibly equal to zero. Assume that the Green’s function ḡ(x, y), x, y ∈ Zd,

associated with the random walk on Zd with generator given by (1.7) when aω = ā,

h = 1, and κω = κ̄, satisfies

ḡ(x, y) ≤ CG |x− y|2−d, ∀x 6= y ∈ Zd, (4.1)

for some constant CG < ∞. For instance one can consider constant weights with

zero killing measure. Let (φx)x∈Zd be the Gaussian free field on G, i.e. the centred

Gaussian field, under a probability measure PG, with covariance function

EG[φxφy] = ḡ(x, y), x, y ∈ Zd. (4.2)

Proposition 4.1. Under (4.1), assume that (ωx)x∈Zd has the same law under Pu as

(φx + u)x∈Zd under PG for all u ∈ R, and that ωe = 0 for all e ∈ Ed. Then for all

intervals I ⊂ R, ξP > 1, χP ∈ (0, d−2
2 ), εP = 1 and aP = d − 2, there exist constants

CP , RP , LP <∞, only depending on CG, such that (Pu)u∈I 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, x1, x2, u and û as in P3 for some ξP > 1 and

some χP < d−2
2 . It follows from the Markov property of the Gaussian free field,

see [63, Lemma 1.2], that there exist two independent Gaussian fields φ̃(1) and

h(1) such that φ = φ̃(1) + h(1), where φ̃(1) is independent of φ|Q(x1,LξP ) and h(1) is

σ(φx, x ∈ Q(x1, L
ξP ))-measurable. Moreover, setting

B(1) :=

{

sup
Q(x2,LξP )

|h(1)| ≤ 1

2
R−χP

}

, (4.3)

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 < ∞, only
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depending on CG, such that if L ≥ LP and R ≥ RP ,

PG
(

(B(1))c
)

≤ 2 |Q(x2, L
ξP +RL)| exp

(

− R−2χP

8 sup{x: ‖x‖≥RL} ḡ(0, x)

)

≤ 2 (LξP +RL)d exp
(

− (CG/8)R
d−2−2χPLd−2

)

≤ 1

2
exp(−(CG/9)Ld−2).

(4.4)

Let h̃(1) be a random variable independent of φ and with the same law as h(1), B̃(1)

as in (4.3) but with h̃(1) instead of h(1), and let B = B(1) ∩ B̃(1). Then, for all

x ∈ Q(x2, L
ξP ),

(φ̃(1)x + h̃(1)x + u)1B ≥ (φ̃(1)x + h(1)x −R−χP + u)1B ≥ (φx + û)1B .

Therefore for all increasing events A ⊂ [0,∞)Q(x1,LξP ) × [0,∞)Q(x2,LξP ),

PG
(

B,
(

(φx + û)x∈Q(x1,LξP ), (φx + û)x∈Q(x2,LξP )

)

∈ A
∣

∣φ|Q(x1,LξP )

)

≤ PG
((

(φx + u)x∈Q(x1,LξP ), (φ̃
(1)
x + h̃(1)x + u)x∈Q(x2,LξP )

)

∈ A
∣

∣φ|Q(x1,LξP )

)

,
(4.5)

and similarly for decreasing events when exchanging û and u. Since φ̃
(1)
x + h̃

(1)
x has

the same law as φ and is independent of φ|Q(x1,LξP ), condition P3 follows easily

from (4.4) and (4.5). �

For the next result, we extend the definition of dω and µu from (1.1) and (1.2)

to the case where, instead of a family of weights (tωe )e∈Ed
on the edges, we have a

family of weights (tωx )x∈Zd 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 {x ∈ Zd : φx ≥ h}, h ∈ R, of the Gaussian free field on

(Zd, Ed, 1, 0) under PG.

Corollary 4.2. Let āe = 1 for all e ∈ Ed and κ̄x = 0 for all x ∈ Zd. Fix a decreasing

function f : R 7→ [0,∞) such that EG[f(φ0)] < ∞. Set hf := inf{t ∈ R : f(t) = 0}
with the convention inf ∅ := +∞, and take (tωx)x∈Zd with the same law under P0 as

(f(φx))x∈Zd under PG. Then, for all x ∈ Zd,

µ0(x) > 0 if hf > h∗ and µ0(x) = 0 if hf < h∗. (4.6)

Moreover, if hf > h∗, then for all δ > 4 there exist positive constants CFPP and c35 such

that for all n ∈ N,

P0 (dω(0, nx) ≤ CFPPn) ≤ exp

(

− c35n

log(n)δ1d=3

)

. (4.7)

Proof. Let us first assume that hf < h∗. Since f is decreasing, for all h ∈ (hf , h∗),
{

x ∈ Zd : φx ≥ h
}

⊂
{

x ∈ Zd : f(φx) = 0
}

,

and in particular
{

x ∈ Zd : f(φx) = 0
}

contains at least one infinite connected

component. It follows from the Burton-Keane theorem, see e.g. [45, Theorem 12.2],

that
{

x ∈ Zd : f(φx) = 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 x ∈ Zd and n ∈ N,

PG
(

0←→ nx in
{

x ∈ Zd : f(φx) = 0
})

≥ PG
(

0 ∈ C∞
)2
> 0.

The claim µ0(x) = 0 then follows directly from Proposition 2.1.

Let us now assume that hf > h∗, and take I = (−1, hf − h∗). Let ω be as in

Proposition 4.1, N = {0}, and t(ω1
V , ω

2
V , ωE) =

1
2(f(ω

1
V ) + f(ω2

V )) satisfying (2.1).

Noting that for all u ∈ I ,
{

x ∈ Zd : f(φx + u) = 0
}

⊂
{

x ∈ Zd : φx ≥ hf − u
}

,

condition (2.12) is fulfilled (for tωx = f(ωx) instead of tωe ) by [38, Theorem 1.1]

since hf − u > h∗ for all u ∈ I. Moreover, condition (2.4) with u = 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. �

Remark 4.3. When d ≥ 4, the probability that dω(0, nx) 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(x) = 1{x<h} for h > h∗,

Pu(dω(0, nx) ≤ cn) ≥ Pu(0←→ nx in E≥h) ≥ exp
(

− c′n
log(n)

)

.

Similarly as in [44], we believe that the optimal logarithmic correction is indeed

log(n), and not log(n)δ for some δ > 4 as in (4.7).

Note that Theorem 1.2 is a particular case of Corollary 4.2 for the choice f(s) =

1{s<h} since hf = 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 ω is as in Corollary 4.2, N = {0}, a(ω1
V , ω

2
V , ωE) = eγ(ω

1
V +ω2

V ), and

κ(ωV ) = eγωV , respectively. The monotonicity condition (3.1) is clearly fulfilled,

while Assumption 3.9-(i) holds since (κ(ω1
V ) ∧ κ(ω2

V ))/a(ω
1
V , ω

2
V , ωE) = e−γω

1
V ∧

e−γω
2
V 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∞ = Zd.

Finally, Assumption 3.9-(ii) follows from the fact that eγφ0 ∈ 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 µωκ is positive using Theorem 1.2, as well as

the bounds e−γφx ≥ e−γh if φx ≤ h and e−γφx ≥ 0 otherwise for h large enough,

and conclude by Corollary 1.4.

Remark 4.4. (i) In Corollary 1.4, the weights aω(x, y), x ∼ y, depend on φx, φy via

the function f(t, s) = eγ(t+s). 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, s)1{t≥h,s≥h} 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 (āe)e∈Ed 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

(āx,y)x,y∈Zd 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 CG. Then conditions P2 and P3 hold Q-a.s. by Propo-

sition 4.1. Moreover, the constants appearing in condition P3 only depend on CG,

in particular not on ā, 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 φ

is the (annealed) Gaussian free field on the graph with the random conductances

ā under Q. For instance, when the conductances (āe)e∈Ed are uniformly elliptic,

(4.1) follows from the heat kernel bounds in [30]. Note that for an appropriate

choice of the random conductances (āe)e∈Ed
this corresponds to a Ginzburg-Landau

∇φ 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 Fα, α > 0,

of Gaussian fields all satisfying condition P3 recently studied in [58, Section 2].

More precisely one can respectively replace the fields h(1) and φ̃(1) in the proof of

Proposition 4.1 by the fields gR and fR from [58, Proposition 3.10] with R = LξP ,

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 Fα satisfies P3

with εP = 1 and any aP = α. The Gaussian free field belongs to F(d−2)/2 by [58,

Lemma 2.9], and in fact also to Fd−2 by the recent article [66], which gives another

proof of Proposition 4.1. The class Fα also contains other discrete Gaussian fields

such as the membrane model in dimension d ≥ 5 for α = (d − 4)/2, see [58,

Section 3] for details.

4.2. Ginzburg-Landau ∇φ Interface Model. The Ginzburg-Landau ∇φ 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 φ = {φ(x) : x ∈ Zd} sampled from a

Gibbs measure formally given by Z−1 exp(−H(ϕ))
∏

x∈Zd dϕ(x) with formal Hamil-

tonian H(ϕ) =
∑

e∈Ed
V (∇ϕ(e)) and potential V ∈ C2(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 Zd for d ≥ 3, and fix a symmetric

potential V ∈ C2(R) such that

C− ≤ V ′′(t) ≤ C+ for all t ∈ R, (4.8)

for some constants 0 < C− ≤ C+ < ∞. If Λ ⊂ Zd is a finite subset of Zd, we

denote by Λ̄ = {x ∈ Zd : x has a neighbor in Λ}, and by Λ∗ the set of edges between

vertices in Λ̄. Let us denote by Γdn = (Z/nZ)d the d-dimensional torus, and if Λ = Γdn,

we take Λ̄ = Λ and Λ∗ the set of edges of Λ. If Λ ⊂ Zd is finite, or Λ = Γdn for some

n ∈ N, for any fixed m ≥ 0 and ξ ∈ RZd
we define the Hamiltonian

Hξ
Λ,m(φ) =

1

2

∑

x,y∈Λ̄:
(x,y)∈Λ∗

V (φx − φy) +
m2

2

∑

x∈Λ
φ2x for all φ ∈ RΛ̄ with φ|Λ̄\Λ = ξ|Λ̄\Λ.

Note that Hξ
Λ,m(φ) does not depend on the boundary condition ξ when Λ is the

torus Γdn. The associated Gibbs probability measure on (RΛ,B(RΛ)) is given by

µξΛ,m(dφ) =
1

ZξΛ
exp

(

−Hξ
Λ(φ)

)

∏

x∈Λ
dφx,

where ZξΛ is a suitable normalizing constant. This is well-defined (i.e. ZξΛ < ∞) as

long as either Λ is a finite subset of Zd and m ≥ 0, or Λ = Γdn and m > 0, which we

will assume from now on. Let us denote by µξ,GΛ,m the associated Gaussian free field,

that is the Gibbs measure associated to the choice V (t) = C−t2, with C− as in (4.8).

It satisfies the following exponential Brascamp-Lieb inequality: for all ν ∈ RΛ,

E
µξΛ,m

[

exp

(

∣

∣

∣

〈

ν, φ− E
µξΛ,m

(φ)
〉

l2(Λ)

∣

∣

∣

)]

≤ 2 exp
(1

2
Var

µξ,GΛ,m

(

〈ν, φ〉l2(Λ)
)

)

. (4.9)

When m = 0, (4.9) was proved in [31, Lemma 2.9]. The case m > 0 can be

proven as follows. Since Λ can be identified with Λ × {0}, Hξ
Λ,m corresponds to

the massless Gibbs probability measure for the graph Λ × {0, 1}, with potential V

between (x, i) and (y, i), x ∼ y ∈ Λ and i ∈ {0, 1}, and potential m2t2/2 between

(x, 0) and (x, 1), x ∈ Λ, and with 0 boundary condition on Λ×{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 Λ×{0}
or Λ×{1}, and by m2 for edges between Λ×{0} and Λ×{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 m2 on the right-hand side).

As we now explain, the Brascamp-Lieb inequality (4.9) classically yields the ex-

istence of a φ-Gibbs measure on Zd, i.e. a probability measure on RZd
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

µ0 := lim
m→0

lim
n→∞

µ0Γd
n,m

(4.10)

exists, and µ0 is the unique φ-Gibbs measure on Zd which is invariant and ergodic with

respect to lattice shifts, and under which φ0 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 (nk)k≥0 increasing to infinity, and a se-

quence (ml)l≥0 decreasing to zero, such that the weak limit

µ0 := lim
l→∞

lim
k→∞

µ0Γd
nk
,ml

exists. (4.11)

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 µ0 is a φ-Gibbs

measure on Zd and that it is invariant with respect to lattice shifts. Moreover, note

that for each m > 0, Var
µ0,G
Γd
n,m

(φ0) is the Green’s function associated to the random

walk on Γdn with weights C− and killing measurem2, and is thus bounded uniformly

in n by the reciprocal of the probability that the random walk on Zd with weights

C− and killing measure m2 is immediately killed, which is finite. Therefore, since

φ0 is centered under µ0
Γd
n,m

, one can use (4.9) to prove that, for each l ∈ N and

ν > 0, exp(νφ0) is bounded in L2 under (µ0
Γd
n,ml

)n∈N. In particular, under some other

probability space, a sequence of random variables with the same law as exp(νφ0)

under (µ0
Γd
nk
,ml

)k∈N converges in L1 to a random variable with the same law as

exp(νφ0) under µ0ml
, where µ0ml

is the limit of µ0
Γd
nk
,ml

as k → ∞. Taking the limit,

we thus deduce that (4.9) for νδ0 still holds for µ0ml
. Since Var

µ0,Gml

(φ0) is uniformly

bounded in l by the Green’s function associated with the random walk on Zd with

weights C− and zero killing measure, we can similarly deduce that φ0 has finite

exponential moments under µ0. In particular, φ0 is square integrable and has mean

zero under µ0 by symmetry.

In order to prove uniqueness and ergodicity, let us first prove the uniqueness and

existence of ergodic ∇φ-Gibbs measure on Zd, see e.g. [40, Definition 2.2]. We

proceed similarly to [41] where a weaker (and more common) notion of an ergodic

measure µ than the one in condition P1 is used. More precisely, that notion of

ergodicity requires that µ(A) ∈ {0, 1} for any A ∈ F satisfying τx(A) = A for all

x ∈ Zd. Nevertheless, as we now explain, the arguments in [41] can be adapted to
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our setting. For each x ∈ Zd, we say that a probability measure µ is x-directionally

ergodic if µ(A) ∈ {0, 1} for any A ∈ F such that τx(A) = A, and that µ is ergodic

if µ is x-directionally ergodic for all x ∈ Zd (which corresponds to the definition

of ergodicity in P1). Then, by [41, Theorem 3.1] there exists at most one square

integrable ∇φ-Gibbs measure µ on Ed with zero mean and such that µ(A) ∈ {0, 1}
for any A ∈ F satisfying τx(A) = A for all x ∈ Zd. Therefore, for each x ∈ Zd, there

is also at most one square integrable x-directionally ergodic ∇φ-Gibbs measure on

Ed with zero mean.

We now turn to the existence of an ergodic ∇φ-Gibbs measure. For each x ∈ Zd,

[43, Proposition 14.9] remains valid (see the comment below its proof) when the

σ-algebra of invariant sets is replaced by the larger set of events that are only τx-

invariant. In fact, note that {τkx, k ∈ N} is an infinite subgroup of {τy, y ∈ Zd},
and any τx-invariant event is τkx-invariant for all k ∈ N. In particular, [43, The-

orems 14.15 and 14.17] remain valid when replacing ergodic by x-directionally

ergodic, and thus an x-directionally ergodic ∇φ-Gibbs measure exists as an ex-

tremal element of the convex set of τx-invariant ∇φ-Gibbs measures. Moreover, for

each x ∈ Zd, one can use an x-directionally ergodic decomposition of τx-invariant

Gibbs measure similarly as below equation (3.5) in [41] to prove that there exists

a square integrable x-directionally ergodic ∇φ-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 x-directional

ergodicity is stronger than the notion of ergodicity used in [40], we deduce that

there exists at most one square integrable x-directionally ergodic φ-Gibbs measure

on Zd with zero mean, and we denote it by µx 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 φ-Gibbs measures, to show that all

square-integrable τx-invariant φ-Gibbs measures with zero mean can be uniquely

decomposed via square integrable x-directionally ergodic φ-Gibbs measure with

zero mean, and thus either there are no such τx-invariant measures, or they are

all equal to µx. Since the limiting measure µ0 from (4.10) is a square-integrable

τx-invariant φ-Gibbs measure with zero mean, we conclude that µx = µ0 for all

x ∈ Zd. The limit in (4.11) does not depend on the choice of the subsequences (nk)

and (ml) by uniqueness, and we obtain (4.10) by a sub-subsequence argument. �

We now turn to the proof of the decoupling inequality, which follows from a

modification of the ideas from [62]. For S1, S2 ⊂ Zd disjoint we define

Ξ(S1, S2) = sup
x∈S1

supy∈S2
g(x, y)

infy∈S2 g(x, y)
Px(HS2 <∞). (4.12)

Here, g(·, ·) denotes the Green’s function associated with the simple random walk

((Xt)t≥0, (Px)x∈Zd) on Zd, and HS := inf{t ≥ 0 : Xt ∈ S} the first hitting time of

any S ⊂ Zd with the convention inf ∅ :=∞.
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Proposition 4.6. There exist constants c36, c37 > 0 such that for any disjoint S1, S2 ⊂
Zd, any increasing fi : Z

d → [0, 1] supported on Si, i ∈ {1, 2}, and all ε ∈ (0, 1],

Eµ0 [f1f2] ≤ Eµ0 [f1(φ+ ε)]Eµ0 [f2(φ+ ε)] + c36|S2| exp
(

−c37ε2Ξ(S1, S2)−2
)

.

(4.13)

Proof. For each Λ ⊂ Γdn, x ∈ Λ, ψ ∈ RΛ, ξ ∈ RΓd
n\Λ and m > 0 we denote by PΛ,ξ

x,ψ,m

the transition kernel associated with the time-inhomogenous Markov process on Γdn
starting at x at time t = 0 with generator given by (1.7) but with time-dependent

jump rates aωt (x, y) = V ′′(φx(t) − φy(t)), h = 1 and κω(x) = m2 for all x ∈ Γdn,

where φt = (φt(x), x ∈ Γdn) is the solution to the Langevin equation
{

φt(x) = ψ(x)−
∫ t
0 m

2φs(x) +
∑

y:|x−y|=1 V
′(φs(x)− φs(y)) ds +

√
2wt(x), x ∈ Λ,

φt(x) = ξ(x), x 6∈ Λ,

with (wt(x))t≥0, x ∈ Λ, being independent Brownian motions. This transition ker-

nel then corresponds to the Markov process X appearing in the Helffer-Sjöstrand

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 φ̃, independent

and with the same law as φ under µ0
Γd
n,m

, and

ΣmΓd
n
(S1, S2) := sup

x∈S1

sup
ξ∈RS2

sup
ψ∈RΓd

n\S2

P
Γd
n\S2,ξ

x,ψ,m (HS2 <∞)

1− PΓd
n\S2,ξ

x,ψ,m (HS2 <∞)
, (4.14)

where we identify Γdn with Λn := {⌊(n − 1)/2⌋, . . . , ⌈(n − 1)/2⌉}d ⊂ Zd and as-

sume from now on that n is large enough so that S1, S2 ⊂ Γdn. 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 1Ah with Ah only depending

on {1{φx≥h}, x ∈ S1} is replaced by f1(φ − h), the set Λ ⊂ Zd is replaced by the

torus Γdn, and a mass m > 0 is added. Thus, conditionally on (φx, φ̃x)x∈S2 , on the

event

GΓd
n,m,M

:=
⋂

ξ∈QS2

⋂

(x,ψ)∈S1×QΓd
n\S2

{

E
Γd
n\S2,ξ

x,ψ,m

[

φHS2
− φ̃HS2

|HS2 <∞
]

≤M
}

,

with M ≤ ε
(

1 + (Σm
Γd
n
(S1, S2))

−1
)

, we have

E0
µ
Γd
n,m

[

f1(φ)
∣

∣(φx)x∈S2

]

≤ E0
µ
Γd
n,m

[

f1(φ̃+ ε)
∣

∣(φ̃x)x∈S2

]

. (4.15)

Using (4.15), the inequality

Eµ0
Γd
n,m

[f1f2] ≤ Eµ0
Γd
n,m

[

Eµ0
Γd
n,m

[

f1(φ)
∣

∣ (φx)x∈S2

]

f2(φ)1G
Γd
n,m,M

]

+µ0Γd
n,m

(

GcΓd
n,m,M

)

,

the independence of φ̃ and φ, and (4.10), we deduce that in order to obtain (4.13)

it suffices to show that

lim inf
m→0

lim inf
n→∞

µ0Γd
n,m

(

GcΓd
n,m,ε(1+(Σm

Γd
n
(S1,S2))−1)

)

≤ c |S2| exp
(

−c′ε2Ξ(S1, S2)−2
)

.

(4.16)



50 SEBASTIAN ANDRES AND ALEXIS PRÉVOST

First, for all ν > 0 and M > 0, by a union bound, Markov’s inequality and (4.9),

µ0Γd
n,m

(

GcΓd
n,m,M

)

≤ 2µ0Γd
n,m

(

∃x ∈ S2 : |φx| >
M

2

)

≤ 2
∑

x∈S2

Eµ0
Γd
n,m

[

exp
(

ν|φx|
)

]

exp(−νM/2) ≤ 4|S2| exp
(

ν2g(0, 0)

2C−
− νM

2

)

.

Taking ν = cM for a small enough constant c we thus obtain for all M > 0,

µ0Γd
n,m

(

GcΓd
n,m,M

)

≤ 2|S2| exp(−c′M2). (4.17)

Next we bound Σm
Γd
n
(S1, S2). Define ∂Γdn the internal boundary of Γdn seen as the

subset Λn of Zd. Then

P
Γd
n\S2,ξ

x,ψ,m (HS2 <∞) ≤ PΓd
n\S2,ξ

x,ψ,m (HS2 < H∂Γd
n
) + P

Γd
n\S2,ξ

x,ψ,m (H∂Γd
n
<∞). (4.18)

Since before time H∂Γd
n

the Markov chain on Γdn has the same law as the Markov

chain on Λn before H∂Λn , it follows from in [62, Corollary 3.2] that there exists a

constant c = c(d) such that, uniformly in m > 0, x ∈ S1, n ∈ N, ψ ∈ RΓd
n\S2 and

ξ ∈ RS2,

P
Γd
n\S2,ξ

x,ψ,m (HS2 < H∂Γd
n
) ≤ cΞ(S1, S2). (4.19)

Moreover, when started at any x ∈ S1, if H∂Γd
n
<∞, 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 x, n, ψ and ξ,

P
Γd
n\S2,ξ

x,ψ,m (H∂Γd
n
<∞) ≤

(

1− m

m+ dC+

)n/4

−→
n→∞

0. (4.20)

Taking M = ε
(

1+(Σm
Γd
n
(S1, S2))

−1
)

, we combine (4.18), (4.19) and (4.20) to obtain

that, uniformly in m > 0,

lim sup
n→∞

ΣmΓd
n
(S1, S2) ≤ cΞ(S1, S2),

provided Ξ(S1, S2) is small enough so that, lim
n→∞

P
Γd
n\S2,ξ

x,ψ,m (HS2 < ∞) ≤ 1/2 uni-

formly in x, ψ, ξ and m. Note that Ξ(S1, S2) can be assumed to be small without

loss of generality, up to changing the constants c36 and c37 in (4.13). Combining

this with (4.10) and (4.17), (4.16) follows readily. �

Note that the strategy used in the proof of Proposition 4.6 could also be applied

if, instead of defining µ0 as in (4.10), we simply take the limit as n→∞ of µ0Λn,0
for

a sequence (Λn)n∈N of finite sets increasing to Zd. 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 Ξ(S1, S2)

appropriately which requires d ≥ 4.

Proposition 4.7. Suppose d ≥ 4, (4.8) holds, and (ωx)x∈Zd has the same law under Pu

as (φx+u)x∈Zd under µ0 for all u ∈ R, and take ωe = 0 for all e ∈ Ed. Then for all open
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intervals I ⊂ R and χP ∈ (0, d− 2], there exist constants ξP > 1, CP , RP , LP < ∞,
such that (Pu)u∈I 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 ⊂ R, CP = RP = 1, χP ∈ (0, d − 2], and S1, S2
as in P3’, for constants ξP > 1 and LP < ∞ to be determined. Let us first bound

the quantity Ξ(S1, S2) from (4.12) . First note that since c|x − y|2−d ≤ g(x, y) ≤
c′|x− y|2−d for all x 6= y in Zd,

sup
x∈S1

supy∈S2
g(x, y)

infy∈S2 g(x, y)
≤ c

(

RL+ 4LξP

RL

)d−2

≤ cL(ξP−1)(d−2), (4.21)

Moreover by (1.57) in [71] we have

sup
x∈S1

Px(HS2 <∞) ≤ |S2| sup
x∈S1

sup
y∈S2

g(x, y) ≤ cLξP

(RL)d−2
. (4.22)

Therefore, combining (4.12), (4.21) and (4.22), we obtain

RχP Ξ(S1, S2) ≤ cL(ξP−1)(d−1)−(d−3)RχP−(d−2) ≤ cL−ξP /2

if ξP ≤ 2 − 3/(d − 1/2). We thus obtain (2.9) by (4.13) with the choice ε = R−χP .

The inequality (2.10) can easily be deduced by symmetry, that is considering f1(−φ)
and f2(−φ), which are increasing when f1 and f2 are decreasing, and using the fact

that −φ has the same law as φ under µ0. �

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

h+(µ0) := inf
{

h ∈ R : µ0(QL ↔ Qc2L in {x ∈ Zd : φx ≥ 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+(µ0) <

∞. Let f : R 7→ [0,∞) be a decreasing function and hf = inf{t ∈ R : f(t) = 0},
with the convention inf ∅ = +∞. Proceeding similarly as in Corollary 4.2 we obtain

from Theorem 2.2 and Proposition 4.7 that if d ≥ 4, hf > h∗, and (tωx )x∈Zd has the

same law under P0 as (f(φx))x∈Zd under µ0, then

P0 (dω(0, nx) ≤ CFPPn) ≤ 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 hf < h+(µ0) 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 ∇φ 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 µ0 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 µ0. Note that in [62] the shift-invariance and ergodicity of

the φ-Gibbs measure needed to be additionally assumed, see (4.23) therein.



52 SEBASTIAN ANDRES AND ALEXIS PRÉVOST

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 Zd, 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 uNd, and is closely related to the Gaussian free field,

see [70]. We denote by Iu the interlacements set at level u under the probability

PI characterized by the identity

PI(Iu ∩K = ∅) = exp(−u cap(K)) for all finite K ⊂ Zd,

where cap(K) is the discrete capacity of K. The set Iu can be seen as the trace

on Zd of a Poisson point process of simple random walks on Zd. We refer to the

monograph [35] for an introduction. We denote by (Lx,u)x∈Zd the associated field

of occupation times, that is Lx,u is the total time spent in x 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 (ωx)x∈Zd has the same law under Pu as (Lx,u)x∈Zd

under PI for all u > 0, and that ωe = 0 for all e ∈ Ed. Then for all bounded open

intervals I ⊂ (0,∞), ξP > 1 and χP ∈ (0, d−2
2 ), εP = 1 and aP = d − 2, there exist

constants CP , RP , LP <∞ such that (Pu)u∈I 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,

ε ∈ (0, 1) and any sets A1, A2 with diameter at most r and at distance s = d(A1, A2),

there is a coupling P̂I under which

P̂I
(

L
(i)
x,u(1−ε) ≤ Lx,u ≤ L

(i)
x,u(1+ε), x ∈ Ai, i = 1, 2

)

≥ 1− c (r + s)d exp(−cuε2sd−2),

(4.23)

where (L
(1)
x,u)x∈Zd,u>0 and (L

(2)
x,u)x∈Zd,u>0 are independent copies of (Lx,u)x∈Zd,u>0.

Let us fix some bounded open interval I ⊂ (0,∞), ξP > 1, χP ∈ (0, d−2
2 ), R ≥ 1,

u, û ∈ I with u ≥ û+R−χP , and x1, x2 ∈ Zd such that d
(

Q(x1, L
ξP ), Q(x2, L

ξP )
)

≥
RL. Setting

B :=
{

L
(i)
x,û ≤ Lx,u and Lx,û ≤ L(i)

x,u for all x ∈ Q(xi, L
ξP ) and i ∈ {1, 2}

}

one can easily check that (2.6) with fP (L) = Ld−2 follows directly from (4.23) for

all L ≥ LP , for some large enough constants LP , CP . Since (ω
(1)
x , ω

(2)
x )x∈Zd has the
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same law under P̂u as
(

L
(1)
x,u, L

(2)
x,u

)

x∈Zd under PI , one can then easily prove that

(2.7) and (2.8) also hold since u 7→ Lx,u is increasing. �

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 (tωx )x∈Zd has the same law under

Pu as (1{x∈Iu})x∈Zd for all u > 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 QL is connected to Qc2L in Vu converges to 0 as L → ∞, where Vu := (Iu)c 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 Vu (see [73]), imply by Proposition 2.1 that the time constant is

equal to 0 for all u < u∗, where u∗ is the critical parameter associated with the

percolation of Vu. It is known that u∗ ≤ u∗∗ < ∞, 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 (Ω,F) satisfies the upper ratio weak mix-

ing property if there exist δP , ξP > 1, CP > 0 and LP < ∞ such that for all

L ≥ LP , x1, x2 ∈ Zd with d
(

Q̄(x1, L
ξP ), Q̄(x2, L

ξP )
)

≥ L, and events Ai supported

on
∏

e∈Q̄(xi,L
ξP )Ωe, i ∈ {1, 2}, we have

P
(

A1 ∩A2

)

≤ P(A1)P(A2)
(

1 + exp
(

− CP fP (L)
)

)

, (4.24)

with fP : [0,∞) → [0,∞) satisfying fP (L) ≥ log(L)δP . When fP (L) = L, a simi-

lar condition has been studied in [2], with an additional lower bound on P(A1 ∩
A2)/(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 Pu = P for all u ∈ R. Then (Pu)u∈R satisfies conditions P2 and P3”.

Proof. Condition P2 clearly holds by definition. Fix RP = χP = 1, ξP , εP , aP , CP ,

LP , fP , L ≥ LP and x1, x2 as in the upper ratio weak mixing property. Let P̂ = P⊗P,
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and write E the set of events A ⊂∏e∈Q̄(x1,LξP )Ωe ×
∏

e∈Q̄(x2,LξP )Ωe such that

P
((

(ωe)e∈Q̄(x1,LξP ), (ωe)e∈Q̄(x2,LξP )

)

∈ A
)

P̂
((

(ω
(1)
e )e∈Q̄(x1,LξP ), (ω

(2)
e )e∈Q̄(x2,LξP )

)

∈ A
)

≤ 1 + exp
(

− CP fP (L)
)

.

In view of (4.24), E contains all product sets, and it is easy to see that E is stable by

countable disjoint unions and decreasing intersections. Therefore, for all measur-

able functions fi : Ω→ [0,∞] supported on Q̄(xi, L
ξP ), i ∈ {1, 2}, and all s > 0, we

have that {f1 + f2 ≤ s} ∈ E since
{

f1 + f2 ≤ s
}

=
⋂

n∈N

⋃

k∈N0

{

f1 ∈ [k2−n, (k + 1)2−n)
}

∩
{

f2 ≤ s− k2−n
}

. (4.25)

Now fix some event B independent of ω under P (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 ∈ E and thus for all events of the form (4.25). �

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)εP ) for some εP > 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 ΩE and ΩV . In

particular, condition P3” still holds without the monotonicity assumption on f1, f2.

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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times. Ann. Inst. Henri Poincaré Probab. Stat., 52(3):1351–1381, 2016.

[25] A. Chiarini and M. Nitzschner. Disconnection and entropic repulsion for the harmonic crystal

with random conductances. Comm. Math. Phys., 386(3):1685–1745, 2021.



56 SEBASTIAN ANDRES AND ALEXIS PRÉVOST
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[75] M. R. Zirnbauer. Fourier analysis on a hyperbolic supermanifold with constant curvature. Comm.

Math. Phys., 141(3):503–522, 1991.

TECHNISCHE UNIVERSITÄT BRAUNSCHWEIG
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