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Abstract

We consider the critical FK-Ising measure ¢, on Z¢ with d > 3. We construct the
measure ¢> := lim ||, ¢g.[ - | 0 <= ] and prove it satisfies $>°[0 <= oco] = 1. This
corresponds to the natural candidate for the incipient infinite cluster measure of the
FK-Ising model. Our proof uses a result of Lupu and Werner (Electron. Commun.
Probab., 2016) that relates the FK-Ising model to the random current representa-
tion of the Ising model, together with a mizing property of random currents recently
established by Aizenman and Duminil-Copin (Ann. Math., 2021).

We then study the susceptibility x(3) of the nearest-neighbour Ising model on Z<.
When d > 4, we improve a previous result of Aizenman (Comm. Math. Phys., 1982)
to obtain the existence of A > 0 such that, for g < 3.,
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where o(1) tends to 0 as 8 tends to 8.. Additionally, we relate the constant A to the
incipient infinite cluster of the double random current.

x(B) (1+0(1)),

1 Introduction

In the context of independent bond percolation on the hypercubic lattice Z¢ in di-
mensions d > 2, it is believed! that there is no infinite cluster at the critical threshold
pe. However, the expected size of the cluster of the origin (or susceptibility) is infinite
(see [AN84]). This implies that, from the perspective of an observer at the origin, increas-
ingly large (but finite) clusters emerge as larger length scales are considered.

The incipient infinite cluster (IIC) was introduced in the physics literature [AO82,
L.S83,SC83] as a way to analyse how this extensive structure “emerges” at the critical
point. It can be viewed as a description of the not fully materialised infinite cluster. As
explained in [Aiz97], a rigorous definition of this object is not clear, and one may obtain
different results depending on the chosen approach.

Various methods have been suggested to construct the IIC. In a seminal paper, Kesten
[Kes86a] proposed two ways of constructing the IIC in the case of planar Bernoulli per-
colation. Omne consists in conditioning the critical measure P,, on the one-arm event
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!The absence of infinite cluster at the critical point was successfully proved when d = 2 [Kes80], and
when d > 10 [HS90a, Har08, FvdH17]. Proving the corresponding result when 3 < d < 10 is one of the
main open problems in percolation theory.
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{0 += A%}, where A, = [-n,n] N Z%, and to send n to infinity. The other one consists in
conditioning 0 to lie in an infinite cluster in the supercritical measure P, with p > p., and
to send the parameter p to p.. Both approaches were shown to converge (weakly) to the
same percolation measure, which additionally satisfies almost surely the property that 0
lies in an infinite cluster. The cluster of the origin under this measure is a natural candi-
date for the IIC. Chayes, Chayes, and Durett [CCD87] proposed a different construction
based on the introduction of a well-chosen non-homogeneous bond parameter p. Subse-
quent works by Jarai [Jar03a,Jar03b] provided alternative but equivalent constructions of
Kesten’s infinite incipient cluster, thus comforting the robustness of the two dimensional
IIC for independent bond percolation.

Building on the development of the lace expansion [BS85, HS90a, HS90b, HS92], van
der Hofstad and Jarai [HJ04] proposed a construction of the IIC in the high-dimensional
setup (i.e. d > 10, see [HS90a, Har08, FvdH17]). In their approach, they constructed the
limit of the sequence of measures Py, [- |0 <= z] as |x| — oo. They also proposed a sub-
critical construction of the measure which complements Kesten’s supercritical definition.
These formulations are equivalent to Kesten’s when d = 2. An additional construction,
involving conditioning on the one-arm event, was successfully achieved in [HvdHH14] us-
ing the computation of the one-arm exponent performed by Kozma and Nachmias [KN11].
Additionally, the lace expansion methods were used to construct the IIC in the setup of
oriented percolation [HHS02].

Fine properties of the IIC were derived using the aforementioned techniques: sub-
diffusivity of the random-walk on the IIC has been studied in [Kes86b, BJKS08, KN09],
the connection to invasion percolation has been explored in [Jar03b,HJ04], and the relation
of the scaling limit of the high-dimensional IIC to the super-Brownian excursion has been
investigated in [HS00a, HSOOb].

Removing independency makes the problem more intricate. In the setup of the pla-
nar random cluster model (or Fortuin—Kasteleyn (FK) percolation) with cluster weight
1 < g <4 (g =1 corresponds to Bernoulli percolation), the Russo-Seymour—Welsh (RSW)
theory [Rus78,SWT78] is sufficient to extend Kesten’s argument. See [Kes86a,Jar03b,BS17].
In higher dimensions, the lace expansion (crucial to build the IIC for Bernoulli percola-
tion) has only been developed for ¢ € {1,2}. Setting ¢ = 2 corresponds to the so-called
FK-Ising model. However, the lace expansion of the Ising model is developed at the level
of the spin model and very little information is available on the percolation side. In par-
ticular, it is not clear how to extend the approach of [HJ04]. Nevertheless, other tools are
available for the analysis of the case ¢ = 2.

The goal of this paper is twofold. First, we study the existence of the IIC measure
of the FK-Ising model in dimensions d > 3. Using the relation of the FK-Ising model to
the random current representation of the Ising model established in [LW16] (see also [AD-
CTW19]), together with the mixing property recently obtained in [ADC21], we construct
in two different ways a natural candidate for the IIC measure of the FK-Ising model in
dimensions d > 3. Our definitions are similar to the ones suggested in [HJ04]. Along the
way, we also construct the corresponding object for the percolation measure induced by
random currents.

Second, we study the high-dimensional susceptibility of the Ising model and obtain its
exact asymptotics as 3 7 3., i.e. we prove that the limit limg g, x(5)(1 — /5.) exists.
This improves a result of Aizenman [Aiz82], where up-to-constants estimates were derived.
We then relate this limit to the IIC measure of the double random current.

We stress that our proofs do not rely on the lace expansion.



1.1 Definition of the model

The Ising model is one of the most studied models in statistical mechanics (see [DC22]
for a review). It is formally defined as follows: given A C Z finite, 7 € {—1,0,+1}%", and
an inverse temperature § > 0, construct a probability measure on {—1, —i—l}A according
to the formula
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where F': {—1, —i—l}A — R, Z} 5 is the partition function of the model which guarantees
that (1)} 5 = 1, and & ~ y means that [z —yls = 1 (where | - |3 is the £ norm on RY).
This definition corresponds to the nearest-neighbour ferromagnetic Ising model on A with
boundary condition 7. When 7 =1 (resp 7 = 0), we write ()} 5 = <>Xﬁ (resp. (-)a,8)-

It is a well-known fact (see [Gri67a,Gri67b]) that the measures <>X7 5 and (-)A 5 admit
weak limits when A~ Z¢. We respectively denote them by ”E and (-)g. When d > 2,
the model undergoes a phase transition for the vanishing of the magnetisation at a critical
parameter (. € (0,00) defined by

Be = inf {#>0, m*(8) == (o0)} > 0}. (1.2)

The phase transition is continuous in the sense that m*(8.) = 0, see [AF86, Wer09,
ADCS15,DC19].

The Ising model is classically related to a dependent percolation model: the FK-Ising
model, which we now define. For more information we refer to the monograph [Gri06] or
the lecture notes [DC19].

Define E := {{z,y} : 2 ~ y, z,y € Z%}. Let G = (V, E) be a finite subgraph of Z¢.
Fix ¢ € {0,1}B\E. For a fixed percolation configuration w € {0,1}7, we let k¢(w) be the
number of connected components of the graph with vertex set Z?¢ and edge set w V £ that
intersect G. The FK-Ising model at inverse temperature 5 > 0 with boundary condition
¢ is the measure on {0,1}¥ defined by
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where Zg{@5 is the partition function of the model, which ensures that (;Sé glsa probability

measure. We let ¢1G7 3 and qb(a 3 respectively denote the cases ¢ = 1 and € = 0. It is classical
that the Ising model and the FK-Ising model can be coupled together. This leads to the
following formulas: for x,y € G,

(0a0y)G.8 = daplr < yl, (0204055 = duple <>yl (0n)d 5= 06400 < 9G], (1.4)

where G is the vertex boundary of G defined by 0G := {x € G : Jy ¢ G, x ~ y}. Once
again, it is possible to construct (weak) limits of these measures when G 7 Z¢. We denote
them by qﬁ}j and qﬁ%. In particular, m*(5) = ¢é [0 = oo]. The FK-Ising model undergoes
a phase transition for the existence of an infinite cluster at the parameter 3. introduced
above. That is, an alternative definition of (3. is

B.=inf {8 >0:¢}[0 > o] > 0}. (1.5)
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It is known (see [Bod06, ADCS15, Rao20]) that gb}a = gb(ﬁ) for all B > 0. We denote the
common measure ¢g. The relation described above ensures that there is no infinite cluster
at criticality: ¢g.[0 <= oo] = 0. As for Bernoulli percolation, defining a notion of critical
measure conditioned on the event {0 <= oo} is therefore not clear.

1.2 Construction of the incipient infinite cluster

The construction of the IIC for the FK-Ising model when d = 2 is a classical conse-
quence of RSW theory, see [DCKK™20] and references therein. Our first result provides
two equivalent constructions of the IIC measure in dimensions d > 3. We begin by intro-
ducing some useful terminology. Let Fo be the set of cylinder events on {0,1}*, i.e. the
set of local events that are measurable with respect to the state of finitely many edges.
Let F be the g-algebra generated by Fjy.

Theorem 1.1. Let d > 3. For all E € Fy, the limit

lim ¢g[E |0 ¢ z] (1.6)

|z|—o00

exists independently of the manner in which x goes to infinity. We denote it by ¢>°[E].
Moreover, ¢>° extends to a probability measure on F, that we still denote ¢*°, and which
satisfies

»>°[0 = o0] = 1. (1.7)

Note that the above measure is not translation invariant. The cluster of the origin un-
der the measure ¢ is a natural candidate for the IIC of the FK-Ising model in dimensions
d > 3. We now provide a subcritical definition of ¢> that is inspired by [HJ04].

For 8 < 8., we define a probability measure Qg on {0, 1} by setting for E € F,

L
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zeZd
where x(8) := Y ,1c74(0002)5 = Y pcza ¢3[0 <= ] is the susceptibility.
Theorem 1.2. Let d > 3. For all E € Fy, the limit

Jim Q] (1.9)

exists. We denote it by Qg [E]. Moreover, one has Qg [E] = ¢*°[E].

It is not clear how to construct the IIC with Kesten’s approach. We discuss this issue
in Section 1.4.

Our strategy to prove these results is very similar to the one employed in [HJ04]: we
use a mizing property to argue that for a local event E, the quantity ¢, [E |0 <> z] “does
not depend much” on x when z is sufficiently far away from the support of E. We are
not able to directly prove such a mixing property at the level of the FK-Ising model, but
we circumvent this difficulty by using an intermediate model related to the Ising model:
the random current model. We introduce this classical geometric representation of the
Ising model in Section 2. In the recent breakthrough work of Aizenman and Duminil-
Copin [ADC21], a mixing property of the random current measure is derived and plays
a pivotal role. In the same paper, the authors suggest that their result may be used to
construct the I1C for the FK-Ising model in all dimensions d > 3. Although their mixing
property is only proved in dimensions d > 4, they suggest a possible route (which relies



on [ADCS15]) to extend it to the three-dimensional case. We provide a full argument in
Section 5, see also Theorem 2.4 for a statement. With this result, one may construct the
IIC measure of the random current measure, see Theorem 3.1.

The construction of the IIC for the FK-Ising measure then follows from an observation
of Lupu and Werner [LW16] (see also [ADCTW19, Theorem 3.2]) that identifies the law
¢, - | 0 <= ] with that of a percolation configuration induced by a single current con-
figuration on Z¢ with sources {0, 2} sprinkled by an independent (well-chosen) Bernoulli
percolation. We refer to Proposition 2.5 for a precise statement.

1.3 Susceptibility of the high-dimensional Ising model

We recall that the susceptibility is defined for 8 < 8. by

X(B) = Y (o004)5,. (1.10)

rEeZd

It is well known that the nearest-neighbor Ising model introduced above is refiection pos-
itive, see [FSS76, FILS78, Bis09]. This property provides two tools that are fundamental
in the study of the Ising model: the infrared bound [FSS76,FILS78] and the Messager—
Miracle-Solé (MMS) inequalities [MMS77]. These tools combined together imply the ex-
istence of C'= C(d) > 0 such that for all 3 < 8, and all z € Z% \ {0},

C
(0002)5 < PG (1.11)

see [Pan23] for more details. When d > 4, a matching lower bound (with a different
constant) was recently derived [DCP24].

In his seminal paper, Aizenman [Aiz82] used (1.11) to obtain the existence of C' > 0
such that for all 8 < S,

-1
o S < g (112)
In fact, for every e > 0, provided that 3 is sufficiently close to 3., C' can be chosen? [AG83]
as
c=17 (QSZ;EiB(ﬁC) (1+¢), (1.13)
where
B(B) =Y {0004)3 (1.14)
T€Z

is the so-called bubble diagram. Note that it is finite when d > 4 by (1.11). Our next
result is a strengthening of (1.12).

Theorem 1.3. Let d > 4. There exists A = A(d) > 0 such that, for 8 < .,
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where o(1) tends to 0 as 8 tends to S.

x(8) (1+0(1)), (1.15)

2In fact, it is possible to extract from their methods a slightly better bound, where the bubble is replaced
by an open bubble diagram. See discussion below Theorem 1.4 and Remark 4.4.



This result is new, even in the setup where the lace expansion can be applied®. We
write the asymptotic in terms of /8. rather than . — 8 as it makes appear a constant
A(d) which should tend to 1 as d tends to oo. This can be justified by looking at the
Curie-Weiss model (which corresponds to d = 00), for which it is known that A =1 (see
for instance [FV17, Chapter 2]). Below, we provide a proof of this convergence result.

In fact, it is possible to relate the constant A obtained in Theorem 1.3 to the IIC
of a double random current. Let e; be the unit vector with first coordinate equal to 1.
Let P%°€1% he the IIC measure defined in Theorem 3.1. Under this measure, 0 lies in
an infinite cluster made of an infinite path emerging from the origin and a collection of
finite loops attached to this path. Using the terminology introduced in Section 2, the
sources of mj can be viewed as “On; = {0,00}”. A similar observation can be made for e;.
Hence, under this measure, two infinite structures emerge from two neighbouring points
of Z®. The next result relates A to the probability that these clusters avoid each other. If
(n1,ng) ~ PY€1% we let C(0) (resp. C(e;)) be the (infinite) cluster of O (resp. e;) in
the percolation configuration induced by n; + ns.

Theorem 1.4. Let d > 4. Let A be the constant of Theorem 1.3. Then,
A = (2dB,) - PP*1°[C(0) N C(ey) = 0]. (1.16)

We obtain Theorems 1.3 and 1.4 using the probabilistic interpretation of the derivative
of the susceptibility obtained in [Aiz82], see (4.4). This result already makes appear the
probability of occurrence of the event {C(0) N C(e1) = 0} under the following measure:

Ul = 57 x;jzdwoam<aelay>ﬂP2“1y[-1, (1.17)

where PY%°1Y samples independent currents n; and no with respective source sets dny =
{0,2} and dny = {e1,y}. In Section 3, we prove that the measure Qg converges weakly
as 8 7 B, to the natural candidate for the IIC measure of the double random current.
We also prove that convergence holds for local events. However, the event of interest is
not local. Our main contribution is a localization of the event {C(0) N C(e1) = ()} which
relies on the assumption d > 4. See Lemma 4.3 for a precise statement.

Limit of A(d) as d tends to infinity Together with the results of [AG83|, we can
prove (see Remark 4.4) that

PO©12%(C(0) 1 Cley)] > !
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where

BEeY(B) := 3" (0004)5(0e,04) 3 (1.19)

x€Z4

is an open bubble diagram. The lace expansion analysis of the Ising model (see [Sak07,
Sak22]) implies that
lim 2dg. = 1, lim B©Y(8,) = 0. (1.20)
d—o0 d—o0

3The existence of A has been derived using the lace expansion for the self-avoiding walk model, see for
instance [CLS07]. To the best of our knowledge, the exact asymptotic of the susceptibility is not known
for Bernoulli percolation. It would be interesting to see whether it is related the IIC as in the case of the
FK-Ising model.



Together with (1.18), this gives

lim P%°€1°[C(0) N C(ey) = 0] = 1. (1.21)

d— 00

Plugging (1.20) and (1.21) in Theorem 1.4 yields

lim A(d) = 1. (1.22)

d—o0

1.4 Open problems

To conclude this introduction, we list a few questions which naturally arise from the
above results.

1.4.1 Other definitions of the IIC

In view of the above, it is natural to ask whether Kesten’s approach can be used to
construct the IIC of the FK-Ising model. This leads to the following questions.

Open problem 1. Let d > 3. Show that one may define the measure ¢ by conditioning
on the one-arm event:
P> = nh_)rgo ¢p.[ - 10 <= OA,] (1.23)

In [HvdHH14] this construction was successfully achieved in the context of high-
dimensional Bernoulli percolation using the computation of the one-arm exponent?® per-
formed in [KN11] (to be more precise, they only need a lower bound on this exponent). To
the best of our knowledge, a lower bound on this exponent, even in the mean-field regime,
is not known (see [HHS19] for an upper bound).

Open problem 2. Let d > 3. Show that one may define the measure ¢ from the
supercritical regime:

6% = Jim 5[ |0 o] (1.24)

The proof of Theorem 1.2 relies on the near-critical version of the mixing property
of [ADC21]. Such a near-critical tool is not available on the supercritical side and this
seems to be the main obstacle to follow this approach.

1.4.2 Behaviour of the susceptibility when d =4

In view of Theorem 1.3, it is natural to ask what is the behaviour of the susceptibility
when d = 4, where mean-field behaviour still holds. Renormalization group analysis and
universality hypothesis (see for instance [BBS14] for the corresponding result in the setup
of the weakly-coupled ¢* model) suggest the following behaviour.

Conjecture. Let d = 4. There exists A > 0 such that

_ Allog(1 - 5/8)[/*
1- B/Bc

x(8) (1+0(1)), (1.25)

where o(1) tends to 0 as 8 tends to 5.

“The one-arm exponent p of Bernoulli percolation is defined by P,_[0 ++ dA,] < n~/*. It is known to
be equal to 1/2 when d > 10.



The best result regarding this conjecture was obtained in [AG83] where the authors
obtained the existence of C' > 0 such that for all 8 < £,

-1

1- B/ﬁc 1- B/ﬂc
In the four-dimensional case, Theorem 1.4 suggests that the divergence of x(38)(1 —
B/Bc) as B tends to S. is related to the fact that PY>€1°[C(0) N C(e;) = ()] = 0. This
hints that d = 4 is (just like for random walks) the critical dimension for the intersection of
two neighbouring random current IICs. As we will see in the proof of Theorem 1.4, when
d > 4 it is possible to relate the susceptibility to P?>€1°[C(0) N C(e1) N Ay = 0] + o(1)
where 0(1) is uniform in 8 and tends to 0 as k tends to infinity. When d = 4, this “o(1)” is
not uniform in 8 anymore. One potential idea to tackle this problem is to choose k = k(3)
as a function of §. It seems natural to choose k(5) > £(f) where we recall that £(5) is

the so-called correlation length, defined by

(1.26)

€8)" = lim —log{onome, ) (1.27)

n—oo

Open problem 3. When d = 4, relate the asymptotic behaviour of the susceptibility to
the probability of avoidance of two neighbouring IICs up to distance £(B)C, where C > 1.

2 The random current representation

We begin by introducing the random current representation of the Ising model. For
more information we refer to the lecture notes [DC19].

2.1 Definition and main properties

Let A be a finite subset of Z2.

Definition 2.1. A current n on A is a function defined on the edge-set E(A) := {{z,y} :
xz,y € A and x ~ y} and taking its values in N = {0,1,...}. We let Q) be the set of
currents on A. The set of sources of n, denoted by On, is defined as

on := {:c S Z ng, is odd}. (2.1)

Y~z

We also define 5
Ng,y
wg(n) := H T (2.2)

{wyyeB(n) Tov’

It is classical [Aiz82,DC19] that the correlation functions of the Ising model are related
to currents: for S C A, if 05 1= [[,cq 0z,

_ 2on=sws(n)
AB ZBnZQ) wg (Il) .

The trace of a current n naturally induces a percolation configuration (I, ,>0){zy1cE(A)
on A. As it turns out, the connectivity properties of this percolation model play a crucial
role in the analysis of the Ising model. This motivates the following terminology.

(og) (2.3)

Definition 2.2. Let n € Q, and z,y € A.



(i) We say that z is connected to y in n and write 2 <= 7, if there is a sequence of

points zo = x, 1, ..., Ty = y such that ng, ., >0 for 0 <i <m — 1.

(73) The cluster of x, denoted by Cy(z), is the set of points connected to z in n.

The main interest of the random current representation lies in the following combi-
natorial tool, called the switching lemma, which was first introduced in [GHS70]. The
probabilistic picture attached to it was developed in [Aiz82].

Lemma 2.3 (Switching Lemma). For every Si,S2 C A and every function F from
into R,

> F(n + ng)wg(ni)wg(nz)

niENp: On; =951
no€Qp: Ong=29Ss

= > F(ny +n)wg(m)ws(m2)Ln, 4ny)ers,, (2:4)
ni€Np: on1=S1AS>
ngEQA: 8n2:®
where S1ASy = (51U S2) \ (51N S2) is the symmetric difference of sets and Fg, is given
by
Fs, ={n ey, Im <n, Om = Sy}. (2.5)

If S C A, define a probability measure Pi, 5 on Q as follows: for every n € Qy,

wg(n)
P{ 5] = lon—sg Zﬁs ; (2.6)
A?/B
where Zfﬁ ‘= Y gn—s ws(n) is a normalisation constant. Moreover, for Si,...,S; C A,
define
Py =P @ @ PRk, (2.7)

When S = {z,y}, we will write Pf\yﬁ instead of P){\x/’é,y}. If £ C Qp, we will also write
Zfﬂ[é’] = Y on—s Wa(n)lyce. As proved in [ADCS15], if S is a finite even (i.e. |S] is
even) subset of ZZ, the sequence of probability measures (Pi B) Aczd admits a weak limit
as A 7 7Z¢ that we denote by Pg.

The following mixing statement will be the main tool to construct the incipient infinite
cluster.

Theorem 2.4 (Mixing property of currents). Let d > 3 and s > 1. Let € > 0. For every
n > 1, there exist N > n and [(e) < B such that, for every 1 <t <'s, every 5 € [B(e), 8],
every x; € Ay, and y; ¢ Ay (i < t), and every events E and F' depending on the restriction

of (m1,...,ny) to edges with endpoints within A, and outside Ay respectively,
‘Pglyl ..... xtyt’@""’@[EﬁF] . Pzwh...,xtyt,@ ..... Q[E]leyl ..... ztyt,@,...,@[F]‘ <e. (2.8)
Furthermore, for every xi,...,x} € Ay, and v}, ...,y; ¢ An, we have that
’Pglyl"”’xtyt’@"'”@[E] — ley/l""’xtyé’@""’@[E]‘ <e, (2.9)
‘Pglyl’””xty“@"”’@[F] — P?yl"“’xéyt’@“"’@[F]’ <e. (2.10)



We will only use (2.9). However, for sake of completeness, we state and prove the
stronger result.

Theorem 2.4 was obtained by Aizenman and Duminil-Copin [ADC21] to derive the
marginal triviality of the scaling limits of Ising and ¢* systems in dimension four. Their
result is even stronger in the sense that it is quantitative. However, their argument only
works in dimensions d > 4. This is mainly due to the fact that the infrared bound (1.11)
is not sharp when d = 3. As they mention (see discussion below [ADC21, Theorem 6.4]),
it is possible to extend their strategy to the three-dimensional case to the cost of losing
the quantitative statement. We provide a full proof in Section 5, which heavily relies on
the fact that m*(5.) = 0.

2.2 Coupling with the FK-Ising model

The following result can be found in [ADCTW19, Theorem 3.2] and originates from
the observation of [LW16].

Proposition 2.5. Let G = (V, E) be a subgraph of Z and let S C G be a finite even subset
of G. Let B > 0. Let n is distributed according to Pgﬂ. Let (we)ecr be an independent
Bernoulli percolation with parameter 1 — exp(—/f). For each e € E, we define

Ne = max(]lne>0>we)- (211)

Then, the law of n is exactly qﬁOG”B[- | FB|, where Fgs is the event introduced in (2.5). In
particular, if A is an increasing event,

Pg lA] < 0 5l A | Fs]. (2.12)

We will apply the above statement to the special cases S = () or S = {x,y} for z,y € G.
In the former case the law of 7 is gzbOG’B, while in the latter case it is qb%ﬂ[ | x>yl ie.
the FK-Ising measure conditioned on the event that = is connected to y. Finally, when
G = Z%, by the results recalled above, gZ)OGﬁ = ¢Pg.

3 The incipient infinite cluster

In this section, we construct the IIC measure for both random currents and the FK-
Ising model.
3.1 Construction of the IIC measure for random currents

We will prove the following result.

Theorem 3.1 (The IIC measure of the random current). Let d > 3 and s > 1. Let

1 <t <s. Forall zi,...,2¢ € 78 there exists a measure PT10zt000,....0 (where 0
appears s —t times) on Qza such that, for all local events A C (Q2z4)*,
im P$1y1,~~,$tyt,@7-~~,@[A] _ Pﬂmoo,---,90t0<>,(2),---7(2)[A]7 (3'1)
|y1|7~~7‘yt|—>oo ¢
regardless of the manner in which y1, ...,y are sent to infinity. Moreover, one also has,
. 1 T1YLye- s Tt Yt 0,y 100,...,2¢00,0,...,0
Jm s L (onous- (0no)sP} A =P A
¢ Y150yt €24
(3.2)
Finally, the measure P100,---,7400,0,....0 satisfies,
Pmloo""’xtoo’w""’m[a:i &y 00, V1 <i < t]=1. (3.3)
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Proof. We let A be a local event. Let n > 1 such that A is measurable in terms of the
edges with endpoints within A,.

Let e > 0. Using Theorem 2.4 , we find N large enough such that for all y1, v1, ..., v, y; ¢
AN7

’Pglyh...,xtyh@,-.-ﬂ[A] . PZiyiw-@tyz/w@ww@[A]‘ <e. (34)

This shows that the sequence (Pgiyl””’xtyt’@’”"@[A])y17,__7yt is Cauchy® and thus admits a

limit that we denote by P#1902t2.0-0[ 4], This allows to define the measure P#10:-#t0,0,...0
on the cylinder o-algebra of €2;4.

We turn to the proof of (3.2). Let ¢ > 0. By Theorem 2.4 we have the existence
of N large enough and f(g) close enough to f3., such that for all g € [B(e), 5], for all

y17yi7"‘7ytay1{, ¢AN7

’leyl,...,xtfyt,@,-..,@[A] - Pgly’l,m,wtyé,w,...,w[A]’ < % (3.5)
Using (3.1), we can find z1,..., 2z, ¢ Ay such that
’Pgizh...,xtzt,@,...,@[A] . leoo,...,xtoo,@,...,@[A]‘ < % (36)

Finally, we use [ADCS15, Theorem 2.3] to argue that the map /3 lezl,...,wt,(l),...,@[A] is
continuous at .. This yields the existence of 51 € [B(¢), 5.) such that for all 8 € [51, 5],

’lezl,...,xtzt,(l),...,@[A] _ lezl,...,l‘tZt,@,...,Q)[A]’ S . (37)

B Be

Wl M

Combining the last three displayed equations yields: for all 8 € [51, 8., for all y1,...,y; ¢
AN’
s ,0,....0 e 0,...,
T R e V1| ) (3.8)
In particular,

t

lim sup 7 Z (H<O—xia—yi>ﬁ)leyl,...,mtyt,@,...,@[A] <e +leoo,...,a:too,ﬂ,...,@[A]’
g8 XB) N
(3.9)
where we used that limg g, Xgéﬂ)) = 0 with xn(B) := X seny (F002)s. Since (3.9) holds
for any € > 0 this gives one inequality. The other inequality follows similarly. O

The known properties of the spin model shed some light over the IIC of the random
current. Below we state a (short) non-exhaustive list of properties one may easily derive
in the case of the measure P90,

Proposition 3.2. Let d > 4. The measure P°? constructed in Theorem 3.1 satisfies
the following properties:

(i) The cluster C(0) of 0 under P s one ended almost surely.

(ii) For any y € Z¢, one has

000, nj+ng
PP 0 «—— y] = (000y) s, (3.10)
5By this, we mean that for any enumerations r(i), 1<i<t, of Z% the sequence
y y
( (t)
(PR ot ‘0"”’m[A])n21 is Cauchy, and all the limits are the same.
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Moreover, there exist ¢,C > 0 such that for every y € Z¢ with |y| > 2,

C

_° ifd>5,
ly|d=2

O > PYeijg & )

= 3.11
2 (3:11)

= ifd=4.
ly|? log |y

We postpone the proof of this result to Section 6. The property (i7) above suggests
that, when d > 4, the IIC of the measure P%°? is a two-dimensional object. We can
easily prove that the above result also holds when d = 3 under the assumption® that

im0 |z|(0004%)8, = 0.
3.2 Construction of the IIC measure for the FK-Ising model
Theorems 1.1 and 1.2 are simple consequences of Proposition 2.5 and Theorem 3.1.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Let w be a Bernoulli percolation of parameter 1 — exp(—/,), and
write Py_eyp(—pg,) for its law. Let E' € Fy be measurable in terms of edges in A,. By
Proposition 2.5, for all z € Z¢,

(P @ P1_exp(—p) ) [(In>0)eer V w € E] = 65,[E |0 <> 2], (3.12)

Conditioning on the restriction of w to the edges in A,

S Ple(po) wnlPH(In,>0)ecE V wn € E] = ¢5,[E |0 <> . (3.13)
wn €{0,1}E(An)

For a fixed configuration w,, the event {(In,>0)ecr V w, € E} is local and hence by
Theorem 3.1 one has

lim Z Pl—exp(—ﬁc)[wn]P%f[(]lne>0)eelE Vwp € E}

|z|—00 won {01} BAn)

= Z IP)1—exp(—5c)[‘*L’TL]POOO[(]lne>0)eelﬁl V wp, € E]
wn€{0,1}E(An)

= (P @ Py_exp(p,) ) [(In.>0)eer V w € E]. (3.14)

Plugging (3.14) in (3.13), it follows that lim |, ¢p,[E | 0 <= 7] exists and satisfies
(POOO ® Pl—eXP(—ﬁC)) [(In.>0)ece Vw € E] = |x1|igloo ¢p.[E |0 = x]. (3.15)

Since this holds for every E € Fq, the proof follows by defining ¢>° to be the law of
a percolation configuration sampled by P°* and sprinkled by an independent Bernoulli
percolation of parameter 1 — exp(—/f,). d

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Using (1.4) and Proposition 2.5, for every g < [, for every E € Fy,

GIEl = 55 3 (o0oa)sdslE |0 o o (3.16)
x€Z4
= 5 2 (000)s(PY O P [(Tnsodees Ve € B (317
xcZ4
= (<57 Z (007)PY) @ Progp[(Tnsodece V€ B (319
z€Z4

%In fact, we even expect lim|,| o0 |2|' T (0002)s. = 0 for some £ > 0. This is related to the fact that
the critical exponent 7 of the two-point function is conjectured to satisfy 7 > 0 in the 3D Ising model.
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Once again, if E' is measurable in terms of edges in A,,, for every w,, € {0, 1} ), Theorem
3.1 implies the following convergence,
1

gg%c;aﬂ—E:(amn)gP%ﬂ(L%>okeE\/wnGAE]::POKWUL%>0keEvLWIE<E} (3.19)

x€Z4

Thus, as above,

0oco __ 400
Jim QalF] = (P @ Prcxp(s ) [(In>0)ecs V w € F] = 6 [ (3:20)
where we used Theorem 1.1 (or more specifically (3.15)) in the last equality. O

4 Near-critical behaviour of the susceptibility when d > 4:
proof of Theorem 1.3

We now turn to the study of the high-dimensional susceptibility of the Ising model.
We begin by reminding a classical consequence of the switching lemma.

—1

4.1 Geometric interpretation of 4

dﬁ
Set Juw = Ljy—yjp=1 and let |J| := 3", 74 Jo o = 2d. The following computation goes
back to [Aiz82]. We start by writing
dx7'(8) _1
_ 3 5 B Z Z Juw(000y; 0uow) 3. (4.1)

YyEZA u,weZd

Now, notice that (0goy; 04,04)3 = (000u) g(0voy) g+ (000v) g{ouoy) g + U (0, y, u,v), where
U. f (0,y,u,v) is Ursell’s four-point function and is defined by

Uf(O, Ys U, v) 1= (000y0u0v) g — (000y) 3{0u0v) g — (000u) 3{0yTv) s — (000v) g{oyou) 5. (4.2)

A classical consequence of the switching lemma [Aiz82] is the following representation of
U 46 :

Uf(()? Y, u,v) = _2<UOUU>,3<Uv0y>,3P%u’vy[Cm+n2 (1) N Cnyn, (v) # 0] (4.3)
Hence, using (4.1), (4.3), and the symmetries of the model,
dx'(8) o
_T =|J| = ﬁ) Z Juw(000u) <‘7v0y>ﬂPg’ [Chy4ny(u) N Crygny (v) # 0]
Y,u,vEZ
- ﬂ > Juwlo00u)a(0v0y) 55" [Coyny (1) N Coyny (v) = 0]
y,u,veZd
= Z Z UUUCE O-way>BP%m7wy[Cn1+n2 (O) N Cny4ny (w) = m
( ) 7yeZd wEZd
[wl2=1
2d Oz,e1y
= ()2 Z d<UOUI>B<Uelay>5P5 [Cry4n5(0) N Chy4ny(€1) = 0]. (4.4)
T, YEL

See Figure 1 for an illustration. One of the contributions of this paper is a precise analysis
of the probability appearing in (4.4). The main difficulty to perform it lies in the lack of
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Figure 1: A configuration n which satisfies the event appearing in (4.4). The dotted line
highlights the fact that 0 and e; are not connected in the percolation configuration induced
by n.

independence of Cp,4n,(0) and Cp,4n,(€1), which is usually helpful for the purpose of
using the switching lemma. To lighten the notations below, we will write for an event &£,

@) L 1 ono e O Ox,e1y
PB €] := X(ﬁ)Q |§2:e< 0 $>6< e1 y>BP5 €] (4.5)
ly|=¢

This quantity corresponds to averaging the probability of occurrence of an event £ with
respect to the position of the sources.

Remark 4.1. In (4.4), the contribution of z or y in A, is bounded by

X@(ﬁ)v
x(8)
This can be made arbitrarily small by choosing 3 close enough to 5.. As a result, as we
approach f., it is enough to study ?g) [Cny+n2(0) N Chygn,(€1) = 0]. This justifies the
notation introduced in (4.5).

Ad (4.6)

Definition 4.2 (Local event of avoidance). Let £ > 1. We introduce the local event
Ay = {n € Oz, Cu, (0)N Cuyy, (e1) = 0}, (4.7)

or, in words, the event that the clusters of 0 and e; in the restriction of n to Ax(0) do not
intersect.

The following lemma formalises the fact that the event appearing in (4.4) is essentially
local around 0 and e;. This is the main technical step of the proof.

Lemma 4.3. There exists C = C(d),n > 0 such that, for all B < ¢, for all k > 1 and
(> 2k,

= = _

P [Cuyiny (0) N Coy s (1) = 0] = P 1A < O, (48)

Before proving Lemma 4.3, we show how to conclude the proof of Theorems 1.3 and
1.4.
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Proof of Theorems 1.3 and 1.4. Using Theorem 3.1,

1

BH/I%C N > <000:p>5<Je10’y>/3P%x’ely[«4k] = PO Ay ). (4.9)

z,y€Z4

Let ¢ > 0. Combining (4.4), Lemma 4.3 and (4.9), if § is sufficiently close to (. and
(> 2k,

dx~'(B) xe(B) 0 C
- <4d +2d - PO (AL + — + €. 4.10
Using Remark 4.1, we may choose 3 even closer to . to get
dx~1(B) 0 c
—— L <24 - PUOeI® — 4+ 2¢. 4.11
B <2d [Ak]+kn+s (4.11)
so that, integrating between 8 and (. and taking (5 to . yields,
3 - 00,e1 00 C
hfrjn/‘sﬁup (X(B)(1—B/Be)] b < (2dB.) - PY>e1°[ 4, ] + = + 2e. (4.12)

Letting £ — oo and ¢ — 0,

limsup [\(3)(1 = 5/5e)] " < (245) PP [Coy s (0) 1 o) =01, (413

Similarly, if § is close enough to £, ?g) [Ag] > POe1e[ A, ] — £ 50 that

dxil(ﬁ) H©) C 0oco,e100 c

We deduce again that

liminf [(8)(1 = B/8.)] " = (2480) - P [Co 1y (0) N Cayymyfer) = 0. (4.15)

The proof follows readily O

Remark 4.4. In fact, the above proof also shows that

dx_l(ﬁ)’ =2d- Pooo’eloo[cn1+n2 (0) N Cn1+n2 (el) = (Z)] (416)

B
Using [AGS83, (3.4)], this gives

lim
B.Be

1

0oo,e1 00 =
P [Cn1+n2 (0) N Cn1+n2 (el) - (D] > 1+ (QdBC)B(ﬁc) '

(4.17)

However, it is possible to obtain a slightly better bound, replacing B(8.) by BV (5.)
(defined in (1.19)). We briefly explain how for sake of completeness. The lower bound on

|7dx;1;(ﬁ) | is based on an improved bound on Ug [AGS3, (4.1)]: for xy,x2, 23,24 € Z9,

{0z, 0
‘Uf($1,$2,.%'3,.%'4)‘ < Z J’I.L,U<0—IL‘40—’U>B<0-1320-U>,8(/8JU,’U) < = 1‘3>,3
u,vEZI 8(5Ju’v)

+ <0w1sz>6<aﬂc1ax3>ﬁ<‘7x1‘7z4>ﬁ + <‘7x3‘7x1>B<0w309&2>6<‘7$3‘7:’:4>ﬁ' (4.18)
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As in (4.1) and below, and using Lebowitz’ inequality U. f <0, we write

dx~1(B)

1
= |J| - S T lUL 0,y 2, 2)]. (4.19)
| (6) x,y,2€7Z4 v !

Injecting (4.18) in (4.19),

dx1(8) 11 9(0002)
dﬁ‘ > |J‘ 2 ( ) » zzu:veZd Jy,z<Uz0v>5<0y0v>6(ﬁju,v)m (4'20)
% (1) >y {000s)slo00y)s{0002) 5 (4.21)
x,y,2€Z4
i% 5 Y Jyx(0000)5(020y) 5(0202) 5 (4.22)
xy,z€Z4
= |J| — (I) — (II) — (III). (4.23)

Now, using translation invariance’

_ 1 1 UOUm /3 oo G .
= 2x(B)? x,u,zvézd(ﬂjuv O(BJu) (zz:d |w%:1 )3 v>5) (4.24)

_ o) 5y | IXH(B)

= (2dB)B(8) | =5 (4.25)

where we recall that B(®1)(3) = 3. 74(0004)5(0e,0:)5. Moreover, using the Cauchy—
Schwarz inequality

(IT) + (II1) < W. (4.26)
Plugging (4.25) and (4.26) in (4.23) gives
dx~'(8) 2d B(6c)
as ‘ > @i e L ) 20
Since B(f.) < oo by (1.11), one gets
| H(B) 2d
LA T | Z 14 (2d.)B@(3)’ (4.28)

which immediately yields the improvement on (4.17) by (4.16).

4.2 Proof of Lemma 4.3

The rest of the section is devoted to the proof of the localization result of Lemma 4.3.
We will use the notion of backbone of a current introduced in [ABF87, Section 4] (see
also [ADCTW19,Pan23]). A current n on a A C Z? finite with sources On = {x,y} has at
least one path from x to y in the percolation configuration induced by n. The backbone
of n is an exploration of one such path. We fix an arbitrary ordering < of the edges of
E(A).

"In [AG83], the authors apply the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and get B(3) instead of BV (5).
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Definition 4.5. Let n € Q) with On = {z,y}. The backbone of n, which we denote
by I'(n), is the unique oriented and edge self-avoiding path from z to y, supported on
edges with n odd, which is minimal for <. The backbone I'(n) = {x;x;y1 : 0 < i < k} is
obtained via the following procedure:

(1) Set xg = x. The first edge xox1 of I'(n) is the earliest of all the edges e emerging
from xq for which n. is odd. All edges e > x¢ satisfying e < xgx1 and e # xgxy are
explored and have n. even.

(ii) Each edge z;z;+1, i > 1, is the first of all edges e emerging from x; that have not
been explored previously, and for which n, is odd.

(7i7) The exploration stops when it reaches a vertex from which there are no more odd
and non-explored edges available. This must happen at x; = y.

Let T'(n) denote the set of explored edges, i.e. I'(n) together with all explored even edges.

By definition, T'(n) is determined by I'(n) and the ordering <, and similarly I'(n) can
be recovered from I'(n) by choosing odd edges in I'(n) according to <. The current n\I'(n),
defined to be the restriction of n to the complement of I'(n), is sourceless. Moreover, we

can write
<Ux0y>A75 = Z A (), (4.29)
’Y:l'*)y
where for a path v:z — vy,
pr(3) 1= {020y sPRIT () = 7). (4.30)

When A = Z4, we write p(y) = pa(y). We will use the following useful property of
backbones, often referred to as the chain rule (see [ABF87]).

Proposition 4.6 (Chain rule for the backbone). Let A C Z?. Let x,y,u,v € A. Then,

(020u)A,8(0u0v) A,B{0uTy)AB
(020y)a,8

P}’;[I'(n) passes through u first and then through v] <
(4.31)

In particular, if u = v,

(020u)A,8(0u0y)A 8
<U:v0y>A,ﬁ

P}%[T'(n) passes through u] < (4.32)

Proof of Lemma 4.3. Clearly {Cpn,4ny(0) N Cn,iny(€1) = 0} C Ag. It then suffices to
analyse the event B := Ai N {Cn,+ny(0) N Cpy4n,(e1) # 0}. Note that if the two clusters

intersect, there must be a path from e; to I'(n;) that does not use any edge of I'(ny),
except maybe for the last edge:

n;-+ns f np
{Coy 40 (0)NCiy 1y (e1) £ 0} € | {u € D(my)In{er S22, 3nf(ny 4my),,., > 0},
ueZ?
veZd

u~v

(4.33)

Qo) v} N {(n1 + n3)y, > 0}. Let m = k° for

Let By, :=BN{ue'(n)}N{e
some small § > 0 to be fixed.
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Figure 2: On the left, an illustration of a configuration realizing B, , for u ¢ A,,. The
backbone of n; (resp. ng) is the black (resp. red) bold line. A string of loops connects
['(ny) to I'(ny) in nj 4+ ny without using any edges of T'(ny). On the right, a diagrammatic
representation of the bound obtained in (4.37).

e We first look at the case u ¢ A,,, see Figure 2 for an illustration. Exploring I'(n;),
and forgetting about BN {(n1 + na),, > 0}, we get’

no\F
(aoaz>5<aelay>5sz’ely < Y p(1){(0e,0y)8 PQC 12% sler Jutne\T, v] (4.34)
vy:0—z
You
= Z P(V){0er0v)5¢,5(00v0y) 3 (4.35)
vy:0—z
You
< (0e,00)p(0vay)s D plri o) (4.36)
v1:0—u
Y2 u—T
< <Ue10v>ﬁ<av0y>ﬁ<‘700’u>ﬁ<UuUm>,6’v (4.37)

where we used the switching lemma on the second line, Griffiths’ inequality on the third
line, and Proposition 4.6 on the last line. As a result, using the infrared bound (1.11),
there exists C; = C1(d) > 0 such that

xr,e C
(8)2 Yo D D (000)8(06,0y) 8P Bun] < D0 D (000u) (0, 0u)s < mTl_z;
X laf Jyl2 w00 R oo
(4.38)

e We now turn to the case u € A,,. We introduce an additional intermediate scale
M = m” < k with A > 0 large enough” to be fixed. Notice that under the occurrence of
B..., any path connecting e; to v in the complement of I'(ny) has to'® exit the box. We
claim that if B,,, occurs then one of the following events occurs (see Figure 3),

- G1 : the backbone I'(ng) does two successive crossings of Ann(M, k),

- Gy : the event F; does not occur and there exist s € OA; and ¢t € OA,, such that
s n1+n2\(f(n1)Uf(n2)) "

Indeed, explore a path from e; to v in n; + ny \ I'(n1). As mentioned above, this path
must reach JAjs a last time at a vertex s before reaching v. If G; does not occur, then s

8 A similar argument is used in the proof of [Pan23, Lemma 6.13].
9How large A can be taken will depend of how small § is chosen.
10 his is where the event {(n1 + n2)u,» > 0} becomes useful in the definition of By ..
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Figure 3: An illustration of the events G; and Gs. The backbone of n; (resp. ng) is
the black (resp. red) bold line. On the left, I'(ng) crosses Ann(M, k) twice and a string
of loops creates a connection between the clusters of 0 and e;. On the right, I'(ng)
only crosses Ann(M, k) once. This forces the existence of a crossing of Ann(m, M) in
n; +no \ F(n1> U F(ng).

must be connected to v without using any edges of I'(ny). If not, there would be a path
inside Aj; connecting s to both v and a point!! of I'(ng). Since (nj +mns)y,,, > 0 this would
create a connection between 0 and e; that is entirely included in Ay, which is impossible
by assumption.

We begin with a bound of G;. A similar bound was already used in [ADC21, (4.21)].
By the chain rule of Proposition 4.6,

<‘70‘7x>[3<‘7e1Uy>ﬁpgx7ew[gl] = <000m>ﬁ<0e10y>ﬁpg’ly[gl] (4.39)
< (000z)p Z (0e104)3{a0b) 3(Tb0y) - (4.40)
beony

Using once again the infrared bound (1.11), there exists Co = C3(d) > 0 such that,
kd—1pd-1 M1 k,(d—l)&A

=(¢

PUG < S (00,00)8(0a0n)s <Oy = Oy = Oy (441)
acoA
beIA

We turn to the bound of Gy. Write,

n;+nz\(T(n1)Ul(n2))

(0002)5(0e,0y) P Y[Ga] < (0000)5(0e,04) 5Py Y [s t].
sEIN s
te0Am
(4.42)
We claim that Pg‘r’ely[C(s,t)] < (0501)% where C(s,t) := {s m1 0o \([m)Uln2)) t}. In-

deed, going to partition functions!'?

Zg (O (s, 1)) = 02 ng[f‘(nl):*yl]Zgly[F(ng):yg]Pg’g%ﬁ[C(s,t)]. (4.43)
W"él:él—%

Now, write for n; € QV? and ny € Q;g

n; = ky + my, k1 (6) = nl(e)]l{e S 72} (6 S E), (444)

1We are using the fact that any edge of T'(nz) is incident to a vertex of I'(nz).
2For full disclosure, this step would require working in a finite volume A and then taking the limit
A 2 Z%. We omit this detail here as it does not affect the argument.
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no = ko + moy, kg(e) = ng(e)]l{e € 71} (6 S E), (445)

so that m; and mgy are both currents on (7; U7,)¢. Then,

290 00, ] = > walkn)ws(ka) Y. wp(my)wp(ma)1{C(s,1)} (4.46)
kl,kg 8m1:8k1
Omo=0ko
= > ws(k)wg(ka) Y. wp(my)wg(ma)1{C(s, 1)}  (4.47)
ki,ko 6m1=ak1A{S,t}
Omo=0ko A{s,t}
st,st st,st

where on the second line we used a slightly more general version of the switching lemma,
called the switching principle, see [ADCTW19, Lemma 2.1]. As a result,

0,0
PWTWS, [C(S,t)] < <050t>7§,ﬁ<080t>7§,5- (449)

Collecting the above work and using Griffiths’ inequality yields

PO, )] < 30 PED(m) = nIPRY[M(n) = 1](0501)55,5(0500)55,8 < (7301)3.

v1:0—=x
Y2:€e1—Y
(4.50)
Injecting (4.50) in (4.42) and averaging over = and y gives,
d—1,,d—1 8(d—1)
—(0) M m k
P;'[G2] < Z <0'so't>% < C3W = C3W- (4.51)
sEON
te0Am

Combining (4.41) and (4.51) gives Cy = Cy(d),C5 = C5(d) > 0 such that

LoA ké(d—l) B
(kd—?) + kAzS(d?,)) < G5k,

(4.52)
for some n > 0 sufficiently small, provided ¢ is small enough and A is large enough. The
proof follows readily. O

1
x(8)?

Z Z Z<‘70‘7x>5<Ue1ay>ﬁp%&e1y[8u,v} < Cym?

|z],|y|>C uEAm VU

5 Proof of the mixing property

In this section, we prove Theorem 2.4. We follow the strategy of [ADC21]. The
argument only requires a modification in one of the steps (namely [ADC21, Lemma 6.7]),
but we provide a full proof for sake of completeness. One essential ingredient to the proof
will be the following result.

Theorem 5.1 (Absence of infinite cluster at 3., [ADCS15]). Let d > 3. Then,
$3.10 <= oo] = 0. (5.1)
We begin by recalling a fundamental result: the existence of regular scales.

Definition 5.2 (Regular scales). Fix ¢, C > 0. An annular region Ann(n/2,8n) is said to
be (¢, C)-regular if the following properties hold:

(P1) for every z,y € Ann(n/2,8n), (cooy)s < C(0004)s,
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(P2) for every z,y € Ann(n/2,8n), |(000z)5 — (000y)p] < C\igyl (0002) 8,

(P3) x2n(8) — xn(B) = cxn(B),
(P4) for every x € Ay, and y & Acy, (000y)p < 2(0004) 5.

A scale k is said to be regular if n = 2¥ is such that Ann(n/2,8n) is (¢, C)-regular, a
vertex x € Z< is said to be in a regular scale if it belongs to an annulus Ann(n, 2n) with
n = 2F and k a regular scale.

Theorem 5.3 (Existence of regular scales, [ADC21, Theorem 5.12]). Let d > 3. Let

~v > 2. There exist ¢c,C > 0 such that, for every 8 < (., and every 1 < n? < N < &(p),
N

there are at least clog, (;) (c, C)-regular scales between n and N.

We are now equipped to prove Theorem 2.4. Below, c, C are given by Theorem 5.3.

Let d >3 and e > 0. Fixn > 1, s > 1, and t satisfying 1 <t < s. Let § < (3. to be
taken sufficiently close to (5., and let N > n to be taken large enough. Introduce integers
m, M such that n <m < M < N.

For x = (z1,...,7¢) and y = (y1,...,¥t), we define

ng — Pgwh--wmtytﬂ,---,@, ngﬂ) — ng ® P%---,@), (5.2)

where P%"“’w is the law of a sum of s independent sourceless currents that we denote

by (nj,...,n}). We also let EF¥ and E’B(y’(b be the expectations with respect to these
measures. If p > 1, define for y ¢ Aggp,

Ay(p) := {u € Ann(p,2p) : Va € Ay /g, (020y)5 < (1 + C\x‘;’u\) <0u0y>ﬁ}. (5.3)

Note that if y is in a regular scale, then A, (p) = Ann(p, 2p). Moreover, the MMS inequal-
ities ensure that this set is not empty, see [ADC21, Remark 6.5].

Let & be the set of regular scales k between m and M /2 with the property that for
all k < K € &, 2K > Cy2*. By Theorem 5.3, we may choose 8 sufficiently close to . and
m, M, N large enough so that £ # ). Introduce U := ]_[;‘f:l U,, where

1 1

. !
n;+n;

U, = Tal T - Z I{u +— x;}, (5.4)
| |k€ﬁ i )ueAyi(Qk)
and,
0200u) 3{(Ouoy)
g (1) 1= & (0_50 - E Ay =Y any(u). (5.5)
=9yl B u€Ay(p)

Using the switching lemma (2.4), we have that E}” 1U] = 1. The following concentration

inequality is a consequence of the definition of A, (2%) and the properties of regular scales,
and is still valid when d = 3 (see [ADC21, Proposition 6.6]). The assumption on m/n and
N/M below is justified by the definition of A, (p).

Lemma 5.4 (Concentration of U). Assume that x; € Ay, and y; ¢ Ay for all 1 < i <t.
Additionally, assume that m > 2dn and N > 2dM. Then, there exists C = C(d,s) > 0
such that,

02

EY[(U-1) < "

(5.6)
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We work under the assumptions of Lemma 5.4. Using the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality
together with Lemma 5.4,

N[ =
A

‘P [ENF] - EZY’Q[U-H{(nl,...,nS)EEHF}]’g(Egy’m[(U—l)Z]) < L (5.7)

8]

We now introduce the proper event which will allow us to “decouple” the events F and
F.

Definition 5.5. Let u = (ug,...,us) with u; € Ann(m, M) for every i. The event
G(u1,...,u) = G(u) is defined as follows: for every i < s, there exists k; < n; + n/ such
that k; = 0 on Ay, k; = n; + n} outside Ay, 0k; = {u;,y;} for i < ¢, and 9k; = () for
t<i<s.

By the switching principle (see [ADCTW19, Lemma 2.1]), one has
PO {(n1,. .. n.) € ENF} 0 {uy ¢ gy, V1< i < 130 G(u)]
t
= (T o (@) ) PE™™ [(1,... 1) € B, (n),..,0}) € F, G(w)] . (5.8)
=1

The identity,

PEu’uy[(nlv ...,m,) €EE, (n’l,...,nls) € F]
_ Pgu[(nl’ N ',ns) c E]Plﬁly[(nll, .. .,Il,s) € F] (5'9)

motivates us to prove that under P;u’uy, the event G(u) occurs with high probability.
This is the technical step in the proof of [ADC21] that requires some work to be extended
to the three-dimensional case. Recall that n <m < M < N.

Lemma 5.6. We keep the assumptions of Lemma 5.4. Assume % < B < B.. Forany fixed
value « = m/M, there exist m, N > 0 large enough (and which only depend on €, a,n, s, d)
such that, for every u with u; € Ayi(Qki) with k; € R for 1 <i<t,

Py {u; B V1 <i< )N G(u }(Ha%yl w)) - = PX""™[G(u)] < g (5.10)

Proof. Below, the constants C; only depend on d and s. The equality follows from an ap-
plication of the switching lemma, we thus focus on the inequality. Write G(u) = Ni<i<sG;
(where the definition of G; is implicit). Then, HY N FY C G; where,

H; := {Ann(M, N) is crossed by a cluster in n;}, (5.11)
and
F; := {Ann(n,m) is crossed by a cluster in n}}. (5.12)

Indeed, if H{ N Ff occurs, we may define k; as the sum of the restriction of n; to the
clusters intersecting AS; and the restriction of n} to the clusters intersecting AS,. Introduce
an intermediate scale n < r < m. Using a union bound,

Pgu,uy i (P:muZ + Puzyz[ ]) + (3 _ t) (P%[HS] + P%[FS]) (513)

We progressively fix r,m, N large enough (recall that m/M = « is fixed).
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Figure 4: An illustration of a configuration n} contributing to the event F; introduced in
(5.12). The backbone of n is the bold black line. Here, I'(n]) does not cross Ann(r,m)
but n) crosses Ann(n,m) thanks to a string of loops crossing Ann(n,r).

Bound on Py *[Fj] Fix 1 <i <t. Notice that
P [F] < PgY[[(ng) crosses Ann(r,m)] + Pg¥ [n; \ T'(n;) crosses Ann(n,7)], (5.14)

see Figure 4. Now, using the chain rule (Proposition 4.6),

Py [['(n;) crosses Ann(r,m)] < > (0w 00 )5(000y )5 (5.15)
vEDA, <O—Ui0—yi>ﬁ
2
<0y max A%0Tu)s (5.16)
m vedAr (O, 0y,)3
2
< Cy—, (5.17)
m
where we used the fact that u € Ay, (2%) on the third line.
Then, arguing as in (4.50) (see also the proof of [Pan23, Lemma 6.3]),
P [n} \ [(n}) crosses Ann(n,7)] = > Py = 7] e 5l0An M OA,]. (5.18)
YUY
However, by Proposition 2.5, one has
Pl S[0An <5 OA,] < @5 5 [0A, > OA,] (5.19)
< b5 [00n ¢ DA, (5.20)

where we additionally used monotonicity properties of the FK-Ising measure (see [Gri06,
DC19]). Using Theorem 5.1, we find that for r large enough, one has

3

¢p. 0Ny, <= OA,] < 2 (5.21)
Combining this observation and (5.17), we obtain that for m large enough,
. €
PUY[F] < — 5.22
bR < £ (522

Bound on P%[HS] Using Proposition 2.5,

PUH,] < ¢5.[0A, <+ OAni]. (5.23)

Using Theorem 5.1 and choosing m large enough (and such that (5.22) holds) therefore
yields

PYH,) < (5.24)

4s
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Bound on P3"[H;] Fix 1 <7 <t. Fix r,m such that the above bounds holds. Notice
that this fixes the value of M by assumption. Still using Proposition 2.5, one has

Pz““[ il = ¢p[Hi |z <= wi] < rnea/)f ba, j2lw = v]” L. ¢, [0AM = OAN], (5.25)

which can be made smaller than £ by using Theorem 5.1 and choosing N > 0 large
enough.

Bound on P%[FS] We notice that

PUF] < ¢5.[0An > OAN], (5.26)

which we bound similarly by £ for IV large enough.
Plugging the above bounds in (5.13), we obtain

Pgu,uy[g(u)c] S i (4% + i) + (3 _ t) (i + i) S 27 (527)
=1

which concludes the proof. ]
We can now conclude.

Proof of Theorem 2.4. Introduce the weights d(u, x,y) defined by

Ay y; U'L
S(u,x,y) == 1{3(k1,..., ki) € &, u € A, (2M) x Ay, (2F) }H L1574 R L S o) (5.28)
XiyYi

Notice that
> S(u,x,y) = 1. (5.29)
(k1,....kt ) ER?
uchy, (2F1)x ... x Ay, (2°t)

We abbreviate the above sum as Y ,,. Assume that m/M = «a. Let o > 0 to be chosen
small enough, and let m = m(«), N = N(a) be given by Lemma 5.6.

Let x = (z1,...,7) € (Ay)t and y = (y1,...,y) € (AS)". Equation (5.7) together
with Lemma 5.6 yield

PFENF] = 6(ux,y)PEEIPF[F]| < (5.30)

[\D\(“)

F
We now use Theorem 5.3 to argue that if 3 is sufficiently close to . and if M/m is large
enough (which affects how large N is), then |&] > 2e72C. This gives for every y € (A%)?,

PYENF] = d(ux y)PEEPY[F] <e. (5.31)

Proof of (2.9) We begin by proving (2.9) when y;,y, are in regular scales (but not
necessarily the same ones). Applying the above inequality once for y and once for y’ with
the event E and F = Qya,

P [E] - P )| <| Yo (0(ux,y) - o(u,x,y) PE[E]| + 2. (5.32)
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Since all the y;, v} are in regular scales, one has A, (2k) = Ayg(Qki) = Ann(2Fi 2kit1),
Moreover, using Property (P2) of regular scales, there exists C; = Ci(s,d) > 0 such that

50,%,y) — 6w, x,¥')] < O (57 )3(u,x,y) < ed(u,x,¥), (5.33)

if N is large enough. Indeed, in this configuration §(u,x,y) and §(u,x,y’) are both close
to

11 (02:0w) (5.34)

i<t ‘ﬁ‘ ZviEAnn(2ki,2ki+1)<0$iavi> ‘
This gives that for every y,y’ € (A%)! having all coordinates in regular scales,

Py [E] - PF[B]| < 3= (5.35)

Note that we can increase m, M, N, while maintaining the value M /m, and choose /3 even
closer to 3, to also obtain (using the exact same argument): for every z,z" € (A%,)! having
all coordinates in regular scales,

\sz [E] - P¥ [E]] < 3e. (5.36)

We now consider z = (z1,...,2) with z; € Ann(m, M) in a regular scale. Also, pick y on
which we do not assume anything. We have,

P[] - PEE]| = [PF[E]- > o(ux,y)PF(E]|

IN

P3Y[E] = 3 6(u,x, y)PE[E]| + 3¢
< A4e,

where on the second line we used (5.36) with (y,y’) = (u,z), and in the third line we used
(5.31) with F' = Qga. This gives (2.9).

Proof of (2.10) The same argument works for (2.10) for every x,x’,y, noticing that for
every regular u for which é(u,x,y) # 0, using once again (P2),

|6(u,x,y) — 6(u,x',y)| < Co (Z) d(u,x,y) <ed(u,x,y) (5.37)
if we take m sufficiently large.
Proof of (2.8) To obtain (2.8) we repeat the same line of reasoning. We start by

applying (5.31). Then, we replace each P¥"[E] by P;y[E] using (5.36). Similarly, we
replace Plﬁly [F] by PZY[F]. The proof follows readily. O

6 Proof of Proposition 3.2

In this last section, we use the techniques introduced in Section 5 to prove Proposition
3.2.
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Proof of Proposition 3.2. We begin with (i). The argument follows from the fact that
the IIC of the measure of interest can be described by the union of the backbone and a
collection of finite loops. If the IIC has two ends, then there must be an infinite path
which does not use any edges of the backbone. Fix y € Z% n > 1 and |z| > 1. Reasoning
again as in (4.49),

+n2\T C
PY0fy K gp 1 < ST (0y0,)2 < = (6.1)
u€OA,
Hence, by Theorem 3.1,
T C
POOO,@[y 1'11+1'12\F(1'11) aAn] S 337 (6,2)
n
which immediately yields,
poce), Brm\lle), 1 (6.3)
and the result.
We turn to (i7). Notice that by the switching lemma, if z,y € Z,
(000%) 8.
The gradient estimate [ADC21, Proposition 5.9] gives that
<O-y0-x>ﬂc — 1’ (65)

2|00 (000z) 8,

which seems to imply (3.10) by Theorem 3.1. However, the event {0 <= y} is not local'?,
so we need to work a little to conclude. Let 2|y| < m < M to be taken large enough. We
follow the argument used in the proof of Lemma 5.6 and notice that

POPO1{0 2% 43¢ 1 {0 = y}] < PE[H] + PY ), (6.6)
where H1 and Hso are two events defined as follows:

- H;: the backbone I'(n;) does two successive crossings of Ann(m, M),

T
- Ho: the event H1 does not occur and there exists s € A, such that y M S

Using the chain rule for backbones and (1.11),

(ouoz)s. &) m1 ’
Md—3

P%T[Hl] < Z <GOUU>5c<UUUU>/Bc<UUG$>5C < max (67)

u€Am, (0002)8. u€hm (000) g,
’UG@A]M

where C; = C1(d) > 0. Moroever, a similar reasoning a in (4.49) yields the existence of
Cy = Cy(d) > 0 such that,
Co

PEOMal < Y (ouwoy)h, < — . (6.8)

13For each fixed z, this event can be approximated by local events using the fact that the measure Pg’:’m
does not percolate, see [ADCS15]. Here we need a version of that statement which is uniform in x. This

is why the qualitative result of [ADCS15] is not enough when d = 3.
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where we used (1.11) in the last inequality. Taking m = M'/* and using the gradient
estimate [ADC21, Proposition 5.9] again,

lim sup lim sup ng"”[{o Lo, y}]=0. (6.9)

The proof of (3.10) follows readily. Moreover, (3.11) follows from (1.11) and [DCP24,
Theorem 1.4].
O
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