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Speed of random walk on dynamical percolation
in nonamenable transitive graphs

Chenlin Gu, Jianping Jiang, Yuval Peres, Zhan Shi, Hao Wu, and Fan Yang

ABSTRACT. Let G be a nonamenable transitive unimodular graph. In dynamical percolation, every
edge in G refreshes its status at rate p > 0, and following the refresh, each edge is open indepen-
dently with probability p. The random walk traverses G only along open edges, moving at rate 1. In
the critical regime p = p., we prove that the speed of the random walk is at most O(1/ulog(1/u)),
provided that p < e~!. In the supercritical regime p > p., we prove that the speed on G is of order
1 (uniformly in p), while in the subcritical regime p < pe, the speed is of order p A 1.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let G = (V,E) be an infinite graph, where V' and E denote the sets of vertices and edges,
respectively. The dynamical percolation process on G is defined as follows: the edges in F
are either open or closed and independently refresh their status at an exponential rate p > 0.
Upon refreshing, each edge becomes open with probability p € (0, 1) or closed with probability
(1 —p). (It is important to note the distinction between “refreshing” and “flipping”: when an
edge is refreshed, it has probability p of becoming open, regardless of its previous state.) Fixing a
starting point Xo = o € V, we initiate a continuous-time random walk denoted as (X¢);>0 on G.
The particle jumps with rate 1 and randomly selects one of its neighboring vertices to jump to,
provided that the connecting edge is open at that specific time.

We study the random walk on dynamical percolation in nonamenable graphs. Specifically, we
are interested in the interplay between the refreshing rate p and the speed of random walk. Recall
that the Cheeger constant of a graph G is defined by

®(G) = inf {|8EVV|
>vew deg(v)
where W denotes the edge boundary of W, i.e., the set of edges in E with one endpoint in W
and the other endpoint in V'\ W. The graph G is said to be nonamenable if ®(G) > 0; otherwise
it is amenable, i.e., ®(G) = 0.
When G is transitive, the random walk (X;);>0 exhibits a well-defined speed, i.e., given any
>0 and p € (0,1), there exists a constant v,(u) € [0, 1] such that

lim dlst()(;o, Xt)

t—o0

: W finite subset of V} , (1.1)

=vp(p) as. and in L' (1.2)

Here, dist(Xo, X¢) represents the graph distance on G between Xy and X;. (For the proof of this

fact, see Lemma 2.3 below.) We are particularly interested in the dependence of v, (1) on p when

is much smaller than 1. This corresponds to a scenario where the status of individual edges changes

more slowly than the random walk moves. Note that if y — oo, then (X;):>0 converges weakly to

the simple random walk on G with time scaled by p. Similarly, if 4 is of order 1, we may expect
1
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that the system behaves in various ways like the ordinary random walk. This is also justified by
our theoretical results in Theorems 1.1 and 1.2 below.

When g is small, the random walk on dynamical percolation can also be viewed as an approx-
imation of the random walk on static percolation. In particular, similar to the random walk on
static percolation, the behavior of the random walk on dynamical percolation also exhibits a phase
transition as p crosses the critical point. More precisely, let P, denote the probability measure
of the (static) Bernoulli-p bond percolation on G, where every edge is independently open with
probability p € [0, 1]. The connected components of vertices with respect to the open edges in the
percolation are called clusters, and recall that the critical point of connectivity p. = p.(G) is
defined by

pe(G) :=sup{p € [0,1] : every cluster has finite size Pp-a.s.}. (1.3)

For infinite transitive graphs with bounded degree and superlinear volume growth, we know that
0 < pe < 1; see [19, Theorem 1.3]. Heuristically, in the subcritical phase p < p., the moving
particle is confined within a finite cluster and must wait for a duration of order 1/u before the
cluster undergoes any notable changes. This suggests that the speed in the subcritical phase
should be of order O(p). On the other hand, in the supercritical phase p > p., there is a positive
probability for the moving particle to be inside an infinite cluster. In such cases, the speed of the
random walk should be of order O(1) and is not affected much by the evolution of the graph. Now,
we state the first two results on the speed of the random walk in the subcritical and supercritical
phases, respectively. One can notice the qualitative difference between them.

Theorem 1.1 (Subcritical phase). Let G be a connected, locally finite, nonamenable transitive
unimodular graph where each vertex has degree d > 3. For any p € (0,p.), there exist two constants
0 <11 < Ch1 < oo independent of p such that the speed of the random walk satisfies the following
estimate:

cri(pAl) Swvp(p) < (Crap) AL (1.4)

Theorem 1.2 (Supercritical phase). Let G be a connected, locally finite, nonamenable transitive
unimodular graph where each vertex has degree d > 3. For any p € (pe, 1], there exists a constant
c12 € (0,1) independent of u such that the speed of random walk satisfies the following estimate:

cro <vp(p) < 1. (1.5)

The proofs of Theorems 1.1 and 1.2 will be presented in Sections 5 and 4, respectively. By the
definition of the model, the upper bound v, (1) < 1 is trivial for all x> 0 and p € [0, 1]. The upper
bound C 1 in (1.4) is proved following our above heuristic reasoning. The main challenges lie in
establishing the lower bounds in (1.4) and (1.5) when p < 1.

Next, we consider the random walk on dynamical percolation at criticality p = p.. In Theo-
rem 1.4, we will show that the (order of the) speed is strictly smaller than that in the supercritical
regime. The proof depends crucially on the one-arm estimate for static percolation on G. Denote
by C, the open cluster containing the vertex v € V, and let radiy(C,) be its intrinsic radius, i.e.,
the maximum, over vertices w € C,, of the intrinsic graph distance (using open edges) between v
and w.

Definition 1.3 (One-arm estimate). An infinite graph G is said to satisfy the one-arm estimate
with exponent 1 if there exists a positive constant C' > 0 such that for every v € G and r > 0,

P, (radint(Cy) > 1) < g (1.6)
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Theorem 1.4 (Critical phase). Let G be a connected, locally finite, transitive unimodular graph
where each vertex has degree d > 3. Suppose it satisfies the one-arm estimate (1.6). Then, there
exists a constant Cy 4 € (0,00) (independent of u) such that

0pe (1) < Crav/log(L/m),  Vu € (0,1/e]. (L.7)

While the statement above does not explicitly mention nonamenability, it is hinted in the one-
arm estimate (1.6). The one-arm estimate is implied by the mean-field behavior of the critical
percolation model. A classical condition to verify the mean-field behavior of critical percolation
is the well-known triangle condition introduced by Aizenman and Newman [2]: for a transitive
graph G = (V, E') with an origin o € V, the triangle function is defined as

Vpi= Y Pylo 2)Py(z ¢ y)Pyy ¢ 0). (1.8)
z,yeV

Then, the triangle condition is V, < oo, which implies the one-arm estimate (1.6) following the
argument by Kozma and Nachmias in [37]; see also the discussion by Hutchcroft in [31, Section 7].
Schonmann conjectured in [50, Conjectures 1.1 and 1.2] that critical percolation on all nonamenable
transitive graphs exhibits mean-field behavior. Recently, Hutchcroft proved this conjecture for all
nonamenable nonunimodular graphs in [31] and for a large family of nonamenable unimodular
graphs in [29, 30, 32], which includes the Gromov hyperbolic graphs. In addition, another L2-
boundedness condition was proposed in [30] as a sufficient criterion for the triangle condition.

Finally, we also obtain a lower bound estimate for the speed at criticality. The following estimate
(1.9) holds for all p € (0,1] and provides an optimal lower bound for the subcritical phase. However,
it fails to yield a sharp lower bound for both the critical and supercritical phases.

Proposition 1.5. Let G be a connected, locally finite, nonamenable transitive graph where each
vertex has degree d > 3. For any p € (0,1], there exists a constant ¢, 5 € (0,00) independent of p
such that the random walker satisfies the following lower bound:

up(p) = crs(p A1) (1.9)

It is natural to ask similar questions about the mean squared displacement E[|X; — Xo|?] (cor-
responding to our E[dist(Xo, X;)]) and the diffusion constant D,(u) (corresponding to our speed
vp(p1)) for the random walk on dynamical percolation in Z? lattices. Sharp estimates on the mean
squared displacement and diffusion constant in the subcritical regime have been derived by Peres,
Stauffer, and Steif in [18]. Some estimates on the mixing time and mean squared displacement in
the supercritical case were also proved by Peres, Sousi, and Steif in [17], although the results there
do not provide a precise lower bound for the diffusion constant. A general lower bound for the
diffusion constant, analogous to Proposition 1.5, for all p € (0, 1] was established by Peres, Sousi,
and Steif in [16]. The critical regime for the random walk on dynamical percolation in Z? lattices,
however, has not been addressed in the literature so far. In a companion paper [24], we investigate
the random walk on critical dynamical percolation in Z% lattices and establish a sharp lower bound
for the diffusion constant in the supercritical case. We obtain similar results to those in Theorem 1.4
and Theorem 1.2 for the diffusion constant, which show that the critical and supercritical regimes
are different qualitatively.

An important special case of nonamenable transitive unimodular graphs is the regular tree Ty,
where each vertex has degree d. It is a widely accepted belief that the random walk on trees
is closely connected to the random walk on critical percolation in high-dimensional Z¢ lattices.
This belief is due to the observation that critical percolation clusters in high-dimensional lattices
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exhibit only local cycles and are similar to critical percolation on a tree. This heuristic has been
rigorously justified in various contexts. For instance, Kozma and Nachmias proved the Alexander-
Orbach conjecture in high dimensions [37], which was previously proved for trees by Kesten [36] and
Barlow and Kumagai [9]. See also the survey by Heydenreich and van der Hofstad [28]. Our results
in this paper, along with those presented in the companion paper [24], provide further evidence
regarding the connection between the diffusion constant on high-dimensional lattices and the speed
on trees. In fact, the proofs in these two papers mutually inspire each other, particularly in the
critical case.

Related works. The study of percolation on general graphs beyond Z? has received significant
attention in recent decades. In their seminal paper [I4], Benjamini and Schramm proposed a
systematic investigation of percolation on general quasi-transitive graphs. In particular, they posed
many conjectures regarding the existence of phase transitions and the extinction of infinite clusters
at criticality. (Recall that a graph G is called quasi-transitive if the action of the automorphism
group Aut(G) on V has only a finite number of orbits.) Benjamini, Lyons, Peres, and Schramm
[10, 11] proved that for nonamenable quasi-transitive unimodular graphs, p. < 1 and no infinite
cluster exists at criticality. Further details can be found in Chapter 8 of the book by Lyons and
Peres [12]. The developments in percolation on nonunimodular graphs usually rely on the study of
geometric conditions. Lyons [10] proved that every Cayley graph with exponential growth exhibits a
non-trivial phase transition. Teixeira [52] proved that p. < 1 for graphs with polynomial growth and
satisfying the local isoperimetric inequality of dimension greater than 1. In a recent groundbreaking
result, Duminil-Copin, Goswami, Raoufi, Severo, and Yadin [19] established the existence of phase
transitions in all quasi-transitive graphs with super-linear volume growth. Hermon and Hutchcroft
[26] established the exponential decay of the cluster size distribution and the anchored expansion
for infinite clusters in supercritical percolation on transitive nonamenable graphs.

There is a vast literature on random walks in evolving random environments. We begin by
highlighting some related works that share the same context as our paper, specifically focusing
on random walks on dynamical percolation. The concept of dynamical percolation on arbitrary
graphs was introduced by Héggstrom, Peres, and Steif [25]. Subsequently, the model of random
walk on dynamical percolation in Z? was introduced by Peres, Stauffer, and Steif [415]. As previously
mentioned, in the context of subcritical /supercritical dynamical percolation in Z¢, several results
concerning mean squared displacement, mixing times, and hitting times for the random walk have
been proved in [18, 16, 17]. Later, Hermon and Sousi [27] extended the setting to general underlying
graphs, establishing a comparison principle between the random walk on dynamical percolation and
the simple random walk on the graph regarding hitting and mixing times, spectral gap, and log-
Sobolev constant. Sousi and Thomas [51] investigated the random walk on dynamical Erdés-Rényi
graphs (i.e., dynamical percolation on complete graphs) and showed that the mixing time exhibits
a cutoff phenomenon. More recently, Andres, Gantert, Schmid, and Sousi [3] studied the biased
random walk on dynamical percolation in Z? and established results such as the law of large
numbers, the Einstein relation, and monotonicity with respect to the bias. Lelli and Stauffer [35]
studied the mixing time of random walk on a dynamical random cluster model in Z¢, where edge
states evolve according to continuous-time Glauber dynamics.

Many research interests have also been devoted to studying random walks on dynamical models
that differ from dynamical percolation in terms of the evolving mechanism of the underlying graph.
For example, Avena, Giildas, van der Hofstad, den Hollander, and Nagy [4, 5, (] studied random
walks on dynamical configuration models, where a small fraction of edges is sampled and rewired
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uniformly at random at each unit of time. Caputo and Quattropani [17] investigated the mixing
of random walks on dynamic random digraphs, which undergo full regeneration at independent
geometrically distributed random time intervals. Figueiredo, Iacobelli, Oliveira, Reed, and Ribeiro
[22] and Tacobelli, Ribeiro, Valle, and Zuaznébar [31] considered random walks that build their own
trees, wherein the trees evolve with time, randomly, and depending upon the walker. Cai, Sauer-
wald, and Zanetti [16] and Figueiredo, Nain, Ribeiro, de Souza e Silva, and Towsley [23] studied
random walks on evolving graph models generated as general edge-Markovian processes. Iacobelli
and Figueiredo [33] considered random walks moving over dynamic networks in the presence of
mutual dependencies—the network influences the walker steps and vice versa. Avin, Koucky, and
Lotker [3] and Sauerwald and Zanetti [19] derived bounds for cover, mixing, and hitting times of
random walks on dynamically changing graphs, where the set of edges changes in each round under
some mild assumptions regarding the evolving mechanism.

In the preceding discussion, we have focused on highlighting a few representative studies that
are particularly relevant to random walks in evolving random environments on nonamenable (or
tree-like) graphs. There are also numerous references concerning random walks in evolving random
environments on Z? lattices, which will be reviewed in the companion paper [24].

Organization. The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we provide several
preliminary results that will be used in the proofs of the main results, including the choice of
the initial bond configuration, the existence of speed, and the stationarity of the environment
seen by the moving particle. In Section 3, we consider the critical case and present the proof
of Theorem 1.4. The proofs for the supercritical case (Theorem 1.2) and the subcritical case
(Theorem 1.1) are presented in Section 4 and Section 5, respectively. Additionally, in Section 5,
we establish the general lower bound stated in Proposition 1.5. Finally, some concluding remarks

and open questions are stated in Section 6.

Notations. We will use the sets of natural numbers N = {1,2,3,...} and positive real numbers
Ry = RN (0,00). For any (real or complex) numbers a and b, we will use the notations a < b,
a = O0(b), or b =Q(a) to mean that |a| < C|b| for a constant C' > 0 that does not depend on .

2. PRELIMINARIES

This section aims to establish several preliminary results regarding the random walk on dynam-
ical percolation. In some results, the underlying graph can be more general than our setting in the
main results. These results include the impact of the initial bond configuration of the dynamical
percolation, the estimate of reset times, the existence of speed on transitive graphs, and the sta-
tionarity of the environment seen by the moving particle (which is the only result in this section
that requires unimodularity of the underlying graph).

Given a graph G = (V, E), we denote by dist(u,v) the graph distance between two vertices
u,v € V. Let B(v,r) := {x € V : dist(z,v) < r} denote the r-neighborhood of v on G. In the
presence of percolation, we use dist¢(u,v) to denote the chemical distance, i.e., the length of the
shortest path connecting u and v that consists only of the open edges. If u,v belong to different
clusters, then dist¢(u, v) = co. We call dist(+, -) and dist¢ (-, -) the intrinsic and extrinsic distances
on the percolation, respectively. Let C, represent the cluster containing the vertex v. We define
the extrinsic radius of C, as

radext (Cy) := sup{dist(v,u) : u € C,}. (2.1)
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Similarly, we define the intrinsic radius of C, as
radint (Cy) := sup{dist¢c(v,u) : u € Cy}. (2.2)

We now introduce the following notations for the random walk on dynamical percolation in an
underlying graph G = (V, E):

e Let n : E xRy — {0,1} denote the state of edges, where n.(e) = 1 (resp. 0) indicates
the edge e is open (resp. closed) at time t. Each edge refreshes independently at a rate
w € (0,00), and when the refresh happens, the edge is open with probability p € (0,1) and
closed with probability (1 —p). For each e € E, we use 0 < x§ < x5 < --- to denote the
sequence of refresh times. Note {X;}jeN forms a Poisson point process of intensity 1 on Ry.
e Let X : Ry — V denote the position of the moving particle, which attempts to jump to
one of its neighbors uniformly at random and independently of the dynamics (7;)¢>0, with a
rate of 1. A jump is successful if and only if the edge the particle attempts to cross is open.
Denote by &, the moment of the k-th attempt to jump, and let e denote the corresponding
edge the particle attempts to cross. Note {{ }ren forms a Poisson point process of intensity

1 on R;.

Suppose the particle starts from a vertex z € V. Given an initial bond configuration w € {0, 1}E ,
we denote by P,, ; the probability measure generated by

({&k- ertrem, {X§Yieneer, Xo = x,m0 = w) . (2.3)
The process (X¢,m:)t>0 is Markovian under Py, ,. By default, we set o € V' as the initial position
of the particle, and write P, = P, , for short. We use P to denote the probability measure
conditioned on the whole evolution of the dynamical percolation process (7:)¢>0. Notice that the
product Bernoulli measure 7, := Ber(p)¥ is the invariant measure for the process (1;):>0. Then,
we define the probability measure

P :=E,,P,, (2.4)

which is the annealed probability measure with respect to 7 when the initial bond configuration
is distributed according to .

2.1. Choosing the initial environment. The following proposition shows that to prove the main
results, it suffices to choose the initial distribution to be stationary.

Proposition 2.1. Consider the random walk (X¢)t>0 on dynamical percolation in a connected and
locally finite graph G = (V, E), started at o € V. If an event D in the o-field generated by (X¢)i>0
satisfies P,y (D) = 1 for a.e. initial environment n € {0,1}F sampled according to the product
Bernoulli measure 7, = Ber(p)¥, then P, (D) = 1 for every initial environment w € {0,1}.

Proof. Given w € {0,1}¥ and an integer r > 1, let w” denote a random initial environment that
agrees with w on the ball B(o,r) and is i.i.d. Ber(p) outside this ball. Since w” is obtained by
conditioning the random variables with law Ber(p)” on an event of positive probability, we have
that P, (D) = 1.

We couple the processes started with w and w”, respectively, so that every edge e is refreshed
at the same times x§, x§,..., in both environments and has the same status after updating, i.e.,
wy (e) = wy(e) for all ¢ > x§. Furthermore, the sequence of times &; when the particle attempts to
jump is the same under both measures. If {e;} is the sequence of edges selected by the moving
particle under P,,, we may select the same edges e; under P,,r, for every index j that satisfies

Vi<j, {xj"<& or e €Bor)}.
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Next, consider the events
Qn:={e, #e; Vj <n}.
For each n, the probability that e, is selected for the first time before it is refreshed is
P, (Qn N {gn < X‘f"}) =E, (e_uglen) <E, (e—uﬁn) = (1 + M)_n )
where the first equality is obtained by conditioning on &,, @, and e,. Define
Q = Up>p (Qn N {gn < XTH}) .
Given € > 0, we can choose r = r(u,€) so that
Po(Q) <Y Pu(Qun{én <xi"}) <D (1+p) " <e.
n>r n>r

On the event Q°, the edges {e;};>1 selected under P, are the same as those selected under P,
and we,(ej) = We, (e;) for all j > 1. The locations of the particle (X;);>0 are determined by the

variables {fj, €j, 775]. (ej)}jzl , SO
Py(D) >P,r(DNQ)>1—¢.
Since € can be arbitrarily small, the result follows. O

2.2. Uniform upper bound for the reset time. We denote by A; the memory set of edges
that have not been refreshed after the last attempt of the particle to cross it in [0, ], i.e.,

A= {e eE: %16211\)5{@ (& <t,ep=c¢e} > I;leaglc{xj 1x5 < t}} . (2.5)

Here, we adopt the convention that maxgen @ = 0. Therefore, an edge e that has never been
attempted to be crossed before time ¢ is not included in the memory set A;. We define the reset
time as the sequence of moments (7T))ren at which the memory set returns to the empty state
from the non-empty state: 7o = 0 and

Tp:=inf<t>Tp 1:|A] =0 and sup |As]>1,, Vkel. (2.6)
Se(kal’t)
The next result gives a rough uniform bound on this reset time.

Lemma 2.2. For any infinite graph G and any initial bond configuration w € {0,1}¥, the following
upper bound holds for the reset time:

Ew[Tk - Tk,ﬂ < ei, Vk € N. (27)
Proof. Tt suffices to estimate E,[T}], as the same proof can be applied to E, [Ty, — Tx—1]. We define
the hitting time of 1 for the process (| A¢|)e>0:
T :=1inf {t > 0: A =1}.
The proof is based on the observation that the size of the memory set (]A¢|)i>0 is stochastically
dominated by a birth-death process (S;)¢>¢ with birth rate 1 and death rate p|Sy|:
|A¢| =S¢y, VE€[0,71], (2.8)
|A¢| < Sy, VE € (1,00). (2.9)

Regarding (2.8), since the memory set A; is empty before 71, its increasing rate is the same as that
of S, and we can couple the two processes using the same random variable £1. In the subsequent
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evolution, the increasing rate of the memory set is smaller than 1 because every attempt to jump
may choose an edge already in A;. Meanwhile, the decay rate of the memory set is u|A;| since
every edge refreshes independently with rate p. This leads to (2.9).

We define another sequence of reset times (Tk) ren for the process (S¢)i>0. In view of (2.8) and
(2.9), we have that

E,[T1] < E[T}].

To estimate E[T}], we can calculate the stationary distribution (g, )nen for the process (St)t>0 by
solving the detailed balance equation

Gn = Gn+1 - w(n+1), Vn € N. (2.10)

We find that (G )nen follows a Poisson(u~!) distribution. Therefore, (S;)¢> is a positive recurrent

Markov process (see e.g., Theorem 21.13 in the book [39] by Levin and Peres) and the expectation
of T is given by (see e.g., [39, Proposition 1.14 (ii)])

E[Ty] = g5 = e¥. (2.11)

This concludes (2.7). O

2.3. Existence of speed on transitive graphs. With Lemma 2.2, we can derive that the speed
of random walk on dynamical percolation exists for any transitive graph.

Lemma 2.3. For any infinite transitive graph G and any initial bond configuration w € {0,1}F,
the speed vy(1) of (Xe,mi)e>0 (recall (1.2)) exists Py-a.s. and in L'(P,). Furthermore, vy(u) does
not depend on the choice of w.

Proof. For simplicity, we assume the initial configuration w is sampled from the product measure
mp. We will address the general initial configuration using Proposition 2.1.

Step 1: limit along the reset times. Recall the reset times (T )ren defined in (2.6). By the strong
Markov property, the stationarity of the initial configuration, and the transitivity of G, we know
that (T —Tk—1)ken are i.i.d. random variables and (X7, )ken is a discrete random walk on G. Since
the increments of dist(Xo, X;) have a rate at most 1, (dist(Xo, X;) — t)¢>0 is a supermartingale.
Then, the optional stopping time theorem yields that

E[diSt(Xo, XTl/\t) o AN t] <0.
This implies that E[dist(Xo, X7, a¢)] < E[Th At]. Taking ¢t — oo, we obtain that
E[diSt(Xo, XT1)] < htHl inf]E[diSt(Xo, XTl/\t)]
—00
< lim E[Tl /\t] = E[Tl] < 00,
t—o00
where we applied Fatou’s lemma in the first step, the monotone convergence theorem in the third

step, and (2.7) in the last step. Once we have verified that E[dist(Xo, X7,)] < oo, according to [39,
Theorem 14.10] based on Kingman’s subadditive ergodic theorem, the limit

ist(Xg, X
v := lim —dlSt( 0. Xr,)

n—00 n

(2.12)

exists P-a.s. and is a constant.
Step 2: limit along R;. We define the total number of attempts to jump during [s, t] as
J[s,t] .= #{i e Ny : & € [s,1]}. (2.13)
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Note that
dist(Xo, X7,) — J[Th-1,Tn] < nf dist(Xo, X¢)
T, T te(Tn_1,Th] t
i dist( Xy, X T.-1,T,
< sup dlSt(X07 Xt) < IS( 05 Tn—1)+J[ n—1, n] (2‘14)
te(Th—1,1n) t Tn—l

Hence, it suffices to show that the two sides converge to the same limit as n — oco. First, we have
that

diSt(X(), XTn)
m e

n—oo

. diSt(XQ, XTn) n v
= lim —M** . — = )
n—00 n T, E[T]
by (2.12) and the strong law of large numbers (LLN). Regarding J[1},—_1, T},], notice that t — JI0, ¢]
is a Poisson point process of intensity 1, so it admits a strong LLN (see e.g., Theorem 2.4.7 of

Durrett [21]):

P-a.s. (2.15)

n

=1, P-a.s.
t—00 t
On the other hand, using the LLN again, we have that T, /T,,—1 — 1 P-a.s. Hence, we conclude
that
J[Tnfla Tn] . J[O, Tn] Tn J[O, Tnfl]

nh—>120 T nh_}rgo T T T, =0, P-a.s. (2.16)

Applying (2.15) and (2.16) to (2.14) yields that

o dist(Xo, Xp)
vp(p) = Him, ¢ “®mpy TS

For a general initial configuration w, consider the event A := {limy;_, dist(Xo, Xt)/t = vp(p)}.
By Proposition 2.1, we have that

P, (A) = P(4) = 1,

which implies the P,-a.s. convergence. Since v,(ut) is defined under PP, it does not depend on the
choice of w.

Step 3: L'-convergence. Since dist(Xg, X;) < J[0,¢] and J[0,#] follows a Poisson(t) distribution,
for every initial configuration w, we have that

E, [(dlSt(XoXt)>1 <E, [(J[(z’t]>2] P s vt (2.17)

t 2

Thus, the ratios (dist(Xo, X¢)/t)¢>1 are uniformly integrable under P,. Together with the P,-
a.s. convergence, this justifies the L!(IP,) convergence. O

Remark 2.4. We can establish the positivity of the speed v,(u) for discrete nonamenable groups:
Kaimanovich and Vershik proved in [35, Theorem 5] that the spectral radius of the random walk
(X7, )ken is strictly less than 1. Proposition 14.6 in [12] (which is due to Avez’s work in 1976 [7])
connects this lower bound of the spectral radius to that of entropy, which further gives a lower
bound of the speed of the random walk following [12, Theorem 14.9].
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2.4. Environment seen by the particle on transitive unimodular graphs. In this subsec-
tion, we study the process (X¢,mt)t>0 from the view of the particle. Using the reversibility of the
process (X, m¢)t>0, we extend it to a two-sided process (X, n¢)ier by first running an independent
copy (X{,m;)i>0 and then defining

(Xe,me) o= (XLpn"y), VE<O. (2.18)

The random variables in (2.3) can also be extended to ({&k, ek }rez, {Xj}jezeck) for the two-sided
process (X, my)eer. Specifically, for k < 0, & and e record the moments and the corresponding
edges attempted to be crossed before time 0, while xj, records the moments when the edge e refresh
before time 0.

To ensure the stationarity of the environment seen by the particle, besides transitivity, we also
need to assume that the graph G is unimodular. We now introduce some necessary definitions and
notations (for more details, refer to [12, Chapter 8.2]). Let G = (V, E) be a transitive graph and
Aut(G) be the group of automorphisms. Then, G is unimodular if its left Haar measure coincides
with its right Haar measure. Denote this Haar measure by H. Let I'; , be the set of automorphisms
that maps = to y:

Iy = {7 € Aut(G) : yo = y}. (2.19)

Let H, , represent the normalized probability measure obtained by restricting H to I'; .

In this subsection, we always assume that G = (V, E) is a locally finite, transitive, and unimodular
graph. We define the environment seen from the particle (n})cr as follows: the process (1] )ier
takes value in {0, l}E and the particle is always located at the origin 0. Each edge refreshes
independently with rate p. At an exponential clock of rate 1, the particle attempts to jump to a
neighbor x of the origin o, selected uniformly at random, and the environment is shifted accordingly.
More specifically, for the k-th attempt to jump at time &, we sample an automorphism v according
to the normalized Haar measure H, ;. We then define the shift of the environment at &, as follows:

. { ngki 0", if ngki({o,x}) =1 (2.20)
L if o, _({o,2}) =0~ '
where (1, _ov)(e) :=n;,__(ve) for every e € E. Here, in the first case, when the edge {0, 2} is open,
the particle jumps and the corresponding automorphism in Aut(G) applies. The automorphism ~y
is chosen uniformly at random since there can be multiple automorphisms in I', ;. In the second
case, when the edge {0, z} is closed, the environment remains unchanged and the particle does not
move.

We continue to use P to denote the probability measure for the extended two-sided process when
the initial bond configuration g is sampled according to 7,. The next result shows that the process
(n])ter seen from the particle forms a stationary ergodic environment.

Lemma 2.5. Given a transitive unimodular graph G = (V, E) where each vertex has degree d > 3,
the environment (nf)icr seen from the particle is stationary and ergodic under P.

Proof. First, we prove the stationarity. Let £ denote the generator of the dynamics (7} )ier: for
any bounded measurable function f : {0,1}¥* — R,

L") :=Lrf")+ Lacf(n"),
where Lr and L), are defined as

Lrf(r) =Y [up (fO ") = f(") + p(L = p) (FO0) = F("))]

ecE
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1
E * = P — *O — * *(fo.xV)= dHO:E .
) zvj T /F U0 o) N L =ny Host)

*,e,1 ( *,e,O)

Here, 1 resp. 1 denotes the bond configuration obtained by opening (resp. closing) the
edge e, and V, represents the set of neighboring vertices of 0. We have decomposed the generator
into two parts Lr and Lj;, which correspond to the edge refreshing and the movement of the
particle, respectively. To establish stationarity, it suffices to prove that

E[Lf] = E[Lrf]+E[Lrpf] = 0.

The term E[Lpf] = 0 follows from the fact that 7, is an invariant measure for the refreshing
generator Lr. On the other hand, we have E[Ly/f] = 0 by [13, Lemma 3.13], where Lyons and
Schramm proved that the environment seen by the particle on static percolation is stationary when
the graph is transitive unimodular.

Next, we prove the ergodicity through the following strong mixing condition: for any 7T, R €
(0,00) and cylinder events A, B € o({0,1}55) x [0, T7),

li_>m P({{n* e A}yn{Tsn* € B}) =P(n* € A)P(n* € B). (2.21)
S o
Here, the notation n* represents the whole process (1] )icr and T is the time-shift operator defined
as (Tsn*)¢ := 0} To prove (2.21), let € > 0 be a constant that will be chosen later and choose an
arbitrary s > T'. Then, we introduce the events

E := {the number of attempted jumps is less than T + s},

Ey := {all the edges in B(o, R + T + s°) refresh at least once during [T, s]}.

Clearly, we have that
lim P(EY) =0, (2.22)

S5—00
since the number of attempted jumps is finite almost surely. On the other hand, using a simple
union bound, we obtain that
limsup P(ES) < lim dfFT+s%e#s=T) — ¢ (2.23)
S5—00

5§—00

as long as we choose € € (0, 1) sufficiently small depending on d and p.
Denoting Ey := {n* € A} N {Tsn* € B}, we can rewrite the left-hand side (LHS) of (2.21) using
(2.22) and (2.23) as

lim ]P’(Eo) = hﬁm ]P’(E()ﬂElﬂEg)—i- hﬁm P(EoﬂElﬂEg)—i- ILHI ]P’(EoﬂEf)

e = SIHEOP (Eo N E1NEy). (2.24)
We decompose the event Fg N E1 N Fy as
P(EoNELNEy) =P{Tsn" € B}Y{n* € A}NE1NE)P({n* € A}NE; NEy). (2.25)
Using (2.22) and (2.23) again, the second factor on the right-hand side (RHS) satisfies
SIEEOP {n* e A}NnEINEy) =P(n* € A). (2.26)

For the first factor on the RHS of (2.24), the Markov property implies that
P{Tsn* € B}Y{n* € A}NE1NEy) =P(Tsn* € B) =P (n* € B). (2.27)
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Here, the first equality holds because every visited edge is refreshed under Fy N Fs, and the second
equality is due to stationarity. Combining (2.24)—(2.26) concludes (2.21). O

Remark 2.6. The ergodicity of the environment seen from the particle will not be used in the
rest of the paper. However, it may be of interest for future studies related to random walks on
dynamical percolation.

3. SPEED FOR THE CRITICAL CASE

In this section, we prove Theorem 1.4. A key ingredient is the following mean-field behavior
exhibited by the supercritical percolation on G with p slightly greater than p..

Lemma 3.1. Given an infinite graph G satisfying the one-arm estimate (1.6), there exist constants
d =9(G) >0 and C > 0 such that for every vertex v € V and p € [pe,pc + /7],

P, (radext(Cy) > 1) < Py (rading(Cy) > 1) < g, Vr > 0. (3.1)

Proof. The first inequality follows immediately from the fact that radext(Cy) < radint(Cy). For the
second inequality, we introduce the shorthand notation D, := {radiy(C,) > r}. Notice that the
percolation cluster containing v at p. can be obtained in two steps: we first construct a Bernoulli-p
percolation, and then consider the Bernoulli-(p./p) percolation of it. This gives us the inequality

P, (D,) > (%)TPP(D,«) > (1 + 5) B P,(D,) > e °/PP,(D,),

Pcr

where the factor (p./p)” above represents the probability that all the r edges in a path realizing
{radint(Cy) > r} is open, and the second inequality is due to the condition p € [p., p. + /r]. Now,
applying the one-arm estimate (1.6) to P, (D, ), we obtain that

C

P,(D;) < eé/pCPpc<D'r) < —
r

which completes the proof of the second inequality in (3.1). ]

Proof of Theorem 1.4. We study the displacement E[dist(Xy, X;)], where ¢t = t(u) will be chosen
later. Denote by C the subgraph composed of all the bonds that are open at least once during [0, ¢].
Under the stationary measure P, the subgraph Cisa percolation on G, where each bond is open
with probability

pi=pe+ (1= pe) (1 —e™#Pe) < pe(1 + pt).

Let C~O denote the cluster containing the root o in C. , and let § be the constant in Lemma 3.1. Under
the condition

0 < peut < 4§/r, (3.2)

we apply Lemma 3.1 to obtain that

(3.3)

<1Q

P (radex(Co) > 1) <
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Next, we analyze the displacement using C and decompose it as follows:

K
E[dist(Xo, X)) < Y E [dist(Xo,Xt)l (251 < radens @) Qk}} o
1 .

+E [dist(Xo,Xt)l{radext(go)ZQK}} ,

where K is a threshold to be determined later. For the scale 2¥, since the random walk during [0, ¢]
must stay within C,, we have that

E [dist(XO,Xt) ] < okp (radext(ao) > 2’“*1) <ok~ —90,

1{2k71gradext(&,)gzk} ok—1

where we used the estimate (3.3) in the second step, assuming that (3.2) holds. For the scale
beyond the threshold 2X we use the trivial bound E[dist(Xo, X¢)|C,] < t to obtain that

E [dist(Xo, X)L .., 52x) | = E |dist(Xo, X0) [radext(Co) = 2| P (radest(Co) = 27
Ct
= 5K

Once again, we applied the estimate (3.3) provided that the condition (3.2) holds for r = 2K. We
choose K such that

< pepit <

2K+1 2K

By choosing this K, we ensure that the condition p.ut < §/2F is satisfied in all previous steps for
1 < k < K. Plugging the above estimates into (3.4), we obtain that

1o 20 t —logy(pept/0) | pepit
;E[dlSt(X(),Xt)} - <K+ 2K+1> < 2C< " + 5 )

To minimize the RHS, we set ¢t = t(p) := /(1/p)log(1/u) and obtain that

- E[dist(Xo, X¢)] < Cv/plog(1/p). (3.5)
Finally, we use the definition (1.2) and the triangle inequality to obtain that

E[diSt(X(), XT)]

vpe(p) = fim T
LT/tJ
< Tlféof Z E[dist(Xnt, X(41)2)]

< C+/plog( 1/,u .

Here, in the second step, we applied the estimate (3.5) to every segment [nt,(n + 1)t] due to
stationarity. This concludes (1.7). O
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4. SPEED FOR THE SUPERCRITICAL CASE

In this section, we provide the proof of Theorem 1.2. The upper bound in (1.5) is trivial. When
u > 1, the lower bound follows from Proposition 1.5. When p is much smaller than 1, we get a
substantial improvement over (1.9). The proof of the lower bound in this case relies on the Diaconis-
Fill coupling [1%] between the random walk and the evolving set process (which we will review in
Section 4.1). Assuming a key estimate in Lemma 4.2, we complete the proof of Theorem 1.2 in
Section 4.1. For clarity, we first present the proof of Lemma 4.2 in Section 4.2 for a special case
where G is an infinite regular tree. This proof is simpler and already contains all the key ideas.
Subsequently, in Section 4.3, we explain the necessary modifications to extend the proof to general
nonamenable transitive unimodular graphs.

4.1. The evolving set process and Diaconis-Fill coupling. The whole evolution of the en-
vironment is denoted by n = (1 : ¢ > 0). We discretize time by observing the random walk
at nonnegative integer times. We consider the time-inhomogeneous Markov chain with transition
probability given by

Pl (z,y) =P"(Xpp1 =y | Xp=2x), Va,yeV, ne NU{0}. (4.1)

Note that m(z) =1, z € V, is a stationary measure for each P;. Moreover, since the random walk
moves at rate 1, we have

PNz, x)>el, VreV, neN.
The evolving set process is a Markov chain that takes values in the collection of subsets of V. Its
transition is defined as follows: given the current state S, = S C V, we pick a random variable U
uniformly distributed in [0, 1], and the next state of the chain is the set

Sni1 = {y eV: ZPT?H(x,y) > U} .
x€S

Note that the evolving set process has two absorbing states: () and V. Denote by Kp the transition

probability for the evolving set process (S, : n € N U {0}) when the transition matrix for the

Markov chain is P € {P} : n € N}. Doob’s transform of the evolving set process conditioned to

stay nonempty is defined by the transition kernel

7 m(B)
Kp(A,B) = Kp(A,B).
p(4,B) = — @ p(4, B)
For more discussion about evolving sets, we refer to [15] by Morris and Peres, [12, Section 6.7], or

[39, Section 17.4].

Now, the Diaconis-Fill coupling P7 is a coupling between the Markov chain X,, and Doob’s
transform of the evolving set process, defined as follows. Let DF = {(x,A) : x € A, A C V}. We
define the Diaconis-Fill transition kernel on DF as

n
B (2. A). (g, B)) o= WKL, (4 B)
" ZzeA P;L7+1(Z, y)

Let ((Xy,Sn) : n € NU{0}) be the Markov chain with initial state (z,{z}) € DF and transition
kernel ﬁg '\, from time n to n + 1. Then, the following properties hold (see Theorem 17.23 of [39]
for a proof):

e The chain (X,, : n € NU{0}) has transition kernels {P,4+1:n € NU{0}}.

e The chain (S, : n € NU{0}) has transition kernels {IA(an :n e NU{0}}.

, V(z,A),(y,B) € DF.
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e For any y € S, we have
P1(Xn =y | 0.1, Sn) = |Su| . (4.2)

Throughout the proof, we will write P7 for the probability measure arising from the Diaconis-Fill
coupling with initial state (o,{o}) when the entire evolution of the environment is given by 7.
Then, we will use P to denote the annealed proAbabilityAmeasure with respect to 7 when the initial
bond configuration is given by m,. We will use E" and E to denote the corresponding expectations.

For every subgraph G’ of G and S C V, we denote O S as the edge boundary of S in G, i.e.,
the set of edges in E(G’) that have one endpoint in S and the other endpoint in V'\ S. We will also
view 1; as a subgraph of G with vertex set V. We now prove a crucial property related to evolving
sets. This property holds for random walks on dynamical percolation of general graphs.

Lemma 4.1. Let (Xt,m:)t>0 be a random walk on the dynamical percolation of an arbitrary infinite
graph G, where every vertex has a degree bounded by d. Then, the following estimate holds:

B [ysn+1y—1/2 ] sn} < exp (—@% /6) [S,|72, vneNU{0}. (4.3)
Here, &g, = @gn is defined as
1 ~
®s,, = m Z Z P (Xn1 =yl Xn = 2), (4.4)
™ zes, yese
and it satisfies
1 n+1
bg > —— Op, S| dt. 4.5
Sn—de|Sn|/7; ’nt | ( )
Proof. A similar result for random walk on finite graphs has been established in Lemma 2.3 of [17].
Our proof follows a similar approach. By equation (29) of [15], we have
@n B | =8n (S| 2 S,
|Sn|_1/2 n+1 I |Sn|_1/2

=E" ’Sn-i-l’ ‘Sn—&-l‘_l/z
Ppi1 |Sn| |Sn|_1/2

sn]
R e S]

=F Pntll
P I | Sn|1 /2
where I@T’]D (resp. E}) denotes the expectation when {S,} has transition kernel Kp (resp. Kp), and

the first equality is due to the definition of E7. By Lemma 3 of [45] (with v = e™1) and using the

definition (4.4), we obtain that

o [‘S”“l/z -2 3 - ‘1’?%]
6 |

€ S
Sl<1——— %2 <1— n<
n]_ Y 525, < G Sexp

Pri1 |Sn|1/2 1_671)

This concludes (4.3).
For the bound (4.5), recall that

1, if {x,y} is open in 7,
nt(xv y) - . . .
0, if {z,y} is closed in n,.
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For neighboring vertices x and y, by considering the event that the random walk clock rings exactly
once during {t € [n,n + 1] : p(x,y) = 1}, we have that

N 1 n+1
n

Therefore, we obtain

- 1 n+1
S Y F K=y Xe=a)2 - Y Z./n (@, y)dt.
x€Sn yeSE TE€Sn YyESY,
Then, using Fubini’s theorem and the fact that
O Sl = D > mela,y),
x€Sn yeSs
we conclude (4.5). O
We define a sequence of random variables
n—1 @2
My:=1, and M, :=|S,| Y% exp (Z gk> vn € N. (4.6)
k=0

Let %, be the o-algebra generated by the evolving sets up to time n. By Lemma 4.1, we have
En[Mn—&-l‘g\n] S Mny
which implies that {M,, : n € NU{0}} is a supermartingale with respect to {.%,}. Thus, we have
EnM,] < E"My| = 1. Applying Markov’s inequality yields that for any € > 0,
~ €

B"(M, > 2/¢) < %E"[Mn] =

In the special case where the initial configuration is m,, it also gives that

B(M, > 2/¢) < /2. (4.7)

Lemma 4.2. Under the setting of Theorem 1.2, suppose ng has the stationary distribution .
Then, there exist constanats cg,c1 > 0 such that for any n € NU {0},

R n+1
2 (/ 10, Sl dt > 01|Sn|> > ¢o. (4.8)

This lemma will be proved as Lemma 4.5 in the tree case, and will be proved at the end of
Section 4.3 in the general case. Assuming Lemma 4.2, we first show that the volume of S,, grows
exponentially fast in Lemma 4.3, which is then used to complete the proof of Theorem 1.2.

Lemma 4.3. Using the same notations as in Lemma 4.2, we have

~ cp\ 2 coc% co
B(]S, <7) > 9 . 4,
<\S | > 1) P [662d2n]> 25 Vn € N (4.9)
Proof. We define the indicator functions

Ik = 1((I)Sk > 01/(ed))
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Then, by (4.5) and (4.8), we have that

~

R R k+1
E[Ik] = P(‘I’Sk > cl/(ed)) >P </ \&hsk]dt > Cl‘Sk’) >cy, VEeNU {0} (4.10)
k
Therefore, we have that

con<E [ZI

=K

n—1
Zlkl{z Ollkzc%n ZIk l{zn 11<con}
k=0

which implies that
n—1
~ con ¢
P (Z Iy > g) > VYneN. (4.11)
Taking € = ¢o/2 in (4.7), we get that
~ 2
P <\Sn\ > (%) exp

Combined with with (4.11), this implies that

1 n—1
P (\Sn\ > (64) exp [Z ] and > I > Co2n> > %07

which concludes (4.9) by the definition of I. O

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Recall that B(o, k) denotes the k-neighborhood of 0 on G. Let ((X,,S,) :
n > 0) be the Diaconis-Fill coupling defined above. By (4.2), we have

Bn (X € B(o, k) ] 15| > (8/co )dk) ’(f/(so)’zl),l < %0

which implies that
B" (X, € B(o, k) < (X e B(o, k) ‘ 1S, > (8/co)dk) B (ys | < (8/co)dk)
B (150l < (8/co)d") + 3.
In the special case where the initial configuration is 7,, we obtain that

B (X, € Blo,k)) <P (18] < (8/c0)d*) + 2

< (4.12)

By setting

1 c cocs
= = 1
k= k(n) Logd (Og 128 " 6e2a? >J

P (|sn| < (8/co)dk(”)) <1- CZO Vn € N.

n (4.9), we get that
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Combined with (4.12), this gives us

P (X, € B(o,k(n))) <1— %0 (4.13)
Applying Lemma 2.3 and (4.13) in the case where 7y has distribution 7,, we otain
2
> . 4.14
Up(/"’)— 6€2d210gd ( )
Finally, by Proposition 2.1, this bound extends to a general initial bond configuration. O

4.2. The tree case. Let G =T, = (V (Ty), E (Ty)) be an infinite regular tree where every vertex
has degree d > 3. It is known that p.(T4) = b~!, where b :=d — 1. Let o be an arbitrary vertex in
V. Define

6, := P(3 infinite open path containing o in the Bernoulli-p bond percolation of Ty).

Let Tj be an infinite b-ary tree, i.e., an infinite tree with a root o having degree b and all other
vertices having degree d. Then, define

ép := P(3 infinite open path containing o in the Bernoulli-p bond percolation of 'ﬁ‘b)
Note that 6, and 6, are related by the equation
1—6,=(1-pb,)"

In particular, we have 0, ~ dpép as p | pe. This subsection focuses on proving the following
theorem, which implies the desired lower bound in (1.5).

Theorem 4.4. For any p > p. = 1/b, the speed for the random walk on dynamical percolation in
Ty with any initial bond configuration ng satisfies

p3(pf,)°

) 4.15
velt) 2 R logd (1.15)

In particular, there exists a constant cy4 = c4.4(d) > 0 depending only on d such that
vp(p) > caalp—pe)® as plpe. (4.16)

Recall that in the context of bond percolation 7, a vertex € V is called a trifurcation point
of n if closing all edges incident to x would split the component of = in 7 into at least 3 disjoint
infinite connected components; see Figure 1 for an illustration of trifurcation points on Tj.

Assuming that ng is distributed according to m,, by stationarity, 7; also follows the distribution
mp for any t > 0. Let S C V (Tq) be an arbitrary finite subset. For each z € S, by setting 3 edges
incident to x to be open, we have

P(x is a trifurcation point of 7;) > (pf,)°. (4.17)
This implies that
E[number of trifurcation points of 7, in S] > 1S|(pB,)3. (4.18)
For any S C V, Burton-Keane [15] proved (which can be verified by induction on |S|) that
|0y, S| > (number of trifurcation points of 7; in ) + 2. (4.19)
Combining (4.18) and (4.19), we get that

E[|8,S]] > |S|(p6,)%, vt > 0. (4.20)
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FI1GURE 1. Dots stand for an infinite open path emanating from the corresponding vertex; three trifurcation
points are marked in red.

With this estimate, we can derive the following lemma.

Lemma 4.5. Suppose ng follows the stationary distribution m,. For any fized finite nonempty
subset S C V (Tq) and n € NU {0}, we have

/1 n+1 1 - (pé )3
Pl > —(pby)* | > 2 4.21
A similar estimate also holds when S = S, (which is random and depends on the environment ny,):
P 5 3
> 4.

Proof. First, we trivially have |8,7tS | <d|S|, which implies the rough bound

1 n+1
Zn, ::|S|/ |0y, S| dt < d.
On the other hand, by Fubini’s theorem and (4.20), we have
zl =g [ Elonsl > 06,
Thus, we get that
- ~ ~ 1 ~ 1
06, <E2,] =B |21 (2, 2 508, )| +B |21 (2 < 506, )]
A 1 - -
< (2. > 300, ) + 506, (4.23)

which gives the desired inequality (4.21).
To show the estimate for S,,, we will establish the lower bound

™ |677t5n|
E
[ | S|

] > p(pép)?’, vVt € [n,n+ 1]. (4.24)
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Then, using a similar argument as above, we can conclude (4.22). Since for ¢ € [n,n + 1],
E [0, Snl| Sn] = [eiu(tin) +p(1 - eiu(tin))]ﬁ [0, Snl| Sn] = pﬁ [0, 5| Sn]

it suffices to prove that

=~ 10y, S -
E ['ri"nq > (pfy)°. (4.25)
|l
By (4.19), it follows from the following estimate on the proportion of trifurcation points:
~ |1 .
E A Z 1(x is a trifurcation point of nn)] > (pfy)*. (4.26)
™ zes,

Using (4.2), we obtain that

1 -~
I
|Snl

Z 1(z is a trifurcation point of 7,) Sn]
TESH

=pn (X, is a trifurcation point of 7| Sy) .
Taking the expectation of both sides, we see that to prove (4.26), it suffices to show that
P (X, is a trifurcation point of 7,) > (pf,)*. (4.27)

By Lemma 2.5, the environment seen by the moving particle is stationary when ng has distribution
mp. Thus, we have that

P (X, is a trifurcation point of 7,) = P (X is a trifurcation point of ny) > (pf,)>. (4.28)
This implies (4.27) and concludes the proof of (4.22). O
Proof of Theorem /.. By Lemma 4.5, we can take

_pby)’  phy)?
2d 2

in (4.8). Then, applying (4.14) concludes (4.15). It is well-known that (see e.g., equation (2.1.17)
of [28] by Heydenreich and van der Hofstad)
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Op ~ bh_1 (p—pc) as plpe (4.29)

Combined with (4.15), it implies (4.16). O

4.3. The general case. In this subsection, we complete the proof of Lemma 4.2 for general non-
amenable transitive unimodular graphs. We still use the evolving set process and the Diaconis-Fill
coupling defined for the general graph G. The proof of Lemma 4.2 depends on the following lemma
established by Benjamini, Lyons, and Schramm [13]. Hermon and Hutchcroft [26] also utilized this
lemma (stated as Lemma 2.5 there) to prove the anchored expansion of percolation clusters.

Lemma 4.6. Let G be a connected, locally finite, nonamenable transitive unimodular graph. We
select an arbitrary root o in G. For any p € (pe, 1], there exists an automorphism-invariant perco-
lation process ( on G and a coupling between ¢ and the Bernoulli-p bond percolation n (with law
mp) on G, such that the following holds:

i ere exists a constant ¢, = ¢ > 0 such that the root o is a trifurcation point of ( wi
) Th st tant ¢, = ¢,(G) > 0 such that the root o is a trifurcati int ith
probability at least c,.
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(ii) The process ¢ is dominated by n, i.e., ¢ <.

(iii) The coupling (n,¢) between n and ¢ is automorphism-invariant. Specifically, ¢ can be ob-
tained as ¢ = F(n,§), where £ is a collection of i.i.d. random variables at the vertices and
edges (independent of ), and F is an equivariant function under automorphisms of G.

Proof. Under the assumption of unimodularity, this lemma is essentially contained in Lemma 3.8
and Theorem 3.10 of [13]. (It also holds for nonunimodular graphs as explained in Lemma 2.5 of
[26].) We now briefly explain how the equivariant function F' is constructed. Let

pu = pu(G) :=inf{p € [0,1] : n has a unique infinite cluster Pp-a.s.}.

If p. < pu, we can choose p. € (pe,pu A p) and let £ be a Bernoulli-(p,/p) percolation on G,
independent of 1. Then, we can define the function F' as

C(e) = F(&,m)(e) := &le)n(e).

In the more challenging case p. = p,,, the construction of F' was explained in the proof of Lemma 3.8
and Theorem 3.10 in [13]. It involves Bernoulli percolation (independent of 1), minimal spanning
forest, and wired uniform spanning forest. (To construct the wired uniform spanning forest, one
can employ the classical Wilson’s method, initially developed by Wilson [53] and subsequently
extended by Benjamini, Lyons, Peres, and Schramm [12] to infinite graphs.) The proof in [13,
Theorem 3.10] is based on the construction of a subprocess ' C 1 in [13, Theorem 3.1]. There is
one minor point in the construction of 1’ that we want to clarify: when a shortest path between
two points must be selected in an equivariant way, we assign to the edges an independent collection
of i.i.d. uniform [0, 1] labels and choose the path with the minimal sum. This is slightly different
from the construction in the proof of [13, Theorem 3.1]. O

Proof of Lemma 4.2. We prove that (4.8) holds for

DCp DCp
cn = —— CcCl = —
0 24’ 1 9

where ¢, is the constant in Lemma 4.6 (i). Similar to the proof of (4.22), we only need to establish
the following estimate on |0y, Sn|/|Sn|, which is analogous to (4.25):

E{[On,, Snl/15n]] = cp.
Using the function F' from Lemma 4.6, we define ¢, = F(n,§) for t > 0. By Lemma 4.6 (ii), it

suffices to prove that
E HaCnSn‘/’SnH > Cp- (4.30)
Following the argument presented below (4.25), we can derive that

= [10c, Sl
E n
[ S|

] >P (X, is a trifurcation point of ().

By Lemma 2.5, the pair (n¢, () = (e, F'(n,€)) seen by the moving particle at X; is stationary.
Hence, we have

~

P (Xp is a trifurcation point of ¢,) = P (X is a trifurcation point of (y) > ¢,

according to Lemma 4.6 (i). This concludes (4.30), and hence completes the proof of Lemma 4.2. [
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5. SPEED FOR THE SUBCRITICAL CASE

In this section, we provide the proofs of Theorem 1.1 and Proposition 1.5. Note that when
p < pe, Proposition 1.5 already gives the desired lower bound in (1.4), so we focus on proving the
upper bound in Theorem 1.1 and Proposition 1.5.

5.1. Proof of Theorem 1.1. The upper bound in (1.4) is trivially satisfied when @ > 1/2. Hence,
in the following proof, we will assume that p < 1/2. It suffices to establish the following result.

Theorem 5.1. For any p € (0,p.) and p € (0,1/2], there exists a constant C51 > 0 independent
of 1 such that the following estimate holds for all t > 0:

E[dist(Xo, X;/,)] < Cs.1(£V 1), (5.1)

This theorem is a consequence of the following classical exponential tail estimate (5.2) concerning
the diameter of connected components in subcritical percolation. This estimate follows directly from
[20, Theorem 1.1] by Duminil-Copin and Tassion for subcritical percolation on arbitrary locally
finite transitive infinite graphs. In fact, it already follows from the arguments in the breakthrough
works of Menshikov [141] and Aizenman and Barsky [1].

Proposition 5.2. For any p € (0,p.), there exists a constant Cs5 = Cs2(p) > 0 such that for any
vertex o € V and all v > 0, the following bound holds:

P, (radex(Co) > 1) < e~ C52r. (5.2)

Here, recall that C, is the connected component containing o, and radexi(-) refers to its extrinsic
radius as defined in (2.1).

Proof of Theorem 5.1. We divide the time interval [0,¢/p] into smaller time intervals of length 5/,
where 8 > 0 is a constant that will be chosen later. Applying the triangle inequality, we get that
[t/B]-1

diSt(Xo,Xt/M)S Z diSt(Xkﬁ/wX(k:-i-l)ﬂ/u)+diSt(XLt/ﬁJﬂ/th/u)- (5.3)
k=0

For 0 < k < [t/5], let 7 be the set of edges that are open at some point during [k5/u, (k+1)5/p].
Let Cx, C V denote the open cluster of Xj5,, with respect to the bond configuration 7. Then, the
particle must stay within Cy during [k5/u, (k + 1)8/p], giving that

dist(Xkﬁ/#7X(k+1)IB/#) < 2radext (C)- (5.4)
By combining (5.3) and (5.4), we conclude that

,i
—~
~
e
=

E[dist(Xo, X;/,)] <2°Y . Elradex:(Cy)]. (5.5)
0

B
Il

Note that for any edge e, we have
p =P (e is open some time during [k3/u, (k+1)3/u]) <1 — (1 —p)e?.

Since p < p., we can choose a small enough constant § > 0 such that p < p.. Hence, Cy is a
connected component in the subcritical percolation of G with parameter p. By Proposition 5.2,
radext (Cr;) has exponential tail, which implies that E[radex:(Ci)] < C for a large constant C' > 0.
Together with (5.5), it concludes the proof. O
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5.2. A general lower bound: Proof of Proposition 1.5. In this subsection, we prove Propo-
sition 1.5. As a special case, when p < p., it gives the lower bound in (1.4).

5.2.1. Case p > 1/2. First, we consider the simpler case where p > 1/2. Similarly to the setting
in Section 4.1, we utilize the Diaconis-Fill coupling between the random walk and the evolving
set process. Following the proof of Theorem 1.2, our goal is to establish a similar estimate as in
Lemma 4.2. Let P, denote the probability measure of the environment process n when the initial
bond configuration is 7).

Lemma 5.3. Assume the same setup as in Proposition 1.5. For any p € (0,1], u > 1/2, initial
environment configuration ng, and nonempty finite subset S C V', we have that

1
P, <’S|/ 0, 5]t > P cPd (G)> >? (5.6)

where ¢ = fol(l —eY2)dt > 0.
Proof. Recall that

10001 =D milw,y) < 985

eSS yese
For each edge e € g5, we have

Py (ne(e) = 1) > (1 — e ")p, (5.7)

where the equality holds when ng(e) = 0. Let E,, denote the expectation with respect to P,,. By
applying Fubini’s theorem and (5.7), we obtain that

1 1 1
o [ / msm{ = [ Ewl0,80d > 068] - [ (1= pat > eS|
0 0 0

Then, from this inequality, we get that

1
0S| <Ey | [ 100 1at| < 0SIE, (/ 03,51 dt > F10g5]) + Flos.
0

1 1 cp |0 S| cp
P — dt > — > —,

This estimate, together with the fact that |0gS| > d®(G)|S|, gives the desired inequality (5.6). O

which implies that

Corollary 5.4. Under the setting of Lemma 5.3, we have that
wip) 2 LS
P = 48e2logd
Proof. With (5.6), we obtain (4.8) with the following values:
cp cpd
— =—9¢
Using exactly the same argument as in Section 4.1 and setting cp,c; in (4.14) as above, we can
conclude (5.8). O

Ccy —
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5.2.2. Case pn € (0,1/2]. It remains to deal with the more challenging case where p € (0,1/2]. In
this case, we discretize time by observing the random walk at times n/u for n € N. Similarly to
(4.1), we consider another time-inhomogeneous Markov chain Y, := X,,/, for n € NU {0}. With a
slight abuse of notation, we continue to denote the transition probability by

Pr?+1($ay):Pn (Yn+1:y|Yn:x)7 Vz:,yEV, TLGNU{O} (59)

Then, we define the Diaconis-Fill coupling and the evolving set process using P ', as in Section 4.1.
Moreover, we adopt exactly the same notations as those below (4.1), replacing the X,,’s with Y,.
Similarly to the proof of Theorem 1.2, it suffices to establish the following counterpart of the
estimate (4.10): there exist constants cg,c; > 0 such that

~

P(®g, > c1/(ed)) > cp, Vn e NU{0}. (5.10)

To this end, we need the following two auxiliary lemmas whose proofs are similar to those of
Lemmas 3.1 and 3.2 in [10].

Lemma 5.5. The following estimate holds for all nonempty finite subsets S C V, p € (0,1],
w € (0,1/2], and any initial environment configuration no:

Py, ([{e € 0pS :m(e) =1 for all t € T 1,/;71]}‘ > BlogsS|) >

p
5 (5.11)

where B = B(1 — e71/2)e=(1-P)/2,

Proof. Note that the LHS is minimized when the initial configuration is n9(e) = 0 for e € E. Thus,
it is bounded from below by the probability that |Bin(|0gsS|, (1 — e #)pe=#(1=P))| > B|OpS|.
Here, Bin(n,q) denotes a binomial random variable with parameters n and ¢q. Applying the Pa-
ley-Zygmund inequality and noticing that (1 — e~ '*#)pe=#(1=P) > 23 for all ;€ (0,1/2], we get

(5.11). O
Lemma 5.6. For all nonempty finite subsets S C V, p € (0,1], and u € (0,1/2], if n satisfies that
[{e € 0pS : mi(e) =1 for allt € [t — 1,M_1]}| > Bl0pS] (5.12)

for some B > 0, then we have that
gTow !l > %@(G), Wn e NU{0}, pe (0,1/2] (5.13)

. ‘ . _ Mo -1y .
Here, my ,—1) refers to the entire environment process between times 0 and 1 and @S[O’“ s

defined in a similar way as in (4.4):

Mo, —1 1 E _
oo = 5 SN Brow (v = ylYy = 2). (5.14)
€S yeSe

Proof. We denote
Seood = {ac € S : there exists an edge e from = to S° that is open during [/fl -1, /fl]} ,
and let Spag = S\ Sgood- By (5.12), we have that

1
|Sgo0d| > yi [{e € 9pS :mle)=1forallte[p ' —1,u '} > §|8ES| > BB(G)|S].  (5.15)
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Consider &g = @g[o’”_l] as defined in (5.14) and abbreviate = ny 1. Since 7(z) = 1is a
stationary measure for all realizations of the environment according to the definition of the random
walk, we have

Iynea‘;( P (X,-1_1 =y|Xo=2) < r;lea\;( P (X,-1_1 =ylXo=2) <1 (5.16)
z€S zeV
We observe that
g =P"(Y; € 5V € S) (5.17)

> P (X1 € 5%X0 € S, X1 € Sgooa US®) P (X1 € Sgooa US| X € S),

where the conditioning Yy € S assigns a probability of |S|~! to each point in S. Using (5.16), we
can bound the second factor by

ﬁn (XM*1—1 S Sgood U SC|X0 S S) =1- ]/I\Jﬂ? (Xu*1—1 € Sbad‘XO S S)

> 1— ’Sbad‘ _ ‘Sgood‘
5| 5]

where we used (5.15) in the last step. For the first factor, if X,-1_; € Sgo0d, We fix an arbitrary
edge e from X, -1_; to S° that is open during [1~t—1, 7 1]. The probability that the random walk
clock rings exactly once during [z~ — 1, 1] and the attempted jump is along e is at least (de)~!.
On the other hand, if X, -1_; € S¢, then the probability that the random walk clock does not ring
during [~ — 1, 1] is at least 1 — e~!. Thus, we can bound (5.17) by

g > (;@ A(1— e—1)> BP(G) = pe(G)

> BP(G), (5.18)

de
This leads to (5.13). O

Corollary 5.7. Under the setting of Proposition 1.5, for any p € (0,1) and p € (0,1/2], we have

BPe(G)?

—_ 1
12e2d?logd’ (5.19)

vp(p) = p

where B = B(1 — e71/2)e=(1-P)/2,

Proof. Lemmas 5.5 and 5.6 together imply that (5.10) holds with

Co — g, Cl = B(I)(G)
Following the same proof as in Section 4.1, we obtain an estimate that is similar to (4.14) but with
the speed scaled by p~':
1 coc? Be(G)?
71}[’(“) > 212 ! = ) g :
W 6e“d?logd  12e4d*logd

This gives (5.19). O

Proof of Proposition 1.5. Combining Corollary 5.4 for the u > 1/2 case and Corollary 5.7 for the
1 < 1/2 case, we conclude (1.9). O
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6. CONCLUDING REMARKS AND QUESTIONS

We believe that in the critical case, the speed of the random walk should be of order u® for
some fixed exponent o = «(G) > 0 (with potential log(1/u) factors). Our results suggest that
1/2 < a < 1. Based on further heuristics, we conjecture that the correct exponent is o = 3/4 for
all nonamenable transitive unimodular graphs. Furthermore, we expect that the diffusion constant
D, (1) for the random walk on critical dynamical percolation in Z¢ would exhibit a similar behavior
Dy, (1) ~ pu® for a fixed exponent a = «(Z?) > 0. In the companion paper [21], we study the random
walk on critical dynamical percolation in Z? and establish a similar bound 1/2 < a(Z%) < 1 when
d > 11. As mentioned in the introduction, it is commonly believed that the random walk on critical
percolation in high-dimensional Z¢ lattices is closely connected to that in trees. Consequently, we
conjecture that a(Z?) should match the exponent observed in trees, e.g., a(Z%) = a(Ty, 1) for large
d (e.g.,d>11) and any b > 2.

The lower bound for the speed of the random walk on supercritical dynamical percolation in
trees is quantitive in terms of d and p as shown in Theorem 4.4. In particular, for the near-critical
case when p | p., the dependence of the lower bound on p — p, is shown in (4.16). We now consider
the simple random walk on a Galton-Watson (GW) tree with

b _
Pk = <k>pk(1_p)b k? S {Oaluvb}

This walk is closely related to the random walk on Bernoulli-p percolation in Ty;. By Theorem
17.13 and Exercise 17.7 of [12] (or Theorem 3.2 of [11] by Lyons, Pemantle, and Peres), we know
that the speed on the GW tree is

b k—1 1_qk+1

= Pe——"5"
k:0k+1 1—gq

u(p) (6.1)
Here, g =1— 51) is the extinction probability, satisfying the equation (1 — pgp)b =1- §p_ From this
equation, it follows that as p | pe,

b=l ey (0-1)(0-2)

P=Pc=—F—"PUp— 6

5 p*02 +0(63). (6.2)

By performing a Taylor expansion of (6.1) around gp = 0, we obtain that

O G k(k — 1)~ ~
U(p)—2_§pkzzo(k:—l)pk (1—29p+69§)+0(e§)
-1 mlz-a ngZ 1 ggzz D2 + 06 6.3
“37, (Z-1)=52(Z-1)+2(Z-1)°| +0(6)), (6.3)

where Z ~ Bin(b, p) is a binomial random variable with parameters b and p. Using (6.2) and that
RZ =tp, BIZ(Z—1)=bb— 1), E[Z(Z—1)2] = b(b— 1)(b— 25" + b(b — )p?,
we can simplify (6.3) as

b(b — l)p2 ~ ~
————=—0,+0(0;) 2 (p—pc)* as plpe (6.4)

v(p) = 62— ,)
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where we used the asymptotic (4.29) in the second step. Taking into account the fact that Xy = o
has a probability 6, ~ p — p. of lying inside an infinite component, we heuristically expect that the
random walk on near-critical dynamical percolation in T4 should have a speed

vp(p) 2 0,5(p) 2 (p—pe)®,  aspl pe

Thus, the exponent shown in (4.16) is likely not sharp.

In contrast to the tree case, the lower bound for the speed on general nonamenable graphs
depends on an implicit constant ¢, in Lemma 4.6, which in turn relies on the specific graph G. It
is interesting to investigate whether the speed has a uniform lower bound that only depends on the
Cheeger constant, i.e., there exists a positive function f such that for all p > p,

inf v(p,p, G) > f(p,d, ®(G)) > 0.
u>0

If such a function exists, it would be desirable to obtain more quantitative estimates for it when
p > pe. In particular, we will be interested in determining the exact exponent of p — p. in v(u,p)
as p | pe-

Finally, an important open question concerns the monotonicity of the speed v(p, 1) as a function
of p and p for all transitive graphs. Currently, it is unknown whether the speed exhibits mono-
tonicity with respect to either p or p, but we conjecture that both forms of monotonicity hold. In
particular, if the monotonicity in p is valid, then the speed of the random walk on static percolation
should always give a lower bound for the speed on dynamical percolation. This open question was
also proposed at the conclusion of [48] regarding the random walk on dynamical percolation of Z%
lattices.
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