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Abstract

In this article, we analyse the ¢* model on Z? in the supercritical regime 3 > f..
We consider a random cluster representation of the ¢* model, which corresponds
to an Ising random cluster model on a random environment. We prove that the
supercritical phase of this percolation model on Z¢ (d > 2) is well behaved in the
sense that for every 8 > [, local uniqueness of macroscopic clusters happens with
high probability, uniformly in boundary conditions. This result provides the basis for
renormalisation techniques used to study several fine properties of the supercritical
phase. As an application, we obtain surface order large deviation bounds for the
empirical magnetisation of the ¢* model in the entire supercritical regime.

Contents

1 Introduction
1.1 Surface order large deviations . . . . . . . .. ... o oL
1.2 Random cluster for ¢* and supercritical sharpness . . . . ... .. ... ..
1.3 Outline of the proof . . . . . . . . . ...

2 Preliminaries
2.1 The ¢* model on Z% . . . . . . . ... ...
2.2 Correlation inequalities . . . . . . . ... o o L
2.3 Quartic tail bounds . . . . . ...
2.4 The random tangled current representation . . . . . .. ... ... ... ..
2.4.1 Tangled currents . . . . . . . ...
2.4.2 Switching principle for tangled currents . . . . .. .. ... ... ..

3 Bulk and boundary magnetisation
3.1 Bulk magnetisation . . . . . ... L Lo
3.2 Boundary magnetisation . . . . . .. . Lo L oL

4 Random cluster for the ¢* model
4.1 Definition of the ¢* random cluster model . . . . . ... ... ... .....
4.2 Coupling to the spin model . . . . . . ... ... ... L.
4.3 Correlation inequalities and monotonicity . . . . . .. ... ... ... ...
4.4 Uniqueness of infinite volume measures . . . . . . . . ... ... ... ....

*TTIFR, Mumbai and ICTS-TIFR, Bengaluru, trishen@math.tifr.res.in
TUniversity of Bath, cp2324@bath.ac.uk
Hnstitut Camille Jordan (Lyon 1), panis@math.univ-1lyonl.fr, severo@math.univ-1lyonl.fr

10
12
12
14

17
17
20


trishen@math.tifr.res.in
cp2324@bath.ac.uk
panis@math.univ-lyon1.fr
severo@math.univ-lyon1.fr

5 Surface order bound on disconnections 34

5.1 Definition of the surface tension . . . . . . . . .. .. ... ... ... .... 35
5.2 Strict positivity of the surface tension . . . . .. ... ... ... ... ... 37
5.3 Comparison with the free p* random cluster model . . . . . . .. .. .. .. 40

6 Local uniqueness and renormalisation 45
6.1 Local uniqueness with sprinkling . . . . .. .. ... ... ... ....... 45
6.2 Slab percolation. . . . . . . . .. 46
6.3 Local uniqueness without sprinkling . . . . .. ... ... ... ....... 48
6.3.1 Proof of Theorem 1.3ind=2 . .. ... .... ... ........ 48

6.3.2 Proof of Theorem 1.3 whend>3. .. ... .. ... ... ...... 49

6.4 Coupling with a sprinkled measure . . . . . ... ... .. ... ....... 50

7 Surface order large deviations 54
A Toolbox 61
A.1 Large degree deviations . . . . .. . ... ... oL 61
A.2 Tanglings estimates . . . . . . . . . ... 62
A.3 Large deviation for highly supercritical percolation . . . . . . ... ... .. 63

B The weak plus measure 64

1 Introduction

The ¢* model is a natural generalisation of the Ising model to a lattice spin model with
unbounded spins. On a finite graph G = (V, E), it is given by a probability measure on
configurations ¢ € RY defined by its expectation values on bounded measurable functions
F:R» 5 R,

(F(p)) = ;/RV F(¢) exp (5 > ey — Y (995 +w§)> IT de-,

{z,y}eF zeV zeV

where Z is a normalisation constant, S > 0 is the inverse temperature, and g > 0 and
a € R are coupling constants. It is well-known that this model interpolates between the
Ising model and the Gaussian free field. Furthermore, it arises in Euclidean quantum field
theory, where it is used to construct (or destruct) the continuum ¢* model [Nel66, GJ73,
Sok82, Aiz82, Fro82, AD21].

The ¢* model is a rich statistical physics model in its own right. On the hypercubic
lattice Z<, it undergoes a phase transition as 3 is varied, provided the dimension satisfies
d > 2. Namely, there is a critical point . separating a subcritical/disordered phase
(8 < Bc), in which two-point correlations tend to 0 when the system size is large, and
a supercritical/ordered phase (8 > f.), in which two-point correlations stay bounded
away from 0. The model’s critical phase is of significant interest since it is expected
to be in the same universality class as the Ising model in all dimensions, meaning that
the two model’s critical exponents are expected to coincide. We refer to the introduction
of [GPPS22] (see also [Aiz21,Pan24]) for a more complete discussion. On the mathematical
side, subcritical sharpness results [ABF87] imply an exponential decay of correlations
for all § < (.. In the critical phase, continuity of the phase transition in dimensions
d > 3 [GPPS22], triviality of the critical and near-critical scaling limits in d > 4 [Aiz82,
Fro82, AD21, Pan23], and bounds on the (near-)critical two-point function in dimensions



d > 3 [FSS76, FILS78, Sak15, DP24] have been established. Furthermore, the so-called
weakly—coupled ¢* model (which corresponds to choosing g small enough in (1.1)) has
been extensively studied in the literature through the renormalization group approach
[GK85,Har87,FMRS87,BBS14,ST16,BBS19]. The model’s critical behaviour in dimension
d = 2, weakly-coupled or not, remains a fascinating challenge.

In this paper, we prove that the supercritical phase of the p? model is well behaved in
the sense that properties which are typical of a robust supercritical behaviour are valid in
the entire supercritical regime. In our Theorem 1.1, we establish an important example of
such a property: a surface order large deviation bound for the empirical magnetisation of
the ¢* model for all 3 > .. The main tool to prove this result is a random cluster— or
Fortuin-Kasteleyn (FK)— representation for the ¢* model, which we define as an Ising
random cluster model on a random environment. Although this object has been studied
in the physics literature [BT89], in this article we give (to the best of our knowledge)
the first mathematical treatment of this representation. Our main result is Theorem 1.3,
where we prove a supercritical sharpness result for this percolation model in all dimensions
d > 2. The corresponding result for the Ising random cluster model was first obtained
by Bodineau [Bod05]. In words, this result says that, for every 8 > [., there exists a
unique macroscopic cluster in a large box with high probability, uniformly in boundary
conditions. Supercritical sharpness is the essential input allowing to use non-perturbative
renormalisation techniques to obtain a detailed description of the supercritical phase of
statistical physics models. Indeed, we use a coarse graining argument, inspired by that of
Pizstora [Pis96], to deduce Theorem 1.1 from Theorem 1.3.

Proving supercritical sharpness results for general models remains a significant chal-
lenge in percolation theory. In dimension d = 2, one can often rely on duality and crossing
probabilities to prove such a result by relating the supercritical behaviour of the model
with the subcritical behaviour of its dual model. In particular, supercritical sharpness
is known for many percolation models in 2D, such as the random cluster model with
g > 1 [BDI12] (previously known for ¢ = 1,2 due to [Kes80, CCS87]), Voronoi percola-
tion [BRO6] and Boolean percolation [ATT18]. However, in dimensions d > 3 there is no
dual (percolation) model available in general, so a much more sophisticated approach is re-
quired. For instance, the random cluster model in dimensions d > 3 has only been proved
to satisfy supercritical sharpness in the special cases ¢ = 1 (corresponding to Bernoulli
percolation) and ¢ = 2 (corresponding to the Ising model) in the celebrated works of
Grimmett and Marstrand [GM90] and Bodineau [Bod05], respectively— see also [CMT24]
and [Sev24| for new proofs. Although the problem remains open for the random cluster
model with ¢ # 1, 2, several other percolation models were proved to satisfy supercritical
sharpness in the last few years, such as level-set percolation for the (discrete) Gaussian
free field [DGRS23] and some continuous Gaussian fields [Sev22], the vacant set of random
interlacements [DGRST23b, DGRST23a,DGRST24], the occupied set of Boolean percola-
tion [DT22], and Voronoi percolation [DS23].

Our proof coarsely follows the strategy of [Sev24]. However, this approach requires
handling boundary conditions for both the spin model and the associated random cluster
measure. To address this, we develop new techniques, building on the random tangled
current representation of the ¢* model introduced in [GPPS22]. We stress that our result
is new even in the two-dimensional case, where the random cluster representation does
not seem to have a treatable dual model or any integrable feature. This is also one of
the reasons why continuity of the phase transition remains open for d = 2, despite being
known for d > 3 [GPPS22].

We expect that our results will find further applications in the analysis of the super-



critical ¢* model. Indeed, for the Ising model, local uniqueness for the random cluster
representation has been a crucial ingredient in deriving several results for 8 > (., such as
the construction of the so-called Wulff shape [DKS92,10f95, CP00, BIV00], bounds of the
spectral gap for the associated dynamics [CGMS96], and the decay of truncated correla-
tions [DGR20]. Therefore, our work paves the way for obtaining corresponding results on
the entire supercritical phase of the ¢* model.

1.1 Surface order large deviations

We begin by introducing the model and relevant quantities to state the theorem. We
fix once and for all constants g > 0 and a € R and let p;, be the so-called single-site

measure on R defined by
1

dpga(t) = —e 9"~ qt, (1.1)

Zg,a

where 2, = [ e 9" =0 qt Let A be a finite subset of Z%. Define E(A) := {{z,y} C
A :x ~y} where £ ~ y means that z and y are neighbours in Z%. We often denote the
elements of E(A) as zy = {x,y}. Given an external magnetic field h € R, we consider the
Hamiltonian

Hanle) == > @apy—h> ¢z, VYo eRY.
zyeE(A) TEA

The »* model on A with external magnetic field h and at inverse temperature 5 > 0 is
the probability measure v g, (also denoted ()5 g4) given by

dvp g,n(p) o e PHAN() H dpg,alpz)-
zEA

We may omit h from the notation when h = 0. We consider the infinite volume measures
vgp = lim v .
Bh = ¢ iz A,Bh

It is classical that this limit exists and is monotonic increasing in h, see e.g. [Gri67]. We
can then define the so-called plus measure 1/;r via the following monotonic weak limit:

1/2,' = lhi?olyﬁ’h' (1.2)

+

The measure vg is translation invariant, ergodic and extremal. In fact, every translation

invariant Gibbs measure for the ¢* model is a linear combination of the two extremal
measures 1/3’ and vg (dp) = Vg_(—ng), see [GPPS22].
The spontaneous magnetisation at inverse temperature (3 is defined as

m*(8) = {¢0)7,

where (f >Z§ denotes the expectation of f with respect to Z/E. We can now define the critical
point

Be = Be(g,a) :=inf{8>0: m*(B) > 0}.
It is known that . € (0,00) for every d > 2 and all (g,a) € (0,00) x R [GJS75, Wel77]
(alternatively, this can be proven by directly using the random cluster representation of
Section 4). Another quantity of interest is the empirical magnetisation on A given by

1
my = W Zgox.

FASIIN



We will mostly be interested in the empirical magnetisation on boxes A, := {—n,...,n}?

for n € N*. Our first theorem is the following surface order large deviation estimate for
the empirical magnetisation in the entire supercritical regime.

Theorem 1.1. For every d > 2, f > 5. and § € (0,m*(B)), there exist constants ¢,C €
(0,00) such that for every n large enough,

1

—_Cnd— % —end—
e <oy, pllma, | < m(8) - o] < et (1.3)

Remark 1.2. The lower large deviation of (1.3) differs from the upper large deviation,
which is always of volume order. Indeed, it is not hard to prove (see Section 7) that for
every > 0 and § > 0, there exist ¢,C > 0 such that for every n large enough

e~ <wp, p[lma, | = m*(8) + 5] < e (1.4)

Both large deviation estimates of (1.3) and (1.4) can be extended to the infinite volume
measure.

1.2 Random cluster for ¢! and supercritical sharpness

The main tool used in this work is a percolation representation of the ¢* model, which
plays a role analogous to that of the random cluster representation of the Ising model.
In Section 4, we define the model in detail and derive some of its basic properties, such
as a coupling with the spin system, monotonicity in boundary conditions and correlation
inequalities. We only give a rough description of the model here and defer the reader to
Section 4 for details. First, observe that, conditionally on the absolute value field |p|,
the sign field sign(yp) can be seen as an Ising model with random compling constants
J(|¢)ay = Blezllpy|- Therefore, we can consider the corresponding random cluster rep-
resentation in a random environment. For every A C Z% let ¥ A3 be the probability
measure on configurations (w,a) € {0, 1}F®) x (R*)A where a is distributed as |¢| (under
va,g), and w— conditionally on a— is distributed as an Ising random cluster model with
coupling constants J; , = fazay. Certain correlation functions of ¢ can then be expressed
in terms of connectivity properties for ¥, 5. For example, we have

(expyhng = Wa glazay1{z < y}].

We can also construct random cluster measures \Ilf s with general boundary conditions #,
see Section 4 for details.

Similarly to the case of the Ising model, the crucial step to establish Theorem 1.1 is
to prove that the percolation model ¥, g is “well behaved” for every 8 > .. In other
words, we establish a supercritical sharpness result for W g. There are several ways of
defining supercritical sharpness. In dimensions d > 3, a classical way is to consider the
notion of slab percolation, as done in [GM90] for Bernoulli percolation and in [Bod05] for
the Ising model. However, this notion becomes meaningless in 2D, where classically the
crossing of long rectangles is used instead. In order to state our result for all dimensions
d > 2 in a unified way, we choose to consider the notion of local uniqueness. Furthermore,
this notion is more handy when performing renormalisation arguments to prove non-
perturbative results.

For every scale L > 1, consider the local uniqueness event U(L) of percolation con-
figurations w € {0,1}F(4s2) such that there exists at least one cluster of w crossing the
annulus Agy, \ Az, and any two paths in w crossing the annulus A4z \ Az are connected
in wN (Agz, \ Az). Our main result is the following.



Theorem 1.3. For every d > 2 and 3 > (e,

Lll_{r;()lgéflll o plUL)] =1

Theorem 1.3 implies that the percolation model \I/ Ap I8 “well behaved” for every
B > B Indeed, it allows to compare the model with a hlghly supercritical Bernoulli
percolation via standard renormalisation arguments. For instance, one can prove that the
unique giant component is robust and ubiquitous, while the other components are tiny
(namely logarithmically small). This is the key feature underlying the proof Theorem 1.1,
which combines Theorem 1.3 and a coarse graining argument. Another consequence of

Theorem 1.3 is that the infinite volume plus measure Vg_ can be obtained as the limit

of ¢! measures on A, with boundary condition 7, > 1/n%"!, see Proposition B.2. As
mentioned above, we expect Theorem 1.3 to find several other applications concerning the
supercritical behaviour of the % model.

1.3 Outline of the proof

We will now give a more detailed description of the proofs of our theorems, starting
with Theorem 1.3. At a global level, the strategy of proof is similar to that of [Bod05,
Sev24]. However, several new ideas are necessary in our context in order to deal with extra
difficulties, especially coming from the unboundedness of the spins. The main novelty is
the use of the random tangled current representation of [GPPS22] in order to deal with
some of these challenges.

The first step is to prove that a certain notion of surface tension for the ¢* model
is positive for every g > (.. We adapt the corresponding argument of Lebowitz and
Pfister [LP81] for the Ising model. Roughly speaking, the surface tension measures the
energetic cost of imposing a surface of disagreeing spins separating two halves of a box.
For the Ising model, the surface tension can be rigorously defined as simply

+7

Zy
3 7ﬂ
75 1= — lim 7 log ==,
L—oo L ZAL,/B
where Z and Z denote respectively, the Ising partition functions with Dobrushin

(ie. +1 on the top and —1 on the bottom) and plus (i.e. +1 everywhere) boundary
conditions. For the ¢* model, while we could in principle define the surface tension in
the same way, the proof of positivity from [LP81] would only adapt if we knew that the
©* measure with boundary conditions +1 converges to the plus measure VZ{ defined in
(1.2). This last fact is not easy to prove due to the unboundedness of the spins (however,
this does follow, a posteriori, from our results, as proved in Proposition B.2). Even
though one can obtain v} as the limit of finite volume measures with growing boundary
conditions (see (2.6)), these measures are not “regular” (in the sense of Proposition 2.6)
up to the boundary, which would cause us problems in the next step, where we compare
the corresponding random cluster measure with its free counterpart. In order to solve
this issue, we prove in Proposition 3.1 that the p? measures with magnetic field equal
to +1 on a thick boundary of thickness log L (namely Af, \ AL _10g 1) converge to V;{ as

L tends to infinity. This result allows us to approximate l/ﬁ by a sequence of measures
that are “regular” up to the boundary since the magnetic field is bounded. The proof is
based on a comparison between boundary conditions, which is derived through the use of
the random tangled currents representation constructed in [GPPS22]. We then use these
“thick-plus” measures (and their Dobrushin counterpart) to define the surface tension 73



of the ¢* model, and to prove in Proposition 5.5 that indeed 75 > 0 for every 3 > .. We
stress that this proof, adapted from [LP81], crucially relies on the Ginibre inequality (see
Proposition 2.4), which is specific to the Ising and ¢* models.

The second step is to transfer the information that 73 > 0 to the ¢? random cluster
model. It follows rather easily from the Edwards—Sokal coupling that the probability
that the top and bottom of a box are disconnected from each other in the corresponding
random cluster representation decays exponentially in the surface order (see Lemma 5.3).
However, we need to prove that the same happens for the random cluster measure with free
boundary condition, which is in fact the minimal one. We therefore perform a comparison
argument to go from the “thick plus” random cluster measure to the “free” one. In order
to do so, we adapt an argument originally used by Bodineau [Bod05] for the Ising model.
However, this argument relies on the fact that there exists a unique random cluster measure
on the half-space with any positive magnetic field on the boundary. For the Ising model,
this follows from a work of Frohlich and Pfister on the wetting transition [FP87], together
with the Lee—Yang theorem. Instead of extending the results of [FP87] to the p? model
(which remains an open problem), we give a completely different proof— relying again
on the random tangled currents— of the uniqueness of half-space measures with positive
boundary field (see Proposition 3.6). We remark that our proof can be easily adapted to
give a new proof of this uniqueness result for the Ising model.

The two steps described above imply that for every 8 > ., the probability that a box
is not crossed by a cluster decays exponentially in the surface order for the ¢* random
cluster model with minimal (i.e. free) boundary conditions at a macroscopic distance from
the box. Finally, we prove that this implies that local uniqueness happens with high
probability. We use two different approaches, depending on the dimension. In dimension
d = 2, we use the Russo—Seymour—Welsh theorem for FKG measures recently obtained by
Kohler-Schindler and Tassion [KST23] to deduce that a macroscopic annulus is surrounded
by a circuit with high probability, which easily implies the local uniqueness event U(L). In
dimensions d > 3, a different argument is required and we follow the approach of [Sev24],
which is inspired by the work of Benjamini and Tassion [BT17]. We first prove that
the surface order exponential bound on disconnection implies local uniqueness with the
help of an independent Bernoulli sprinkling. By a standard static renormalisation, this
implies that this Bernoulli-sprinkled random cluster model (with free boundary conditions)
percolates on sufficiently thick slabs. Then, we prove in Proposition 6.4 that the Bernoulli-
sprinkled random cluster measure is stochastically dominated by the original random
cluster measure at a slightly higher 3, thus implying slab percolation for the latter. We
stress that, although such a domination is trivial for the Ising random cluster model (see
e.g. [Sev24, Lemma 2.5]), this is not the case in our context since the absolute value field
|p| can take arbitrarily small values. Once percolation on slabs is proved for the free
random cluster measure for all 3 > f., we conclude that local uniqueness holds by a
classical “onion argument”, thus completing the proof of Theorem 1.3.

As mentioned above, the surface order large deviation of Theorem 1.1 follows from
Theorem 1.3 via a coarse graining argument, very similar to the one that Pisztora [Pis96]
developed for the Ising model. Another essential ingredient in the coarse graining argument
is the uniqueness of the infinite volume measure for the ¢* random cluster model (see
Lemma 7.2). This is proved in Proposition 4.13 as a consequence of the characterization
of translation invariant Gibbs measures for the ¢* model obtained in [GPPS22]. Since the
spins are continuous and unbounded, some extra care is required when running the coarse
graining argument in our context, but this is dealt with in a rather simple way by relying
on regularity estimates.



Organisation of the paper. In Section 2 we recall the main properties of the ¢* model,
including some correlation inequalities, a regularity theorem and the switching principle
for the random tangled current representation. In Section 3 we prove the aforementioned
Propositions 3.1 and 3.6 on the convergence of the thick-plus measures to I/g_ and the
uniqueness of half-space measure with positive magnetic field. This section is the only one
that uses the random tangled currents. In Section 4 we properly define the random cluster
representation for the ¢* model and prove its main basic properties. Section 5 is devoted to
the first two steps in the proof of Theorem 1.3 described above, while Section 6 is concerned
with the final step. Finally, in Section 7 we deduce Theorem 1.1 from Theorem 1.3.
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2 Preliminaries

In this section, we recall some classical definitions and properties related to the ¢*
model. For further details and generalisations, see [GPPS22].

2.1 The ¢* model on Z¢

Let A be a finite subset of Z¢. Recall that E(A) = {{z,y} C A : z ~ y} and that we
write the elements of E(A) as zy. Let ¢ > 0 and a € R. Since g, a will be fixed for the entire
article, we drop them from notation. The ferromagnetic p* model on A (with parameters
(9,a)) at inverse temperature 8 > 0 and coupling strengths J = (Je)eep(n) € (RH)EWA),
and with external magnetic field h = (h;),ep € R? is the finite volume probability measure
VA 8,h,g Whose expectation values are defined for F' : RA — R bounded and measurable by

eXp ﬁHA,h,J(SD)) H dpg,a(z),
A 5,h,J zeV

(F'(P))Agh,T =

4
where Z} 5.h,s is the partition function which guarantees that (1)A g,h,g = 1, the Hamilto-
nian is given by

HA,h,J Z ny‘PI‘Py - Z hz s,
zy€E(A) zEA

and pgq is the single-site measure defined in (1.1). We let (-)g be the expectation with
respect to the measure pg .. Unless specified otherwise, we will consider the homogeneous
case J =1 (i.e. Jo =1 for every e € E(A)) and drop J from notation.

The above definition includes the possibility of having boundary conditions. Let us first
introduce a useful notation. The (inner) vertex boundary of A is the set OA := {z € A :
Jy € A°,x ~ y}. Boundary conditions are interpreted (and synonymous in this paper with)
as inhomogeneous external magnetic fields h that satisfy h, = 0 for z € Int(A) := A\ OA.

Let us now discuss an important property satisfied by these measures: the domain
Markov property. We begin by introducing some useful notation. Let A C A be finite



subsets of Z%. If ¢ € R?, we define a magnetic field hg’A on A (or, the boundary condition
on OA induced by ¢) as follows: for all x € A,

hi2(2) = Tocon D, @y (2.1)
yeA\A
zy€E(A)

If h € RM and 3 > 0, the measure VA g,k introduced above satisfies, for every f : RA — R*,

Uaghlf] = /

o Vg handa 1dva a0 (). (2.2)

2.2 Correlation inequalities

We now present various classical correlation inequalities that will be used in this pa-
per (see [GPPS22] and references therein for proofs and background). We begin with
correlations of increasing functions.

Proposition 2.1 (FKG inequalities, [GPPS22, Propositions A.1-A.2] and [LO24, Corol-
lary 6.4]). Let A C Z% be finite, § > 0, J € (RHEN) and h € RA. Then, for any
increasing and bounded functions F,G : R — R,

(F(@)G(@)aghg = (F(@)ash(G(P)AhJI-

The same holds for the absolute value field if h, > 0 for every x € A, namely

(E(leDGeapng = (Elel))apn(G(e])apn-

As a consequence of the FKG inequalities above, we obtain the following monotonicity
properties of correlations: the first inequality is standard, and the second inequality follows
from a straightforward adaptation of the proof of [GPPS22, Lemma 2.13].

Proposition 2.2. Let A C Z% be finite, and § > 0. Let also Jy,Js € (R+)E(A) be such
that J1 < Js, and hi,hy € RA be such that hy < hs. Then, for any increasing function
F:RA» 5 R we have

(F(e)npm.n < (F(@)AB oo

The same holds for the absolute value field if |h1| < ha, namely for any increasing function
F:(RT)* = R we have

(E(leD)asn.n < (Fe))apha.r-

We now turn to spin correlations. In what follows, given A C Z¢ finite and A : A — N,
we write p4 = [],ep paz.

Proposition 2.3 (Monotonicity in coupling strength, [GPPS22, Proposition 3.18 and
Remark 3.19]). Let A C Z¢ be finite, 3 >0, J € (RPN h e RTA, and A: A — N.
Then, for every e € E(A), the function Jo — (@A) ghn,J i increasing.

Proposition 2.4 (Ginibre inequality, [GPPS22, Proposition 2.11)). Let A,B : A — N.
Then, for any hi, hy € (RT)A such that |hy| < ho,

(PAPBYA BT — (PAPBIABN.T = |[{PA)A Bhe T (PB)A BT — (PA)ABN T (PB)A BNy
(2.3)

Remark 2.5. In [GPPS22], we only proved Proposition 2.4 when hy,ha =0 in A\OA, i.e.
when hy, hy can be seen as boundary conditions, but the proof adapts mutatis mutandis.



2.3 Quartic tail bounds

For the ¢* model, since spins are unbounded, there is a priori no notion of a maximal
or minimal boundary condition. However, it is natural to expect that, similarly to the
single site measure pg 4, the finite volume measures v) g1, ;7 also have tails of the type
e, In this case, one can deduce that, with high probability, every spin in a domain
A is smaller than C(log |A|)Y/* in absolute value, for C' large enough. This suggests that
+C'(log |A|)Y/* are good candidates for the maximal and minimal boundary condition. This
is indeed the case and follows from a regularity property encapsulated in Proposition 2.6
below. If A C A, we denote by l/j(éﬂ)jh the push-forward of vj g under the restriction map
(0z)zer = (Yz)zen. Additionally, we let dpa := [[,ca dpe. The following proposition
states that the measures vy, g have (uniform) tails of the form e~" at vertices that are
sufficiently far away from locations where h takes large values. Following the terminology
used in [GPPS22], we will refer to this result as a regularity estimate. See Figure 1 for an
illustration.

Recall that | - | denotes the infinite norm on R? and that for every L € N*, Ay =
{~L,....,L} ={x € Z%: |z| < L}, and for every z € Z%, Ar(z) = z + Az. Furthermore,
for every z € Z% and A C Z%, we write dist™(z, A) = inf{|z — a| : @ € A} with the
convention that dist™(z, ) = co.

Proposition 2.6. For every 8,h > 0, there exists a constant C = C(B,h) € (0,00),
depending continuously on the parameters, such that the following holds. Let L > 1, and
h € RAL be such that |h,| < h for every x € Ap\OAL and |h,| < \/log L for every x € OAf.
Then, for every z € Ap, such that M(z) := dist™(z,{x € A : |hy| > h}) > L,

A
vy sl 1) < paga0(C+ D), (2.4)

where < refers to stochastic domination of measures, A C Am_\/ﬁ(z) NAp for m :=
min{M (z),2L}, and u(f(-)) denotes the push-forward of the measure p with respect to the
function f. Moreover, (p2)a, sn < C\/log L for every x € Ap.

AL

Vdiog L

h z

Figure 1: An illustration of two applications of Proposition 2.6. On both sides, the
magnetic field h is equal to 0 in Az \ dAr. On the left: the part of dAz in red carries
a “large” magnetic field h, = +/log L, while the blue part carries a constant magnetic
field h, = h. With the notations of Proposition 2.6, the point z satisfies M(z) > L.
The restriction of vy, g to the shaded grey region A has quartic tails. On the right:
he = Vlog L for € OAr. Here, M(0) > L and the restriction of vy, gp to the shaded
grey region A has quartic tails.
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Proof. Let z and A C A,,,_ 7 (2)NAL be as in the statement, and define A = A, U A, (2).
By Proposition 2.2,

A A
e (R s ()N

where h, = m@x{hx,h} for x € Ay, and hy, = h for z € A \ Az. Note that the only
vertices where h > h lie at JA, and |h,| < y/log(dist>®(z,0A)) for every z € OA. We can
thus apply [GPPS22, Corollary D.12] (for the translation of A by —z) to deduce that the

I//(\Aﬁ)ﬁ is upper bounded by e~ 2 0eal89:4 for some constant A > 0. Note

that there exists C' > 0 large enough such that for every u = (ug)zen € (RT)?, letting
I(u) = [[,ealC + uz, 0), we have that

density of

/]( )6_ ZzeA(%‘Pi_A) H dgpw < pAy/Z,O(C + |§0$| > C+ Uy, Vo € A)
v rEA

= pag/20(¢z] > ug, Vo € A).

This implies the desired stochastic domination (2.4). The second part of the statement
follows from [GPPS22, Remark D.13]. O

Remark 2.7. Let us remark that the argument of Lemma 6.8 can be adapted to give an
alternative proof of the statement in the case where A consists of a single vertex.

Remark 2.8. Proposition 2.6 implies that reqularity estimates hold far away from the
boundary, and even at boundary vertices that are sufficiently far away from vertices where
h is large. In the particular case where |h,| < h for every x € Ap, the reqularity estimates
hold everywhere in Ay .

Remark 2.9. Proposition 2.6 implies that the family of measures considered is tight. We
will use this several times (together with monotonicity arguments) to prove that certain
sequences of measures converge to an infinite volume measure. Moreover, it will follow
immediately that in these cases the corresponding infinite volume measure inherits the
bound (2.4).

As mentioned above, a consequence of Proposition 2.6 is that we can make sense of
maximal (and minimal) boundary condition as follows. Let us write 9°'A := {x € A°:
Jy € A,z ~ y} to denote the exterior boundary of A and A := A U 9**A. It follows from
a union bound that there exists a large enough constant Cy = Cy(h) € (0,00) such that,
setting Ma = Co(1 V log |A|)'/4, one has

VAL,Bh (max |pa| < fmA) =1-o(1), (2.5)
zEA

where o(1) tends to 0 uniformly in A of the form A C A m(2) N AL as [A] = oo,
with m = min{M(z),2L} and z satisfying M (z) = dist™(z,{z € AL : |h(z)| > h}) > L.
Having the Markov property (2.2) in mind, we can therefore think of 9tA as the effectively
maximal boundary condition in A. It follows from (2.2), (2.5) and monotonicity in h (see
Proposition 2.2), that for every increasing event F,

VALaB7h(E) S VA:B7PA (E) + 0(1)7
where, again, o(1) tends to 0 uniformly in A chosen as above as |A| — oo, and where

pa(z) = hoy™ (@),
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with hé’A defined in (2.1). When clear from context, we omit the subscript A in the
notation pa. Then, as shown in [Rue70, LP76] (see also [GPPS22] in the context of
general graphs of polynomial growth), one has

+
VAL757PAL L:>>o Vﬁ ’ (2-6)

where l/g is the translation-invariant, extremal probability measure u;r introduced in
Section 1.1. Analogously, we have VAL, Bma, L—> Vg where for a finite set A C Z7,
— 00
mp = —Pa.
In [GPPS22], we additionally proved that for every S > 0, the set of translation invari-
ant Gibbs measures at 3 (see [GPPS22, Definition 1.1]) consists of convex combinations
of the extremal measures I/; and vg. In particular, one has

Vg =vg o= %(V; + I/B_) (2.7)

Remark 2.10. A question that arises naturally is the following: how big or small can a
boundary field hy, be so that (), g, P <>;§ ¢ As a consequence of our results, for 8 >
—00

B, the convergence holds for boundary fields satisfying hy, < pr, and L*'h;, — oo. This
is established in Proposition B.2. However, the convergence may also hold for boundary
fields that grow faster than pa, provided the reqularity estimates of Proposition 2.6 remain
valid deep in the bulk. Based on the argument in Lemma 6.8, we expect that regularity
estimates hold even for exponentially growing boundary fields.

2.4 The random tangled current representation

We recall the random tangled current representation of the ¢* model introduced in
[GPPS22]. We begin by defining what a tangled current is and then state our main
combinatorial tool: the switching principle. This object will only be used in Section 3 in
order to compare measures with different boundary conditions.

2.4.1 Tangled currents

We begin by recalling the definition of a current. Below, g refers to a ghost vertex and
we let ¢y = 1. Let (A, E(A)) be a finite graph. If h € R*, we let A[h] be the graph with
vertex set A9 := A U {g}, and edge set E(A[h]) := E(A) U{{z,g} : z € A, hy # 0}. We
will sometimes make a slight abuse of notation and additionally view A[h] as a weighted
graph. This means that the notation A[h] also carries the information of the value of h.
When h = 0, the graph Alh] is equal to (A, E(A)).

Single currents. Let h € RY. A current n on A[h] is a function n : E(A[h]) — N. We
let Q4 be the set of currents on Afh]. We write n; , = ngy, = n(z,y) for the value of n
on zy € E(Afh]). Given n € Qpp, let An(z) == 3 cpapm) n. be the n-degree of x.
The set of sources of n is defined by

,edx

On :={x € A®: An(z) is odd}.
Additionally, we define

M(A?) = {A e N, Ag <1, Z Ay is even}

rENS
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to be the set of admissible moments or source functions on A%, and write 0A := {x € A?:
Ay is odd}. We write A = 0 if A, = 0 for all x € A9. Additionally, if A = 1, + 1,, we
write A = zy. Given A, B € M(A?), define A+ B € M(A?) by:

(A+B), = A, + B,

for all z € A, and
(A+ B)g := Ay + By mod 2.

Finally, for n € Q) and A € M(A?), we introduce the weight
any (ﬁhl,)nxﬂ n(x
wip(m) = ]| (prletan()),,

| I
syeB(A) MY gcn Dag

Since py, is an even measure, the above weight is equal to zero unless On = 0A.
It is possible to expand the correlation functions of the p? model to relate them to
currents. Recall that, for A € M(A®), o4 = [[,en P52

Lemma 2.11 ([GPPS22, Proposition 3.1]). Let 3 > 0 and h € R*. Then, for all A €
M(AT),
Yon—oa Wip(n)

ZBn:@ wg,h (1’1)

(pa)aph =

We now turn to the definition of tangled currents. We will introduce two useful notions:
the single tangled current, and the double tangled current. The latter will be useful to
state the switching principle below. We fix h € (RT)A.

Single tangled current. We fix A € M(A9), and let n € ;) be such that On = JA.
For each z € A, we define the block BZ(n) as follows: for each y € A? such that
yz € E(A[h]), it contains n., points labelled (zy(k))i<k<n.,, and A, points labelled
(za(k))1<r<a.. Note that B (n) has cardinality An(z) + A, which is an even number by
definition. We also write Bgl(n) = {g}, and when A; = 1 we may also write ga(1) = g.
For each z € A, let T,2(2) be the set of even partitions of the block BA(n), i.e. for every
P={P,P,,...,P} € TA(2), each | P| is even. Define

T = QTa (2).

z€EA

An element t € 7,2 is called a tangling. We sometimes refer to an element t, of 7,4(2) as
a tangling (of B2 (n)), this will be clear from the context. We call the pair (n,t) a tangled
current.

Let H4(n) be the graph consisting of vertex set

U B(n),

zENS

and edge set

( U Hayk),ya(k)}: 1<k < nzy}) U ( U {zak),g}: 1<k < nmg}) :

{z,y}CA €A the #0

Given any tangling t € T4, the graph H“(n) naturally induces a graph H4(n, t) defined
as follows. For each block BA(n), if t, = {P},..., P} € T,A(2), for every 1 < i < k, we

13



add (“;i') edges connecting pairwise the vertices lying in P;. In words, we add to H*(n)
the complete graph on the elements of each partition induced by t. This gives a canonical
notion of connectivity in a tangled current (n,t). In the case where A = (), we may drop
the superscript A from the notation.

We now move to the definition of double tangled currents. We will need the following
terminology.
Definition 2.12. Let A’ C A be finite subsets of Z%. If (h,h') € (RT)A x (RT)Y, we say
that h’ is a restriction of h if

{reN b, #h,} c{zeA: h, =0}
Note that by definition, A'[h'] is a subgraph of Alh].

Double tangled current. Let A’ ¢ A and h' € (RT)A be a restriction of h. Fix
(A, B) € M(A?) x M((A)?). Let n; € Qupp and ng € Qy/qy) satisfy Ony = 9A and
Ony = JB. We trivially view ny as an element of 2, by setting na(x,y) = 0 for all
edges xy € E(A[h]) \ E(A'[h]). We define BAP(ny,ny) as the disjoint union of B2 (n;)
and BZ(ny). We write 7}{?’7,12 (2) for the set of even partitions of the set BAZ(ny, ny)
whose restriction to B4(n;) and BZ(ny) is also an even partition, i.e. for every P =
{P1,Pa,..., P} € ’7}{?’,n2(z), both |P;N B (ny)| and |P; N BE(ny)| are even numbers. The
elements of 7}1?’752(2) are called admissible partitions. As above, we define
Tarns = @ Tans (2):
z€A

As above, for any t in 7;1?’,52, we can define a graph H45B(ny,ny,t) by the following
procedure: for each block BAB(ny, ng), if t, = {Py,..., P} € 7}1?’,]32 (z), for every 1 <i <
k, we add (‘];”) edges connecting pairwise the vertices lying in P;. This provides a natural
notion of connectivity in H4P(ny,ny). If G = (V(G), E(G)) is a subgraph of Afh], we
let ’Hé’B(nl, ny, t) be the induced subgraph of H45(ny, ny, t), where we restrict to blocks
labelled by V(G) and edges which projects to elements of E(G).

2.4.2 Switching principle for tangled currents

We now state the version of the switching principle which will be used in this paper.
A more general statement can be found in [GPPS22].

Let A’ C A be two finite subsets of Z% and 3 > 0. Let (h,h’) € (R1)* x (RT)A" with b’
a restriction of h. For (A, B) € M(A%) x M((A")?%), we define QZ{ﬁ:i[h’] to be the set of
double tangled currents on A[h] with source functions A, B, i.e the set of triples (ni, ng, t)
where: (0nj,0ny) = (0A,0B), and t € ’7}{?”52. We sometimes identify such a triple with
its associated graph H4P(ny, ny, t). We set

Uy arpe) = U ey
(A,B)eEM(A8) X M((A)9)

Before stating the switching principle, we need a definition.

Pairing events. Let (C,B) € M(A?%) x M((A)?). Assume that B < C, i.e. By < Cy
for every x € (A')8. Define ff,[h,] (B) to be the subset of Q;\r[hc]‘?v i) consisting of all double
tangled currents (nj, ng,t) satisfying the following condition: each connected component
of Hf;?h,](nl,ng,t) intersects {zc(k) : z € (A)?, C, — B, +1 < k < C,} an even number
of times.
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Theorem 2.13 ([GPPS22, Theorem 3.11]). Let A’ C A be finite subsets of Z. Let
(h,h") € (RT)A x (RN with h' a restriction of h. For every z € A, every (C,D) €
M(A®) x M((A')8), every (ni,ng) € Q) X Qurpy with (Ony,0nz) = (9C,0D), there
exists a probability measure pg’:}g,m on nl:% (z) such that the following holds. For every

(4, B) € M(A%) x M((A)?),

A A+B A A+B,0
Yo wihm)whym) = > wpt P m)wd s (me) e 50 [Fai ' (B)],
an1—0A n1=0(A+B)
Ona—0B =0

where
A+B,0 . . ® pA+B,(Z)

pn17n2 zZ,n1,n27
zEN

is a probability measure on 7}11+B @, nd .FA?:,B} UJ( B) is the event defined above.

Remark 2.14. As it turns out (see the construction in [GPPS22]), for any z, the measures

pﬁ}ﬁ,nz depend only on (g,a,Any(z) + A, Any(z) + B;), but they do not depend on A,
B, h or the rest of ny,ng. Sometimes, for Any(z) + Az = 2k‘ (md Any(z) + B, = 2K
(k, k' >0), we will denote the tangling measure by p**2F = = p2h n1,nz

We can also state the switching lemma in a probabilistic way. We start by introducing
the random tangled current measures of interest. We define pf’n = P:‘,}?,o and

= &) ron:

z€A

We view pﬁ as a measure on single currents. In view of Remark 2.14, we may sometimes
write p?* = pén, for An(z)+ A, = 2k. With a small abuse of notation, we view the set of
single tangled currents on A[h] as a subset of Qz[h] A[h] that we denote by QK[h]. Similarly,

we define for A € M(A?) the set Qzﬁ - QT[?g,[h/]

Tangled current measures. Let A’ C A be finite subsets of Z% and (A4, B) € M(A?) x
M((A)9). Let (h,h') € (RT)* x (RT)N with h’ a restriction of h. We define a measure
P/‘?[ b3 O QZ\—“’E by

win(n)pa (1)
> om—o4 Why(m)’

P sl(m, 0] =

We also define a measure Pﬁflﬁ,A'[h'],,@ on szrﬁ:f’[h’} by

A,B
wg, h(nl)wﬁ w (02) pn; s (1)

> 0n,=9A wg. h( )“{3 h’(n2)
onay=0B

P i .awl(mnm2, 0] =

We write E Alh],8 (resp EA[h] A, B) for the expectation with respect to the measure P A8

(resp. P A[h], A, 5)- The measures introduced above also depend on h (resp. h’). However,
as explained in the beginning of the section, this information is contained in the notation
Afh] (resp. A[h']). Using these definitions, we can reformulate the switching lemma in a
more probabilistic way.
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Corollary 2.15 (Probabilistic version of the switching lemma). For every (A,B) €
M(AT) x M((A)9),

(Pa)ABn{PBIN BN S A+BY A+B
(pasB)ABR Pt ol Favgw) (B)):

In what follows, (8 is often fixed and to lighten the notations we omit it in the notation
of the tangled current measures.

Coupling between double and single tangled currents measures. Note that by
definition, the marginal of n; and ns in Pff] N],p BTe independent and distributed

according to the marginals of n in P/f\‘[hL P and PE’[h/], P respectively. However, the relation
between t and its marginals in these measures is less clear. In the following proposition,
we establish a natural stochastic domination.

If P,Q are two partitions of a set S, we say that P is coarser than @), and write
P > @, if any element of P can be written as a union of elements of ). Recall the
shorthand notation for the tangling measures introduced in Remark 2.14.

Proposition 2.16 ([GPPS22, Proposition 3.36]). Let k, k' € N. There exists a coupling of
p2R2K o2k and p?K such that if (t,t1,t) ~ (p22K p2k p2K'Y and if 4 Uty is the partition
whose partition classes are the partition classes of t; and to,

t- 1 Uto, almost surely.

We write,

2k 2k’ 2k || 2K
P =ptUpTt.

We may abuse the notation and write p%’%/ for the associated (extended) measure on

triplets (t,t1,t2).

Remark 2.17. Since the tangling measures on each block are independent (conditionally
on the currents ny and ng), we can apply Proposition 2.16 to each block to construct a
random quintuple (n1,ng, t, t1,t2) such that

(a) (nhtl) ~ Pf\x[h]’ﬁa

(b) (n2,t2) ~ PPy,

A
(C) (1’11, ns, t) ~ PAhﬁ,A’[h’],ﬁ’
(d) t(z) > t1(2) Uta(z) for every z € A almost surely.

When clear from context, we abuse notation and write Pﬁ[ﬁA'[h']ﬂ for this (extended)

measure on quintuples.

In fact, the above stochastic domination is strict in the sense of the following proposi-
tion, which is proved in Appendix A.2.

Proposition 2.18. For any k1 > 0, ko > 0 there exists ¢ = e(k1,k2) > 0 such that for
every even partition Py of {1,2,...,2k1} and every even partition P of {1,2,...,2ks} we
have

p2k1’2k2[’£ = ECT ’ t = Pl,tg = PQ] > g,

where ECT is the partition consisting of one element, i.e. the partition in which “Everybody
is Connected Together”.
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3 Bulk and boundary magnetisation

In this section, we prove two fundamental results about the magnetisation in the
full-space and the half-space settings. The first result shows that one may replace the +
boundary condition p by a sufficiently thick layer of external magnetic field at the boundary
taking the value +1. The second result says that there is a unique infinite volume Gibbs
measure on the half space with positive field on the boundary. The corresponding result
for the Ising model was obtained by Bodineau [Bod05] and relied on a work of Frohlich
and Pfister on the wetting transition [FP87], and a consequence of the Lee—Yang theorem
obtained in [MMSP84]. Our proof for the ¢* model has a more probabilistic flavour and
can easily be adapted to the Ising model. For both statements, we strongly rely on the
switching principle for tangled currents stated in Theorem 2.13.

3.1 Bulk magnetisation

Let L € N. We define hy, to be the external magnetic field taking value +1 on A \
A _10g 1 and O elsewhere.

Proposition 3.1. Let d > 2. For all 8 > 0, we have
: _ +
Jim (wo)ay ghy = (@)

Proof. We fix > 0 and drop it from the notations. We will compare (po)a, n, to a
finite-volume approximation of (¢g)™. Let py := py, for & > 1. We first claim that the
following convergence result holds:

[}LH;O<SOO>A2L,hL+p2L = (o) ™. (3.1)

Indeed, by monotonicity (see Proposition 2.4) one has (©o)A,; po; < (©0)Asy hp+psr, - Lhen,
using (2.2), Proposition 2.2, the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality, and Proposition 2.6,

2
<900>A2L7hL+P2L < <900>AL/2757PL/2 + \/<¢0>A2L737hL+p2L \/VAQLﬁ,hL+P2L[x€§g(%/}\<L/2 Pz > gjt/\L/z]

S <SOO>AL/27/87F'L/2 + 0(1)7

where o(1) tends to 0 as L tends to infinity, and where 9t was defined above (2.5). These
two inequalities together with (2.6) readily imply (3.1).
Since hy, is a restriction of hy, 4+ por, the switching principle of Theorem 2.13 gives

<900>A2L7hL+P2L_<900>AL,hL = <¢0>A2L7hL+P2LP?\gz7g[hL+P2L],AL[hL} [0 </~ gin H?xggq[)hL](nlv (nZa ;)L

3.2
where we recall that 0 = 0a(1) denotes the extra vertex in By given by the source
constraint. For the rest of the proof, we will use the extended measure on quintuples
(n,ng, t, 41, t2) introduced in the end of Section 2.4 and write P = P(I)XBZ’?“‘L"FPQL]»AL“‘L] for
short.

Under P, there exists a path in 4% (ny, t;) that connects 0 to g because of the source
constraints. When 0 is not connected to g in Az[hz], there must exist a path in (ny,t;)
that crosses the annulus A \ A _1og - Our aim is to show that any path that crosses
the annulus Az \ Ap_iog 1, connects with high probability to g before reaching OAr, which
implies that the right-hand side of (3.2) goes to 0 as L goes to infinity. See Figure 2 for
an illustration.
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IlogL AL

Aap

Figure 2: An illustration of the proof of Proposition 3.1. The magnetic field hy, is supported
on the red region, while poz, is supported on OAsr. A path 7 connects 0 to g in H%(ny, t1).
Red vertices correspond to blocks B, along 7 in which the tangling is ECT(B,) and the
degree Anj(z) is not too large. There are typically order log L many such vertices. Each
red dotted edge represents a chance for 0 to connect to the ghost within H?\E‘L [hL](nl, t1).
The thickness of the red region is chosen in such a way that (at least) one of these edges
is open with high probability.

Given a constant M > 1 to be specified later, consider the set of “good vertices”
Vi={x € AL\ Ar1ogr : Ani(x) + Ap,n(z) < M and Any(x) + Ang(z) < M + 2},

where Ay, na(x) := doyeh, ny(x,y). Let v be a path in A \ Ap_ie 1, that crosses the an-
nulus Az \ Az _iog ., and notice that by definition D ererry£0 M1 (e)+na(e) > % > wey Ang (x)+

Ang(z) > %|70VC|M. Therefore, by Markov’s inequality for 226:6077&@ nl(e)+n2(e), Lemma A.1
and Proposition 2.6,
<900>AL,hL+P2LPH’Y N VC‘ > ’7‘/2] < 62(2d+1)0,|7| ' 2_M|7|/47 (3'3)

where C’ > 0 is the constant in Lemma A.1 (which in turn depends on the constant C' > 0
of Proposition 2.6). Consider the following event (which only depends on V)

A= {lyNV|=11/2, Vv crossing AL\ Ap—iog}-

Note that the number of paths of length & in 7 crossing the annulus A\ Az _iog 1, is at most
|OAL|(2d)* < C1L*1(2d)*. Choosing M large enough so that a := 2de22d+1)C" 9=M/4 -
e~%, a union bound and (3.3) gives (note that a'°8’ < L=%)
c d—1 k Co
<¢0>A2L7hL+P2LP[~A] <L Z a’ < I
k>log L

(3.4)

We will show that (the block of) each vertex x € V has a uniformly positive probability
(independently from each other) of being fully tangled and connected to g, thus implying
that the event {0 <— g in H?\gf[)hL](nh ny, t)} occurs with high probability conditionally
on A. Indeed, consider a configuration (mi, my) (with dm; = {0, g} and 9my = ()) and

let x € Ap, be a vertex satisfying Am;(z) + Ay, mo(x) < M and my(xzg) = 0. Define the
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current my = mj as ma(xg) = 2 and ma(e) = ma(e) otherwise. Note that ms has no
sources, Amy (z) + Ap, ma(z) < M, Amy(x) + Amg(xz) < M + 2 and that

Cwh, (my) > wf, (ms),

where C' := 28~ QmaX{Tsz

5 0<k< M/2}. This implies that, for (m;, mg) and z as

above,
P[ns(xzg) = 0] C(my, my, z)] < CP[na(xzg) > 0| C(my, my, x)], (3.5)

where,

C(my, ms, ) = { (N1, 02) : 1y = M1, Dl B(A, )\ (g} = M2| B, )\ (o}

Any(z) + Ang(z) < M + 2.

Hence, from (3.5) we find

1

Plny(ag) > 0] C(my,my,2)] 2 1.

Furthermore, using Proposition 2.18, there exists ¢ = (M) such that, for (ni, ny) satis-
fying Anj(z) + Ang(z) < M + 2 and any tangling configuration s,

P20 [ty = ECT |t = 51,4, (a)] >

The last two displayed equations easily imply that, conditionally on (nj,t;) and V, the
sequence of random variables (wg)zey, Where wy = Ly, (2g)>0, ,—ECT}, Stochastically
dominates a sequence of independent Bernoulli random variables (Z,)ey with P[Z, =
1l=¢/(1+0).

Now, notice that on the event {0 </+ gin HEJ\EL’?hL](nl,nQ,t)}, the cluster of 0 in
H%(ny,t;) induces a path v in Z¢ crossing the annulus Az \ Ar_iog 1, for which w, =0
for every x € . Furthermore, by definition, on the event A, the set v/ = v NV satisfies
17| > |v|/2 > (log L)/2. Therefore

P[O % g in H?\gg?hL](nlan%t) | "4] < E[P[wﬂv =0Vr e 7/ | (nhtl)vv]lfd < L_c, (36)

for some ¢’ > 0, where in the last inequality we used the stochastic domination proved in
the previous paragraph. Combining (3.6) with (3.4) we obtain

<900>A2L,hL+P2L [0 </~g in %A [h ](nl) ny, t)]

5 . 2,0g,0 Cy
< <‘P0>A2L,hL+P2LP[0 <7 g 1n HAgL[hL](nhn%t)? Al + I
o Oy
< <900>A2L7hL+P2LL “+ I (3'7)

Combining (3.7), (3.2), and (3.1), we deduce that
i (po)arhy = 1M {00)a5p hptpar = {w0)™

This concludes the proof. O
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Remark 3.2. It is straightforwad to extend Proposition 3.1 to any x € Z%. Since the se-
quence ((-)A, g.n,)L>1 @5 tight and (-)a, gn, is stochastically dominated by (-)a,, B.h+par
it follows that any weak limit (-)g of ((-)a, g, )L>1 %5 stochastically dominated by ()E In
particular, there exists a monotone coupling (o, ™), ¢ ~ ()3, T ~ <>Z§, where @, < @
almost surely for every x € Z% by Strassen’s theorem [Str65]. Thus, by Proposition 3.1
and its aforementioned extension, this implies that (-)g = <>E, hence the full measure

converges, namely imp oo (-)A, g1, = <>E

Let hz, be the external magnetic field which takes the value +1 for all z € {-L,...,—L+
logL — 1} x {—L,...,L}* ! and 0 elsewhere.

Proposition 3.3 (One side is enough). Let d > 2 and > 0. Then,

1
. . N il +
liminf{po)y, 55, = 55{0)5-

Proof. Observe that hy, is a restriction of hy. By the switching principle,
0g,0 A . 0g,d
{Po)r.shr = <SDO>AL,5J~1L - <(‘00>AL76’hLPAgL[hL]:AL[ﬁL}[0 > gin ;L[AQL[HL](H17 nz,t)]. (3:8)

However, using the /2 rotational symmetries of pY? , together with the fact that the
Apfhr]

event {0 <— g in H Og (n1,t1)} happens by the source constraints, and the stochastic

Apfhr]
domination of Propos1t10n 2.16, we obtain

0g,0 ~ . 0g,0 Og i
PAL[hL},AL[ﬁL][()(—)gln %AL[EL}(nl’HQ’t)] ZP Arfh ][O<—>gln HA hr ]( 1)t1)] > 2d°
(3.9

)
Combining (3.9) with (3.8) implies that

1 1
. . +
liminf(po)s, g5, = 55 liminflpo)a, sh, = 55{v0)s,
where we used Proposition 3.1 in the equality. O

3.2 Boundary magnetisation

Let H = Z% ! x N, and write Az = Ar(Leg), where e4 is the unit vector of last
coordinate equal to 1. Given h > 0, we define the measures

<>0hﬂ' {(Iaz,pn  and <>"h5 ()at spih (3.10)

) )

where p denotes the magnetic field which is equal to p AFOn 8/\2r \ OH and 0 elsewhere, and

h denotes the magnetic field which is equal to h on AZ N OH and 0 elsewhere. (Although
both p and h depend on L and h > 0, we choose not to stress this dependency in the
notation throughout this section as it will be clear in the context.)

Lemma 3.4. Let d > 2 and 5,h > 0. Then, as L tends to infinity, <>A+ 5 and <>if 5
L>
converge weakly to probability measures <> g ond <>H}Z3 Furthermore, both <>EZ and

<->]%i% are reqular and invariant under the isometries of H.
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Proof. We fix h > 0 and $ > 0 and drop the latter from the notations. We begin with

the study of (()?\f) L>1. Proposition 2.2 implies the following (stochastic) monotonicity:
L

for every L > 1, <>?\’ﬁ = <>?\’ff . Combined with Proposition 2.6, this implies that <>?\’ﬁ

L L+1 L

iﬁ) >1. We follow the argument used in the proof

L
of Proposition 3.1. Consider a bounded local increasing function f. Fix some m > 1 such
that sup(f) C A}, and consider L large enough such that L > 3m. Then, by Proposition
p?h
AL
observation with the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality gives

converges weakly. We now turn to ((-)

2.6, the measures (-)") (with L > 3m) are (uniformly) regular in A;,. Combining this

p,h p,h ph _
<f]15|xeaextAjan:<pz>9ﬁA+ >AJLr < \/<f2>AJLr \/<H3xeaextA,+an:gaz>9ﬁA+ >AZ =o(1),

where o(1) tends to 0 as m tends to infinity. By the monotonicity in the boundary
conditions (see Proposition 2.2),

ph p,h p,h p,h
<f>A+ - <f]]~<pI§9ﬁAm,vxeaextA:;LﬁH>Az + <fﬂ3xeantA;;ﬂH3ﬁpz>mAm>Az S <f>A;t1 + 0(1)

Sending first n to infinity and then m to infinity we obtain

lim Sup(f)’j\’ﬁ < lim inf(f}’;\’ﬁ,

n—00 L n—oo L

which implies that the limit limy, oo (f >iﬁ exists. Since this holds for all increasing func-

tions, by the inclusion-exclusion principle it holds for all bounded local functions. Thus,
the sequence (()iﬁ) L>1 converges weakly. O
L

Combined with the methods of [GPPS22, Section 5.1], Lemma 3.4 allows to construct
the associated infinite volume (double) tangled current measures. Therefore, we obtain
the following (the proof is omitted).

Corollary 3.5. Let d > 2 and 5,h > 0. Then, as L tends to infinity, the measures

0 0 0,0 e
PAZ[erh],ﬁ’ PAz[h]ﬁ’ and PAj[p+h],AJLr[h],ﬁ converge weakly to probability measures that we

0 0 0,0 .
denote by PH(—l—,h),ﬁ’ PH(OJL)’&, and PH(+,h),H(0,h),6 respectively.

In fact, the two measures constructed in Lemma 3.4 coincide for every 8,h > 0. Such
a result was already derived for the Ising model in the work of Bodineau (see Step 2
in [Bod05, Lemma 3.1]). The argument used there relies on both the Lee-Yang theorem
and a result of Frohlich and Pfister on the wetting transition [FP87]. Although the Lee—
Yang property still holds in our setup, extending the results of Frohlich and Pfister to the
¢©* model remains an open problem and is beyond the scope of this paper. Instead, we
take a different approach and use the switching principle to obtain a more probabilistic
proof of the desired equality. Let us mention that the switching principle was also used
to analyse half-space measures in the context of the Book-Ising model, see [DGT23].

Proposition 3.6. Let d > 2 and 5,h > 0. Then, for every x € H,

h h
(pa)i = (=)l g (3.11)

)

In particular, OEZZ _ <>I(E)ﬁ,]z;
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Proof. Fix h > 0 and 8 > 0, and drop the latter from the notations. Note that the second
part of the proposition follows from (3.11) by a similar argument to the one described in
Remark 3.2. We thus focus our attention on (3.11) and we do the case x = 0. The same
argument can be adapted to the general case.

Recall the definitions of p and h below (3.10). Notice that h is a restriction of p + h.
Hence, the switching principle of Theorem 2.13 gives

(ol = (o)t = (o) i PR 0/ 0 im RS, (1, ) (3.12)
for every L > 1. It is more convenient to work with a sourceless measure. To turn the
measure in (3.12) into a sourceless one, we will add an edge between 0 and g in n;. This
is performed rigorously in the next paragraph.

To each triplet (nj,ng,t) with dn; = Og and Ony = (), we associate a new triplet
(n},n2,t) with On; = Ony = () defined as follows. First, let n/(e) = nj(e) + Le—oy and
t = t, for every x # 0. It remains to define t{, which is basically set to be the same as
to, except for the different labelling of ng’@(nl, ny) and Bg’@ (n},ng). In order to formally
define t, recall from Section 2.4 the convention for labelling the blocks and that 0 = Oa(1)
stands for the extra point in ng’@(nl, ny) due to the source constraint. Additionally, we
denote 0 := 0g(n}(0g)) the “last point” in Bw (nl, Il2> associated to the edges from 0 to g in
n). This way, we can write Bog’@(nl, ny)\{0} = B (n’l, ny)\{0}. Now, ift={Py,..., P}
and Py is the subset of the partition containing 0, we let t' := {Py,..., P_1, P/} where
P} := P, U {0} \ {0}. Note that the map (n1,ns,t) — (nf, ns,t) is one-to-one and that
pg,lm ()= pog (?02( t). Additionally, observe that

wpd () wh(n2) = (8h) 'm0y (0, g)wy.p (1)) wy (n2).

Recall the extended measure on quintuples (nj, ng,t, 1, t3) introduced in the end of Sec-
tion 2.4. Using the above,

<¢0>iﬁP?\g+?p+h] A H] [0« g in HA+[h](n1, no, t)]
< (8h)~'E™ w|m1(0,9) - 1{0 = g in (), D4/ g in ’H\{OQ}H,

AF[p+h]AT F1h]
(3.13)

\{0g} ._
where HA+ n HA+[h]

appearing on the right-hand side of (3.13).
Due to Lemma A.1 and Proposition 2.6, ni(0,g) is uniformly integrable under the

(n1,n9,t) \ {{0,g}}. See Figure 3 for an illustration of the event

sequence Pi? oo h AT () which in turn converges weakly to P%’? +h)H(0,h) (by Corollary 3.5).

Thus, plugglng (3.13) in (3.12) and taking the limit L — oo, we obtain
(o — (o) lls < (BR)BEL, ) sxiom [11(0,0)- 1{0 — 00 in Hy, 044 g in H MO,

where HMO9} .= %990 ny t) \ {{0,g}}, and H; := HY(ny1,t;). As a conclusion, it is
sufficient to show that

P[0 «— oo in My, 0 </~ g in HMO9H =0, (3.14)
where we write P := P%?Jﬁh)ﬂ(o’h) to shorten the notation.
We now proceed to prove (3.14). This follows from the following lemma, which says

that when the cluster of 0 in H; is infinite, it necessarily touches OH at infinitely many
“good sites”, i.e. sites with bounded n; degree, see Figure 4 for an illustration.
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Figure 3: An illustration of the event appearing on the right-hand side of (3.13). The

red path is a subgraph of H?\+[p](n1, t1) which connects 0 to g. Red (resp. black) bubbles
L

correspond to elements of the tanglings of t; (resp. t). Note that by the increasing coupling

described in Remark 2.17, every partition class of t; is included in a partition class of t.

The dotted line represents an open edge that we do not consider in the connection events.

Note that in this picture, 0 does not connect to g in A} [h] when the dotted edge is removed.

Lemma 3.7. For every M > 1, let Gpy == {x € OH: Ani(z) < M}. Then,
P[|C1(0)| = oo, |1(C1(0)) NGum| <00 YM >1] =0, (3.15)

where C1(0) denotes cluster of 0 in Hy and 7 : Hy — H is the natural projection.

Before proving the Lemma 3.7, let us conclude the proof of Proposition 3.6. The idea
is that at the “good sites” in Gy, there is a uniformly positive conditional probability of
connecting to the ghost g in the double tangled current #\{%}. The argument is similar
to the one used in the proof of Proposition 3.1.

For each M > 1, let Aps := {|7(C1(0)) N Gar| = c0}. We will prove that

P[0+ gin H\O [Ay] =1 vM >1,

which readily implies (3.14) by Lemma 3.7. We condition on the (ni,t;)-measurable
set Upr := w(C1(0)) N Gas, which is infinite on the event Aps. Since D = E[Ang(0)] =
E[Any(z)] < oo for every x € OH by translation invariance and Lemma A.1 and Proposi-
tion 2.6, we deduce from independence that

P[|Vu| =0 | AM] =1,

where Vyy = {z € Uy : Agng(z) < D + 1, Any(z) < D + 3} and Agny(x) =
>yenn2(z,y). Note that Anj(z) + Agng(z) < M’ and Ani(z) + Ang(x) < M’ + 2
for every x € V), where M’ := M + D + 1. Following the same lines as in the proof of
Proposition 3.1, one can prove that the random variables wy := 1{n,(2g)>0,t,=ECT(B,)} (for
x € V) stochastically dominate a sequence of i.i.d. Bernoulli random variables of some
parameter § = §(M) > 0. However, the event {0 +— g in H\{?8} happens as long as
wy; = 1 for some x € V). Thus,

P[0 «— g in H\MO9 ||V = o0] = 1,

which concludes the proof. ]
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Figure 4: An illustration of the strategy used in the proof of (3.14). The infinite cluster
lying in H; has to touch the boundary infinitely many times. Even better, as shown
in Lemma 3.7, it has to touch infinitely many “good” blocks where the total degree is
uniformly bounded. These blocks are pictured in red. In each of them, there is a positive
probability of connecting to the ghost. It is hence a zero probability event to observe an
infinite cluster which manages to avoid g.

Proof of Lemma 3.7. For every L > 1, let N, be the number of distinct infinite clusters
of H! intersecting AJLF. We will prove that,

E[N.] = o(L%h). (3.16)

The lemma is a direct consequence of (3.16). Indeed, assume by contradiction that (3.15)
does not hold. Since Gy; T OH almost surely as M — oo, there exist 1 < M, K < oo and
0 > 0 such that

P[‘Cl(OH =00, 0 € Gy, ’61(0) ﬂgM| < K] > 4.

Consider U == {z € OH : |Ci(z)| = o0, z € G, |Ci(x) NG| < K}, where Ci(x) is the
cluster of 7 := xg(ni(zg)) in H1. Notice that by definition, each infinite cluster C coincides
with at most K-many C(x), x € U. Therefore, by translation invariance one obtains
BNV > ~EUNnAl=~ 3 Pleu]> LoHNAF| > o6 K)L
- K L K - K Li=" ’
z€IHNAT

which is in contradiction with (3.16).

It remains to prove (3.16), which we do now. We first show that infinite clusters are
unlikely to be close to each other deep in the bulk. More precisely, let N, (z) be the
number of infinite clusters intersecting the box A} (x) := x + A}, and consider

pm (k) == PN (kegq) > 3],
where we recall that e; = (0,...,0,1). We claim that for every m > 0,
pm (k) — 0 as k — oo. (3.17)

The proof of (3.17) follows a Burton-Keane type argument (see [BK89]). First, fix m > 0,
9 > 0 and let K C N be the set of k& > 0 such that p,,(k) > §. We will prove that K
is finite, thus implying (3.17). We say that an m-box A} (z) is a coarse-trifurcation if
every vertex in A} (2) belongs to the same infinite cluster C,, which in turn breaks into
at least 3 distinct infinite clusters if all vertices of A} (z) are removed. Notice that if
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Ni(2) > 3, ni(x,y) > 1 for all neighbours z,y € A} () NH and t, = ECT for all vertices
r € Af(2) NH, then A} (z) is a coarse-trifurcation. By a simple insertion-tolerance
property, as in' [GPPS22, Proposition 5.12], we deduce that there exists &' = §(m, ) > 0
such that for every k € K,

qm (k) == P[A} (key) is a coarse-trifurcation] > &'

For L > 8m, let Ty, := |{z € 8mHNA] . : A} (2) is a coarse-trifurcation}| be the number
of well-spaced coarse-trifurcations of size m deep inside Az. By a classical deterministic
argument— see e.g. the proof of [GPPS22, Proposition 5.13]— we have 7, < Np. On the
one hand, by translation invariance we have

E[T.] = Z P[A} (x) is a coarse-trifurcation] > ¢&'|K N [0, L — 8m]|L%~ .

zE@BmH)NA] o

On the other hand, NV, is smaller than the sum of all the degrees over DA, hence E[N] <
CL%! by Lemma A.1 and Proposition 2.6. We conclude that |K N[0, L — 8m]| < C/cd’
for every L > 8m, thus K is finite and (3.17) follows.

Finally, we show how to deduce (3.16) from (3.17). First, by applying Lemma A.1 and
Proposition 2.6 again, we have E[N,(z)?] < C(m91)2. Therefore, for x € Z9~! x {k},
k > 0, by the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality, we have

ENn(2)] <2+ E[Nm(x)]lj\/m(x)zii]
< 24 /o (D)W (2)2) < 2+ C1y/pin (k). (3.18)

Let I := [ | and, for every i € {1,..., I}, cover ONT N (2471 x [(i — 1)m, im]) with boxes
AL (z ) 1 < j < J;, where a: € 74 1 x {im}. Notice that we can take J; < Cy(L/m)42

for every i < I — 1, and Jy S Co(L/m)?t. Now, for every L large enough,

iuz\ (2+Cl\/7m )

=1

I I -1
< 40y ( ) + C1C; (m> mEY "\ pm(im) + CLCo LY [ p(Im)
i=1

-~

4 O «
_opd—1 1 :
=CaL <md1 + T-1 ; \/Pm(1m) + C’l\/pm(fm))

L d—1

< 03 <) ’

m
where we used (3.18) in the second line, and that due to (3.17), one has \/p,,(Im) — 0
and ¢ S /pm(im) — 0 as L — oo. Since m is arbitrary, (3.16) follows. O

IFor full disclosure, here we use the following statement: for every m > 0 and § > 0 there exists
§ = §'(m, §)>0 such that if an event A satisfies P[.A] > §, then for any m-box A;f,(z) lying in H, one has
P[<I>A+( )( )] > &', where @IMZ) is as in [GPPS22, Definition 5.11]. Although this is not exactly the same

statement as [GPPS22, Proposition 5.12], the proof is precisely the same.
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4 Random cluster for the ¢! model

In this section, we introduce the random cluster representation of the ¢* model. This
representation arises by viewing ¢* as an Ising model with random coupling constants
coming from the absolute value field, and considering the random cluster representation
of the resulting (random) Ising model. After we define the model, we derive some basic
properties and correlation inequalities. We stress from the outset that the definitions and
properties are true in greater generality: we could replace the product of ¢? single-site
measures by any product of single-site even measures p on R having super-Gaussian tails,
ie. [ ecz” du(z) < oo for every ¢ > 0, so that the corresponding spin model is well-defined
for all value values of 5 > 0.

4.1 Definition of the ¢* random cluster model

Let A C Z% be finite. Define 0°*A := {x ¢ A : Iy € A, y ~ x} and set A :=
ALO™A. Also, recall that E(A) = {zy € E(Z%) : 2,y € A}, and define E(A) = {zy €
E(Z%) : z ory € A}. Given an external magnetic field h € (R*)A, recall the definition
of the (weighted) graph A[h] = (A?, E(A[h])) from Section 2.4, and also define E(A[h]) :=
E(A[h])UE(A). A boundary condition on A[h] is a pair (£,b), where £ = {£1,..., &} is a
partition of A, and b € (Rt)?™A. Given a percolation configuration w € {0, 1}Z(AM)
we denote by k¢(w) the number of connected components in the graph obtained from
(A°,{e € E(A[h]) : we = 1}) by identifying the vertices in the elements of the partition
&. In what follows, we abuse the notation and write dpg q(a;) to denote the pushforward
dpg,a(‘»oa:) under the map ¢, — [pz| = a,.

Definition 4.1. Let A C Z% be finite, (£,b) be a boundary condition, and h € (RT)M be
)

an external field. The p* random cluster measure \I’(g’ﬁ h on A with boundary condition
(&,b), at inverse temperature B > 0 and with external magnetic field h is the probability
measure on pairs (w,a) € {0, 1}E h) % (R*) satisfying a, = b, for all x € 9™A defined
by

aw D) [(w,a)] = a';fgif“’ H 0By (2D u)

ABh  azycE(A (4.1)

I B,h,a)xQ(W—’am)WZQQkE(“) TT doya(as).

zeA P(B;h; a)ag zeA

where p(B,a)zy =1 — 6*253139 p(B,h,a)zg :=1— efzﬁhzal, and Zz(\&ﬁ,)h 18 a normalisation
(&b (&b

constant. We write ® AB. h for the marginal on w and MAB w for the marginal on a.

If € = {{z} : x € 0™'A}, i.e. each partition class consists of a single vertez, and
b =0, we call it the free boundary condition, and simply write \IJS)\’BJ], @%?ﬁ’h, and p(}\’@h.
If € = {0%A}, i.e. all vertices are in the same partition, and b = My, we call it the wired
plus boundary condition, and we simply write ‘IJE\,B l)w CIJE\%’T%, and ”E\%ﬁ% When h =0, we

may drop it from the notation.

Remark 4.2. Unlike in the definition of the ¢* measure from Section 2, here we consider
both boundary conditions and a magnetic field. We chose to define the random cluster
measure in this way so that we can state its domain Markov property more easily. This
makes it possible to define the same random cluster measure in different ways, by consid-
ering either a wired (i.e. £ = {90%'}) boundary condition (with h =0) or a magnetic field
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supported on the boundary. For instance, the measures \IJS)\ﬁm can be obtained from \Ilf\wép)
by identifying all vertices of 0°*A as a single vertex that we call g.

Remark 4.3. In (4.1), we could replace pgq with any even single-site measure p with
super-Gaussian tails. In particular, choosing p to be an even measure which is a mizture
of 0 and 011 we recover the dilute random cluster measure considered in [GKP24] in the
context of the Blume-Capel model.

It is straightforward to check from (4.1) that a domain Markov property holds for ¢*
random cluster measures, as stated in the following proposition.

Proposition 4.4 (Domain Markov property). Let A’ C A be finite subsets of 7%, and
B > 0. Consider a boundary condition (§,b) on A and let h € (RT)A. For every 0 €
{0, VEALNEWT) 4nd every s € (RT)MY | we have

7b 67
WED 1w, ) | @lgamn s Aaa) = 0:8)] = ¥ 5 (@, a)],

where &7 is the partition of 0*A’ where z,y are in the same partition if and only if
they are in the same connected component in the graph obtained from ((A\ A')%, {e €
E(A[h]) \ E(A'[h]) : 6. = 1}) by identifying the vertices in the elements of the partition &.

Remark 4.5. In words, the domain Markov property holds whenever we condition on the
value of w on a set of edges E, and the value of a on the endpoints of the edges in E. The
reason why we define the configuration w on E(A) in the first place is so that the domain
Markov property holds.

4.2 Coupling to the spin model

We now couple the ¢* model with its random cluster measure introduced above in
the same spirit as the Edwards—Sokal coupling between the Ising model and the random
cluster model with cluster weight ¢ = 2 (see [Gri06, Chapter 1]). We will prove that the
marginal a under \119\, g is distributed according to the absolute value field under vy g,
and that the percolation marginal w— conditionally on a— has the law of a FK-Ising
model in a random environment coming from a.

We begin by introducing the FK-Ising random cluster model with inhomogeneous
coupling constants. Let A C Z% a € (RY)A, h € (RY)A, and ¢ be a partition of
O™*A. Recall that, given 8 > 0, p(B,a)yy = 1 — e~2P%3y for every edge xy € E(A)
and p(f,h,a)gq = 1— e~ 2Pheaz for every € A. Denote by ¢§\’5,h,a the probability measure

on w € {0, 1}EAMD) defined by

1 (67 a)ZB Way p(67 h7 a)IE Wag 3
£ = PR 8)zy D Tre ) gkt (@) (4.2
Phonaltl = 72 wgm)(l—pw,a)w) I GZ,Ema,) (42

where Zi Gha is a normalisation constant.
We now turn to definition of the Ising model (with inhomogeneous coupling constants)
that arises in the Edwards—Sokal coupling of q’)i gha- For this definition, we may also

consider h € RY. We say that a configuration o € {:l:l}K is &-admissible, and write

0 ~ext &, if 04 is constant for every x in the same element of the partition £. Let <->kiggh’i to
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the probability measure on {:l:l}K which assigns the following weight to every configuration
o:

i :[]‘ ~ex
<a>}f’lgﬁfa = Z‘;Smgf exp (B Z agayo.oy + 3 Z hmaxax>, (4.3)
A,Bh,a xyEE(A) TEN

where Z/I\Slgghg is a normalisation constant. If £ = {{z} : x € %A}, we let Z/I\Slgghfa =
Z/I\S%lgh’a, and if £ = {9FA}, we let Zy 08¢ — 758 Note the following fundamental

A,B,h,a ABha
relation,
: 7lsing 0
ZXph = / Zy g 1] dpg.a(as). (4.4)
(RH)A TEA

Proposition 4.6. Let A C Z¢ be finite. For every boundary condition (£,b) on A, every
external magnetic field h € (R+)A, and every inverse temperature 5 > 0 we have

b b
dqjs\gﬁ)h[( a)l = ¢§\,,8,h,a[ ]dﬂsfg,) (a), (4.5)
and e
sing,
;b A,B,h,a
d/‘E\g,ﬁ,)h(a) =215, =b fb) H dpg.a(az)- (4.6)
ZA ,B,h zEA

Moreover, N?\ g S the law of the absolute value field of the ¢* spin measure VA, B h-

Proof. Observe that (4.5) holds with

b A ,h, /
dﬂ%ﬁ?h(a) = ]la\aextA_b gb)a H 1- B'} xy H 1-— /Bah a zg H dpga 3:0

A ,B,h myeE TEA TEA
(4.7)
The equality (4.5) then follows if we can establish
Ising,&
ZNfha = 2 Zsna I V12520 I 1 -p(5h2) (48)

zy€E(A) zEA

Here, the factor 1/2 comes from the fact that we have (implicitly) fixed oy = 1.

Let us now show (4.8). We say that a configuration o € {il}K is compatible with some
w € {0, 1}E(A[h}) and write w ~ o if wyy, = 0 for every zy € F(A[h]) such that o, # oy,.
Note that, if additionally o ~eyxt &, each w is compatible with ok (w)—1 configurations o,
since o needs to be constant on each cluster of w and there are 2 possibilities for the sign

of each cluster of w other than the cluster of g, where we implicitly extend o by setting
og = 1. Thus,

(/8’ a)xy Wy p(/B, h7 a)xg Wzg
Zippa=2 2. lomwc . 1l P Hay VT (RS e
se{£1}A WO gye E(A) (1 —r(A, a)xy) zeA (1 —p(B;h, a)wg)

Furthermore, since w;, needs to be 0 whenever o, # o,, and both values 0 and 1 are
allowed whenever o, = o,, we get that Zi Bha is equal to

67 Ty Way /B7h7 T Wep
2 Y e [ Y (Mg y (i

ce{+1}~ zyeE(A) woy€{0,1} xeA wag€{0,1}
Ox=0y
-9 Z ]lUNEth H 62,Bazay H e26hzaz_
se{+1}h zy€E(A) reh

Og=0y oz=1
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Since 0,0, = 1 when 0, = 0, and 0,0y = —1 when o, # o,, we can rewrite the latter to
obtain (4.8).
It follows from (4.6) that

Ising,0
Z} ph = 2/ZAsggh 2 1 dpgalaz)-
zEA

The latter is equal to 2ZK45 , thanks to (4.4), hence

4
ZR gn =225 41 (4.9)

We can now combine equations (4.4), (4.6) and (4.9) to deduce that ,u?x@h is the law of
the absolute value field of v g . O

Proposition 4.6 together with the Edwards—Sokal coupling for the Ising model— see
[Gri06, Chapter 1]— implies the following.

The Edwards—Sokal coupling for ¢*.
From percolation to spin model. Given a pair (w,a) ~ \Il%’ﬁ,h, we can sample a field
@ ~ (-)a,,n as follows.

(i) Consider a sequence of independent random variables o¢c € {£1}, indexed by the
connected components C of w, such that Plo¢ = 1] = 1 if C is the cluster of g, and
Plo¢c = 1] = 1/2 otherwise.

(ii) For every cluster C and x € C, set ¢, = agoc.

From spin model to percolation. Conversely, given a field ¢ ~ (-)5 gn, We can sample a
pair (w,a) ~ \119\ B.h 8S follows. (Recall that ¢4 = 1, and note that almost surely we have
oy # 0 for all = € A, so that sgn(vz) = ¢z /|| € {:l:l} exists almost surely.)

(i) For each z € A, set ay = |pz].
(ii) For each edge xy € E(A[h]) such that sgn(y,) # sgn(py), set wyy = 0.

(iii) For each edge xy € E(A) such that sgn(yz) = sgn(yy), let wyy = 1 with probability
equal to p(a, 3)gy, independently of the other edges.

(iv) For each vertex x € A such that sgn(y¢,) = 1, let w,g = 1 with probability equal to
p(a, B, h)ag, independently of the other edges.

As a direct consequence of this coupling (see [Gri06, Theorem 1.16]) we obtain the

following result for ¥Q B.h- We note that this result also holds for ‘IIEX B ), since \I/X”ép) =

w4 sy Below, if 2,y € A%, we write {z > y} to denote the event that z and y lie in the
same connected component of w.

Corollary 4.7. Let 3 >0 and A C Z¢ finite. For every h € (RT)A, and every x,y € A,

<S02>A Bh = ‘I’A B,hl@ :v<—>g]
(sen(pz))A,ph ,8,h LI’A ,B,h
(bxpy)nsn =R gn

)

(sgn(ez)sgn(ey))a,gh = VR gplz < .

x < g,

azaylac syl

(3
[
[
bl
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4.3 Correlation inequalities and monotonicity

In this section, we derive some basic correlation inequalities and monotonicity proper-

ties for \Ilsf’g)h. We start by proving that \Ilgf’ﬂb)h satisfies the absolute value FKG property,

which is equivalent to saying that the marginals ,uff’ﬁb)h satisfy the FKG inequality. We
will in fact state a stronger inequality that holds for conditional probabilities. The proof
is a modification of the classical argument in [GJ12, Theorem 4.4.1].

Proposition 4.8 (Absolute value FKG, conditional version). Let A C Z¢ be finite, let
(&,b) be a boundary condition on A, and leth € (RT)A. For every A C A, n € (RT)4, and

increasing, square integrable functions F,G : (R+)X\A - R,
,b ,b ,b
pEn(E G lala =] > pS S F | ala = a5 | ala =) (4.10)
Proof. For ease of notation, let us write for every A C A and n € (R*)4

b
P T = L ala =)

Let us first observe that, sampling two independent fields a, a ~ pAn, for every square
integrable F, G : (RT)M4 - R we have

1 @ M [(F(a) — F(@))(G(a) — G@))] = 2 (W1[FG] — p[Flu1(G])  (4.11)

We will prove that p”" satisfies (4.10), or equivalently that the left-hand side of (4.11) is
positive, by induction on the number of sites n we do not condition on, i.e. n = |A '\ A|.
Notice when n = 1, the desired FKG inequality follows (from (4.11)) since F'(a) — F'(a’)
and G(a) — G(a') have the same sign if they are both increasing. Assume now that for

some n > 1, we have
P NFG) > M Flut G

for every A C A such that |[A\ A| < n and any n € (RT)4. Fix any such A and 1. We
claim that for every x € A, every s, s’ > 0, and every increasing square integrable functions
F,G:RHMN 5 R,

p ey @ ARG [(F(a) - F(2)(G(a) - G@)) | ap = s, @), = 8] 2 0. (4.12)
Upon taking expectation of the left-hand side of (4.12) with respect to ,U,A\{I}’nlA\{E} ®
pAMEbAGE)  using (4.11), and using the fact that A,n,z were arbitrary, we obtain the

desired induction hypothesis in the case n + 1, thus completing the proof.
It remains to prove the claim (4.12). For shorthand, for every s € R™ let us write

MA,nAs[ = MA\{x}m\A\{x}[. | ag = s|.
Observe that p412¢ = A1 where 77 € (R*)4 is such that N a\{z} = 1l a\(z} and 7z = s,
and hence pA72% satisfies the induction hypothesis. Let now F,G : (RT)M\A\#H 5 R

be increasing square integrable functions. Since the restrictions of F, G to any subset are
also increasing, we have that

LHS of (4.12) = p*"[FG] + p*78 [FG] — 80 [Flut 25 (G) — phn8 [Flu 122 (G)
= PN EG] — I R (G 4 p 13 RG] — p 8 (R [G)
+ (] = p A [F]) (201G - A ()
> (WA [F] = A [F]) (]G] — (G,

(4.13)
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where we used the induction hypothesis in the last inequality.

Assume, without loss of generality, that s > s’. We will now show that uA’"As[F | >
p A8 [F) for every increasing function F' as above (i.e. including if F' is swapped for G).
This establishes that the last line of (4.13) is positive, thereby completing the proof of the
claim. On the event {a|4 = 7}, where 7j| 4\ (»} = 7 and 7, = s', define the random variable

ZIsing,§

A7ﬁ7h’§

Z(a) = o
75 ’
Z\ s

where, §|A\A = a|A\A, 5|A\{r} = a|A\{m}(: 77|A\{x})’ and 3, := s > s’ = a,. The logarith-
mic derivative of Z with respect to a, for y € A\ A, is given by

I I I I
B (3:(0y0) N385 — a:(oyo) VESS) + 8hy ()55 — (onghs) - (414)

z~y

By Griffiths’ inequality, it is positive and hence Z is an increasing function on (R+)A\A.
Therefore, by a direct computation and using that F'(3) > F'(a), followed by the induction
hypothesis, /
,uA’"AS [F] > MAIZYAS [ZF] >
pAnas (7]

as desired. ]

AnAs’ [F]

I

We can now deduce that W' 5)h satisfies the full FKG property. We again state a
stronger property that holds for condltlonal measures.

Proposition 4.9 (FKG). Let A C Z¢ finite, let (¢,b) be a boundary condition on A, and
let h € (RM)A. For every A C A, n € (RM)A, and every increasing, square-integrable

functions F,G : {0, 1} M) x (RT)A 5 R, we have
b b b
WSENE G ala =) > WEELIF ala = nW 246 | ala =]

Proof. For every a € (RJF)K, let F?(w) = F(w,a) and G?(w) = G(w,a). Clearly these
are increasing as functions of w. By the FKG property of the random cluster model
(see [Gri06, Theorem 3.8]), for every a € (RT)? we have

¢A,Bha[ G°l > ¢A5ha[Fa]¢§\ﬁ7h7a[Ga]-

The mapping a — qbf\’ @h,a[Fa] is increasing due to the monotonicity of (,biﬁ’h’a in a (see
[Gri06, Theorem 3.21]), and the fact that for a; < ag, we have F?!(w) < F?2(w) for every
w. Hence, by the conditional absolute value FKG property (4.10), we have

b
U E - G L ala =) = u 5405 ol F108 51,0lG) | ala =)
b
> WD F [ ala = WG [ ala =)
This concludes the proof. ]

As a consequence of the FKG property, we obtain the following monotonicity in bound-
ary conditions, inverse temperature, and external magnetic field. Before stating it, let us
introduce a useful notation. For boundary conditions ({1, b1), (§2,b2) on a common set A,
we write (£1,b1) < (&, bg) if every partition class of &; is contained in a partition class
of &, and by < by. Also, recall that for two measures p; and po, we write p; < po if
w1 (F) < po(F) for every increasing function F.
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Proposition 4.10 (Monotonicity properties of the random cluster measure). Let A C Z%
finite and A C A. For every boundary conditions (£1,b1) < (£2,b2) on A, every ni,m2 €
(RT)A such that 9y < ng, every external magnetic fields hy,hy € (RT)A with hy < hy, and
every 0 < 51 < Bs we have

,b b
SuP Ll ala=m] < wRE [ ala = o).

In particular,

UQ s < UEL < T
for every boundary condition (£,b) on A such that b < My, and every h € (RT)A,
Proof. We first claim that

b &b
'qulﬂLllH[ |ala=m] < “5\2522h)2[ | ala = n2o].

Indeed, for any bounded increasing function F' : (R+)A\A — R we have

(€1,b1) _
(&2,b2) [F ’ a| ] 'uA,ﬁl,hl[Z P ‘ a’A = 771]
FA,Ba,ho - (€1,b1) 7 ~
HA,,Bl,hl[ | ala =m]

where _
ZISlng7£2

_ “ABahga

Z(a) = lsing &1

A7517h1 »a
where 3|4 = 12, and is otherwise equal to a. By taking the logarithmic derivative and
using Griffiths’ inequality (as in (4.14)), we see that Z is an increasing function of a. Using

the absolute value FKG (4.10), we deduce that

7b 7b
pl L) [F | ala = m) < w30 [F | ala =),

which implies the claim. B B
We now proceed to the proof of the full monotonicity. Let G : {0, 1}P(M) x (RT)MA 5 R

be an increasing function. For any a € (R+)K, we have by the monotonicity properties of
the random cluster model that

¢A51,h1, [ ] ¢A52,h2, [ 3]7

where we recall that G?(w) = G(w, a), and that the mapping a > ¢ A B
ing. By the monotonicity of the absolute value field we deduce

hy.a G Is Increas-

,b1) ,b
UEETG T ala = m) < p5 (655, 0,167 [ ala = mi]
< W) (Gl ala = 12).
This completes the proof. O

As a corollary, we obtain the following monotonicity property for the free measure.

Corollary 4.11. Let Ay C Ay C Z% be finite and hy € (RT)M hy € (RT)A2 such that
hi(xz) < hao(z) for all x € Ay. For every > 0, we have

0 0
Va0 = YA, 8ho

in the sense that for every increasing, integrable function F : (]RJF)E that is A1-measurable,

Q9\1,57h1[F|A1] < Wgz,ﬂ,hz[F]‘
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Proof. First note that by Proposition 4.10,

0 0
\I/Az,ﬁ,ﬁl < qug,ﬂ,hg?

where h; coincides with h; on A; and is equal to 0 on Ay \ A;. The desired inequality then
follows by applying Proposition 4.4 followed by Proposition 4.10 (applied to the random
boundary condition (£,b) on A; induced from the domain Markov property) to yield that

0 0
\I/Alﬂhl < \IjAg,ﬂ,ﬁl'

This completes the proof. O

4.4 Uniqueness of infinite volume measures

In this section, we show uniqueness of full space and half-space infinite volume mea-
sures. First, we consider the infinite volume limits arising from the measures ¥Q 5 and

\Ifxuép) as A 1 Z%, and show that they coincide for any 5 > 0.

Proposition 4.12. Let 5 > 0. Then, \P(JJ\,B and \Ils\wép) converge weakly as A T Z% to
infinite volume measures denoted \II% and Wk, respectively.

Proof. Note that \Ilg\w/ép) = \119\ Bps- The desired result then follows from the weak con-
vergence of the corresponding spin measures (-)5 g and (-)5 g, and the Edwards-Sokal
coupling. O

Recall from (2.7) that (-) = %(()E +(-)5). Using this result, we will now deduce that
\Il% and \I/é coincide.

Proposition 4.13. Let 3 > 0. One has that ¥9 = \Ilé

Proof. By Proposition 4.10, we have \IJ% < \Ilé Hence, by Strassen’s theorem [Str65],
there exists a coupling (Q, (a°%, w?), (at,w!)) such that (a%,w®) ~ \I/g, (al,wl) ~ \I/}j, and
a’ < al, w® < w! almost surely under Q. Since (-)4 is a convex combination of ()ér and
()5, and ()5 coincides with the pushforward of <>;r under the mapping (@) — —(¢z),
we can deduce that

{eas = (g, (4.15)
and
(Pzpy)p = (Popy)F- (4.16)

It follows from (4.15) that Q[al] = Q[al], which, combined with the almost sure mono-
tonicity, implies that
a’ =a'  Q-almost surely. (4.17)

We now use (4.16) and (4.17) to deduce that wgy = w%y Q-almost surely, from which it
follows that \Il% = \Ifé, as desired. We first observe that by combining Corollary 4.7, (4.16),
and (4.17),
0 1 1
Qlagayl{z <= y}] = Qlaza, 1{z <= y}] = Q[aja,1{z <= y}].
Since agag > 0 almost surely, using again the almost sure monotonicity we obtain that

1{z &0 y} ==z & y} almost surely. (4.18)
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By the Edwards—Sokal coupling we have

0
Qlway] = (P(B, l¢l)ay1{sgn(ps) = sgn(wy)}) 5- (4.19)
Note that 1{sgn(p,) = sgn(py)} = 3(sgn(ps)sgn(py) + 1), and by the Edwards-Sokal
coupling between the Ising and random cluster models, we have (sgn(yz)sgn(yy) | |gp\)% =

0
Q[z % y | a"]. Combining the two previous equations with (4.19) yields

QL] = S0IP(8, %)y (1 ¢ y} + 1), (4.20)
and similarly,

Qlod,] = 5QIp(8, 2" )y (1 5 y} + 1))
However, (4.17) and (4.18) imply that

SQ0B(8,2")ay (1 45 4} + 1)) = S00p(,3" iy (1 €5 4} + 1)

Thus, @[wgy] = Q[w}ﬂy], and by the almost sure monotonicity this implies that wgy = w}ﬁy

almost surely. This completes the proof. O

Remark 4.14. Note that Corollary 4.7 and Proposition 4.13 imply that for any 5 > 0,
one has

m*(B) = ‘I’é[aol{m—m}] = qj%[aol{m—wo}]'
We conclude this section by considering infinite volume limits arising in the half-space
setting. Following the setup of Proposition 3.6, we let h > 0 and define h € (RY)¥ as
hy := hl,com. Define two measures \Il]%l’% and \1!]%{% on {0, 1}FHM) s (RHH a5 follows,

0.h . 0 1,h . 0
U= lim ¥ U= lim W
H’B L—oo Az’ﬂ’h’ H’B L—oo szﬂ)h""pAz\aH

Note that these limits exist thanks to Lemma 3.4 and the Edwards—Sokal coupling.
Proposition 4.15. Letd > 2, 3> 0 and h > 0. Then,

0,k Lh
Vi = Ve,p
Proof. By Proposition 3.6, we have that <>ﬁg = <>]%I% The desired result follows readily
from the Edwards—Sokal coupling. O

5 Surface order bound on disconnections

The goal of this section is to prove Theorem 5.1 below, which states that disconnection
probabilities for the the ¢* random cluster model with free (and therefore any!) boundary
condition decays exponentially in the surface order.

Theorem 5.1. Let d > 2 and 8 > .. There exists c; > 0 such that for every L > 1 we
have .
WS, sl ¢ 0hey ] > 1—e @ W1<l< el

Theorem 5.1 is proved in two steps. First, we prove that the surface tension of the
©* model is positive for every 8 > 3. by adapting the argument of Lebowitz and Pfister
[LP81]. We then perform a delicate comparison argument to deduce a corresponding
statement for the free ¢* random cluster model.
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5.1 Definition of the surface tension

Here we define a notion of surface tension for the ¢* model and relate it to disconnection
probabilities for the corresponding random cluster representation. As mentioned in the
introduction, we consider a magnetic field of intensity 1 on a thick boundary. The thick
boundary will be important in Section 5.2 in order to prove positivity of the surface tension
with the help of Proposition 3.1. The boundedness of the magnetic field will be important
in Section 5.3, where we will rely on regularity up to the boundary (recall Proposition 2.6)
in order to recover the free ¢* random cluster measure.

First, let us introduce some necessary definitions and notation. For L, M > 1, define
the rectangle R(L, M) = {—L,...,L}¥"! x {~M,..., M}, and the infinite strip R(L) :=
{~L,...,L}*' x Z. Let also O™ R(L, M) := R(L,M)\ {~L +logL +1,...,L —
log L — 1} x {—M,..., M} and 04 R(L) := R(L)\ {~L+1logL+1,...,L —log L —
1}9=! x Z denote their thickened boundaries. We also define the top and bottom of
the thick boundary O™MKR(L, M) := 9McR(L, M) N {-L,...,L}* ' x {1,...,M} and
OMKR(L, M) := OMKR(L, M)N{~L,..., L}t x {~M,...,0}. Let

+1, for z € OPMEkR(L, M),
hb}(x) =¢ -1, forx € oMNkR(L, M),

0, otherwise.

We also let hz]_\t[ be the external magnetic field taking value +1 on 9"M*R(L, M) and 0
otherwise. See Figure 5 for an illustration. For ease of notation, we write the partition
functions of the associated p? models as follows:

++ — g +,- — g
ZR(L,M),ﬁ_ZR(L,M),ﬁ,hm and ZR(L,M),ﬁ_ZR(L,M),B,h;*;I'

+,+ _ +,- _
We also let <'>R(L7M),B - <'>R(L,M),ﬁ,hfj]§ and <'>R(L,M),,3 — <’>R(L,M),B,h{j;1'

log L
M +1
0
-1
<>

Figure 5: An illustration of the rectangle R(L, M). The support of the magnetic field
hz]\} is the coloured region.

Definition 5.2. The surface tension of the ¢* model on R(L, M) is defined as

+.+
ro _ 1o PR
Ta T Td—1°98 F - :
R(L.M).8



We also define
L s . LM .. L
=1 fry° d =1 fry.
= lipinf i and 7 =l

The surface tension can be expressed naturally in terms of a disconnection event under

the measure \I’(;z - In order to facilitate the comparison external magnetic fields

(L,M),BhiT,

hz& and hz’]\}, it is convenient to view WO +.+ as a probability measure on a
) ) 'R(L7M),,37hL’M

graph with two ghost vertices {g*,g~}. We write R™~ (L, M) for the graph with vertex
set R(L, M) U {g",g~} and edge set E(R™~ (L, M)) given by the union of {zy € E(Z?) :
z,y € R(L,M)} and

{zg™ 2 € OMNR(L, M)} U {ag" : z € OPINR(L, M)}.

We can now (re)define \11[7)2 +p on {0, 1}ERTTLM) o (RTYRILM) a5 in Defini-
L,M

(L,M),B,h
tion 4.1 with straightforward modifications to the edge weights and where in k%(w), the
clusters are counted in the graph obtained by identifying g= and g*. Under the pushfor-

ward with respect to the bijection identifying the two ghosts, we have that W° ey
R(L,M),B.h "y

coincides with the definition of Section 4. Below, we will use that the partition functions
are the same.

Lemma 5.3. For every 5 > 0, and every L, M > 1 we have

+,—
Z

(LM).B _ 4,0 - +
Zg,(z .5 \IIR(L,M),ﬁ,hz:X} [g el ] (5'1)

In particular, T3 > 0 for every > 0.

Proof. Recall (4.9), and note that in our case it implies that

Z+7+ 1 ZO

R(LM),B — 9 “R(LM),BhF T (5.2)
We claim that 1
+,— _ 0 _ +
ZR(L,M),,B = §ZR(L:M):@“I,’L g~ </ 97], (5.3)

where Z° ++ |97 +/ g*] denotes the partition function obtained by restricting

the sum to configurations w in which g~ and g% lie in different clusters. Note that (5.1)
follows readily from (5.2) and (5.3).
Recall from (4.4) that

+,— _ Ising,0
ZR(LM)Bh = /ZR(L,M),ﬁ,hJL“;/I,a ng " dpg.a(az),
’ x€ s

where Z/I\ngi’g is defined? in (4.3). Furthermore, let ZSQ(LM),,B,hZ”;&,a
function of the FK-Ising random cluster measure which is, as for the ¢* random cluster
measure above, viewed on the graph R~ (L, M), i.e. with two ghost vertices. By adapting
the proof of (4.8), we will show:

denote the partition

i 1 +.+
ZISln&O - —-70 — /vy qt —Bagay _B(hL,M)IaI_
RULMBH a2 R(L’M)’ﬂ’hz;x”a[g ’ }xyeE(l;[(L M))e zeRl(—IIJ M)e
(5.4)

*There, we only considered h € (RT)* but the definition extends to general h € R*

36



Upon integrating, this yields (5.3).

Let us now show (5.4). Recall that we say that a spin configuration o € {£1}R"
is compatible with w € {0, 1}E®R"7(LM) if 5 is constant in the clusters of w. We write
w ~g o if in addition, o+ = 1 and o~ = —1. Note that, given a configuration w such
that {g~ </ g*}, the number of configurations o such that w ~4 o is 2k0(”)_1, where
we emphasise that I%(w) is the number of components in w after identifying gt and g~.
Conversely, if w ~g o, then w € {g~ </ g*}. Therefore, we can write

~(L,M)

Z??,(L M) ,@,h+ ,+ [g_ % g+]

L, ]V[’
~ We 5 h+ iy 5 Wy
—9 3 @1 ] (M) v ( p(B,hr, z\f+ Aoy \wrg
we0,1}ER T (L,a0) eerRmary LT PB ey p M= P8 hL s a)ag
gt /g
(B, hLar )
—9 p(f, a)xy Way DB NE Ars@)ag Wzg
= 2 X H (5a) (- Goftam)
se{+1}RT T (LM) W~aT zye E(R(L,M)) 1Ty 2€R(L,M) PPN prs@)ag
ogt+=1
T4 =1
From there, the end of the computation is exactly the same as in the proof of (4.8). O

5.2 Strict positivity of the surface tension

Our aim now is to show that the strict inequality 73 > 0 holds in the entire supercritical
regime— see Proposition 5.5. This follows from an adaptation of the argument of [LP81],
which crucially relies on the Ginibre inequality (Proposition 2.4).

We will need the following lemma.

Lemma 5.4. Let § > 0 and L > 1. Then, both <>R(L Mg and <>7§(7: M),g converge
weakly as M — oo.

Proof. The convergence of <>?,L3(J£ M), follows from the Edwards—Sokal coupling and the

. o . 0 .
stochastic monotonicity of \I/R(L’M) BnEt, in M by Corollary 4.11. For ( >R(L7M)75’ note
that by flipping the sign of all spins ¢, for x € {—L,...,L}" x {~M,...,0}, and

denoting the resulting configuration ¢, we obtain

(F(P) Toeqor,...3a-1 eXD(—2B(0,1) P(0.0)) (L0005
<Hm€{fL,..A,L}d*1 eXp(_QﬁQO(CE:l)SD(%O))>7—;7(—E,M),B

<F(<P)>+(_L M),8 =

for every bounded measurable function F'. The convergence of (- >R( LM),8 then follows

from the convergence and regularity of <>7+2(JZ M8 O

In what follows, we write

()++ lim

R(L),B = M_>OO<‘>+’+ and (Vg5 := lim ()k;

R(L,M),B R(L).B T A VI R(LM),B°

Proposition 5.5. We have 73 > 0 for every > ..
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Proof. Our main tool will be the Ginibre inequality stated in Proposition 2.4. We first
differentiate Té; M with respect to 8 to get that

d L,M 1 +,+ +,
@Tﬂ = W Z (<90$(py>R(L,M),B B <80$90y>R(L,M),,8>
xye E(R(L,M))

1 _
+ it > ((hz,’;}(%')%)R(L,M),ﬁ - <hz_:M(x)(Pz>R(L,M),,B) :
z€R(L,M)

By (2.3), each term in the sums is non-negative. Let us fix some N > 1. By disregard-
ing the horizontal edges and the edges in the complement of E(R(L,N)), and applying
Proposition 2.4, we obtain, for every M > N,

d rag 1 ot +—
@TB ZLGH Z (<90($J)>R(L,M),,B<@($,j+1)>R(L,M),B
ze{~L,..,L}¢1
je{-N,..,.N—1}
+y +,—
- <90(:c,j+1)>R(L,M),5<‘P(x,j)>R(L,M),5)-

Taking the limit as M — oo, and using translation invariance in the ey direction we obtain

e dopw 1 o+ . .=
%Iﬂggf @Tﬁ > Td—1 > (L0 R (L8 <<90(907j+1)>R(L),B - <90(90J)>72(L),ﬁ>
z€{-L,..,L}¢1
je{-N,...N—1}

++

+,- +,—-
~Td1 Z <90(9070)>R(L),ﬁ <<90(90,N)>R(L)7ﬁ - <(‘0("E7*N)>R(L),5) :
ze{-L,..,L}4-1

Now, we can use Lemma 5.6 below to obtain that

. d L 1 )2
g 2 e X 2 (o)
IE{*Lr"?L}d_l

Applying Fatou’s lemma we can now deduce that

1 B 2
L~ L 4
T8 275t Ta ) 2/ (<‘P(x70)>R(L),u> du.
ze{-L,...,L}¢-1 Be

Without loss of generality, we only handle <g0(m70)>;%’(z) forz € {—L,...,L}% ! satisfying

U
x1 = |z| € {0,...,L}. Using Proposition 2.3, for v € (B.,3) and = € {—L,...,L}%!
satisfying x1 = |z| € {0,..., L}, one has

<('0(33’0)>7—;7(-i[_/),u > <@($:0)>7—;7(I,L—x1)7u z <‘P0>AL,1 (x)uhp— g, ()
1 1

where h L—z, (x) was defined above Proposition 3.3. The latter proposition gives that

.. 1
i inf (0o}, @)y ) 2 3P0

L—oo
It follows that

] 1 B 2 1 /B 2
75 > LI;H;OWIE{_LZL}d_l/C (b)) du = d/ﬁe ({obt) " du >0,

as desired. O
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We now prove the lemma mentioned in the proof of Proposition 5.5.

Lemma 5.6. Let § > 0. For every L > 1 we have

- - _ +,+ : - +,+
lim <90(x,N)>R(L)7B = <90(3:,0)>R(L)75 and lim <90(x,—N)>’R(L)7ﬁ = _<90(x,0)>R(L)7ﬁ

N—o0 N—oo

for every x € {—L,..., L}%L.

Proof. We will only obtain the limit of <SD(17N)>7—;7(2),,8' The limit of <g0(x7,N))7J5’(_L)75 can be
obtained similarly, once one observes that _<§0(:1:,0)>7-;’(—E)7 5= <¢($70)>’I_€7(2), 5

Recall that ¢+ = 1 and ;- = —1, and let ST (resp. S~) denote the connected
component of gt (resp. g~ ) consisting of vertices x such that ¢, > 0 (resp. ¢, < 0).
Let T be the interface separating ST and 8™, i.e. the set of edges in E(Z%) with one
endpoint in ST and the other in S~. Since R(L) is “one-dimensional”, it is not hard to
see that Z is almost surely a finite set. Indeed, by Proposition 2.6, there exists M > 0

such that <'>7JQ(L) ﬁfalmost surely, there are infinitely many ¢ > 0 such that the event
Api = {lp@nl <M, Vo e {~L,...,L}y*', vl € {—i—1,—i+1,i—1,i+ 1}} happens.
Moreover, conditioning on 7 = (Q(z,0))pe{-L,..,L}4 1, te{—i—1,—i+1,i~1,i+1} and using the
domain Markov property, we see that both

1/7?(2),,3 H@(m) > 0,¢(,—i) > 0, Vo e {—L,... ,L}d—l} | "7]

and
1/7+z’(2)”3 H‘P(x,z‘) < 0,9, <0, Vo e {-L,... 7L}d—l} | 77]

remain bounded away from 0, uniformly over n € Apr; and (x,¢). Thus, almost surely,
there are (infinitely many) indices 4,7 > 0 such that ¢, ;) > 0,04 —i) > 0,9 ;) < 0 and
Pz,—j) < 0 for every z € {—L,... , L}Y4=1. When this happens, Z is a finite set.

Let us now condition on the event {Z = I} for some finite realisation I. Note that I
splits R(L) into two connected components R and R~ such that gt € RT and g~ € R™.
Since ¢, > 0 for every x € R™ which has a neighbour y € R, and (x, N) € R for every
N large enough depending only on I, we can use the monotonicity in boundary conditions
to deduce that

B +,— +.+
lmlo%ﬂ‘ﬂ(xw) | T = I>R(L),,B > <<p(x,0)>7g(L)7ﬁ'

By the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality and Proposition 2.6, there exists a constant C' > 0
such that for every k > 1 we have

+,— +,— +,—
K‘P(I,N) HIW\k)R(L),ﬁ’ < \/<90%x,N)>R(L),ﬂ<HI¢E(Ak)>R(L),5

< C\/<HI¢E(A,€)>;€(}),§ =: Eg.

Thus, by decomposing we see that for every k > 1 we have

o +,— +,+ +,—
lﬂloréf<90(m,N)>R(L)ﬂ > (90(9:,0)>R(L)75<HZCE(A;€)>R(L)7B — Ek-

Since € tends to 0 as k tends to infinity, we can deduce that

o +, ++
lmgjﬂ‘:@(mwﬂn(m’g > <90($,0)>’R,(L)75'

Moreover, by Proposition 2.4 (with A = {(z,N)} and B = (), for every N,

+, +,+
(P@MIr(L)s < P@0)r(1)s
The proof follows readily from the two last displayed equations. O
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5.3 Comparison with the free ¢* random cluster model

In this section we prove Theorem 5.1. Proposition 5.5 and Lemma 5.3 readily imply a

surface order bound on disconnection for the ¢* random cluster measure \I/s)2 (L) gt =
I ) L
limps—yoo T +.4+— see Lemma 5.7. Theorem 5.1 then follows from a comparison
R(L,M),B:h7 3y

to the free measure \IIOR( L.oL),8 (for 6 > 0 well-chosen). This comparison is established in

two steps in Lemmas 5.8 and 5.9. The uniqueness of the ¢* random cluster measure on
the half space with positive magnetic field (recall Propositions 3.6 and 4.15) will be crucial
in the later step.

Lemma 5.7. Let 8 > B.. There exists co > 0 such that for every L > 1,

0 — + —cg 41
VR anp+le g2 o™

Proof. 1t follows from Lemma 5.3 and Proposition 5.5 that

. 1 0 - +
Lh_{go a1 log ‘I’R(L)’57hz,+[g ad MR
Since \Il%(L) 5 h+’+[g* < g7] > 0 for every L > 1, there exists a constant cg > 0 such
that " .
LT 98 Va8 0TS e
for every L > 1. This concludes the proof. O

We now obtain a finite volume analogue of Lemma 5.7 for a ¢? random cluster measure
defined on a rectangle with sufficiently large external magnetic field on the top and bottom
faces, and external magnetic field on the lateral faces. More precisely, for h > 0, let
\I]%IZL, M), denote the ¢* random cluster measure on R(L, M) with external magnetic

field equal to h on O*VR(L, M) U 9*PR(L, M) and 0 otherwise, where
OPR(L, M) :=={x e R(L,M) : zg = —M}, O"PR(L, M) :={x € R(L,M) : x4 = M}.

Lemma 5.8. Let § > [.. For every h > 0 sufficiently large, there exist 6 > 0 and
c3 = c3(h) > 0 such that for every L > 1,
0,h —e3Ld-1
Vnon) gl0" R(L, 6L) «— 0"PR(L,6L)] > 1 — e H"
Proof. We fix 8 > 5. and drop it from notation. Let § > 0 be a constant to be determined.
Recall Lemma 5.7. Our aim is to first compare \IJ%(L)7hZ,+ to \If%}(LLﬁL) up to a cost that we

can make smaller than e ' by tuning the value of i, and then forcing a particular set
of edges to be closed, which in turn forces any path from g~ to g* to connect "R (L, §L)
to 0*PR(L,JL). To achieve the latter at a small cost we need to choose § sufficiently small.
This naturally splits the proof into two steps.

c2 /Q)Ld_

Step 1. Let € > 0 be a constant to be determined. Introduce A := AP U AP°t where
AP = 9GPR(L, 6L 4+ 1) and AP°' = 9"*R(L,5L + 1). By the FKG inequality and
regularity, we can now choose H > 0 to be large enough so that

— d—1
\I}%(L),hzv+[ax < H,VzeAl>e @7
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where ¢y is the constant of Lemma 5.7. Thus,

V18 A 8T = Vg eilo” g7 |2y < H, Va e Ale=@/2L70  (5.5)
By Proposition 4.10 and the FKG inequality,
\Ifg)z(mﬁhzﬁ[g‘ A g |ay < H, Vo € A > \I/%(L)7hz,+[g_ s gt | als = H]
> WS ) 97 0 [ ala = HL A
where
A= {we=1,Ve € B(A)} N {3(z,y) € A*P x y € A% : wr =1, wyy- =1}

Let us denote H the external magnetic field which is equal to H on 9"PR(L,JL) U
OP'R(L,JL). Since on the event A, AP is connected to g*, and A°' is connected
to g~, the domain Markov property of Proposition 4.4 gives

0 — _ g0
‘IJR(L)7hZ’a+[ . | a|A - H; A] - \IIR(L,(;L),I‘IZ;;FL—I-H. (56)
Combining (5.5) and (5.6), and applying Lemma 5.7, we obtain
0 - + e
\IJR(L,dL),hzr:gLL—I—H[g SHrgll<e ™ : (5.7)
gt
O*PR(L,SL)
L [ '
I I
I I 6L
I 0 I
- = ° | —
I le—>
I | log L
I I
g ' '
.\/v abOtR(L, 5L)
< >

L

Figure 6: An illustration of (5.8). The magnetic field hj{’; 1, +H is supported on the coloured
regions: in the red region it is equal to 1, in the green 7region it is equal to H, and in the
overlap of the two regions— in orange— it is equal to H + 1. This provides three different
ways to connect to either of the two ghost vertices. If there exists an open path in w
connecting gt to g~ and additionally the graph T— depicted by the dotted red line— is
fully closed in w, then there must exist an open path from *°*R(L,5L) to 0'**PR(L,IL).

Step 2. We now move to the second part of the proof. We begin by defining the graph
T = (V(T),E(T)) defined as follows:

V(T) = {z e {~L,...,L}*"'x{0,1} : L-log L < |a| < L}U{w € O\ 10g 1 : |za| < OL},
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and E(T) := {zy € E(Z?) : 2,y € V(T)}. Observe that
EN{we=0,Vec E(T)} C{g” +/ gt}n{we =0, Ye € E(T)}, (5.8)

where &€ := {9P'R(L,5L) </ 0'PR(L,5L)}, see Figure 6 for an illustration. To estimate
the cost of {w. = 0, Ve € E(T)}, we first bound the absolute value field on V(T'). By

o . . 0 l
Proposition 2.6, there exists a constant M > 0 such that \I]R(L,5L),hz:;L+H[B] > 5, where

B:= { > azay < M|E(T)|}.

zyeE(T)
. 0,H . . . . .
Since d)R (La)hE, +Hoa is stochastically dominated by Bernoulli percolation of parameter

p(B,a),

0 _ 0
\IIR(L,(SL),h"L";'L—i—H[we =0,YVee E(T) | B] > \I!R(L76L)7hz,;L+H [exp ( - 24 Z amay) | B
’ ’ zyeE(T)
> o 2BM|E(T)|

Thus,

1
0 - + —2BM|E(T)| ;0 - + _
\I’R(L,aL),hﬁ;ﬁH[g gtz ge I )lq’R(L,éL),h+;;L+H[g g [ BN{wlpm) = 03]

L L

> L —osnrE(m) g0

=9 R(L,SL),h 5, +H

(€| BN {wl|g(r) = 0}].

(5.9)
We now compare the latter probability with \I'[})%’é_lo o L.5L) [£]. Using that e+2 > 1 and
the definition of the event B we see that

0
\I]R(L,(sL),hJLr";rL+H[5 ‘ BN {W|E(T) — OH

(1)] \IJOR(LﬁL)’hI’?ﬁH[EXp(ZmyeEm Bagay)le | BN {w|gr = 0}]

> 675M|E 0
B \IIR(L,éL),hJLf:;LJrH[eXp(nyeE(T) Bazay) [ {wlpmr) = 0}]
\II(J)%(L,aL),hJLf:;LJrH[GXP(ZzyeE(T) ,Baway)]lgﬂg ’ {w’E(T) _ 0}]

> ~AMIE(T))

\IIOR(L";L)*‘I];LJFH[eXp(chyEE(T) Bagay) | {w|pr) = 0}]

(5.10)
By the expression (4.1) for the density, the ratio in the last line of (5.10) is equal to

W?%(L,éL),hszJrH,J[gmB]’ where J, = 0 for every e € E(T'), and J. = 1 otherwise. Applying

Proposition 2.6 for ¥° we can increase the value of M, if necessary, so that
P R(LSL)hF 7, +H,J° ) Y

\IJ?%(L,JL),hJL’;;LJrH?J[B] >1— e 17", At this point, we take cases. Either
0 0,H 0 0,H
L5 SLYNEE, [ S 2WEG sy B or Vst €1 > 2950 s S[B].
In the first case, the desired result follows directly, since we have \II?% (LaL) b ;L+H7J[5} =
‘If%’(HLilogL’&L) [€]. In the second case, we have
0 0,H 0 c
‘IIR(L,éL),hz:;L—i-H,J[g nB > ‘I’R(L,EL),J[g] - qu(LﬁL),hZ:;L-i-H,J[B ]
1, 1 on (5.11)
Z 3V rwsnynt s, €0 = VR 10g 1,01 €]
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Combining inequalities (5.7), (5.9), (5.10) and (5.11) we obtain
0,H 38M|E(T)| q,0 - +
Vit g o1 €] S 4PPMIEONG ) la” o 07
< 4636M|E(T)|6—CQ/2Ld_1. (5.12)

Recall that |E(T)| < C§%'L%1, and choose §,& small enough such that, for L large

enough
4e3BMIBE(T)| < ole2/4)LI7 (5.13)

Plugging (5.13) in (5.12), and choosing c3 small enough to accommodate the small values
of L concludes the proof. O

Finally, we show that we can reduce the probability to free boundary conditions.

Lemma 5.9. Let § > .. There exist 0,cq4 > 0 such that for every L > 1,
U151y sl0PR(L, 6L /2) +— 8"PR(L,5L/2)] > 1 — eealt ™ (5.14)

Proof. Let h,d,c3 > 0 be the constants of Lemma 5.8. Write D = {0P°*R(L,0L/2) /-
O*PR(L,6L/2)}. By inclusion of events, we have

07}74 _ Ld71
Vs sPl e

We now gradually decrease the value of the external magnetic field from s = h to s = 0
in order to interpolate between \IJ%}(ZL,(SL)7,B[D] and W%(L,éL),B[D]‘ To this end, consider the

derivative with respect to s and note that by Russo’s formula (see [Gri06, Theorem (2.43)])

0,s
Jlog \IIR(L’(;LW[D]

) = Z \II%?L,5L)7B [Fz(a,w) | D] — ‘I’%?L,(;L),g [Fz(a,w)],
5 2O R(L,SL)

where 0*R(L,5L) = 0**R(L,5L) U 0**PR(L,SL), and

w Ip(B, $,2)a W
F,(a,w) = —fa, + 28 = _Ba, [1+2—2—].
ol s (- (B ey s N\ B s a0
Here the term —fa, arises from differentiating e~#2+%, while the other term arises from

3 3 3 p(ﬁ»sva) Wag 3 3
differentiating (m) . Arguing as in the proof of (4.20) we see that we can replace

2wzg by D(B,5,2)zg (]l{x g+ 1) to get that

dlog ‘I’?z’sL 51),5(P)] s y
é S = Z \Il%(L,dL)ﬁ [Ga(a,w) | D] = ‘I’%(L,aL)ﬁ (Gala,w)], (5-15)
§ 2€ER(L,6L)
where

Go(a,w) = —Pa, (24 1{z «*> g}).

Without loss of generality, we assume that x € O*°*R(L,5L). Note that G is a decreasing
function, and that the event D is supported on R(L,dL/2). Let ¢ € (0,0/2) to be fixed
below. Define B(L, ¢, x) := AJ, (x), and for b € RB(Le2)

s forye€dB(L,e,x)N{yecZ¢:ys=—5L},
h(z;s,b)y =< b, foryedB(L,e,z)N{ye€Z:ys> 5L},
0

otherwise.
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See Figure 7 for an illustration. By Propositions 2.6, 4.4, and 4.10, we get that (recall
that G, is a decreasing function) if x € 9"*R(L, L) with |z| < L —¢L,

‘1’%’@,5@,5 (G (a,0)] = (1 e ) ph(assp) [Ga(aw)] = o(1), (5.16)
\I/%,?L,éL),ﬁ [Ge(a,w) | D] < Uh1 o o) sh(ass0) [Gal(a,w)]-

where the o(1) term tends to 0 as L — oo, uniformly over s € [0, h] and z as above. Using
Proposition 4.15, one has that \111%1’55 = \I'[lal’sﬁ for every s € (0,h]. As a result,

B (L) Bin(s0) (G (@0 = WB(L ) g hass ) [Ga(a,w)] = o(1),

where o(1) tends to 0 as L tends to infinity, for any s € (0,h], uniformly over z €
OP'R(L,JL) such that |z| < L — L. Additionally, note that by Proposition 2.6, there
exists C' > 0 such that, for every z € O*°*R(L, L),

WE sy [Ge(a,w)] <€,

W50y [Ge(a,w) [ DI < €, (5.17)

where we used the FKG inequality in the second line.

S

oL

A:L(x) oL/2

T

Figure 7: An illustration of the proof of Lemma 5.9. The blue region is the box B(L, e, x) =
AZ; (z). We put an external magnetic field on the bold blue boundary of B(L,d, z) which
is either 0 or p. The top and bottom boundaries of R(L,dL) (in red) carry a magnetic
field s. The law of G,(a,w) within B(L,e,x) approximates that of G.(a,w) under the

half-space measures \I/%I’SB or \Ifﬁsﬂ. Thanks to Proposition 4.15, these measures coincide.

Combining equations (5.15) and (5.16)—(5.17), for every s € (0, h],

0,s
‘ Olog QR(L,&L),B[D] ‘

< Y (QC]ldistoo(z,aR(L,aL)\aiR(L,&L))<5L + 0(1)> . (5.18)

Os 2O+ R(L,5L)

Integrating (5.18) and using the dominated convergence theorem, we obtain that there
exists C1 > 0 such that for L large enough,

0,h _
‘IOg VUR(Ls1),5P) —log \II%(L,éL),ﬂ[D]‘ < Crel®

The proof follows from choosing e small enough in such a way that Cie < ¢3/2, and from
fixing ¢4 small enough to accomodate the small values of L. O
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We are now ready to prove Theorem 5.1.

Proof of Theorem 5.1. Lemma 5.9 implies that there exist some 6,c4 > 0 such that for
every L > 1,

U (1.50)[OR"*(L, 6L/2) 4+ OR'P(L, 5L/2)] < ek (5.19)

Let ¢ < §L/2. Note that we can cover the hyperplane {—L,...,L}?1 x {0} by m <
C(L/0)* 1 boxes Ag(x1), ..., Ae(xy,) with z1,..., 2, € {—L,..., L} x {0}. With such
a choice in hands, we have

m

(M {Ae(zi) <= 0D o(xi)} C {8 R(L,6L/2) < 8PR(L, 5L /2)}.

i=1

Therefore, by the FKG inequality together with (5.19), we can find an iy € {1,...,m}
such that

W, slAe(wi) 4/ ONsppa(aiy)] < et /C

By the monotonicity in the volume we obtain

e
UL, (i) 80 (@ig) 7= ONsppo(wig)] < UR, s[Ae(ig) </ Osrpa(io)] < € e,

This implies the desired result with ¢; = min{d/2,c4/C}. O

6 Local uniqueness and renormalisation

In this section, we prove Theorem 1.3. We handle the dimensions d > 3 and d = 2
separately. In dimension d = 2, we combine the general Russo—Seymour—Welsh theory
developed in [KST23] with Theorem 5.1 to deduce that open circuits lying in dyadic
annulli exist with high probability. This is enough to obtain the desired local uniqueness.
In dimensions d > 3, we follow the approach of [Sev24]. First, we use Theorem 5.1 to first
show that all macroscopic clusters merge into a unique cluster after sprinkling \IIOA7 P by
an independent Bernoulli bond percolation. We then show that increasing the value of 3
has a stronger effect than this independent Bernoulli sprinkling of \IJO A5 This allows us to
deduce that the slab percolation threshold (as for the Ising model [Bod05]) coincides with
Bc. Finally, we use the slab technology to obtain local uniqueness without sprinkling.

6.1 Local uniqueness with sprinkling

We consider a measure obtained from \119\ p by sprinkling an independent Bernoulli
bond percolation. We will show that in d > 3, all macroscopic clusters of \I/ A3 merge into
one cluster after sprinkling.

Let us first introduce some notation. Given 8 > 0, € > 0, a finite set A C Z¢

(E b) and v ~gq }P’E’esr be independent

and boundary conditions (§,b) on A, let (w,a) ~q ¥y
random variables, where PE?E = @Ry A)Belr( €) denotes the law of independent identically
distributed Bernoulli random variables of parameter €. Denote w U~ the configuration on
E(A) where (wU7), = 1 if and only if w. = 1 or 7. = 1. Define I‘ng)s = \I/(g b ® IP’Ber
and let ' g) be the pushforward of 1"(5’ ) under the mapping (w,n) — w Un.

Let Umque( ) be the event that there 1s a cluster in wN A, crossing Az \ Az /g and that
every cluster of wN Ay, crossing Ap, 5\ Ap /4 are connected to each other in (wU~) N Ay .
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Our aim is to show that Unique(L) happens with probability tending to 1 as L tends to
infinity, uniformly over all possible boundary conditions (§,b) at a macroscopic distance
from Ap. The proof adapts the work of Benjamini & Tassion [BT17], which concerns the
connectedness of “everywhere percolating subsets” of Z¢ after an e-Bernoulli sprinkling,
to the setting of very dense subgraphs. This extension appears in [Sev24].

To this end, we first introduce the following notation. Let ¢; > 0 be the constant of

Theorem 5.1, and set 0 := ¢ /4, Cp := (dcl)fﬁ, and
0= UL, B) := Co(log L)1,

Define the event
.AL = ﬂ {Ag(x) &) BA(;L}.
x€lZ4NAsT,

Proposition 6.1. For every f > (. and every € > 0, we have

. . . (&,b) . o o
Lh_r}glO (15171bf) QIEI}L]E‘L L'y 5 [Unique(6L) |w =0] = 1.

Proof. The proof of this result is given in [Sev24, Proposition 2.2]. There the result
is shown for the standard random cluster measure sprinkled by Bernoulli percolation,
but as the desired result is a statement purely about -, the same proof applies mutatis
mutandis. ]

With this result in hands we can now deduce that Unique(dL) happens with probability

tending to 1 under I‘Ef;b)ﬁ .

Proposition 6.2. For every 8 > (. and every € > 0 we have

. . (&,b) . .
LILH;O (1;15) Ly 5 [Unique(6L)] =1,

where § = ¢1/4 and ¢y is given by Theorem 5.1.

Proof. Let L' > 1 and set L = 2L'. By the monotonicity on boundary conditions and
Theorem 5.1, we obtain

TP [Ae(x) 2 OAsr] > WS [Ag ¢ OAey ) > 1~ L7

for all x € A5z, and all (¢,b). By the union bound, we conclude that

P _
A, Il P g el = 1.

The desired result follows now from Proposition 6.1. O

6.2 Slab percolation

In this section, we work in dimensions d > 3. Consider the “slab box” of size N and
thickness L given by

S(L,N):={-L,...,L}*2x {-N,...,N}?,
and the corresponding “slab” of thickness L given by

S(L)={-L,...,L}* 2% x7°
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We will show that for every 8 > (., there exists a sufficiently large L such that \Ifg( L).8
percolates. We will first show that this is indeed the case once we sprinkle W9 S(L with
a Bernoulli percolation of an arbitrarily small parameter € > 0. Then, we will show that
the edge marginal of the latter sprinkled measure is stochastically dominated by the edge
marginal (bg( L).8 of the measure \Iig( L).8 with a slightly higher inverse temperature /3,
and deduce that \Il%( L), percolates. It is important for the next section to state our results
in terms of finite-volume measures defined on the slab box S(L, N). In what follows, given
a vertex z, we write Unique, (L) for the translation of the event Unique(L) by x. We now
implement the aforementioned strategy. We first prove the following result.

Proposition 6.3. Let d > 3. For every 5 > (. and € > 0, there exists L > 1 such that

. . wUy
]{fnzfo xeér(lLf,N) FS(L N30 5 z] > 0.

Proof. Since we always have I‘g( LN, B’E[O &, x] > 0, it suffices to show that the infimum
over N > L is strictly positive. Let ¢; > 0 be the constant of Theorem 5.1, and recall that
Proposition 6.2 holds with 6 = ¢;/4. Write n == L8(N L) J and consider the vertices of the
form x(u) = (0 ,0, Lu) for u € By, :== {—n,...,n}2 Note that with this choice, we
have Ar(z(u)) C S(L, N) for all u € By, and if |u—v\ > 16/, then A (z(u))NAL(z(v)) =
(). We now define a site percolation configuration n on B,, by setting 7, = 1 if and only
if the event Unique,,)(dL) happens. First, notice that, by the definition of the event
Unique(dL), any path in 7 starting at some vertex u and ending at some vertex v induces
a path in w U~y from Ay g(w(u)) to Aspg(w(v)). Second, by the Markov property, we
have

I‘OS(L’N),@s[nu =1](n: |u—v|>16/0)] > (L) as. Vu € By,

where a(L) = inf¢ ) Fg(z) )8 [Unique(dL)], and the infimum is taken over boundary
conditions on S(L, L) = Ay. Since limj_,o a(L) = 1 by Proposition 6.2, the main result
of [LSS97] implies that there exists an L > 1 such that n stochastically dominates a
Bernoulli site percolation PSi* on B,, with parameter s > pSi*®(Z?). Let us fix such an L.
Since there exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that PS*[u «+— v] > ¢ for all u,v € B,, and all
N, it follows that

n
L, T melu ool 2 ¢

Now, given any point z € S(L,N), there exists u € B, such that = € Asp(x(u)), so
that the event {0 <= u} N {Ay, fully open in v} N {Agp(z(u)) NS(L, N) fully open in v}
is contained in {0 &0y x}. As a conclusion, conditioning on w and using the FKG
inequality for v (note that 7 is increasing in ) we obtain the desired uniform lower bound
I‘g(L N)ﬁa[o &, x] > = = ceCL" > 0 for every x € S(L, N) and every N > L. O

Recall from Definition 4.1 that, for A C Z? and § > 0, the probability measure
@?\,6 on E(A) is the edge-marginal of the free p? random cluster measure \1’9\’5. Let
S > 0and 8 € (0,8). The main technical result of this section is the proof that @9\76
stochastically dominates the superposition of <I>9\ﬁ, and an independent Bernoulli bond
percolation }P’Ber of parameter ¢ = £(/8’, f) > 0 uniformly in A. This is formalised in the
upcoming propos1t10n

Proposition 6.4. Let 0 < ' < (. There exists ¢ = (f',3) > 0 such that for every
A C Z% finite,

@AB FA/B/ .
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The proof of Proposition 6.4 is rather technical and we defer it to Section 6.4. We are
now ready to prove the main result of this section.

Corollary 6.5. Let d > 3. For every 8 > (., there exists L > 1 such that

inf inf WY 0+ 2] > 0. 6.1
n xeé?L’N) S(L,N),ﬁ[ ] (6.1)

Proof. This follows from applying Proposition 6.3 for some 3’ € (5., 3) and £ > 0 suffi-
ciently small so that the stochastic domination of Proposition 6.4 holds. 0

6.3 Local uniqueness without sprinkling

In this section, we prove Theorem 1.3. We treat dimensions d = 2 and d > 3 separately
in the following subsections.

6.3.1 Proof of Theorem 1.3 in d =2

In this section, we prove Theorem 1.3 in dimension d = 2. Our proof in this dimension
relies on the positivity of the surface tension, combined with the general Russo—Seymour—
Welsh (RSW) theory for positively associated measures that was recently developed by
Kohler-Schindler and Tassion in [KST23].

In order to state the result of [KST23] in our context, we first introduce some definitions
and notation. For m,n > 1, define the crossing event

C(m,n) = {

There exists a path crossing from left to right in
[—m, m] x [-n,n] made of open edges

Theorem 6.6. Let d = 2. There exists a continuous and increasing bijection f :[0,1] —
[0,1] such that for every 8 > 0 and every k > 2 we have

BY g€ )] > F(BS, slC(n,20).
for every n > 1.

Proof. The result follows from applying [KST23, Theorem 2| to the measures \Ij[/)\kn,ﬂ’
\I]%(k+2)nw8’ and \119\(k+4)mﬁ, which satisfy the assumptions of the theorem by the mono-
tonicity of the free measure in the volume. O

We are now ready to prove Theorem 1.3 in dimension d = 2.
Proof of Theorem 1.3 when d = 2. Consider the event
C(L) = {3 a circuit of open edges in Ay, \ Ay that surrounds Az }.
We claim that it suffices to show that for some C' > 0 large enough we have

lim WY slC(L)] =1. (6.2)

Indeed, if (6.2) holds, then by the monotonicity in boundary conditions, it holds uniformly
over all boundary conditions. Moreover, when the annuli of the form Ay 7/c)(2)\A|1,c)(2)
forz = (|kL/C],0,...,0), k=1,...,8C, contain an open circuit, then the event {Ar «—
OAgr} happens. A union bound then gives

Lll_{rolo \119\10L”3[AL — aAgL] =1.
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We can similarly combine circuits to show that

lim WY 5[C(2L)] = 1.

L—oco

Since C(2L) N {A +— OAgr} C U(L), the desired result follows directly.

We now turn to the proof of (6.2). First, we construct horizontal crossings of rectangles
of aspect ratio 2 and 4, as follows. Recall Lemma 5.9 and let d,c4 > 0 be the constants
of (5.14). Notice that when the event {ORP°*(L,5L/2) +— OR'P(L,5L/2)} happens,
either one of the rectangles of the form [-L + k0L, —L + (k + 2)0L] x [-0L/2,6L/2] for
0 <k <2/§—2is crossed horizontally or one of the squares of the form [-L+ k0L, —L +
(k+1)0L) x [-0L/2,0L/2] for 0 < k < 2/§—1 is crossed vertically. By the FKG inequality
for the complementary events, monotonicity in volume, inclusion of events and the /2
rotational symmetry

U, s[C6L/2,00)] 2 1 = WY, 5[OR™(L,8L/2) </ OR"P(L, 5L/2))"".
Since the latter tends to 1, we can apply Theorem 6.6 to deduce that
Jim WY, s[C(6L,0L/2)] = 1.

Note that when the rectangles [-26L,0] x [-0L/2,0L/2], [-0L,0L] x [-0L/2,6L/2] and
[0,20L] x [-0L/2,0L/2] are crossed horizontally, and the squares [-0L, 0] x [-0L/2,0L/2]
and [0,0L /2] x [—0L/2,0L/2] are crossed vertically, the event C(20L,dL/2) happens, hence
by the FKG inequality and monotonicity in the volume, we can further obtain that

lim W}~ 5[C(25L,6L/2)] = 1.

L—oo

Now, note that when the rectangles [-20L,25L] x [0L,25L] and [-26L,20L] x [-6L, —20 L)
are crossed horizontally, and the rectangles [0L,20L] x [-20L,25L] and [—0L, —26L] X
[—20L,25L] are crossed vertically, the event C(6L) happens. The FKG inequality now
shows that (6.2) holds (up to redefining L). O

6.3.2 Proof of Theorem 1.3 when d > 3

We will now show that in d > 3, the event U(L) happens with probability tending to 1,
uniformly over the boundary conditions. Our proof is based on the onion/orange peeling
argument [Gri99, Lemma 7.89], and the slab percolation result of Corollary 6.5.

Proof of Theorem 1.3 in d > 3. Let 8 > .. It follows from Propositions 6.2 and 6.4, and
a gluing argument as in the proof of Theorem 1.3 in d = 2 that
N (&b) _
nh—{go (lg’l[f) ‘IIAlon,B[A" > Agn] = L.
It remains to show that with high probability, there is at most one cluster crossing Ay, \Azy,.
Consider an L’ > 1 large enough so that (6.1) holds, and let L = 2L’ 4+ 1. First, we
partition Ay, \ A2, into disjoint annuli of the form A(k, L) = Azy1y—1 \ Agzr—1 for
|22 < k < [*2-L]. By the domain Markov property, the FKG ineqlialitLy and the
n—
dn-L

monotonicity in boundary conditions, for any x,y € dAs, and LZT"J <k<] we have

b sles—yin Agpynypoa |2 6= O,y «— OApr,x /> y in Agp]

. . (E’vb,) ’ /. , ,
= u,yv,ggﬁml (g?}t)f,) Vienyplt <= v in Agynyp— [ u' <= OAg, v «— OAkL]

: 0
> u’UéB{k7L) \IJA(]C,L),B[U/ — 'U].
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By Corollary 6.5 and the FKG inequality, there exists a constant 6 > 0 such that
@%(k L glu +— v] = 6 for any u,v € A(k, L). Iterating this bound we see that

WP [z fs y | @ e Oan,y 4 OAga] < (1 - 8)2/E,

Aion,

The desired result follows from the union bound over all z,y € dAg,. O

6.4 Coupling with a sprinkled measure

As a first step towards establishing Proposition 6.4, we show that @9\ 3 stochastically
dominates the superposition of CIJ%’ w and a Bernoulli bond percolation with inhomoge-

neous random edge parameter. Heuristically, conditioning \119\7[9 on a gives the usual
random cluster measure, but with inhomogeneous edge-weights p(a, ) defined in (4.2).
For these measures, an analogous stochastic domination holds,allowing for the (inhomo-
geneous) parameter of the independent sprinkling to depend on a by direct calculation. A
disintegration argument will then yield the result. Let us now define the latter measure.
For every a € (R*)A and zy € E(A), write

1— efZBazay

T‘(ﬁ, a)xy = 1+ e—2Bazay’

Denote \119\75,75 the measure on {0, 1}F®) x (RT)A defined by

AU g 5l(w,a)] =R g galwldpd g (a),

where ’yg 3B 18 the superposition of ¢9¥ 4.2 and an independent Bernoulli bond percola-
tion on E(A) with law Pﬁ%,’ 5, defined by

PR salw] = T r(8—8.a)% (1 —r(5—F.2)k .

zyeE(A)

Finally, write F%ﬁ,ﬁ for the projection of \IJ%”B,,ﬁ on to {0,1}F(4),

In order to state the intermediate stochastic domination result, we will need the fol-
lowing notation. Given A C Z%, let G = (A, E'?) be the graph with vertex set A, where
for each edge xy € E(A), G contains two parallel edges zy(1) and zy(2). We write
E' = {xy(i) : xy € BE(A)}.

Lemma 6.7. Let 0 < 8’ < 3. For every A C Z% finite, @%ﬂ =19 55

Proof. Let a ~ ,u% g~ We write ¢%75,7 3,2 for the random cluster measure on G defined by

1 Mﬂ@hy)%w% Mﬂ—ﬁﬁhy)wwbww

DG 5,alw] = —— / /
ZA,B’,,B,a myEE(A) 1 _p(ﬁ 7a)a:y 1 _p(ﬁ - ﬁ 73)1’y

Consider also the product measure ¢} Ba® }P’Eelg, 52> Which we view as a measure on

{0,1}" in the natural way.
We first show that (ﬁ& 4.3,a Stochastically dominates ¢, g , ® IP’E%/’ Bar Consider con-

figurations 6, 6" € {0,1}¥" such that # > ¢’. A direct calculation gives

o B2 fayay
p(fa)yy ifx S8y,

d)%, /77[(.055 1 :1‘W‘E1,2 zy(1 :H‘Elz zy(1 ]:
B',8,al*%xy(1) \{zy(1)} \{zy(1)} r(8',a)sy otherwise,

50



and

0112\ (ay(2)}

p(IB _/6/73)my lfﬂf <——> Y,
T(ﬁ - /Bla a)zy otherwise.
A similar calculation combined with the fact that p(t,a) > r(¢,a) for ¢t > 0 shows that

¢C.5r palwryn) = 1| wlpageyy = Olpoayy] is at least @3 5 ® PR, 5 [way) =
L] wlgrofay)y = 0'lE12\(ay(1)}]- A standard Markov chain argument then implies that

D& palWay(2) = 11 @lm2\ fay@)y = 0lm2\fay(2))] = {

¢0G,B’,B,a stochastically dominates ¢, 4 , ® Pa g 5,. See e.g. [Dum19, Lemma 1.5].

Let w™* ¢ {0,1}*®) be the configuration defined by W™ = MaX{Wyy (1), Way(2) }-
Notice that if w ~ (,‘b%, #.3,2» then w™ is distributed according to ¢9\7 3.2 The desired result
now follows from the fact that ,u% 5 stochastically dominates ,u(/)\ » and the monotonicity

of the random cluster and Bernoulli percolation measures in the edge parameter. ]

max

Note that the parameter 7(8 — ', a)gy is close to 0 when aza, is close to 0. Thanks
to Lemma 6.7, in order to prove Proposition 6.4 it will suffice to show that a,a, remains
bounded away from 0 with good ,u%y B,-probability when we condition on the state of all
edges. We will begin by showing that, conditionally on the state of all edges, a, remains
bounded with good probability for every vertex x. For technical reasons that will become
clear later, we will work with a slightly more general family of measures, where we ignore
the contribution coming from certain closed edges.

As above, let us fix 0 < 8’ < f and A C Z¢ finite. Let A,B C E(A), and w',w? €
{O,l}E(A). Denote by p = p(A, 5,5, A, B,w',w?) the probability measure on (RT)A
defined by the Radon—-Nikodym derivative

1 or ,
du(a) = Z¢?\,5/,3[W1]PE,5/,6,3[WQIE(A)\B] HA e’ azaydﬂ?\,ﬁ'(a),
rye

where Z is a normalisation constant and we recall from (4.7) that

Z% ’ /
duf (@) = 7= T[] e [ dpga(as).
AB ayeB(A) TEA

Note that when A = B = {), then p is the projection of the conditional measure \If%’ﬁ,ﬁ[- |
W = wh w2 = w?] to (RT)A, where G' = (A, E'2) is as above and by abuse of notation
we write ¥Q g to denote its natural lift to the multigraph G.

Lemma 6.8. Let 0 < 8/ < 8. There exists a constant C = C(8',,d) > 1 such that for
every A C 72 finite, every A, B C E(M), every pair of configurations wy,ws € {0, 1}E(A),
and every x € A we have

O _gpa_g2
u[aIZS]SC/ e 2t T, Vs > C.
S
Proof. Fix a vertex x € A and let C' > 1 be a sufficiently large constant to be determined.
For s > C3, let Es = Eq(z) be the event that a, < max{sd(x’y)H,Cmaxzwy{a;/g'}} for

every y € A. We claim that on the event F, a, < s. Indeed, consider a configuration
a € E;, and let y € A be such that ay/gd(ﬂﬁvy)Jrl is maximal. Then by definition of the
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event Fg,

M':aiy<max l#max 2 v
T ogd(zy)+l — 7 g2(d(z,y)+1)/3 “z~y gd(z,y)+1

081/3 a, 1/3
< max 3 1, /s 1ax (Sd(x,z)Jrl)

Cs'/3 1
2 M3
< max {1, 2@ ) 1)/3M

< max{1, M'/3}.

Now either M < 1 or M < M'/3. In both cases, M < 1. This implies in particular that
a; < s, as claimed.

Thus, it suffices to estimate the probability of Es happening for some constant C' > 1
large enough. We will prove this by comparing the value of the density du(a) of p for
different values of a. To this end, for each edge uv € E(A), let

1

_B/auav p(ﬁlva)uv Wuv

(3, 30) = € (T(ﬁaa)w) g (6.3)
1, uw € A

and
2

r(8— B, a)ee (1—r(B— B a)uw) ™™, uvgB

6.4
1, uv € B, ( )

buv(a1u av) = {

where (8 — 3',a) is as above. We first compare the values of ay,(ay,a,) and by, (ay, ay)
when the first argument a,, € [1,2] and when a, is large, where in both instances we
consider a, fixed. Let f(t) = log(1l — e~") and note that f(28aya,) = logp(a, 8 )uv-
For t > 0,
et 1

"(t) = = < Z
S l—et et —17" ¢t

since e/ > 1+ t. By integrating we obtain that for a, > 2 and t € [1,2]

f(28'auay) — f(28'ta,) < log(28'ayay) — log(28'ta,) < log(ay).

Hence p(f',a)uy < au(1 — e27'%2v) . By taking cases according to whether uv € A or not,
and whether w!, =1 or not, we see that in any case have

Ay (ay, ay) < eﬁla“a”auauv(t, ay) (6.5)

for every a, > 2 and t € [1,2].

We now turn to by, (ay,ay). Let g(t) = log(1 + e~%) and note that logr(8 — 8',a) =
f2(8 — B)ayay) — g(2(8 — B')ayay). For t > 0 we have

et 1 1

"(t) = — =— > .
() 1+et et+1— ¢t

Hence for every a,, > 2 and t € [1, 2] we have exp g(2(8—3")aya,) > a, ! exp g(2(8—')tay),
and hence (8 — (’,a) < aﬁ%. Thus, by examining each case separately, we have

buv (3w, ay) < a2byy(t, ay). (6.6)
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Now if a, > 0311)/3 for C = ¢ %, then

P < oiGo, (6.7)
By increasing the value of C' if necessary, we can further ensure that
aze_sidaﬁ < min{1, e_9t4_at2} (6.8)

for every a,, > C and every t € [1,2]. Since u has degree at most 2d, combining inequalities
(6.5), (6.6), (6.7) and (6.8) we get

ot te[1,2] | 5o

H auv(au) av)buv(aUa av)efgaﬁfaa% < efgaifaai min { H auv(ty av)buv(ta av)egt4at2}

o
e_%aﬁ_aa%/ H Ay (ty Ay ) by (2, av)e_gt4_at2dt
0

v~NYU

IN

for every a, > Cmax{l,mawiu{a}/g}}. By integrating and letting E,, = {a, <
max{s?@W+L C'max,_,{ay’ 11} for s > C, we obtain that

o
plES ) < / e 5t ot g, (6.9)

u,$ d(z,u)+1

It is not hard to see that there exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that for C' > 1 large enough
and every s > C and k > 2,

o] 00

_ 944 _ 42 _ 944 _as2 _g44/k_ 42/k
/ e 2t at dtS/ e 4t 2t€ 2t at dt
s

k sk

o0 — a
- / ft T e g gt —at gy (6.10)
S

(o]
o) [* preaty,
S

The desired result now follows (up to a redefinition of C' as necessary) from (6.9) and
(6.10) and a union bound over all vertices u in A. O

We are now ready to prove Proposition 6.4.

Proof of Proposition 6.4. Consider two neighbouring vertices z,y € A, and let wy €
{0,1}FW) | wy € {0, 1}EMMes} . Our aim is to show that

VR g slway(e) = 1| wlp = wi,wlpo\gy) = wo] > ¢ (6.11)

for some constant ¢ > 0 that depends only on ' and 3. Assuming that (6.11) holds,
we can deduce that the projection of \11%7 5.5 ON E? stochastically dominates a Bernoulli
bond percolation on E(A) which is independent from the projection of \I'?\7 .5 0N E'. The
desired result then follows from Lemma 6.7.

It remains to prove (6.11). Let S; be the set of edges uv with u € {z,y} such that
Wiy = 0, and let A = Sy and B = Sy U {zy}. It is not hard to see that for pu =
u(A, B, B, A, B,wy,ws), the Radon-Nikodym derivative

dp(a) 1
- 1. /- N Qyp\ Ay, dv buv dy,dy) = f a
Moondppalen) ~ 2, L1 w20 (@ea) = /)
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is an increasing function of a, and a,, where a,, and b, are defined in (6.3) and (6.4), and
where Z = Z(A, ', 8, A, B,w1,w2) is a normalisation constant. Indeed, this follows from
the fact that the functions a,, and by, are increasing for all edges uv such that v € {z,y}.
Let C > 1 a large enough constant to be determined. Define

Plasa)= [ Ao, 0@ [ dogaa),
(R)AMz,y} veM (2,0}
where G, is the event that a, < C for every u which either lies in {x,y} or has a
neighbour in {z,y}. Note that since f(a) is increasing in a, and a,, the function F is
increasing.
Using the absolute value FKG for the product measure p®%=¢ .= Pgal- |3z < Cl®
Pg.al - | ay < C), which is a special case of Proposition 4.8 for 5 = 0, we obtain that

pP2<C(F(ay,a,) 1o, 51, a,1]
p®2=C[F(ay, ay)]

plas > 1a, > 1| Gyl = > (pgala>1]a <)),

On the event G, we have that 1—r(5— ', a)y, and e~#auav are bounded away from 0 for
every edge wv with u € {z,y}, while on the event {a, > 1,a, > 1} we have r(5 — 3, a)ay
is bounded away from 0. Writing S(w1,ws) = {w|g1 = w1, w|g2\4y2) = w2}, We can now
deduce that
U 4 glway@y = 1] S(wi,w2)] ] g slwayz) = 13w > 1,3y > 1,Gay | S(wi, ws)]
1[Gyl plGayl
> dplag > 1,8y > 1[Gyl

> 6 (pgala>1]a<C))?

for some constant 6 > 0 depending only on ' and 3, where we used that once the
contribution of the closed edges in S7 and S5 is removed from \11%’5,7 6[ | S(wr,we)], we
obtain a measure whose projection on a coincides with p. By Lemma 6.8 and a union
bound, there exists C' > 1 large enough so that u[G,,] > 1/2. The desired inequality
(6.11) follows readily. O

7 Surface order large deviations

In this section, we prove the surface order (lower) large deviations of Theorem 1.1,
which will follow rather easily from Lemmas 7.1 and 7.2 and the key Proposition 7.4
below. The latter is proved by combining Theorem 1.3 and a Pisztora’s coarse graining.
We also show the volume order (upper) large deviations mentioned in Remark 1.2, which
follows from Lemma 7.3.

The following simple lemma allows us to disregard large absolute values of the field.

Lemma 7.1. Let 8 > 0 and § > 0. There exists My = My(0) such that, for every M > My
and every n large enough,

1 _nd
\I]?\nﬁ A Z agla, >y >0 <e ™. (7.1)
'l zeA,

Proof. By Proposition 2.6, the field (az)zea,, is stochastically dominated by a field a’ =
(a%)zen, with independent and identically distributed (i.i.d.) marginals with quartic ex-
ponential tails and, in particular, finite exponential moments. Since the event in (7.1) is
increasing, it is enough to prove the bound for the i.i.d. field a’. This follows from classical
large deviations results, see e.g. [Durl9, Theorem 2.7.7]. O
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The next lemma allows us to control the lower large deviations for vertices belonging
to large clusters.

Lemma 7.2. Let § > 0. For every 6 > 0 and K > 1, there exists ¢ = ¢(K,d) > 0 such
that, for every boundary condition (§,b), and for every n large enough,

N | Alnl 3 aulie sk <m(B) — 8| <e (7.2)
z€A,
Proof. We can always assume that m*(5) > ¢ (in particular 8 > f.). We fix K > 0.
For v € Z%, we let Y, := a;ljc, >k~ First of all, notice that, since the event in (7.2)
is increasing, it is sufficient to prove the above statement for the measure ‘1/9\”, 3 Using
Remark 4.14, one has that, for every = € Z¢,

Uhar Loeroo] = WhlacLocsoo] = m*(B).

As a result, for every x € Z,
VRYE] > m*(B).

Moreover, since Y,X is a local increasing function measurable with respect to A (z), there
exists L = L(K,d) > K such that, for every = € Z¢,

0
Note that by Proposition 2.6, the random variable YOK has exponential tails (under the
measure ¥Q ,)- Choose n > 10L. Let P be the law of a collection of i.i.d. random variables

(YE)sen, ,, of law given by the law of Y under ¥§ L5 Let m = "42LJ. As a

consequence of monotonicity in boundary conditions, we ﬁnd that, for any y € A4z, the
collection of random variables (Y, )z€(y+4LA,,) under the measure ‘119\7%5 stochastically

dominates (Y, )ee(y+4LAn)- For y € Ay, introduce the (decreasing) event

1 36
EVT) = Y Y <mi(B) - ¢
v+ 4LAm‘ (y+4LAm) 4
Similarly, one may define &,(Y¥). Classical large deviations estimates for independent
random variables with exponential tails (see [Durl9, Theorem 2.7.7]) imply the existence
of ¢ = ¢1(K, ) > 0 such that, for every n large enough,

sup PE,(VE)] < e e’ (7.3)
yEA4L

Now, letting n be large enough so that ‘AlAZ;lL‘ <1+ m*ig—ﬁ’ there exists co = co(K,d) >0
such that,

1 30
0 K’ 0 <K
2€A, n=2L] pen, o
< >0 U] sl (YT)]
w€A4L
<Y P Ky) < gmeen”,
weAyL,

where we used the stochastic domination in the third line, and (7.3) in the last line. This
concludes the proof. O
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The next lemma is the upper deviation counterpart of Lemma 7.2. It will only be used
to prove the upper large deviations stated in Remark 1.2.

Lemma 7.3. Let § > 0. For every 6 > 0, there exist K1 = K1(6) > 1 and ¢ = ¢(d) > 0
such that for every K > K1, and for every n large enough,

_d
\Ijomb’ |A | XA: azlic, > = m*(B) +6| <e .
ze

Proof. We will argue as in the proof of the previous lemma, with certain additional com-
plexities arising from the presence of large absolute values. Again, for z € Z%, we let
YE = azlic, >k We first consider \Ifé and we note that there exists K > 0 such that, for

every x € Zd,

WHY) < m () + 3.

Since Y5 is a local function (around x), there exists L > K large enough such that, for
every x € Z¢,

w,p 0
\I'E\L(a);) /3[YK] <m*(B) + 1 (7.4)

We now consider n > 10L, and let y € Ayr. We consider the collection of boxes of the
form Ar(y +4Lz) for z € Ay, where m = | 2= |. Note that the union of all these boxes
over y € Ay;, and z € A, covers A,,_5;. Recall the definition of p. For each y € Ay, and
z € A, let B, denote the event {3z € OAL(y+4Lz) such that a, > Cps(1Vlog \AL])1/4}.
With this definition in hand, we write

1 1)
K 0 K
Lo ‘A,ZY >m*(B)+9 <\II"’B[!A\ > oy 23 (7.5)
z€An " 2eA\An 5L
1)
K
+ Z n,ﬁl‘ | Z Y iar-1B. = 3 (7.6)
yeA4L Am 2EAm
0
+ Z n,ﬁb ’ Z +4LleC >m (5) + 3] (7-7)
yeENL Am 2€Am

and we bound each probability separately.

We begin with the term on the right-hand side of (7.5). Let My = My(5/3) be given
by Lemma 7.1. If n is large enough so that %Mg < g, it follows from Lemma 7.1
that

1 1) 1 1) d
0 K 0 -n
Uh,.8 A Y, Y2 31 < Wh,.z5 [|A | Y alasug > 3] <e ™. (7.8)

™M reAn\Ap_sL €A

To estimate the term in (7.6), recall that a ~ W9 A, s is stochastically dominated by a
sequence of i.i.d. random variables a’ = (a}),ea, that have quartic tails. Writing P for
the law of these random variables, we see that— to the cost of potentially increasing the
value of L— we can assume that Plaj , 4;.15.] < g for every z € A,,. Since for fixed y,
the random variables a; 14118, are independent under P, it follows again from classical
large deviations estimates that there exists ¢; > 0 such that, for every n large enough and
every y € Ay,

)
Y s > Y+4Lz]13z > 5
|Am‘ z€Am, 3

)
<P > apande > | <etm
‘Am| 2€Am 3
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Finally, we estimate the term in (7.7). We use the monotonicity in the boundary con-

ditions to deduce that for each y € Ay, the collection of random variables (nyfF ALz)2EAM

is stochastically dominated by a sequence of independent random variables ( y{{H 1)z,

(w,p)

where each marginal is distributed according to the law of YK under U}" Ar(9),57 and in
particular have exponential tails by Proposition 2.6. By (7.4), the latter have mean at
most m*(8) + g. Hence, we can use again the large deviation estimates for independent
random variables with exponential tails (see [Durl9]) to obtain that for some ¢z > 0 and
for every n large enough,

1 —Cc2mn
Whos |7 2 Yobarslos 2m"(8) +/3| < e ’ (7.9)
M 2eAm
Plugging (7.8)—(7.9) in (7.5)—(7.7) concludes the proof. O

Let € = €(A,,) be the set of all clusters in A,,. Define Cpax to be the element of €
of largest cardinality (with an arbitrary rule to break ties). We can now state the main
crucial ingredient for the proof of Theorem 1.1. This proposition allows us to deal with
the contributions of large clusters which are not the (unique) giant one. The proof uses
Theorem 1.3 and a coarse graining argument in order to reduce the problem to a highly
supercritical Bernoulli percolation.

Proposition 7.4. Let > [.. For every § > 0, there exist Ny = Ny(0) > 1 and
¢ = ¢(0) > 0 such that, for every boundary condition (£,b), for every N > Ny, and for
every n large enough,

wlE) Al Yoo z6] et (7.10)
| n‘CEC\{Cmax}
ICI>N

We will use the following result about the largest cluster in highly supercritical Bernoulli
percolation. Given a set of vertices A C A, denote by G(A) the set of connected compo-
nents (not to be confused with percolation clusters!) of A. Below we denote by IP’Zite the
law of Bernoulli site percolation of parameter p on Z.

Lemma 7.5. There exists pg < 1 such that for every e > 0 there exist £ = £(e) > 1 and
¢ =c(e) >0 such that

PS13C € €(Am) : [C] > 3[An] and Y [S|<elAn|| > 1—e T (711
SEG(Am\C)
K

for every m > 1.

Lemma 7.5 is a slight modification of the main result of [DP96]. The proof, very similar
to that of [DP96], is presented in the Appendix A.3.

Proof of Proposition 7.4. Fix f > . and § > 0. We will prove the desired result by a
renormalisation argument. Take pg < 1 given by Lemma 7.5. For z € Z¢ and L > 1,
let Uz (L) denote the translation of the event U(L) from Theorem 1.3 by x. Consider the
renormalised percolation model 7 € {0,1}*", where m = | 2= 1OLJ given by

ne = Ly, (1)
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Since infy \IIKOLﬁ[U(L)] — 1 as L — oo, it follows from the main result of [LSS97]
that there exists an L = L(pg) > 1 sufficiently large such that, no matter the boundary
condition (&, b), n stochastically dominates Bernoulli percolation with parameter pg. Let
e > 0 be a constant to be chosen later. By Lemma 7.5, there exists M = M(e) > 1 and
¢ = c(e) > 0 such that

b 1 d—1
U3 Smax € €(1) ¢ |Smax| > 2[Am| and T S Sl <e| -
m S 6 Am Smax

(7.12)
for every boundary condition (£, b) and for every n large enough.

We call G the event in (7.12). We claim that G is contained in the complement of
the event in (7.10) for € := n;‘liig’;‘} . This fact, combined with (7.12), implies the desired
result. Let us prove this claim. The proof goes in two steps.

Because of the way the event U(L) is defined, the cluster Smax as in (7.12) induces an
w cluster Cp which intersects all boxes Ar(Lz) for € Spax. In particular if G occurs, Cy
has size |Cp| > %|Am|. We first prove that Cy is the largest w cluster, i.e. Cy = Cipax. To see
this, let N” := M|As61|. Consider any other w-cluster C such that [C N A,—117| > N’, and
let S be the set of vertices x € A,, such that the annulus Ayz,(Lz) \ Ao (Lz) is crossed by
C. Note that

ICOV Ap—11z| < [A16Ll|S], (7.13)

hence |S| > M. Moreover, we have
S C Ap \ Smax- (7.14)

Thus, S lies in a connected component of Ay, \ Smax, and in particular, |S| < e|Ay,|.
Hence, by our choice of ¢, |C| < %]Am| + |An \ An—111] < [Col for every n large enough.
This implies that Cy = Crax-

Now, if G occurs, we can use (7.13) and (7.14) to deduce that

1 | AL e|lA 16 || Al
> lenAnl < Y |s) < SerliAn]
Anl el Anl ses(hmSm) |An]
ICNAp—11L|>N' |S|>M

Hence, for N = 2N/,

1 1

C| <
T

1
> el > 6\ A

CEC\{Crmax} [An] CEC\{Crmax}

|An] CEC\{Crmax}
ICI>N ICNA, 11| <N/ [CNAp_11L|>N’
ICI>N
+ A > ICNAu_117]
" Cec\{cmax}
ICNAp_11L|>N’
< |An\An711L7N/’ + 5|A16L‘|Am’ < é_l_ E|A16L||Am| <5
| Ay |An| 4 |An|

for every n large enough. This proves the claim that the event in (7.12) is contained in
the complement of the event in (7.10). The desired result follows. O

We are now in a position to prove the main result of this section.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. We fix 8 > (. and drop it from the notations. Let d > 0.
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Proof of the upper bound in (1.3). Let M := My(§/8) be given by Lemma 7.1.
Let N := Ny(6/(8M)) be given by Proposition 7.4. Applying these two results, and also
Lemma 7.2 to K = N and g, we obtain ¢; > 0 such that, for every n large enough,

d d—1

U [BiUBsy] <e @™, W] [Bsg] <e ™, (7.15)

._ 1 5 o 1 5
where By := {m > weh, azla>m = g}7 By = {m > wer, alic, >y S m* — Z}’ and
Bj = {ﬁ ZCEQ\{Cmax}:ICIZN IC| > SLM}. First, we remark that

¥ [By < ¥} [Bi U B3],

where By := {\Tlnl 2CeO\{Conax }:|CI> N 2ozeC A = g} Combined with (7.15), this implies
that for every n large enough,

) [By] < 2e " (7.16)
Now, remark that,
_46 3 0 0
Z ¢r & (—5,5)| < ¥R [B1UBy + 20} [C4], (7.17)
Igcmnx
where
C = 1 Z sn(C)ZaIL >§
1= A g x ang_4
Cel\{Cmax} zeC

ICI<N
Using the Edwards—Sokal coupling, we get that the random variables
IL|C|§ngn(C) Z axﬂango, Ce Q:\ {Cmax}
zeC

are centred, independent, and bounded (by N - M). Classical large deviations estimates
(see [Durl9]) then imply the existence of ¢y > 0 such that for every n large enough,

d

TR [Cy] < e (7.18)

Combining (7.15), (7.16), (7.17), and (7.18), we obtain c¢3 > 0 such that for all n large
enough,

0
’A | mg; a.Z’ xECmax — - 5
(7.19)

d—1
* * < p—C37 0
[|A | E Yz €=M +0,m 5]} <e +W4.

€A,

Now, writing Loecia = Lic,[>N = Licu|> N, Co#Cumaxs ODSETVE that

< U] [ByUBy). (7.20)

o
Z azloema. < - 5

‘ n’ €A,

Combining (7.19) and (7.20), and using again (7.15) and (7.16), we obtain ¢4 > 0 such
that for all n large enough

d—1

* >k_ < —C4n
’A|IEXA: Yz € [-m" +0,m 5]]_6
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Proof of the lower bound in (1.3). Lete = ¢(d) > 0 be a small constant to be defined.
We partition A, into boxes of the form A, ((en + 1)x) N Ay, where z € Ay, m = | 5 |-
Let S be the set of all the edges in A,, that connect neighbouring boxes A, ((en + 1)y)

and A.,((en + 1)z). Since |S| < m? - 2d(2en)?~!, by the FKG inequality,

nd—1

U} we=0,VeeS]>e®
for some constant C' = C'(g) > 0. Furthermore, by Proposition 2.6, there exists a constant
R > 0, independent of e, such that

\IJOAn[ Y ay, <R|A, Voe Am} > 1 — |Ap|e1Aenl,
yEAen((en+1)z)
A union bound gives that for every n large enough
WY [we=0,¥ees, 3 a, < RlAl Ve Ay > e 2
yEAen ((en+1)x)

On the latter event, we use the Edwards—Sokal coupling to assign to each cluster indepen-
dent £1 spins. Conditionally on such a pair (w,a), the expectation of >7_ ., . is equal
to 0. Furthermore, since on the event {w. = 0, V e € S} spins in different en-boxes are
independent, the (conditional) variance of 37 . . is at most

Z Z ayay < de2|A5n|2-
xeAm uﬂ)EA(en+1)CE
This implies that conditionally on such a pair (w, a), with probability 1/2 we have | >~ .5 .| <

\/2m?R2|A.,|2. Now, we choose ¢ > 0 to be small enough so that 2m?R?|A.,|? <
(m*(B) — 8)%|An|%. The desired result follows by combining the above inequalities. O

We now prove the volume order large deviations mentioned in Remark 1.2.

Proof of (1.4). We keep the notations of the preceding proof. For the lower bound, we
note that for each « € A,,, the probability that ¢, < m*(8) + J stays bounded away from
0. The FKG inequality then gives the desired lower bound.

For the upper bound, let K1 = K1(§/2) be given by Lemma 7.3. Using this result,
there exists ¢; > 0 such that for every n large enough,

WY, [Bs] < e, (7.21)

where By := {ﬁ > wen, azlic, >k, = m" + g} Notice that

va, [ma, & [-m* —6,m* +4]| <O} [BiU B+ 9% [Cal, (7.22)

where
1 0
Cy = m Z sgn(C) Z azla,<mr > [
" cee|c|<K, z€eC
Using again a classical large deviations estimate, we argue the existence of co > 0 such

that for every n large enough
Y [Cy] < e (7.23)

Plugging (7.21), (7.23), and (7.15) in (7.22) yields the existence of ¢3 > 0 such that for
every n large enough,

VA, [mAn ¢ [-m*—o,m" + 5]] < e’
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A Toolbox

A.1 Large degree deviations

In this section, we obtain a large deviations estimate for the degrees An(z) of a random
current n.

Lemma A.l. For every A C Z%, o € A, h € (RT)™ and every set of edges € in Alh], we
have?

<(P0>A,B,hE?\g[hL/3 [22665 ne} = <<Po Hg exp(Jegoe»A,g’h (A.l)
e€
and
By 525 ™| = (ngxp(Jegoe» N (A.2)
e€

where Je := Blecpa) + 2wen Bhale=zg. In particular, if the endpoints of £ are all con-
tained in AU {g}, for a set A C A satisfying the stochastic domination (2.4) from Propo-
sition 2.6 with some C € (0,00), then the right hand sides of both (A.1) and (A.2) are
smaller than eIl for some constant C' € (0,00) depending only on C.

Proof. We only prove (A.1). The proof of (A.2) is similar and simpler. For ease of notation,
we write P = Pj’\g[h] - We use the binomial theorem to write

B2 ™| =Y Y E [H C:)ﬂ“’“] . (A.3)

ecE ke>0 ecE

To express the latter, given a current n that satisfies n. > k. for all e € £, let nn be the
current defined by ny :=ny — ky1{f € £}. With this definition in hands, we can write

ol ne ~ Bke (ﬁhx)ke
wih(m) [ (k ) =win@®) I 55 I 55—
ec€ \€ e€ENE(A) ¢ meAeg ¢
e=xg

where A € M(A9) is defined by

Ay = Zke—l—ﬂ:C:O, €A,

eel
edx

Ag = Zke + 1 mod 2.
ecé
esg
Moreover, On = 0A. Using Lemma 2.11 we get
n. 1 Yon—oa why(D) ke (Bhg)ke
E ]]_n = 2
[1}5 (k ) 82’4 (%o | S § e

e JABh 2 oa=p Wah( ceernmm Fel aeh

e=zgef
_ (Maea ¢27)a,80 pre (Bhg)*e
(®o)A,B.h ccENE(A) kel ooh ke
e=xgel
(0o [Tecenpn)(Bpe) e I1 wea (Bhapz)™)asn .
_ e=xgeé H el
(Po)a,B,h k!

3Recall that for e = uv, . denotes the product ¢, p,, and by convention @, = 1.
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We can now use (A.3) to deduce that

E {22665 ne] _ (Pollece exp(Jewe))nph-
(®o) A8,

A.2 Tanglings estimates

In this section we prove Proposition 2.18. We recall from [GPPS22] that the measure
p?F (resp. p**1:2F2) is constructed from taking a weak limit of the single (resp. double)
random current measure associated with a near-critical Ising model on the complete graph
K,. We refer to [GPPS22, KPP24] for more details. In order to prove the desired result,
we will use some properties of this random current expansion established in [KPP24]. We
denote the random current measure on K, with source set .S by PI%L.

Proof of Proposition 2.18. Let S1 = {1,2,...,2k1} and Sy = {2k; + 1,2k +2,...,2k +
2ks}. Let n; and ny be random currents on K, with source sets S; and Ss, respectively.
Let II;(n;) be the random partition of S; induced by the current n;, where z,y are in the
same partition class if and only if © +— y in n;. Define similarly II(nj,ns) to be the
random partition of 51 U Sy induced by the current n; + ns. We will show that for every
even partition P; of S1 and every even partition P» of Sy, there exists € > 0 such that

PR [M(ng, o) = {S1 U S} [ My(ny) = Pp,Ta(ng) = P] > ¢

for every n large enough. The desired result will then follow by taking the limit as n tends
to infinity.
Indeed, by the main result of [KPP24], there exist 6 > 0 and ¢ > 0 such that

P2 [ (ny) = Py, |Cny ()| = ev/n Vi € $1] > 6

and
P2 [ly(ng) = Pa, v/n/c > |Cny(i)| > cv/n Vi € o] > 6

for every n large enough, where Ch, (x) denotes the connected component of x induced by
the current n;, and |Cy,(x)| denotes its cardinality (number of vertices). Our aim is to
show that conditionally on the above events, there is positive probability that each cluster
Ch, (1) with i € Sy intersects all clusters Ch,(j) with j € S;. The desired result then
follows readily.

To this end, it suffices to show that for every i € Sy, conditionally on the clusters
Ch, (1),...,Ch, (2k1) and Cp, (2k1+1), ..., Ch,(i—1), the cluster Cp,(7) has positive prob-
ability to intersect all clusters Cy,(1),...,Cn,(2k1). Note that under this conditioning,
Ch, (1) \ S2 is sampled uniformly at random from K, without Cy,(2k1 +1),...,Cn,(i —1)
and Ss. For ease of notation we prove the above only for ¢ = 2k; 4+ 1, and the general case
follows similarly, up to changing the value of n.

Let Py = {Q1,...,Q;} be an even partition of S1, and on the event {II(n;) = P, }, write
Ch, (Qq) for the cluster of @; in n;. Denote A = A(By,...,Bj,r) the event {Cy,(Q)) =
B vVl € {1,2,...,5},|Cny(2k1 + 1)| = r}, where the sets B; are possible realisations
satisfying |B;| > ¢y/n, and where y/n/c > r > ¢y/n. Note that under P%L[ | |Cny (2k1 +
1)] = r|, the vertices lying in Chn,(2k1 + 1) \ {2k1 + 1,...,2k1 + 2ka} are distributed
uniformly at random among subsets of cardinality r — 2ks chosen from a set of cardinality
n — 2ko. Furthermore, the probability that the set of these » — 2ks points intersects each
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B, is increasing as a function of r and the size of each B;. Thus we may assume that
each By has size ro := |¢y/n], and |Chp,(2k1 + 1)| = r¢. By asking Cp,(2k; + 1) to contain
exactly one point from each B; we obtain the lower bound

(ro — 2k1 — 2ko)7 (1 202)
(n—2k2 ) ’
ro—2ka

P2k + 1% Qv =1,2,...,j | A] >

where m := j(rg — 2k; — 2ko). Here the term (rq — 2k1 — 2k2)? is a lower bound for the
number of ways to choose exactly one vertex from each Bj, and (?;_"}:g’g;) is a lower bound
for the number of ways to choose the remaining ro — j — 2ko vertices.

For every n large enough we have

—m—2k . — .

(oj—zka) _ (n—m —2kg)!(n —ro +j)! _ ”i—f n—ro+j—p

(TO"__jQ_’f;kZ) (n=2k)!(n—m—ro+j)! 5 n—2ky—p
m—1 .

—j—2k 2ro\™ ;
— H <1 _ TO]Q) > (1 _ TO) =(1 +0(1))e*2jc2.
=0 n—2ky—0p n
Moreover, for some constant ¢ > 0 we have
_ 9k .
(o i 5k, _ (ro—2k)l(n—ro)! i+ 0(1)>ﬁ N y
(:(’):221222) (7‘0 —J— 2k2)!(n — 7T +])' nl — (T’() — 2k1 — ng)j '

This implies that
P}?:Sz 2k +1 %2 Q, Vi=1,2,...,5| Al > (1 +o(1))de 2.

The desired result follows. O

A.3 Large deviation for highly supercritical percolation

Here we prove Lemma 7.5 by adapting [DP96]. We start by introducing some notations
and recalling basic facts. Given a graph G = (V, E) and a subset S C V, we define the
inner and outer boundaries O3S = {xr € S: Iy e V\ S, {z,y} € E} and 92"S = {y €
V\S: 3z €S, {x,y} € E}. We define the notion of *-connectivity in Z¢, where every
pair of vertices x,y satisfying |x — y|ooc = 1 are connected by an edge. We will use the
fact, proved in [DP96, Lemma 2.1 (ii)], that for every connected set C' C A, and every
S € (A \ C), both 97 S and IS are *-connected.

Our main tool will be a local isoperimetric inequality for boxes of Z%, d > 2, proved
in [DP96, Proposition 2.2]: for every ¢ > 0, there exists a constant ¢ = ¢(¢) > 0 such that
for every m > 1 and every connected set S C A, satisfying |S| < (1 — €)|A|, we have

4
S 1AS|TT > ¢S], (A.4)
=1

where AS can be either 8X1m5’ or O"S and (A;S )¢_, are the *-connected components of
AS.

Proof of Lemma 7.5. Fix m > 1. Recall that € = €(A,,,) denotes the set of open clusters.
We also denote by €* = €*(A,,) to be the set of closed *-connected clusters.
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Assume that [C| < 2|A,,| for every C € €. For convenience, we extend € to € by
including each closed vertex as a singleton. For every C € €, let AC = 8})\1:56 if C € €
and AC = {z} if C = {z} is a closed singleton. In particular, the *-connected components
(AiC)ffl) of AC, C € €, are all fully closed and, by our assumption, satisfy the local
isoperimetric inequality (A.4) with ¢ = ¢(1/4). Since each vertex can only appear in at
most 2d + 1 many components A;C, one has (2d + 1)|C*| > 3"a.ccex |AiC|. Taking both
sides to the power d/(d — 1) and using (A.4), we conclude that

«e)
Anl =S lCl<I Y AT <L Y (e,

cee ceei=1 CreC*

d
where ¢ = ¢/(2d + 1)7-1.
Let us now assume that there exists a component C € € such that [C| > 3|A,|, but

that Y ses(an\c) |S] > €|Am|. For each S € &(A, \ C), let AS := 9} S and notice that
IS|=M

AS is closed, *-connected and satisfies the local isoperimetric inequality (A.4). Using

again that each vertex appears in at most 2d + 1 many AS, we conclude that

A< Y St Y asEE<l Y e

SeS(Am\C) S€G(Am\C) cree*
|S|>M |AS|>(cM)(d-1)/d |C*[>(cM)(d=1)/d

Combining the two last paragraphs, we have

. . d . [
1P [l < Pist?e[ > e > c’lAm\] +P§§e[ > el c’slAmI],
C*eex C*ec*
|C*‘Z(CM)(d71)/d
where & is the event in (7.11). Under a certain probability measure P, let (C¥),cn,. be
independent random variables, each distributed as the closed *-connected cluster of x
under ]P’;i(;“e. As proved in [DP96, Lemma 2.3], for every increasing function p : N — R,
we have that > c«ce(a,,) P(IC*]) is stochastically dominated by 3 .cp,, p(|Cz]). Therefore,

1-Pe[e] <P

PN HESNE m] HP)[ > ICNSZIddlﬂ{ICNélZ(cM)ddl}ZC’e\AmI]-

z€Am, €A,
(A5)

It is standard (see e.g. [DP96, Equation (3.8)]) to prove that for py < 1 sufficiently close to
1, the tail P[|C}| > k] of the random variable |C}| decays exponentially fast to 0 in k. We

can further choose py < 1 such that E[|C¥|] < ¢//2, and then choose M = M(e) > 1 large
enough such that E[|C¥|1{|C}| > (cM)d%l}] < deg/2. Tt then follows from standard large
deviation estimates for i.i.d. random variables (see e.g. [Durl9]) that both probabilities in
the right hand side of (A.5) are decay exponentially in \Amﬁ% = md!, as we wanted to
prove. O

B The weak plus measure

In this section, we consider the question of how small can a boundary field h; be

so that (-)A, g, = <>;§ We show that the convergence holds for boundary fields

satisfying hy, < p,, and L% hy, — oo, which was claimed in Remark 2.10. We first need
the following lemma.
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Lemma B.1. Let A C Z% be a finite set and let n € R such that |n| < p = pa. There
exists a coupling (Pa g, o", "), @F ~ ()agp, @7 ~ ()apy and a non-decreasing function
g:(0,00)2 > (0,00), such that Pp g-almost surely, %] > |¢7| and

Ex,g [sgn(eh) —sgn(el) [ 1P l"[] > 0
for every x € A.

Proof. Using Lemma 2.13 in [GPPS22] and Strassen’s theorem [Str65], we obtain a cou-
pling (Pa g, ¥P,9"), where ¥ ~ (|- [)p gp and ¥ ~ (| - [)a gy, such that Py g-almost
surely,

PP > for every z € A.

Enlarging our probability space, we can assume that in the same probability space, there is

a family I = {oP(a) ~ <->f\Si§gp’Oa, o'(a) ~ (->§iggﬁoa | a € (RT)A} of independent Tsing models

that are also independent from ¥ and 9". Now let ¢F := ¢P-oF (¢?) and " := ¢"-a" (7).
It follows that ¢P ~ (-)a gp, @7 ~ (-)a,84, and |Qh| > |p]] for every x € A. Moreover, by
the Ginibre inequality for the Ising model,

Ising,0 Ising,0
Ea g [sgn(eh) —sen(el) [ [€P1,[9"]) = (02 gamr — (T2 n gayn = O-

We now prove the main result of this section.

Proposition B.2. Let > (.. Let n;, € (RT)ML be an external magnetic field such that
nr < pa, and L Vinf,cop nr(z) — o0 as L — oo. Then

: _ +
i (00)a 6., = (o)s-
Proof. We claim that it suffices to show that
Jim (sgn(p0))ar .0, = (s80(0))5- (B.1)

Indeed, assume that (B.1) holds and recall the monotone coupling (P g, ¢, ¢"=). Let
Y = sgn(ph) — segn(pg). Using the defining properties of the monotone coupling, the
Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and the fact that 0 <Y < 2 we obtain that

<¢0>AL767}3L - <800>AL,6,77L = EA,/B[(\‘PB\ - ’SOSLDSBJH((PS)] +EA,B[|<P707L\Y}
< Enslleb] — 08" | + \/Easl(00")2|E 5[V

< Enslleb] — 8 ] + y/2Ea (28" )2]En s[Y .

Since (|@ol)a,8,n, > <|<p0|>9\5, and W0 = U! by Proposition 4.13, it follows that Ex s[|¢h| —
lo¢¥ ] tends to 0. Furthermore, E, 5[Y] tends to 0 by our assumption. We can thus
conclude that

Lhm <900>AL,5J7L = (‘PO);v

—00
as desired.
We now proceed with the proof of (B.1). By the Edwards-Sokal coupling and Propo-
sition 4.13, it suffices to prove that

lim WY
L—oo

g [0 = g] = WH[0 +— oo. (B.2)
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We will prove this by using a renormalisation argument. To this end, recall Theorem 1.3.
Let ¢ > 0 and consider some p € (0,1) and £ > 1 to be chosen in terms of . Let
L > 1 be much larger than k, and consider boxes of the form Aj(kz) for x € A,,, where
m = LL_TMJ We define a site percolation configuration n on A,, by letting 7, = 1 if
U(k, kx) happens. As in the proof of Proposition 6.3, for some L large enough, which we
now fix, 7 dominates a supercritical Bernoulli site percolation Py .

Let P, denote the projection of A,, /5 to A;,. Let also £ denote the event that at
least c¢m vertices x € 0P, are connected to A,,. For z € 0A,,, let C, denote the connected
component of = in A, consisting of open vertices, and define C = U,¢cgp,, Cz- For v € Py,
let K, denote the column that contains x and intersects A, 5. Note that when there is no
path of open vertices connecting a vertex x € Py, to A, 3, there exists a vertex y € o™tC
that lies in K. Indeed, let z be the last vertex of K, that lies in C;, and let y be the
vertex in K, after z. Then y lies in 0°'C, as claimed. Since there are at most 2d vertices
x that can give rise to the same vertex y, we can deduce that

P, s[€] < P, [[07°C| > em/2d] .

To bound the latter probability, let AC = 9°**CUO***A,,,. Note that AC is *-connected,
since each 9°C,, is *-connected. Since the number of *-connected subgraphs of Z? with k
vertices that contain 0 is at most e“* for some constant C' > 0, we can use a union bound
to obtain that

PA,,,s {|56Xtc| > C;Z] < Z exp (C|86XtAm| + C’i) (1 s)i.

i>cm

By choosing s to be close enough to 1, we can ensure that the latter is at most e, which
implies that

lim WY
L—oo

Now note that when the events £ and {0 «— 9A,,} happen under 7, and additionally,
{0 <— 0L} and U(L) happen under w, then the event B = {0 +— 9Ar_10k,|Co N
OAL_10k] > cL% 1} happens under w. By further increasing the value of s, we can assume
that Py, [0 «— 0A,,] > 1 —e. Choosing L to be large enough so that \P%Lﬁm [U(L)] >
1—¢and \IJ%L75777L [0 <— OAg] > \II%[O «— OAy] — &, we obtain that

L.BnL [77 < gc] <e

WY, Bl = UB[0 «— OAL] — 4e > WH[0 +— o0] — 4e.

It remains to show that conditionally on B, 0 is connected to g with high probability.
Indeed, if some = € Af_1o; is connected to 0, when we fully open E(Ajpr(x)) and we also
open an edge of the form ug for some u € Ajgr(z), 0 is connected to g. Now note that

VR o), (91 B or @) Utugy = 1 2 R 0,891 B o)) = U0y g0, [Wag = 1] 2 71z

for some r > 0 by the FKG inequality and monotonicity in the volume. It follows that
the family of events {w|g (A, o, (2))ufugy = 1} for z € Co NOAL_10x at distance at least 20k
apart from each other stochastically dominate a sequence of Bernoulli random variables
of parameter rn; > 0. Hence conditionally on B, Ueconon, o0 %! E(A1o (@) U{ugt = 1}
happens with high probability, where here used that L', — co. Thus for every L large
enough we have

U, g 0= g|B]>1—e.

It follows that
lim inf R, 5, [B] > (1 =€) (TR0 +— oo] — 4e).

Since ¢ is arbitrary, we can conclude that (B.2) holds, as desired. O
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