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Abstract

We consider the percolation problem in the high-temperature Ising
model on the two-dimensional square lattice at/near critical external
fields. We show that all scaling relations, except a single hyperscaling
relation, hold under the power law assumptions for the one-arm path
and four-arm paths.
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1 Introduction

Consider the Z? lattice and the sample space Q = {—1,+1}%" of spin con-
figurations on Z2. Given a sample w € Q and z € Z?, w(z) denotes the spin
value at x in the configuration w. For any set V' C Z?, denote by Fy the
o-algebra generated by {w(z) : x € V'}, and we simply write F for Fzz. Let
|z| and || denote the ¢!-norm and the ¢*-norm of = € Z?, respectively:

|z| := |2'| + |2?| and |z|s := max{|z'|, |2?|} for z = (2!, 2?) € Z°.

For any finite V', we define the Hamiltonian for a configuration o € €y =
{=1,+1} by

Ho)=—5 S oo -3 (bt X ww)] o),

z,y€eV, lz—y|=1 zeV y&V, |z—y|=1
where h is a real number called the external field. We then define the finite
Gibbs measure on €2y by

-1

Wrno) = | D exp{—(&T)'Hy, (o)} exp{—(RT) " Hy4(0)}.

O'/EQV

Here T is a positive number called the temperature, and K is the Boltzmann
constant. For each 7" > 0 and h € R!, a Gibbs measure is a probability
measure [, on ) in the sense of the following DLR equation:

prn( | Fve)(w) = qurp( ) prp-almost every w,

where V¢ = Z2\ V. Let T, be the critical value such that if T > T, or h # 0,
the Gibbs measure is unique for (7, h).
For two vertices z and y of Z?, we say they are adjacent if

[z —yl=1.
Moreover, we say they are (x)-adjacent if
|z — Y|oo = 1.

In words, for each vertex, its adjacent vertices are its four vertical and hori-
zontal neighbors, while its (x)-adjacent vertices are its four vertical and hor-
izontal neighbors together with the other four diagonal neighbors. A path
[(+)-path)]

v =Ax1,29,...,25}
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is a sequence of vertices such that z; | and z; are adjacent [(x)-adjacent]. A
path is called a (+)-path in if the spin value is + for every point of this path.
Similarly, an (x)-path is called a (—x)-path in if the spin value is — for every
point of this path. A (+)-cluster [(—x)-cluster] is the set of vertices connected
by (+)-paths [(—*)-paths]. Let C} be the (+)-cluster that contains uw. In
particular, let Let C{ be the (+)-cluster that contains the origin. For T' > 0,
we define h.(T) by

hc<T) = ll’lf{h . /LTJL(#CBL = OO) > 0}

It follows from our definition that there exists an infinite (+)-cluster with
probability one when h > h.(T). In this case, percolation occurs. It has
been proved that (see [§]) that if T' < T, then

he(T) = 0.
On the other hand, if T" > T, then
(1.1) he(T) > 0.

In this paper, we would like to focus on the high-temperature case.

The most interesting problem in statistical physics is to understand the
behaviors of various quantities in percolation when h is near h.(7"). Indeed,
it is widely believed (see e.g. Grimmett [6]) that the critical exponents of
various quantities in percolation behave like power laws of |h — h.(T)| as h
approaches h.(T). To express these conjectures precisely, we would like to
define a few quantities. Let

B(r,R) = [-R,R}*\ (—r,7)%

We first define the probability of k-arm paths in B(r, R). For k; > ko with
ki + ko = k, let B(kq, ko, 7, R) be the event that there exist k; disjoint (+)-
paths from 9[—7, r]? to 9[- R, R]?, and there exist ky disjoint (—x*)-paths from
d[—r,r)? to d[—R, R]?, and all (—x)-paths are separated by (+)-paths.

In addition to these k-arm paths in B(r, R), we may also consider k-arm
paths in the half space. Let

Bt (r,R)=1[0,R] x [-R, R\ (0,7) x (=r,7).

For ki > ko with ky + ko = k, let Bt (ky, ko, 7, R) be the event that there
exist k; disjoint (+)-paths from 9[—r,r]* to 9[—R, R)?, and there exist ko
disjoint (—x)-paths from 9[—r,r]? to 9[—R, R]?, all paths stay in the half
space (0,00) x (—00,00), and all (—x*)-paths are separated by (+)-paths.

4



With these definitions, it is believed (see e.g. [2]) that

PN 5/48
,uT,hC(T)(B(]-)Oara R)) = (E) )

r )<k21)/12

(12)  pray Bk ko, ) < (&

where f(n) =< g(n) means that Cyg(n) < f(n) < Cyg(n). For k-arm paths in
the half space, it is also believed that

fork:1+k:2:k:22,

7\ (k(k1)/6
) for ki + ky = k.

(13)  prnen (B (ky ko, B)) < (5

The conjectures (L2) and (L3) have been proved for the independent per-
colation model, T' = oo, in the triangular lattice (see Smirnov-Werner [14]).
In addition, for k; = 3 and ky = 2, the conjecture of (L2) was proved to
be true (see Kesten-Sidoravicius-Zhang [12]) for all two-dimensional periodic
lattice. For k; = 1 and ko = 1, or k; = 2 and ky = 1 the conjecture of (L3))
is also true (Zhang [16]) for all two-dimensional periodic lattice. In fact, the
conjecture of (1.2) for k& = 1 and ks = 0 (one-arm path) and k; = 2 and
ky = 2 (four-arm paths) play the most important roles. Kesten [I1] showed
that if one-arm and four-arm conjectures in ([.2]) hold, then almost all critical
exponents exist and satisfies the scaling relations (see the definitions below)
for the independent percolation model. More precisely, it is believed that

1\ Vo
,uT7hc(T)(B(1a0715R)) = (E) )
and

1 2—1/v
,UT,hc(T)<B<27 2, 1, R)) = (§>

for some constants ¢, and v. The simulations indicate that
0, =48/5 and v = 4/3.
We next want to introduce more critical exponents for a given T > T..

e Percolation probability:
0(h) = prn(#CF = o).

e Average number of clusters per site:

K(h) =)

n=1

prp(#CF = n) = pral(#C3) ™ #CF > 0],

S|



e Mean cluster size:
X(h) = pra[#Cq : #C§ < ool
e Correlation length:

L(h) = min{n : urp(AT(n,n)) >1—¢} if h > h(T),
min{n : g ,(A*(n,n)) < e} if h < ho(T),

where AT (n,n) := {there exists a horizontal (+)-crossing of [—n,n]?}.

With these definitions, it is widely believed (see e.g. Grimmett [6]) that
the following power laws hold with the exponents:
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L(h) = |h = h(T)|”
K" (R)| =< [ = he(T)| =
0(h) =< (h — h(T))? for h > h.(T),
x(h) < |h=h (1),
pral(#C7)" : #Cf < o]
prp[(#C5)EL: #Cf < o0

In addition to the power laws, it is also believed that the exponents satisfy
the following scaling relations for low enough d.

= |h — he(T)|™%  for k > 1.

a=2—dv,
dv
b= 53T
VZdV%,
Ak:dl/éjl for k > 1.
'r;z2—d§+—1



2 Preliminaries

The aim of this paper is to establish scaling relations for the Ising percola-
tion in two dimensions, parallel to the ones obtained in [I1] for independent
percolation. We know that the critical value of the external field h.(7T) is
positive if T' > T, and hereafter we fix such a 7. Since we are looking at
the behaviors of quantities like percolation probability as the external field h
approaches to h.(T"), we may assume that h is near h.(7T"). Further, we need
several h-independent estimates later to obtain desired relations, but often
such estimates do not hold for all A’s. Therefore we have to restrict the range
of h’s at the very beginning, and throughout this paper we assume that the
value h of the external field of our model satisfies

(2.1) 0 < h < 2h(T).

In this section, we summarize known results.

2.1 Mixing property
For Vi, Vo C Z2, d(Vy, V) denotes the ¢!-distance between Vi and Va; that

is,
d(Vi, Vo) =inf{|lz —y| : x € V1, y € Vo }.

We also use the ¢*°-distance

The following is a refinement of Theorem 2 (ii) of [7], which can be ob-
tained without changing the proof given in [7].
Theorem 2.1. Let V C A be finite subsets of Z?, T'> T, and h > 0. Let ¢
be a positive integer. Assume that A € Fy and wq,ws € () satisfy

wi(z) = we(x) = +1

for every x € OA with d(z,V) < £. Then there exist constants C' > 0 and
o > 0 such that

‘qATh( ) — qATh |<CZ Z eyl

z€V yedA,d(y,V) >4

In particular, for every pair of finite subsets V and W of Z? with V. Cc W,

(2:2) sup  |prn(A) = prn(A | Fwe) (W)
weN, AeFy

< C|V|d(V, W*) exp{—ad(V, W°)}.



Sometimes we use the mixing property (2.2)) in the following form: if
Vi, Vo C Z2 are finite sets, Vi NV, = 0 and A, B are cylinder sets such that
A€ Fy, and B € Fy,, then

(2.3) lprn(AN B) — prn(A)prp(B))
< CVi|d(Vh, Vo) exp{—ad(Vi, Va) tpir n(B).

2.2 Gibbs measures with periodic boundary condition

As in [I1], we will have to take derivative in h of pg ,-probability of some
event in a finite box. However, this will cause a new problem, since pir, itself
is a limit of finite Gibbs measures. Here we use the fact that ppj is a limit
of Gibbs measures ,u% , on S(N) with the periodic boundary condition, i.e.,
we identify the left side of S(NN) with the right side of it, and the top side
with the bottom side.

If 2n < N, then for any A € Fgn), by ([2.2), we have

(2.4) |71 (A) = prpn(A)] < sup |68 an) 74 (A) — pirn(A)]

we
< 40n3e—on

Also, fixing an h € (0, 2h.(T)), we introduce h(t) as

(2.5) h(t) = {hc(T) +i(h=ho(T)), it h > he(T)
P thT) =), b < h(T),

and uiv as

(2.6) HE = 1T

d
for t € [0,1]. We will have to investigate %uiv(A) for events in S(n) with
2n < N.

2.3 Correlation length and crossing probabilities

The definition of the correlation length L(h) depends on the choice of thresh-
old €. So, to emphasize the dependence on ¢, we write L(h, ) for the correla-
tion length throughout the paper. A path [resp. A (x)-path] is a sequence of
points @y, Ta, . . ., Ts in Z? such that |z; —z;_1| = 1 [resp. |v; — ;1|0 = 1] for
every ¢ < s. If every spin value on a given path ~ is +1, then we call this v a
(4)-path. (—)-paths, (+x*)-paths, (—x)-paths are defined similarly. A circuit
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is a sequence of points 7 = {x1, z9, ..., 2z} such that v is a path except that
xs and z satisfy |xs — x| = 1. Similarly, we define a (x)-circuit by replacing
“path” with “(x)-path”, and |- | with |- |. A circuit v is called a (+)-circuit
in the configuration w if w(x) = +1 for every « € v. A (—)-circuit is defined
in the same way. Let

AT (n,m) := {there exists a horizontal (+)-crossing of [—n,n] x [—m, m]},

where a horizontal (+4)-crossing of a rectangle is a (4)-path connecting the
left and the right sides of that rectangle. We define A=*(n,m) in the same
way.

Further, for n > 1, let S(n) denote the square [—n,n]*>. We use the
notation S(z,n) for the shifted square S(n) + x. We are also interested in
the event that there is a (+)- or (—%)-path in S(n) which connects the origin
with the inner boundary

OinS(n) ={x € S(n) : |z|w = n},
Let A, B,V be subsets of Z?, such that ANB =0, AU B C V. Then let

{AS Bin V)

there exists a (+)-path in V' connecting
=qweN: . . . :
some point € A with some point y € B

If V = Z2 then we simply write it {4 <5 B}. We also use the notation
{0 & 8,,5(n)} for {O & 8,,8(n) in V}if S(n) C V. Events {A S Bin V}
and {O < 0,,,S(n)} are defined similarly.

Lemma 2.2 (an ACCFR-type rescaling lemma). Let A = 1/64, and 0 < 0 <
1. We put ng to be the integer such that

(2.7) max{1, C}(3n)%c™*" < M@ for every n > ny,

where C' and « are constants appearing in the mixing properties (2.2)) and
@3). Then for any L > ny, if we have

MT,h(A+(3L, L)) Z 1— )\9,
then we have for every k > 1,
pr (AT (ML, 3R L)) > 1 — A",

The same statement holds for (—#)-connection, too.



Proof. We use a rescaling argument in [I]. Assume that the inequality holds
for k;
pr (AT (3571L, 35 L)) > 1 — A%

By the mixing property and the translation-invariance, we have

e (A+<3k+2L, 3k+1L))

there exists a horizontal (+)-crossing of
> [ h [—3F+2L, 3k+2L] x [-3* 1L, —3F L], or there exists
a horizontal (+)-crossing of [—3*2L, 3* 2] x [3FL, 3k+1[]

> 1 {1 — purp(AT(3"2L,3%L)) + C(4- 3"2L - 3°L) x 2 3¢ Le o231}

=1 — {1 — ppn(A*(3"2L, 3 L)) + 8C3H2LP 02 LY
By the FKG inequality it is easy to see that

frn (A+<31c+2L7 3kL)) > g, (A+<3k+1L’ 3kL))7
> (1 - M) >1-700%.
Thus we have
pir g (AT (35720, 35 L)) > 1 — (TA0% 4 8O3 23203 )2,
Now we go back to the case where k = 0. By the above calculation, and

then from (2.7),

prn (AT (32L,3L)) > 1 — (TA0 + 8C3*LPe~2L)?
> 1— (8)0)?
ISRV

since A = 1/64.
In general, if

max{1,C}8- 323203 < \g2"

then
max{l, C}S . 33(k+1)+2L3€f2a3k+1L < )\92k ) 3367a4.3kL < )\92k . 92k _ )\92k+1’
and

2k:+1 2k+1

pr g (AT (35F2L, 35 L)) > 1 — (800%)2 > 1 — 64026 > 1 - A0
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The RSW-type theorem (Lemmas 2.4-2.6 in [§]) ensures that the follow-
ing statements are true.

1. For every € > 0, there exists an integer n; = n1(7,¢) such that if for
some n > Ny,

(2.8) prn (AT (m,m)) > e

for every 1 < m < n, then for every integer k there exists a constant
Ok = O(e) such that

(29) uT,h(A+(kn, n)) Z 5k

for the same n. The same statement holds true for (—x)-connection,
too.

2. If there exists a constant n > 0 and an integer ny > 1 such that for
every n > ns

(2.10) prn(At(n,n)) =n  or prp(AF(n,n)) =19

holds, then for every € > 0, there exists an integer 3 = n3(T,¢,1) > 7o
such that if

(2.11) prn(At(n,n)) >1—c¢,
for some n > n3, then
(2.12) prn (AT (3n,n)) > (1 —€)*(1 — /&)™,

If (ZI0) holds for (—x)-connection for some n > ng, then so does (ZI2)
for (—x)-connection for the same n, too.

The following lemma states the above result and we present a proof here
for the sake of completeness.

Lemma 2.3. (i) Let pn = pry, or ¥ for 0 < ¢ < 1. For every ¢ > 0, there is
an n} = nj(e) > 1, and also there are positive numbers {Jx(¢) : £ € N} such
that if

(213) p(A () 22, and p(AR(Z, ) > <
for some n > nj, then we have

(2.14) (AT (kn,n)) > 6(e)
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for the same n, and for every N > kn if u = p¥. Moreover for k > 2,
Srs1(g) > 0r(e) - (eda(€)), therefore we have dyy1(g) > da(e) - (eda(e))* L.

(ii) There exists an g9 > 0 and an ny = ny(g9) > max{ng, ni(go)} such that
the following statement holds. Let M be an integer satisfying

log ¢
2.15 M > ,
(2.15) ~ log(1 — ds(c0)*/2)

and take a large m > n; such that m > 2 - 41 (logm)?. Assume that the
inequality (2.13) holds for p = prp, e = g9 and for every n with nj(ey) <
n < m, and that

(2.16) prn (At (m,m)) > 1 — .

Then we have
i (A*(3m,m)) > 1 -6,

where X\ and 6 are the constants given in Lemma 2.2l The same statements
hold for (—x)-connection, too.

Proof. We only prove the above statements for (+)-connection. The proof
goes parallel for (—x)-connection, too.
1°) About the first statement: Let ¢ be the segment connecting (—n, L%”J)

with (n, [2]), where [u] is the largest integer not more than u. We divide

¢ into three segments by a;, = (—|2], [2]) and ap = ([2], [2]), and call
by (1 the segment connecting (—n, [%*]) with ar, {5 the segment connecting
ap with ag, and by (3 the segment connecting ap with (n, |2]). Let R(w)
denote the lowest horizontal (+)-crossing of S(n), and let the event E be the

subset of A*(n,n) given by

o there is a point x € ¢5 such that x is
| below the lowest (4)-crossing R(w) of S(n) [

Either u(E) > /2 or u(A*(n,n)\ E) > ¢/2.
Assume first the latter case; p(A%(n,n)\ E) > /2. Define also the

12



following events:

FOI

there exists a horizontal (4)-crossing of S(n)
below the segment /¢ ’

F, = which connects {1 with the segment ,

nj):—n< j<F
there exists a (+)-path in S(n) below ﬁ}

connecting ¢y with /3

{ there exists a (+)-path in S(n) below ¢
R—{

there exists a (+)-path in S(n) below ¢
= which connects ¢35 with the segment

{(—n,j): —n < j < 2}

Then, it is easy to see that (AT (n,n)\ E) C Up<i<3F;. Since F;,0 <7 < 3
are increasing, by the FKG inequality, we have

(2.17) W(F)>1—/1—¢/2

for some 0 < < 3. If (ZI7) holds for i = 0, we have already

(AT (n,2)) > 1— /1 —¢/2,

and by the FKG inequality we have

(2.18) p(A*(Hz n)) > (1- ¢/1-¢/2)",

If (2I7)) is true for i« = 1 or 3, then by the symmetry of 1 with respect to
the line {#' = —|22|} or the line {z' = [3*]}, and by the FKG inequality
we have

(2.19) p(AT (M ) > (1— /T—2/2)".

Also, if (2I7) is true for ¢ = 2, then by the symmetry of p with respect to
the line {#' = —[2*]} and the line {z' = 2]}, and by the FKG inequality
we have

(2.20) p(AT(22 ) > (1 /1—2/2)".

102

Combining (2Z17)-(2.20), we have
(2.21) p(A* (2 n)) > (1- ¢/1-¢/2)",

Finally assume that u(E) > ¢/2. Let R be a horizontal crossing of S(n)
such that there exists a point = € {5 below R. Take arbitrarily a point z* € /5

13



which lies below R. Let S(z*, [2]) be the square centered at z* with radius
[22], i.e., its side length is 2[2%]. Then consider the conditional probability

. : * | 2n
(2.92) y (there exists a (+)-path in S(2*, [])

connecting its top side with R

'R(w):R).

For simplicity let us write G for the event in the above conditional probability.
Since GG depends on the configurations in the region on and above R, by the
Markov property of u and by the FKG inequality, the above conditional
probability is not less than

(2.23) G (C | w(x) = +1, 2 € R,

where V' is given by

V= [_7?71’”] X [_na %L] >

and w™(z) = —1 for every x € Z*. Then again by the FKG inequality the
above conditional probability is not less than

WG| w(x)=—=1, x € V).

Now, G is the event in S(z*, [2]) whose distance from 9V is not less than
¥. Therefore by the mixing property, we have

(2.24) WG| w(x)=—1, € dV) > u(G) — Cnle 5.

We also note that by the symmetry of p with respect to the line {z? = | ]}
and by the FKG inequality

i (there is a horizontal (+)-crossing Of) >1_ Vi e

S(z*,2) passing below z*
Therefore by the FKG inequality and the rotation symmetry we have
4

since R passes above x*. Therefore if we take n} = nf(¢) sufficiently large so
that

(2.25) Cnle @5 < /1— 5(1 — V1 - 5)4, for n > nj,
from (2.24]) we have
WG lw(@)=-1, z€dV)>(1-v1- 8)5.
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This implies that the conditional probability in (2.22)) is not less than (1 —
V1 —¢)5. First multiplying this inequality by pu(R(w) = R) and then sum-
ming up the resulting inequality over R’s, we have

there is a horizontal (+)-crossing of S(n)
i which is (+)-connected to the line >

{«? = [%]} in [-n,n] x [-n, [2]]

Finally, by the FKG inequality and the rotation invariance of y, this implies
that

(2.26) p(AT(Hn ) > (1 - yT—¢)”.
Combining (Z21)) with (2.26]), we obtain
,u(AJr(lll_O",n)) > min{%(l — 1= 8‘)5’ (1 _ a1 8/2)3} .

The rest of the proof of the first statement of the lemma is obvious.

2°) About the second statement: By (2.16]) and the FKG inequality we have

(1-vi—e)

NN Q)

there is a horizontal (+)-crossing of S(m)
>1-— .
HTh ( passing below the origin > 1-V&
But we have to take care of the mixing property. So, let V' = [-m,m —
(logm)?] x [—=m,m] and let R'(w) denotes the lowest horizontal (+)-crossing
of V'. As above, we have

(2.27)

there is a horizontal (+)-crossing of V'
KT h passing below the origin

)z1-va

Let R’ be a horizontal crossing of V' passing below the origin, and let R”
be its reflection with respect to the line {z' = m}. If we write the right
endpoint of R’ by by, then by = by, + (2(logm)?,0) is the left endpoint of R”.
Let £ be the line segment connecting by, with bg, and we write R* for the path
R'U&UR" which connects the left and the right sides of [—m, 3m] x [—m, m].
Then we look at the region © in S((m,0), m) above R* and outside the square
S(br, + ((logm)?,0),2(logm)?). Let H be the event defined by

[ there is a (+)-path in © connecting
| the top side of S((m,0),m) with 97O [~

where 97 © denotes the left half of the lower boundary of ©. Namely, it starts
from the last intersection with the left side of S((m,0),m) and R’, and then
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it goes along 9O until it reaches the middle point by, + ((logm)?, 2(logm)?)
in the lower side of ©. Let 1 < j7 < M and let r(j) = 2 - 47(logm)?. Then
consider the annulus

A(j) = by + ((logm)?,0) + [=r(5), r(7)]* \ [=3r(j — 1),3r(j — DI

Then © N A(j) is divided into some connected components. Among them
there is a component connecting R’ with R”, which we call by the main
component of © N A(j). The boundary of the main component consists of
two paths belonging to opposite boundaries of A(7), a path belonging to R’,
and a path belonging to R”. Let K be the event defined by

Ko in the main component of © N A(j), there is a (+)-path
I in this component such that it connects R’ with R” ’

Then K; is an event occurring in ©, and by the FKG inequality and the
Markov property of pirp, we have

R'(w) = R’)

(2.28)  prn (Hﬁ U K

1<j<M
w(x)=+1,v€R
> ,
Z HTh (Hﬂ U K; wx)=—-1,x € L1UL,UL3ULy |’
1<j<M

where L;, 1 = 1,2, 3,4 are line segments defined below.

L, = the segment connecting the left endpoint of R’ with (—m, —m — (logm)?),
Ly = the segment connecting (—m, —m — (logm)?) with (m, —m — (logm)?),
L3 = the segment connecting (m, —m — (logm)?) with bz, + ((logm)?,0),

L4 = the segment connecting by, with by, + ((logm)?,0).

Again, by the FKG inequality, the above conditional probability is not less
than

(229)  pra (Hﬁ U &

1<j<M

w(x):—l,xELluLQUL3UL4>.

Since the distance between © and Ly U Ly U L3 U Ly is not less than (log m)2,
by the mixing property (23] we have

(2.30) [ <Hm U &

1<j<M

W($):—1,$EL1UL2UL3UL4>

2 [T,k (H N U Kj> — 4Cm?(log m>2€*a(logm)2.

1<j<M
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Also, since A(j) surrounds the box S(by, + ((logm)?,0),2(logm)?), if HNK;
occurs for some j, then there exists a (+)-path in S((m,0),m) connecting
the top side of S((m,0), m) with R'. By the FKG inequality

(231) HT h (Hﬂ U KJ> Z [LTJL(H),MTﬁ ( U KJ> .
1<j<M 1<j<M

By the symmetry of pr ) with respect to the reflection and invariance under
rotations by right angles, from (2.I6) we have

prn(H) 21— +/2
Also, by the FKG inequality it is easy to see that

prn(K;) > ds(20) ™.
By the mixing property, for any event E occurring on Uj<;<;j—1A4(7),

(K | B) > prn(K;) — 8Cm? (log m)’e2eosm)",
By (27), the right hand side is not less than
prn(K;) —4Cm?*(log m)2eeosm)?

provided that
(2.32) (logm)? > ng.

Therefore if we take nj = n%(eg) > 1 sufficiently large so that (2:32]) and
1
4Cm?(logm)2eelosm)?® 558(80)4

hold for m > n3, then for such an m with m > 2 - 4™ 1(logm)?, we have
(2.33) [ < U Kj) >1—(1—0s(g0)*/2)" >1—¢
1<j<M

by our assumption on M. Also, from (i) of the lemma, dg(g¢) is much smaller
than ¢y, and we have

(2.34) 4Cn?(logn)2e—tos™)® < ¢

17



Thus, from (2.28)—(2.34)), we have

(2.35) there is a (+)-path in S((m, 0), m) which
' HT.h\ connects the top side of S((m,0), m) with R’

> (1 VE)(L - =) — 0.

We multiply both sides of the above inequality by purs(R (w) = R’) and then
summing up over horizontal crossings R’ of V'’ such that R’ passes below the

origin, from (2.27)) and ([Z35) we obtain

there exists a (+)-path in [—m, 2m] x [—m, m]
such that it connects the left side of this box
(2.36) prn | with {z? = m}, and it separates the line segment
¢={(0,t) : 0 <t <m} from the bottom side
of [=m, 2m] x [—m,m]

> (1= Veo)l(1 = V&) (1 — &) — ol

Then forcing this event to have a horizontal (+)-crossing in S((m,0),m)
starting from the left side of it above the origin, we have by the FKG in-
equality that

R (w) = R’)

there is a horizontal (+)-crossing in > g(z)
HTR A\ the rectangle [—m, 2m| X [-m,m] | — 9i=0)y

where we put
g(x) = (1= Va2 [(1 - VB (1 —2) — ]
From this it is the same argument as the original RSW theorem to obtain
pr (AT (3m,m)) > g(eo)*(1 — o).
Thus, if we take €5 > 0 such that
(2.37) g(e0)* (1 —g0)® > 1 — N0,
then we have desired estimate for every m > max{ng, nj(co), n(eo)} with

m > 2 - 4M* 1 (logm)?. We can take ny(gq) = max{ng, ni(eo), n3(co)}-
]

For the Gibbs measure ji7 (1) at the percolation threshold, we abbreviate
it to iy
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Lemma 2.4 (cf. [11] (2.15)). For any integer k > 0, there exists a constant
C'(k) such that for all n,

fier (A* (kn,n)) > C(k) and piee (A~ (kn,n)) > C(k).
Proof. Tt is shown in [§] that

0 < lminf pie; (A% (kn, ¢n)) < limsup pe (A" (kn, (n)) <1

n—oo

for any fixed pair of integers k,¢ > 1. This proves the lemma for the (+)-
connection, and since

(A*(kn, tn)) ‘= A7*(¢n, kn),

the assertion of the lemma is proved. O
For later use, we choose 0 < ¢y < @, and then from Lemma 2.4l we can
regard L(h.(T),e0) as oo.
By Lemma 23] we can see that if h < h.(T), then for every n with
ni(eo) < n < L(h,g0) we have prp(AT(n,n)) > o and pry (AT (kn,n)) >
dk(g0). If N > 2n, then by (2.4)

(2.38) 1y (AT (n,n)) > o — 4Cne ™"

for t € [0,1]. The right side of the above inequality is not less than £/2 if n
is sufficiently large. Let

max{n > ny : 4Cn’e " > 2L} + 1,

ny, if the above set is empty.

(2.39) ny = na(eo) == {

Now if ny < n < min{L(h, &), ¥}, then

(2.40) i (At (n,n)) > 8—20.
Therefore by Lemma (i), we have both for u = ppy and p = p
(2.41) (A" (kn,n)) > 6,(g0/2)

provided that N > kn when u = . On the other hand, if h > h.(T), then
by Lemma [24] and the FKG inequality we have

prn (AT (kn,n)) > pe (At (kn,n)) > C(k).
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By Lemma 2.3 we can take C'(k) as 0x(C(1)) if n > ny(eg). If N > 2n, then
as above we have

1y (AT (n,n)) > C(1) — ACn’e "
Thus, if ny < n < %, then we have

€0

u (A (nym) > C(1) - 5 > 20(1) >

2

Therefore anyway we have the following; the estimate for (—%) connection
can be obtained by the same reason.

Lemma 2.5. Let g = prp, or p¥. If kn < N and ny <n < L(h, &), then
),
).

We take 0p as 6,(%) hereafter so that both (242) and (2.43) hold for
we {prntU{pd t€[0,1]}if kn < N and ny < n < L(h, &).

(2.42) (AT (kn,n)) > 6(
(2.43) (A7 (kn,n)) > 0k(

€0
2

g0
2

Lemma 2.6 (cf. [I1] (2.19), (2.20)). Let u = pry or p¥. Then for any
k > 2, and any n with 4ny, < n < L(h, &), the following hold:

there exists a (+)-circuit surrounding 4
(2.44) H (S((k — 2 —1) in S(kn) \ S((k — 2)n — 1)) =
(2.45) 1(0 & 8,5(2n)) > 64621 (0 & 8,5 (n)).

If o = pl¥, then we also assume that N > kn in (Z44), and N > 2n in
([2:45). The same statement holds true when (4 )-connection is replaced with
(—3*)-connection.

Proof. (2.44) follows from the (2.42]) together with the FKG inequality. As
for (2.45]), we use a similar argument as in the proof of (7) in [9]:

1(0 & 9,,5(2n))

O & 0,,5(n), there exists a (+)-circuit
in S(n)\ S(n/2) surrounding S(n/2), and
there exists a horizontal (4)-crossing
of [n/2,2n] x [-n/2,n/2]

> (0 & 9,8(n)) - 05 - 6.

> [
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Lemma 2.7 (cf. [11] p.121). Let A = 1/64, # € (0,1) and ng be the same as
in Lemma If there is an

(2.46) L > max{no, 8C (8¢ "a™)"}
such that
(2.47) prn (AT (L,3L)) < A0,

then we can find constants Kg, K7 > 0 depending only on 6, such that
(2.48) prn(S(L) € 9 S(KL)) < K exp(—Krk).
The same statement holds for (—#)-connection, too.

Proof. 1°) We write g(k) for pur,(S(L) & O S(kL)). It suffices to show that
there exists an m such that

(2.49) g(k) < Sg9(k—m)

DO —

if Kk >m. Let m = 2-37 <k for some j > 1. By the mixing property we
have
mL)?

(2.50) g(k) < [ (m/2)+C< 5

e M2 5 gy (S(mL) <5 3, S(KL)).

Now, we break 0;,S(mL) into pieces each of which has length 2L. Each of
these pieces belongs to the boundary of S(nL, L) for some n = (ny,ns) € Dy,
where

Dy o= { (&l — 1,2~ 1), (2~ Lk(m 1)) : -2 +1<i< T}
2 2
Since

{S(mL) & 9, S(kL)} ¢ | J {S(L,L) & 0,,S(kL)}

neD,,

c |J {SmL,L) % 0,,S(L, (k—m)L)},

neD,,

we have by (250) and by the translation invariance

g(k) < [g<m/z> ; cwe-amw] < (#D)glk —m)

(mL)?

§4m{ (m/2) + C——— 5

)
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Therefore to show ([249), we have only to show the existence of m such that

1 1
(2.51) dmg(m/2) < 1 and  2Cm(mL)%e *mF/? < 1

Note that the latter inequality is satisfied when L > 8C(8e~ta™1)%.
2°) Consider an annulus

Ay = S(mE)\ S(2E — 1),
Then by the FKG inequality we have

there exists a (—x)-circuit
KT h surrounding the origin in A,,

) > prp (A7 (mL/2,mL/6))".
Then by Lemma [2.2] we have for mL/6 > ny,
g(m/2) <1— (1= X7 ) <4x? ",

since m = 2- 3%, This implies the existence of m satisfying (Z51)). Note that
this m depends only on 6. O

From the above lemma, we can easily obtain the following corollary.

Corollary 2.8 (cf. [II] p.121). Let h be taken close to h.(T) so that
L(h,e0) > max{n;,8C(8e ta~1)*}. If h < h.(T), then [248) for L =
L(h, o) holds. If h > h.(T), then (2.48) with (+) being replaced by (—x) for
L = L(h,&p) holds.

Lemma 2.9 (cf. [7] Lemma 5.3). Let p = pry, or pl¥ for t € [0,1]. Then
for every € > 0, there exists a positive integer My = My(e) such that if
ny <n < 2Mn < L(h,gy) for some M > My, we have

there exists a (4)-circuit surrounding the origin
. >1—
(2:52)  p ( in S(2Mn) \ S(n) 2 1=

and

there exists a (—x)-circuit surrounding the origin
. >1—c.
(2.53)  p ( in 5(2Mn) \ S(n) z1-¢

This follows from Lemma and the mixing property. The proof is quite
the same as the one to derive (2.33)).
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3 Connection lemma
For n > 1, we define

l(n) = |logyn| =min{j € N : j > log, n},

la(n) := £(E(n)),

l3(n) == L(la(n)).
Throughout this section we assume that £3(n) > n,, and n < min{L(h, o), 5 }.
Therefore we assume that h is very close to h.(T). Also, let p be pryp or ul
with 0 <t < 1. Let k > 1 be given. For our purpose it is sufficient to assume
that k£ = p/4 with an integer p > 5. Let

V(n) = [-n,n] x [—kn, kn].

For a horizontal (x)-crossing v of V(n), let L, () be the region in V(n) below
7, and U, () be the region of V(n) above . Also, for every ¢ > 1, let U, (7, ()
denote the connected component of the set

{z e Un(y) s d(z,v) > £}

which contains the top side of V(n). If such a component does not exist,
then we put U, (v, £) = (). In the same way we define L,(,¥) for L,(~). Let
AU, (7,€) = Uy(7,€) \ Un(v,¢ — 1), which consists of points in U,() such
that the distance from ~ is exactly equal to ¢. Similarly, we put

ALn(v,€) ={z € Ln(y) : d(z,7) = {}.

Lemma 3.1 (Connection lemma). Let ~;,7, be horizontal (x)-crossings of
V(n) such that

)n], and 7o C [-n,n] x [(k — )n, kn].

7 C [_nan] X [_kna _(k - B

1
2

Let also p = pzy or pf for t € [0,1]. There exists an nz = nz(k,e0) > no,
such that for every E € Fy () and every F' € F1, (v,)ulUn (v2)Ufv1 }Ulr2}»

(3.1) (there exists a (4)-path in U,(v1) N L, (72),

connecting AU, (v1,1) with AL, (2, 1)

for n3 < n < L(h,gy) and N > kn when p = . The same estimate holds
for (—x)-path, too.
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Proof. We will prove ([B.I]). The argument is quite parallel for the (—x)-path.

1°) Set T'(n) := [—%, §] x [=kn, kn] and
ot {there exists a (+)-path from AU, (71, £(n)?) to AL, (72, ((n)?) }
" in Un(71,€(n)?) N L (72, (n)*) N T(n) '

By ([2:42) we have pu(G) > ds if 8ns < n < L(h,e0). Using the mixing
property (2.2)

w(GE | ENF) > w(Gh) — 4Ckn*((n)2e= 4"
Thus, we can find an Ny = Ny(k,e9) > 8ny such that
ACkn*0(n)%e M < 58k
and hence
(3.2) WG| ENF) > %5%

for Ny <n < min{L(h, &), %
2°) Let n > N;. For w € G}, let v(w) be the leftmost (+)-path in

Un(71,4(n)*) N L (72, £(n)?) N T(n)

connecting AU, (71,£(n)?) and AL, (y2,£(n)?). Let v be a realization of y(w)
for some w € G}, and let v1(7),v2(7y) be the intersection points of v with
AU, (71,4(n)?) and AL, (2, (n)?), respectively. Consider the following an-
nuli around vy (7):

(3.3) Ay =ui(y) + S@TH\S(3-4 - 1)
for
(3.4) Vn <24 <41 < —

Then A, ;’s are disjoint from each other, and are subsets of V'(n). Let ¢;,i =
1,2 be paths of length £(n)?, such that v; connects v;(~y) with ~;, respectively
for © = 1,2. Then any point x € 1); satisfies that

d(x, ;) < l(n)*

Therefore

(11 Utha) N (Up (71, £(n)?) N L (72, £(n)?)) = 0.
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Further, (8.4) implies that

(A1, 1 Utha) > Vn— U(n)* > ((n)”
if
(3.5) Vvn > 20(n)>.
The path v divides U, (71, €(n)?) N L,(72, £(n)?) into two regions. One is to
the right of 7, and the other is to the left of v. Let ©, () denote the region

to the right of 7. Then we extend v to 7 = vy U ¢y U ¢ which separates
Un(71) N Ly (72) into two parts. Let ©, (%) be the connected component of

{Un(71) N Ln(72)} \ {7}, containing ©4 (7). '
Let F} be an event occurring in S(vy(7),2 - 47), and let

. . | there exists a (+)-path in Ay ; N O, (v),
L3 = connecting v with AU, (v, £(n)?)

Then by the Markov property and the FKG inequality

30 u(H| @ =tnEnFaR)
A w(z) =1 for every x € v
= (Hl’] w(z) = —1 for every x € 0Z;(y) \ v /)’

where we put . A
Zi(7) = 04N\ S(ui(7),2-4).
Again by the FKG inequality the right hand side of (3.6]) is not less than

Iz (Hm

Note that d(©.4(7),0Z;(7) \ 7v) is not less than ¢(n)?, under the conditions
B4)) and (B.5). Therefore by the mixing property and the FKG inequality
we have

7 (HLJ‘

if 8ny < n < min{L(h,&0), %}. So we can find Ny = Ny(k,e0) > Ny such
that (3.5]) holds for n > Ny, and

w(z) = —1 for every x € 0Z;(7) \7) :

{(w)=vtNENFN F1> > u(Hy ) — 401{:”25(”)267%(”)2

> 6 — 4Ckn20(n)?e~ )’

4
4C’kn2£(n)ze_o‘£(")2 < %8,
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and hence

(37) (s

{7(w) :v}ﬂEﬂFﬂFl) > %53
for every Ny < n < min{L(h, &), % .

Ifw € H ;, then there exists a (+)-path which connects y with AU, (71, £(n)?)
in ©4(y)NA;,;. Among such (+)-paths, let 71 ;(w) be the “minimal” path in
the following sense. For every self-avoiding path £ in © ()N A, ;, connecting
v with AU, (v, (n)?), ©1 (71, £(n)?) \ {£} separates into connected compo-
nents. Let C¢ denote the component which contains a (x)-nearest neighbor
of v1(7). 71,5(w) has the minimal region C., ;.. Namely, for every (+)-path
¢ in ©4(y)N Ay, connecting vy with AU, (v1,£(n)?), C,, ;@) C Cc. Note that
{m1,;(w) = ¢} depends on configurations in (U (C: N A; ;). Let 71 ; be a real-
ization of vy, j(w) for some w € Hy j, and let vy(7y1;) be its intersection with
AU, (71,£(n)?). Let also yov;; be the path which starts at va(7), goes along
7 until it meets v, ;, and then changes to go along v, ; ending at vy (7y1,;).

Take My = My(3) in Lemma 2.9} and let A’(7, ;) be the annulus given by

A'(y15) = vilmnyg) + 82 4M00n)*) \ S(2- L(n)?).

Consider the following event.

H'(yom,) = there exists a (+)-path in A’(v; ;) which
1,j connects 7y o 7y ; with AUn<%7 €(L1)2) )

where we put L; = 2-4M0¢(n)% Then as before we have

(3.8)  m (H'(V °7) [ {7 (w) =7} N{n(w) =n;; N ENEN Fl)
N(H'(v 0;)) — ACLA(Ly)%e )
S ACTLAU(L,)Pe o),

=~ W

by Lemma 2.9] if
(3.9) ((L1)* > ny.
So we can take N3 = N3(k,g9) > Ny such that (3.9) and

(3.10) AC LA (Ly )2 ) <

|

for n > N3, so that

(3.11) u (H’(vovl,j) %

{v(w) =N {nw) =nNENFN Fl)
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Forw € H'(yom ), let p(w) be the “minimal” (+)-path connecting yoy; ;
with AU, (71, (L1)?). Fixing a realization ¢ of p(w) for some w € H'(yoy ),
we do the same thing again. Namely, let v](¢) be the endpoint of ¢ in
AU, (71, £(L1)?) and let

there exists a (4)-path in the annulus
vi(p) + 8(2-4MU(L1)?) \ S(26(L1)?)
such that it connects (y o7 ;)o@
with AU, (71, €(L2)?)

H'((yomy ) op) =

where Ly = 2 - 4M0¢(L;)?. Then

(312)  p (H (Yo 1) © @) {gg{ﬁ(;)ﬁ 2}{%%@;“7;1 }) > %

provided that

(3.13) 0(Ly)* >y, and  ACL2(Ly)%e 2 <

)

o |

which is possible if Ny = Ny(k,eo) is sufficiently large and Ny < n <
min{L(h, o), %}

Let Ay ; = v1(7)+S@ T+ Ly + L)\ S(2-47) with VN < 2:47 < 47+ < 2,
If Ly + Ly < %, then

‘ ‘ .5 . ,
P L Ly Ly < 47T 4 49 = Z4ﬂ+1 < min {gnz - 4ﬂ+1}.

So, Hy (%), H{ j(m,;) and H"((yoy1,5) o) are occurring in S(v1(7y),2-471)N
V(n) N {z? < 0}. Thus, for every j with /n <247 <4/ <2 we have

(3.14) ( there exists a (+)-path in A ; {7(w) =~} ) S 154.

connecting v with AU, (y1,0(Ls)?) |[NENFNEF ) =88

3°) Let

iy () = there exists a (+)-path in A,
Li\7) =\ which connects v with AU, (v,1) | °

Then by ([BI4) and by the finite energy property

4
2

313 n(fu0)| b =dnENFAR) 2 B e,
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where ¢(T) = [1 + e ¥ ]~1 Let 4, and j* be minimum and maximum of
j’s such that (3.4]) holds, respectively. Then for every j with j, < j < j* we

have by (315)
(o
(o

1 (Hf]
<u<ﬂH y}mEmF> (1—5—;31 (T)"(L2>2>
8
P=7x
54 ) J—Js+1
< (1 — g%(T)“Lﬂ ) .

Now, j* — j. = @ +O(1) and ¢(Ly) = l3(n) + O(1). Therefore we know
that

—7}ﬂEﬂF>

V}OEHF>

(w):fy}ﬂEﬂFﬂﬁFIip>

P=Jx

8
Thus, we can take N5 = N5(k,e9) > Ny, such that

54 , J=J=+1
(1 — Be(T)4E2) ) —0 as n — oo.

there exists a (+4)-path

3
(3.16) p| in S(vi(y), %), connecting | {y(w) =~v}NENF | > -
. 4
v with AU, (m, 1)
for N5 <n < min{L(h, &), &
We can apply the same argument for 5 and v,(7y), and obtain

there exists a (+4)-path 3
(3.17) p | in S(ve(7y), §), connecting | {y(w) =~v}NENF | > 1

v with AL, (2, 1)
for N5 < n < min{L(h,&0),%}. Combining @BI), (BI6) and BI7), we
obtain

there exists a (+)-path in U, (y1) N Ly (72)
connecting AU, (71,1) with AL, (y2, 1)

1
EDF) > Zégk.

It suffices to take nz3 = N5 to see that Lemma [3.1]is proved.
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Remark 3.2. As we saw in the proof, since we used rectangles of width not
exceeding n/4, we can apply Lemma as long as n < L(h,&g). Therefore
Lemma 3] holds true for every ng < n < 8L(h,&y).
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4 Fence argument

In this section, we give an Ising version of the basic result in Kesten [I1],
concerning the notion of fences. Although the argument is applicable to S(n)
for any large n, but as in [T1], we restrict ourselves to the cases where n = 2%,

Let r be a path from O to 9,5 (2%) in S(2*), for some k > 2; assume that
all spins on r other than O are +. For the sake of argument, assume that
the endpoint of 7 lies on {—2%} x [—2F 2¥]  the left side of S(2F). Let r’ be
the piece of r from the last intersection with the line {a! = —2% 4+ 2¥=2} to
the left side of S(2%); r’ is a horizontal crossing of the rectangle

By = [-2F, —2F 4 2872 x [—2* 2F].

Let C = C(r,k) be the (4)-cluster in B; which contains r’. We call C the
crossing (+)-cluster in B; containing 7’. Namely a crossing (+)-cluster in B;
is a (4)-cluster in B; such that it contains a horizontal (+4)-crossing of B;.
The lowest point of C on the left side of S(2¥) is denoted by a = a(C). Let
B = B (r) denote the region in B; above r, and By = B; (r) denote the
region below r.

We say that r (or C) has an (7, k)-fence if all three of the following con-
ditions hold:

(4.1) If t is any path from O to 9;,S5(2%) which lies in S(2% — 1),
except for its endpoint, and on which all spins except for O are +,
and its corresponding component C(t, k) satisfies that
C(t,k)NC =0, then |a(C(t, k) — a(C)| > 2,/m2".

(4.2) If r* is any (x)-path from O to 9;,5(2%) which lies in S(2¥ — 1),
except for its endpoint, and on which all spins except for O are —,
and its corresponding (*)-component is C*(r*, k), then
la*(C*(r*, k)) — a(C)| > 2/m2".

(4.3) There exists a vertical (4)-crossing of the rectangle
la' — \/m2F, a' — 1] x [a® — n2*, a® + n2*],
which is (4)-connected to C in S(a, \/72").

(Here a = (at, a?).)

We can also define an (7, k)-fence for a (—x)-cluster C* of B; by inter-
changing (+) and (—x*) everywhere in the above. Similarly, let By, B; and
B, be rectangles such that B;,; is clock-wise rotation by a right angle of B;
for each i = 1,2,3. Note that we have to consider vertical (4)-crossings or
(—%)-crossings in By and Bj.
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Lemma 4.1 (cf. [I1] Lemma 2). Let g = pry or pf¥. For each § > 0,
there exists an n = n(gg,d) > 0 and ny = n4(n, gy) such that if ny < 28 <
min{4L(h, o), ¥}, then

there exists a horizontal (4)-crossing of B,
H\ whose (+)-cluster C in By does not have an (n, k)-fence

The same inequality holds for each ¢ and (—*)-connection, with obvious mod-
ifications; the word “horizontal” is replaced with “vertical” when ¢ = 2,4,
and “(+)” is replaced with “(—x)”, respectively.

Proof. This can be proved along the same line as Lemma 2 of Kesten [11].
We need to avoid using the BK inequality; this can be done by conditioning
step by step.

Assume that there exists a horizontal (+)-crossing of B;. Let Ry be the

lowest of such crossings and C; its (+)-cluster in By; a = (a',a*) denotes

the left endpoint of R;. As was done in [I1], in order that the conditions
EI)-(13) are satisfied for Ry, and Cy, it is sufficient to have a (+)-path &

in S(a, /72%)\ S(a,n2*) and a (+)-path & in S(a, ¥72%)\ S(a,2,/m2¥) both
connecting R; with the half line { (2!, a® —n2*); 2! < a'} in the anti-clockwise
direction. The existence of &; assures the condition (4.3]), and the existence
of & assures the conditions (4.1]) and (4.2).

We first take a small ¢ > 0, and consider the annuli

A1(Ry) = S(a, v2") \ S(a,n2"),
Ay(R1) = S(a, ¢/n2F) \ S(a,2/n2%).

By Lemma 2.9, we take My = My(e) so that as in the derivation of (B.11]),
we have

there exists a (4)-path & in A;(Ry),
p | connecting ry with {(z!,a® — n2F); 2! < a'} | Ri(w) =11
in the anti-clockwise direction

> 1 — e — Cp?23keon?*
if ny < m2k < 2Mop2k <\ 2% < L(h, ). Let n* be the number such that
Cn~'n*e " < ¢ for all n > n*,
and we assume that n2¥ > n*, so that

there exists a (+)-path & in A;(Cy),
p | connecting ry with {(z!,a® — n2k); 2! < a'} | Ri(w) =11
in the anti-clockwise direction

> 1 — 2e.
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In the same way, for every E € Fg(q2, mok);

there exists a (+)-path & in Ay(Cy),
p | connecting ry with {(z!,a® — n2F); 2! <a'} | {Ri(w) =7} NE
in the anti-clockwise direction

>1—2¢
provided that

(4.4) Cm2? - ke Vi < o and 2Mo2 2k < 2k,

The first inequality is satisfied if n2¥ > n*, since the left hand side is equal
to nfl/zc’(\/r_ﬂk)?’e*a\/mk. The second inequality reduces to

(4.5) oMottam < 1

Therefore we have

(4.6) there exists the lowest horizontal (+)-crossing R; of By,
' #\ but one of the conditions EI)—(E3) fails for its cluster Cy

< 4e
under the conditions (£5), n2* > max{n*,no}, and ¥72F < L(h,&).

Now assume that {R;, C;}1<i<, are given horizontal (+)-crossings of By,
with their corresponding (+)-clusters in ;. Assume further the following:

(i) R; is disjoint from C; for i # j.
(ii) the R; are ordered such that C; C By (R;) for i < j. (R, is the highest
crossing among {R;}1<i<,-)

If there exists still another (+)-crossing of B; above | J,,., C;, then let R4
be the lowest such crossing. Denote its endpoint on the left side by @, 1, and
its (+)-cluster in By by C,11. (In this case, C; C By (Ry11) for 1 < i < 0.)
We can repeat the above argument and obtain the following:

Rs41 exists in By, above Ui<i<,C;,
(4.7)  p | but one of the conditions (LI)-(3) fails | {R;, C; }<i<o

for its cluster Cyyq
< 4e.
Consequently, we have for every integer p > 0,

(4.8) there exists a horizontal (+)-crossing R of By, such that
' #\' one of the conditions (A1)-(@3) fails for its cluster C

< u(there exist more than p disjoint crossing (4 )-clusters of Bl)
+ 4pe.
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Using the Connection lemma, we can see that

u(there exist more than p disjoint crossing (+)-clusters of Bl)

{Ri, Ci}lgigk)

< ﬁ there exists a horizontal (+)-crossing of B,
e H above Cy

x u(there exists a horizontal (+)-crossing of By )
< (1 - 564/4)p+17

if in addition n3(8,e9) < 2872 < L(h,e&y), where ns is given in section 3.
Combining this with (48]), and taking first p large, then £ small so that

(49) (1 — 564/4)p + 4p€ < 5,
we can obtain

(4.10) there exists any horizontal (+)-crossing R of By, such that
' H one of the conditions (@I))-(£3)) fails for its cluster C

<.

To this £ > 0, we choose My(e) by Lemma [2.9, and choose 1 satisfying
(@35). After that we take k so that

2k > max{n 'na, 70", 4n;3(8, &)}
Then h should satisfy that L(h,eq) > 2872 O

Remark 4.2. 1) In the proof, we used the Connection lemma for rectangles
with widths not exceeding 2!, therefore from Remark 3.2, Lemma .1 holds
still true when ny < 2% < 25L(h, &q) provided that My > 4 (see (A5).

2) We will require a stronger condition than (49]) for p and 1 in the later
discussion, but we will not have to change the statement of Lemma L1l See
the discussion in the next section 5.3.
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5 Extension argument

Here we present Ising version of Lemmas 4 and 5 of [I1].

5.1 Blocks

The main idea in the subsequent sections is to divide S(2¥) into suitable
blocks. The sizes of blocks differ according to problems and also the relative
location of these blocks in S(2%). Let us begin with definition of such blocks.

Definition 5.1. Let 1 < j < k be integers and for every v € S(2%), let Q;(v)
denote the square

(0127, (0, +1)27] x (6527, (£ + 1)27],

which contains v, unless ;27 = —2F or ;29 = —2k. If ¢,27 = —2% but
0927 # —2% then we put

Q;(v) = [=2F, =27 + 27) x (6,27, (03 + 1)27].
If (527 = —2F but ¢,27 # —2* then we put

Q;(v) = ((127, (£y + 1)27] x [-2F, —2F 4 27].
Finally, if /127 = (4,27 = —2* then we put

Q;(v) = [-2F, —2F + 27] x [-2F, —2F 4- 27].

Thus, the totality of distinct Q;(v)’s form a partition of S(2*). Hereafter
in this section we fix v € S(2%) with v = (v!, v?) such that 0 < v? < v'. The
following argument can be easily modified to v € S(2*) in other cases.

Let z;(v) be the lower left corner of @Q);(v), i.e.,

(5.1) zj(v) = (:Ejl(v),:pf(v)) = (0,27, 0,27).
Then for m > 0, let
(5.2) ST (v) = ;(v) + S(27H™).

If v is near the boundary of S(2), then S7"(v) may not be inside of S(2).
In this case, we consider the following box T7"(v) instead of Sj*(v),

(5.3) T (v) = [2F — 2707 28] o [a5 (v) — 277 a2 (v) + 2747
if 22(v) 4 27t < 2% and
(5.4) Tr(v) = [28 — 27t 2k

J
if 22(v) + 2™ > 2F,
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m+1 m
Lemma 5.2. 1. T/""(v) D T/"(v).
2. If S7"(v) € S(2F) and S"*'(v) ¢ S(2), then S7(v) C T (v).
The proof is straightforward, so we omit it. Let
(5.5) my = mj(v) = max{m > 0: S7"(v) C S(29)}.

5.2 Block events: inwards

We put

[ Gsodie\
59 0 om (B

Let 0 = 6(gp) > 0 be given by

_ 1 -1
(5.7) 6= =C;

By Lemma .}, we can choose n = n(ep,d) > 0 and ny = ny(n, o) such that

there exists a crossing (+)-cluster in B, 15
a which does not have an (7, k)-fence - '

for every k with ny < 2% < min{L(h,e), 3}, where p = pry or p for
0 <t < 1. The above inequality is valid for crossing (—x)-clusters, too. Let
j1 be sufficiently large such that

(5.8) max{n_lng((Sn_lLeo), n4(77,50)} < 20

and we assume that 2/' < 28 < min{L(h,e,), §}. Here, for a real value z,
[x] denotes the smallest integer not less than x.

Let v = (v, v?) € S(2F). As before we assume that 0 < v? < v! for
the sake of argument. We will first define three events on S}'(v), namely
[(v, S7H(v)), A(v, Sj}(v)) and A(v, S7(v)) for 1 < m, in the same way as in
[T1]. These events are prototypes of events we introduce later. After that
we have to modify them as I'(v,T7"(v)), A(v, T} (v)) and A(v,Tj(v)) for
m > mj.

Let I'(v, S7'(v)) be the event such that all the following occur.

1. There exist two (+)-paths ry,73 in S7'(v), connecting v with the inner
boundary 9;, S} (v) of S} (v) such that r1\ {v} and r3\ {v} are disjoint.
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2. There exist two disjoint (—x)-paths 73,7} in S7'(v) connecting (*)-
neighbor of v with 9;,S7!(v).

* * 2 m
3. ry Urg separates 13 and 7} in Sj'(v).

As in the previous section, for each S(27) let B;, for i = 1,2, 3,4 be given by

2 — 272 20 x [, 27],

[

By = [-27,27] x [27 — 2772 27],
[
[

—27 2] x [~27, —27 4 2972],
Note that A
UBi=s@)\s@ " +272-1).
i=1

B;’s are defined for each S(27) by their relative location to the square in
consideration. So, we will define B;, i = 1,2,3,4 for S7}(v) as shifts of B;’s
which are originally defined for S(21%™), by z;, (v).

On the event I'(v, S7'(v)), 1 crosses one of B;’s of S7!(v). Assume that
the endpoint of r; is in B;. Then r; surely crosses B;. Let C; be the (+)-
connected component in B; containing the endpoint of ry. Similarly, we
define (+4)-connected component Cs of some B; which contains the endpoint
of r3, and (—x*)-components C;, C; of some of B;’s containing endpoints of r3,

and rj, respectively. Then we define

" B m ~any of C,C5,Cs,Cy
(5.9)  A(v, Sh (v),n) = {w € (v, ST (v)) : has an (1, j; + m)-fence |

To define A(v, S7"(v)), we introduce other rectangles in S(27). Let A;, i =
1,2, 3,4 be given by

(27, 29 4 29-2] x [~29-2 2],
[—29-2, 292 x [20 — 29-2 2i],
[ — 292 24] x [—2i=2 29-2],
(292, 20-2] x [~29, —27 + 277,

A
Ay
5.10
(5.10) o
Ay

We also define A; by their relative locations to S(27), and we can define
them for S7"(v) as shifts of A;’s, which are originally defined for S(2/**™),

by Ljy ('U)
Now, define the event A(v, S7(v)) as the subset of I'(v, S7!(v)) such that
all the following occur.
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1. 7y and 73 connect v with the left and the right sides of S7!(v), respec-
tively; 5 and r} connect (x)-neighbors of v with the top and the bottom
sides of ST'(v), respectively.

2. 1 N (Ui<i<aBi) C A; and 17y N (Ur<i<aBi) C Ais, for i =1, 3.

3. There are vertical (4)-crossings in 4; and Aj, and horizontal (—x)-
crossings in Ay and Ay.

These events are not occurring inside S(2%) if m} < m, and in this case, we
have to modify the definition of them.

Let I'(v, T77(v)) be the event such that all of the following occur.

1. There exists a (+)-path 7, in T["(v), connecting v with 9;, T} (v) \
9»S(2%), and a (+)-path r3 connecting v with 9, 77" (v), such that
r1 \ {v} and r3 \ {v} are disjoint.

2. There exists a (—*)-path 3 in T (v), connecting (x)-neighbor of v with
9 T7M(v) \ {x! = 2¥}, and a (—x)-path r} connecting (x)-neighbor of v
with 95,7 (v) \ 0 S(2%) in T7(v).

* * 1 m
3. 11 Urg separates 75 and rj in 17" (v).

Then we have to define B;’s for Tj7(v). We take the same relative location
to T7(v) as before. For example,

Y

By = [2F — 2ivtmal gk _ givtmAl g piim=2] o (2 — it g2 4 gt

where ¢ = (t',1?) denotes the center of T/"(v). Note that t' = 28 — 271+,
and t* = 22 (v) if 3 (v) + 277" < 2F 17 = 2F — 274 if 2 () 4 201H™ > 2K,
The left side of By is the same as the left side of T7"(v). In the same way, we
can define By, By and B,. Then we also define connected components C;, C;,

corresponding to 7; and 77, ; for i = 1,3 as before. Let

(5.11)  A(v, T

P

(v)) = each of Cy,C;,Cs,C} has an (n, j; + m)-fence
v = if its endpoint is not in 9;,S5(2)

Let A; be defined for 77" (v) so that their relative locations for T7(v) are the
same as those for S(2/17™).

Now we define A(v, Tj*(v)). First, in the case where T/ (v) # (2%, 2F),we
define A(v,T}'(v)) as a subset of I'(v,Tj*(v)) such that all the following
occur.

1. 7y and 73 connect v with the left side and the right side of T7"(v),
respectively.
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2. r5 and 7} connect (x)-neighbor of v with the top side and the bottom
side of T7'(v), respectively.

3. T1 N (UZ’:17274B¢) C .Al, and T;(Jrl N (UZ’:17274B¢) C A’H—l) for ¢ = 1, 3.

4. There exist a vertical (+)-crossing in 4, and horizontal (—x)-crossings
in both AQ and A4.

5. T3 N (Ui:1,2746i) = (Z)

Next, when T7"(v) 3 (2%,2%), we define A(v,T/"(v)) as the subset of
['(v, Tj*(v)) such that all the following occur.

L. 7, and 73 connect v with the left side and the right side of Tj!(v),
respectively.

2. r5 and 7} connect (x)-neighbor of v with the top side and the bottom
side of T7'(v), respectively.

3. T1 ﬂ(Bl UB4) C .Al, and ’I“Zﬂ (Bl UB4) C A4.

4. There exist a vertical (+)-crossing in 4;, and a horizontal (—x)-crossing

in A4.
5. (T;UTg)ﬂ (Bl UB4) = @

For later use let us introduce the notation RJ!(v) to denote S7!(v) if m < mj,
and T3 (v) if m > mj.

Lemma 5.3 (cf. (2.43) in [11]). Let 2/* < 2 < min{L(h, ), 5}. Then for
t €10,1] and every m > 1, we have

(5.12) p (Alv, B (v))) < Cuy’ (A(v, RH(v))),

where C) is the constant given by (5.6)).
As a result we can find some constant Cy > 0 which depends only on g
and 77, such that

) (Ao, R} (v))) = CoC7™

for every m > 1.

Proof. This lemma can be proved essentially in the same way as in [I1] by
using the connection lemma in place of independence.
First, we consider the case where R!(v) = S7'(v) and Rﬂ“(v) = S;’f“(v).

Let A; and A} denote A;’s corresponding to S7*(v) and S7"*!(v), respectively.
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Then take a new rectangle Dy which intersects both A; and A}. To be precise,
we define D; as the rectangle

Tj (U) + [_2]'1+m+17 _oitm 2j1+m72] % [_2j1+m—27 2j1+m—2].

Also we write D, D3, D, for rectangles obtained by rotating D; successively
by right angles in the clockwise direction around xj, (v), so that D; intersects
A; and A; for i =1,2,3,4. Let D; be the event given by

there are a vertical (+)-crossing in A} and
a horizontal (+)-crossing in D;

fort=1,3 and

D — there are a horizontal (—x)-crossing in A} and
e a vertical (—x)-crossing in D;

for i = 2,4. Then we have
4
Av, 871 ()) N[ Di € Aw, Spt (v)).
=1

Therefore we have to estimate j;-probability of A(v, S§*(v))N DN ---NDy.
To do this, for w € A(v, S7}(v)) let 71(w), 75 (w), 73(w), 75 (w) be given as
follows.

e 71(w) is the rightmost vertical (+)-crossing in Ay,

e 7 (w) is the lowest horizontal (—x)-crossing in A,

e 73(w) is the leftmost vertical (+)-crossing in Asz, and

e 7;(w) is the highest horizontal (—x)-crossing in Ay.
So we divide A(v,Sj!(v)) into disjoint subsets according to the shape of
Ti, Tipq's. We write it simply by

A(v, S5'(v)) = U A(v, S5 (v); 1, 75, T3, Ty )-
TS 3T

7 (7f,) divides A; (A;11) into two parts. We denote by O(7;) (O(7/,,))
the part of A; (A;+1) adjacent to S(zj (v),270T™ — 271472 — 1), Then we
define for each realization 71, 75, 73, 74, A(v, Sj(v); 71, 75, 73, 71) as the event
occurring in the region

Uiz1,30(7:) U O(771) U S(x), (v), 277 — 204m=2 1)

such that all the following occur.

39



L 7r(w) =7 (W) = 1,0 = 1,3,
2. There exists a (4)-path 7; in O(r;) U S(ay, (v), 21+m — 214m=2 _ 1)
connecting 7; with v, for i = 1,3. 7, \ {v} and 73 \ {v} are disjoint.

3. There exists a ( *)-path 77, ; in O(7/,,)US(z;, (v), giitm _gjitm=2 _ 1)
connecting 7 ; with a (*)-neighbor point of v. 75 and 7} are disjoint.

4. 71 Ury separates 75 and 7 in the region

U [e(m) ue(m)] uS(ay, (v), 2+ — 2m=2 — 1),

i=1,3
Further, let
Di(r) = { 'there exists a vertical (+)—chSsing ir:n ﬂ;, an‘d }
7; is connected by a (+)-path with 9;,S7"" (v) in D;
and
) there exists a horizontal (—x)-crossing in Aj_,

Dia (1) = and 77, is connected by a (—x)-path with
aan;?Jrl( ) n DZ+1
for i = 1,3. Dy(7;) is an event occurring in D; \ O(7;), and D;y1(75,,) is an
event occurring in Di+1 \ ©(7},,). By this notation, we have

A(v, ST (v ﬂﬂD

’]1

= U Aw@Sp);im )0 () D) N Dia(ri)

T1,T \T3,T4 i=1,3
Note that the union in the right hand side is disjoint. By the Connection
lemma and the FKG inequality, we have for ¢« = 1, 3,
016020
16

The same estimate is valid for DZ-H(TZ-L) for i = 1,3, too. Therefore we have

1 (Di(3) | Fippeme) >

,ut( U,Sj”f ﬁﬂD

3160 "
< 1;620) S N (A, SP ()T, T T, T))

7—177—2*77-377—4

(51%0) 1Y (A, ST'())).

v

v
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Thus, we obtain

(80 5p0) < (222) 4 (A5 0).

Next, we consider the case where m = mj. So, RJ(v) = SZL{ (v) and

Rmﬂ( )= Tjnfﬁl(v). In this case we do not use Aj. There are two possible
cases.

Case 1 7}2”“1(1)) does not contain the upper right corner (2%,2%) of S(2F).
In this case, we take rectangles D, D3 and corridors Us, Uy to connect A;
with A} for each i. Namely, U, is a corridor of side length 2/17™i~1 and it

connects Ay with Aj in the following way:
2

Uy =Dy1UDy5UDy 3

Doy = [z, (v) = 2772 ) (v) + 27777

X [a, () + 20— M2 g2 (y) 4 g Rt
Dy = [28 — 27nmit "Ejll( ) + 272

X [, (v) + 27 0 (v) + 277 4 27,
Dyy = [2F — 20+mith ok _ gitmitl | gjitmi—1)

[l 51
X [22 (v) + 2741 22 (v) + 2 FmiH,

As the length of U, we take the sum of lengths of {D5;},;—123, so it is at
most (2 4 2 4 2)27Fmi~t = 6. 2j1+m7_ We take U, as a symmetric image
of Uy Wlth respect to the line {#* = z7 (v)}. The rectangles Dy, D5 are given
by

Dl _ [Qk . 2]’1-%—77%{—}—27 x}l (U) . 2j1+m{ + 2j1+m{—2]

[ ? ( ) 2j1+m’1‘72’x§1<v> +2j1+m1‘72]
Ds = [wj, (v) + 27 — 272 9]
x a3,

( ) gjitmi—=2 ;.2 (v) +2j1+m*{—2].

7N

Their lengths are at most (4 + 1)2/1#mi~1 and (2 + 1)27rFmi-1,

Now we do the same thing as before. We use the Connection lemma to
connect 7; with ain@TT+1(v) in D;, and 77, with ain@TT+1(v) in U;y4, for
i =1,3. Also, we require the existence of a vertical (+)-crossing in 4;, and
a horizontal (—x)-crossing in each of A, and Ay.

Then by the connection lemma, we have

i (Alv, ST (v))) < (54f216) R (53i216) : (%0) (A T ).
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Case 2 7}?”1(2}) contains the upper right corner (2%,2%) of S(2%). In this
case, we do not use Aj, either. We use D5 to connect straightly Ay with the
top side of TJTTH(U) and D3 as above. We need corridors U; and U, to connect
A; with A} for i = 1,4, whose lengths do not exceed (2 + 2 + 4)2/1Fmi-1,
Then arguing as above, we have

ms O6id16 020\ mi+1
¥ (8 57 ) < (%) (A T ).
Finally, we consider the case where m > mj. In this case, also we have to
consider whether ijﬂ contains the upper right corner of S(2%) or not. But
the essential changes are:
e We do not need D3 or As. For, on the event A(v,Tj(v)) we have
already a (+)-path connecting v with the right boundary of T]T“(v)
in the smaller box T} (v).

As a result, we have

(000 < (00) 7 (08) v )

when T7"+!(v) does not contain (2*,2%), and

ooy < (207 () awre)

if T"*!(v) contains (2¥,2"), since we use D, to connect Aj straightly with
the top side of S(2%).
Finally, for m > 1, (512) implies that

Y (A, B1(0))) = Cr " (A(v, R, (v))) > C7™Ch,
where we can take
Cy=0C - (1 + 6(4hc+8)/(ﬁT))7#S}l (U).

O

Remark 5.4. Since we use Connection lemma in the proof, and by Re-
marks and [£2], the restriction that 28 < L(h,gp) can be relaxed to
2k < 26L(h, 80).
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Lemma 5.5 (cf. (2.38) in [I1]). Let 27" < 2¥ < min{2°L(h, &), ¥}, and
v € S(2%). Then there exists a constant Cs(n) > 0 depending only on &,
and 7, such that the following statements hold.

(i) For 1 <m < k — j;, we have

pi (Av, S(0)) < Camp” (A(v, S (v))).

(ii) For m} + 1 < m < k, we have

pr (Mo, T (v))) < Cs(n)p (Ao, TjH (v))).

Proof. The proof of this lemma is the same as in [I1]. We use corridors to
connect each of r1, 73,73 and rj to the boundary of S (v) or /" (v) by
using the connection lemma.

(i) Assume that A(v, S7(v)) occurs. Then let r1,73 be (+)-paths connecting
v with 0,57 (v), and let 13, 7] be (—*)-paths connecting x-neighbor of v with
Oin STt (v), such that r \ {v} and r3 \ {v} are disjoint, and r; U r3 separates
ry from r;. ry crosses one of B;’s, say B; for simplicity. Then let C; be the
(4)-connected component in By, containing the endpoint of ry in 9, ST (v).
We assume that r; contains the left endpoint a(1) = (a'(1),a*(1)) of the
lowest crossing of B; in C;. Corresponding to this ry, we prepare a corridor
of width 2n27*"™ connecting 0S};(v) with the left side of SJ’-?H(U) such that
it contains the rectangle

[al(l) — \/ﬁ2j1+m’ al(l) — 1] X [a2(1) _ 772j1+m’ CL2<1) + ,’72j1+m].

The length of the corridor can be made less than 8 - 2/1+m+1 = 271+m+4 Ty
ther, this corridor crosses A} horizontally. Here, as before A; corresponds
to S7'(v) and Aj corresponds to S;-?—H(U). In the same way, the corridor
corresponding to 73 contains the rectangle of longer side length /72/**™ and
the shorter side length 21n2/tT™_ one of the shorter side of which is neigh-
bor to 9;,S7(v), and this rectangle is located outside of Sj'(v). Further
this corridor connects the endpoint of r; with the top side of OZ-HS;?H(U)
crossing A} vertically. In this way we can prepare corridors corresponding
to ri,73,73,73. Since A(v, S7'(v)) occurs, these corridors can be chosen to
be pairwise disjoint, if 1 is sufficiently small. By (£H), and My > 1, this is
possible.

Since C; has an (1, j; + m)-fence, C; is connected by a (+)-path with the
lower side of the rectangle

[al(l) — \/7_72j1+m’ al(l) — 1] X [a2(1) _ 772j1+m’ a2(1) + 772j1+m]’
going above a(1) and in the region S(a(1), \/727**™)\ S(a(1),n2/*+™). Con-

ditioning on the lowest of such (+)-paths, and using the Connection lemma,
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we see that there is a constant C'; > 0 depending on ¢y and 7, such that the
conditional probability of the event that there is a (+)-path in this corridor
connecting the above lowest (+)-path with the left side of S}?“(v) is not
less than C3. We do the same thing for each corridors, except that we have
to consider (—sx)-paths in the corridors corresponding to r3 and r}. Note
that we can choose a common constant for the above constant C for each
of corridors. Thus, we have

m *\ — 5 - m
¥ (A sp) < (€7 (5 (B0 spT ).
Note that C3 can be taken to satisfy

« < Ospdie
with an integer p > 23~
(ii) The argument is the same as above, but we have to take care of two cases.
In A(v, Tt (v)), each of the paths ri,73, 7] ends one of three sides of T} (v),
namely the left, top or bottom side. Only r3 can end at the right side.

If 3 does not end at the right side of 7}"(v), then by definition of
A(v, Tj?(v)) each of the (+)-clusters Ci’s ((—x)-clusters Cj,’s) containing
the endpoints a(i) of r; (a*(i + 1) of 7}, ,) for i = 1,3, has an (1, j1 + m)-
fence. Then we choose corridors corresponding to 71,75 and rj as before. We
choose the corridor corresponding to r3 in

Tff” (U) \ (Bl U BQ U 64)

so that it connects S(a(3),/727**™) with the right side of 777+ (v).

If 73 ends at the right side of T}(v), then we only take care of corridors
corresponding to ry, 75 and 7.

Thus, we can choose C3(n) in the statement of the lemma as the above
(C3) M (d16/4) 7"

Finally, the bound that 2¥ < 2°L(h,&y) comes from the fence argument,
Lemma 4.1 O

Lemma 5.6 (cf. Lemma 4, (2.37) in [11]). Besides the condition (5.8§)), we
assume further that

(5.14) C(4n)*e " < § for every n > 27",

Then there exists a constant K > 0 depending only on ¢y, 7, and j;, such
that for 2/t < 28 < min{2°L(h, o), %}, the following statements hold for
t €0,1].
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(i) For 3 <m < k — j;, we have

i (D(0, 57 (0))) < Kpl¥ (Ao, ST (0)).

I J1 9 J1

(i) N (D0, 0 () < Kpl (Ao, T (0)), i m* +1 > 3.

) ]1
(iii) For max{3,m} + 1} <m < k — j;, we have

u (D(0, TP W) < Kpl (A(w, TI)).

T YT
Hereafter we always assume that j; satisfies (5.8)) and (5.14)).

Proof. (i) This part is just the same as the proof of Lemma 4 of [I1]. We
start with the following inequality.

) (T(v, S () < Y (T(v, S7(v)))
< pp (A, ST () + Y (D(v, ST (w)) \ Alw, ST H(v))).

b ]1 b ]1 ) ]1

If T'(v, S;’f_l(v)) occurs but A(v, S;’f_l(v)) does not occur, then we can see
that

o I'(v, S;-?_2<U)) occurs, and

e for at least one of rectangles B;,i = 1,2,3,4 which correspond to
Si"(v), there is a (+)-crossing cluster or (—x)-crossing cluster, con-
necting longer sides of the rectangle, such that this (+)-cluster (or
(—x)-cluster) does not have an (7, j + m — 1)-fence.

Since S;?*Q(v) and By U - - - U By are of (*-distance 271773 we have

pe (Do, S5 H0) \ Aw, S5 (v))

b ]1 ) ]1

< (80 + CXm o™ N (T (v, §772(0))).
By (5:14) we have

pe (Do, S~ (v)))
<" (A(v, 8771 () + 95 (D (v, ST 2(v))).

Lt LA
Iterating this until we get to S} (v), we have

pi (C(v, S5 (v))

m—3

< D (90) ! (Aw, S5 (w))) + (98)™ 24" (T (v, Sj, (v))).

) M1 » M1
=0
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By Lemma [5.5],

py (A(v, ST () < Cs(m)py (A(v, S (v)),

and since by Lemma [5.3]

pe (D(v, 85, (v)) <1< C3'CPpy (A(v, 87 (v))),

L) | L) ]

and
e (A, S74(v)) < Oy (Av, S7(v))),
we obtain
pi (D, S5 () <K' (Av, S} (v)))
for some positive constant K; which depends only on &g, 7; and 7.
(ii) By the above argument we have

i (v, S5 () < Kl (A0, S5 (1))

b ]1

and by Lemma 5.3 we have
mi+1 mj
ue (D, T () < (D(w, 87 (0))

< Ky (A(v, S} ()

) _]1

< KOl (A (0, T0 ().

YT

(iii) Since we proved the inequality for m = mj + 1, we can assume that
m > mj + 1. The same argument as in the proof of (i) shows that

pl (D, Tr)) < Y (96) 1 (A(w, T (v)))
=0
+(98)™ ™ N (D(w, T (v)))

<Ca(n) Y (96C) 1Y (A(w, Tj(v)))

=0

+(98)™ MU Oyl (Ao, T (0)).

) ]1

Here, we used the result in (ii). By this and Lemma (.3, we have desired
inequality. 0
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5.3 Block events: outwards

We start with the simplest case where 0 < m < mj. In this case, ST (v) is
a subset of 5(2").
Let I'(S7"(v), S(2¥)) be the event such that all the following occur.

1. There exist (+)-paths 71,73 such that r; connects 957 (v) with the left
side of S(2%), and r3 connects 95} (v) with the right side of S(2¥).

(
)
2. There exist (—x)-paths 3, rj such that 75 connects 95} (v) with the top
side of 5(2%), and r} connects 0S]"(v) with the bottom side of S(2%).

Next, in order to define fences, we introduce B;,1 < i < 4. For a = (a*, a?)
and r > 0, let
Si(a,r) = S(a,r) N {z" <a'},

and let S;1(a,r) be the clockwise rotation of S;(a, r) by a right angle around
a for i = 1,2,3. Then we put
(5.15) B; := Si(wj, (v), 274 4 2742\ ST (y)

for i = 1,2,3,4. Note that B; € S(2¥) if m < m?.

Crossing clusters: Let
(5.16) @i := OinSiwj, (v), 27F™ + 27FM72) \ S7(v),

and &1, §2, &3, &4 be the left, top, right, bottom sides of 0S¥ (v), respectively.
A crossing (+)-cluster [(—x)-cluster] in B; is a (+)-cluster [(—x)-cluster] in B;
such that it connects ¢; with &;. Then we can define crossing (+)-clusters and
crossing (—x)-clusters in terms of ¢; and ;. Let C be a crossing (+)-cluster
of B;. We define its endpoint a(C) by the lowest point of C N & if ¢ = 1,3
and the leftmost point of C N ¢&; if i = 2,4. (This definition corresponds to
our assumption that 0 < v? < v!.) The endpoint a(C*) of a (—x*)-cluster C*
in B; is defined in the same way.

Fences: Let C; be a crossing (+)-cluster in B,. We say that C; has an
(1, 71 + m)-fence if all the following events occur:

L. |a(C1) —a(C)] > 2,/m2/**™ for every crossing (+)-cluster C of By, such
that C;NC = 0.

2. |a(C) — a(C*)| > 2,/m2/1+™  for every crossing (—x)-cluster C* of B,
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3. Put a = a(Cy) = (a',a?), and

T, :=[a' + 1,a" + /2™ x [@® — 27T, a® + 27177,
Then there exists a vertical (+)-crossing of T, N S!(v) which is con-
nected by a (+)-path with C; in S(a, \/727*t™) \ S(a,n2+m).
The definition of fences for a crossing (+)-cluster C; [(—x)-cluster C/] for
1 < i < 4 will be obvious. Now we define A(S(v), S(2)) as the subset of
f(Sj’?f(v), S(2%)) such that any of crossing (+)-clusters and (—x) clusters in

B; of Sj’?(v) has an (7, j; + m)-fence, for every 1 <i < 4. Then let

Al — le (U) + [_2j1+m . 2j1+m72’ _2j1+m] % [_2j1+m72’ 2j1+m—2]

Y

and let A, be the clock-wise rotation of A; by aright angle around z;, (v) for
i =1,2,3. Finally, we define A(S7"(v), S(2")) as a subset of [(S7(v), S(2¥))
such that

1. T; N (U1§j§4l§j) C /L and T;(Jrl N (U1§j§4l§j) C Ai-ﬁ-l for 1 = 1, 3, and

2. for i = 1,3 there is a vertical (+)-crossing in A;, and a horizontal
(—%)-crossing in A; ;1.

Next, we consider the case where m = mj. In this case, B, and B; may
not be inside S(2%).

If S (v) C {max{a: 2?2} < 2F — 201Fmi=2} “then we can use the events
f(S H(v), S(2F)), (S]"l“( v), S(2%)) and A(SZI(U),S(Q"“)) as above.
If d(S7' (v), S(2¥)°) < 272 and ST (v) € {a? < 28 —271+m-2} then
we put

SZLT (v) = [} (v) — 2475 28] x [a2 (v) — 24 42 (v) + 20,

and let f(gxf(v),S(Zk)) be defined in the same way as f(SZT(v),S(Zk)),
except that we do not require the existence of r3. Correspondingly we do not
use By or Aj for S (v), either. Then we define

(5.17) B;:= S(25) N [Si(xy, (v), 22055 4 2004mi=2)\ G ()],
and
(5.18) 5 1= S(2%) N [0 Si(y, (v), 2975 4 271Fmi=2) \ 57 ()]

for i = 1,2,4. Let & denote the left, top, and bottom sides of 8§$I,for

1 = 1,2,4, respectively. We define A; as before for i = 1,2,4. We have to
add a condition to the definition of fences in B;. Namely, a crossing (+)-
cluster C in B; has an (1, j; + mj)-fence if all the following occurs,
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1. |a(C) —a(Cy)| > 2,/m2/* ™1 for every crossing (+)-cluster C; in B;, such
that CNCy = 0.

2. |a(C) — a(C*)| > 2,/72"*t™ for every crossing (—x)-cluster C* in B;.

3. There exists a (+)-path which crosses shorter direction of Ty ), and is
connected by a (+)-path with C in

5(2) 1 [S(a(C), 72" +) \ S(a(C), n2 )],

Fences for crossing (—x)-clusters in B; are defined in the same way.

Then A(le (v), S(2)) is defined as a subset of f‘(SZT (v), S(2*%)) such that
every crossing (+)-cluster and crossing (—sx)-cluster of B;, (i = 1,2,4) has
an (1,71 + mj)-fence. The set A(S’;?l (v), S(2%)) is then defined as a subset
of f’(gj’"f(v), S(2*)) such that

1. N (Uj:1,2,4[;’j) C A,
2. ri N (Uj:1,2,4l§j) - -'le‘+1 fori=1,3, and

3. there exists a vertical (+)-crossing in Ay, and there exists a horizontal
(—%)-crossing in A for i =1, 3.

If d(S7 (v), S(25)¢) < 277+™i-2 and 87" (v) ¢ {a® < 2% —271+7i-2} then
we put
S;-Tl(v) = [x]ll(v) — 20rFmi 9k [x?l(v) — ivtmi ok],

and we define f(SZT (v), S(2%)) as the event such that

1. there exists a (+)-path r connecting 8§ZT(U) with the left side of
S(2%), and

2. there exists a (—x*)-path r} connecting 85”;?{ (v) with the bottom side

of S(2).
B; and ¢; are given by (517) and (5I8), and &, &, are given as the left

and the bottom sides of SZT(U), respectively. A; are the same as before for
i=1,4.

Then we define A(S’Zl{ (v), S(2%)) and A(S’;?(v), S(2%)) in terms of ry, 7}
and B;, A; for i = 1,4, as before.

Finally, consider the case where m > mj. If T/ (v) C {2® < 2F—2/1tm=2}
then let f(Tff(v), S(2%)) be the event such that
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1. there exists a (4)-path 1 in S(2%) connecting T} (v) with the left side
of S(2%), and

2. there exist (—*)-paths 75 and 7 in S(2¥) such that 73 connects 977" (v)
with the top side of S(2¥), and 7} connects 9T} (v) with the bottom
side of S(2%).

To define B;, recall that ¢t = (¢, ¢%) denotes the center of T/"(v), i.e.,
th=2F —2itm  and  t* =22 (v),

in this case. Then Tj"(v) = S(t,27'7™), and we put

(5.19) B := S(28) N [Si(t, 270 4+ 20\ T ()],
and
(5.20) @; == S(2%) N [9;,8:(t, 270 H™ 4 271 Hm=2) \ T;”f(v)}

for i =1,2,4. We call §; the left side of T7", & the top side of T}, and &, the

~ N']l ! 3
bottom side of T7". We define A; for T} (v) as the t-shift of A; for S(217)

for ¢+ = 1,2,4. Then, correspondingly we can define A(I}T(v),S(Z’“)) and
ATy, 5@). R
If TP (v) # (2%, 2%) and TjY(v) ¢ {2® < 28 — 2772}, then we define

m ok i1+m+1 ok 2 i1+m ok
17]1<U>_[2 -2 72]X[t -2 72]
and define IN“(T}T(U), S(2%)) as the event such that

1. there exists a (+)-path r; in S(2¥) connecting 87:]’?(2}) with the left side
of S(2%), and

2. there exists a (—*)-path r} in S(2%) connecting 87:]’?(2}) with the bottom
side of S(2%).

In this case and the next case, we use BZ-, i, & and A, for i = 1,4. Then
definitions of By, 1, and & are modified as follows:

By = [Sy(t, 2™ 4 20T\ T (v)] N S(2F),
1 = [OnSi(8, 277 + 2\ T (0)] 1 5(29),

where ¢ is the center of T]"(v), and &, denotes the left side of T]”f(v) Def-

initions of 5’4, w4, &4 and ./L,i = 1,4 are the same as in the previous case.
Then, correspondingly we can define A(T7"(v), S(2%)) and A(T7"(v), S(2%)).
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If /" (v) > (2%,2"), then we define f(]}’?(v), S(2%)), /~\(T;1”(v), S(2%)) and
A(T]T(v), S(2%)), by using only r; and rj connecting IT7(v) with the left
and bottom sides of S(2F), respectively. B; are defined by (5.19), and ¢; are
defined by (5:20), both for i = 1,4. The definitions of A; and &; are the same
as in the case where (T7"(v) C {z* < 2F — 271m=2},

With these modifications, as in section 4 we obtain

there exists a crossing (+)-cluster in B, <5
which does not have an (7, j; + m)-fence ) = 7

for pw = pryp, or Y, if ny < 2017 < 28 < I But we have to choose p, e to
satisfy

p
(5.21) (1 - 517176) +dpe <6

instead of ([@9), and 7 to satisfy (£4]) and ([@3). Anyway, the statement of
Lemma .l is correct in this case, too. .

Let R}!(v) denote one of S7!(v), S7!(v), Tj'(v) and T} (v) corresponding
to each cases discussed above.

Lemma 5.7. Let 27! < 2% < min{2°L(h,y),¥}. Then for ¢ € [0,1] and
every 1 < m < k — j;, we have

(5.22) pi (ARG (v),5(2))) < Cupd! (AR} (0),5(2%))), and

J1

(5.23)  pY(A(RT(v),S(2%)) = oy B,

J1

where C} is the constant given by (5.6]).

The proof of this lemma goes parallel to that of Lemma 5.3l This time
the bound (dgsdis)/16 appears when T7'(v) > (2%,2%). As for (5.23), note

that éfl_jl (v) = S(2%), and we understand that A(S(2F), S(2%)) = Q.

Lemma 5.8. Let 2/ < 28 < min{2°L(h,e0),5}. There exists a constant
Cy(n) > 0 depending only on €y and 7, such that for ¢ € [0,1] and 0 < m <
k— jl - ]-7

(5.24) pe (ARG (0), 5(2Y)) < Calmuy’ (AR (v), S(21)).

The proof of this lemma goes parallel to that of Lemma [5.5, but we have
to remark two points.
1°) By definition of T, in defining fences, half of T, may not be inside RZLH (v).
Therefore the width of corridors connecting 7, and one of A,’s may be equal
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to n27ttmFL The length of the corridors can be made less than or equal to
8 - 2717+ Thus, we can use the same constant Cj in (5.13) in this case,
too.

2°) We have to consider the case where 5’;?(@) or TNJT(U) appears as R;»’}(v),
or the case where Rﬁ(v) = S7!(v) and R;»?-H(U) = T]T—H(U). But the proof
of the lemma in these cases is a combination of the use of corridors and the
proof of Lemma [5.7

Lemma 5.9. Assume the conditions (B.8) and (BI4). Let 27" < 28 <
min{2°L(h,&9),5}. Then there exists a constant K > 0 depending only
on ji,n and &g, such that for ¢t € [0,1] and 0 < m < k — j; — 2,

(525) ) (D(RE(),S(24) < Kul (AR (), 5(2)).

The proof goes parallel to that of Lemma 5.6l
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6 Extension argument II

In this section, we give an analogy to the argument in the previous section
related to the one-arm event

{0 & 8,,5(25)).

The argument here is similar to that of subsection 5.3, so we are going to use

essentially the same notation as in 5.3. Also, as in the previous section, we

assume thatv € S (2"“) and 0 < v? < v! for the sake of argument. Throughout

this section, we assume that j; satisfies the conditions (5.8)) and (5.14)).
First, we define the event f‘o(}??f(v), S(2%)) in two cases.

(i) If ﬁ’;}(v) = S7(v), then let IN“O(R;’}(U), S(2%)) be the event such that all
the following occur.

1. There exists a (+)-path r; in S(2*%) connecting O with 8}?;”?(2})

2. There exists another (+)-path r3 in S(2*) connecting 8}?;”?(1)) with
OimS(2F).

3. There exists a (—x)-path t* in S(2F) \ R;’f(v) starting and ending at
811’;7}(11) such that it separates r; and 73 in S(2%)\ R;’}(v)

(ii) If R;’}(v) is one of gj’-’f(v), f]”f(v) and T} (v), then we define fo(]%;’f(v), S(2%))
as the event such that above 1 and the following 3’ occur.
3’. There exists a (—x*)-path t* in S(2F) \ R;’f(v) starting and ending at
81;’;7}(11) such that it separates r; and 95(2%) in S(2%)\ E’;}(z})

We do not require the existence of r3 in this case.

Let Ao(éﬂ(v),S(ZR)) be the subset of fo(Rﬂ(v),S(Qk)) such that for
every i, any crossing (+)-cluster and any crossing (—x)-cluster infg’i has an
(1, J1 + m)-fence. Here, we use {Bi},;o, if Rj(v) = S}(v), {Bi};_i,4 if
R (v) # S (v) such that R}*(v) F (2%, 2%), and {By, B4} if R} (v) 3 (2F,2").

In order to define AO(R?IL(U), S(2%)), there are cases we have to modify
locgtions of A; and A,. We define A; as in the previous section upless
d(R(v), {z* = 2"}) < 3-27+™=2_1If this occurs, then we put A; and Ay on
the left side of R7'(v). Namely, we put

Ap = [yt =272y o 2y 4 20,

A2 — [yl . 2j1+m727 yl] % [y2 + 2j1+m+1 o 2j1+m717 y2 + 2j1+m+1]’
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where y = (y',y?) is the lower left corner of R}”‘f(v) As, A, are defined as
in the previous section. Then we define Ao(]%;’}(v),S(Qk)) as a subset of
f’o(}?ﬂ(v), S(2%)) such that

L m NUB; C A,
2. r3 NU;B; C As when R;’f(v) = S7'(v), and
3. t* starts in .[lg and ends in ./214 such that
" NUB; C Ay U AL
Let
(6.1) m(v) := min{m > 0: 57 (v) D S(v,27%v|x)}.

We will consider only those m’s which satisfy 0 < m < m(v), and therefore
RZL(U) is in distance of the same order as |v| from the origin.

By these definitions, as remarked in 5.3, if we choose p, € to satisfy (5.21]),
and 7 to satisfy (£4) and (45), the statement of Lemma [4.1] is correct.
Further, we have analogous lemmas as in the previous section.

Lemma 6.1. Let 2/ < 2% < min{2°L(h,e,), §'}. Then we have for 0 <t <1
and 0 <m < m(v) —1,

62) g (Mo(RH(0), 8(24))) < Calmi (Do( R (v), 5(2))),
where Cy(n) is the same as in Lemma 5.8

Proof. The proof is quite similar to the proof of Lemma (.8 We use ¢*
instead of r5 and 7. Let B] denote B; for Rﬂ“(v), and A; denote A; for
RY}(v). Since any crossing (+)-cluster and any (—%)-cluster in any of B; has
an (n,71 +m + 1)-fence, on the event AO(R;TH(U), S(2%)), we use corridors
to connect these endpoints to the corresponding A; of R;’f(v) Namely, they

connect endpoint of r; with A;, endpoint of 73 with As; if it exists, endopoints
of t* with Ay and Ay, respectively so that these corridors do not intersect.
The length of these corridors can be made less than 8271+ which ensures
that the proof of Lemma is valid in this case, too. O

To compare i} -probabilities of Ag (R (v), S(2F)) and Ag(R7(v), S(24)),
we need a little more care.
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Lemma 6.2. Let 2/ < 2% < min{26L(h,ey), §}. Then we have for 0 <t <1
and for 0 <m < m(v) — 1,

63) i (BalBpH (1), 5(2)) < Col (Bo(Rp(0), S(29))).

Proof. The proof is quite similar to those of Lemmas 5.3 and 5.7 As before
let us write A/ for A; corresponding to Rm+1( ), and we use A, for those

corresponding to ﬁ’?} (v). Let us consider for example the case where R;’}( v) is

equal to T7"(v) and it contains (2*,2%). Then of course R;?H(};) = Tj??“(v)
also contains (2%, 2%). In this case in order to connect A} with A; in TjTH(v),
we need a corridor of width 2717™~! and its length is equal to 5 - 217™ It
goes straightly to the left boundary of Tj’f“(v) and turns down until it hits

the line {22 = 324 217"~} and again turns to the left to cross A/. In this
case 0gpd16/16 appears. O

Lemma 6.3. Let 2/'*° < 2% < min{4L(h, &), ¥}, and assume that |v]. >

27145 Then there exists a constant Ky > 0 depending only on g, j; and 7,
such that for ¢ € [0, 1] and for 1 < m < m(v),

(6.4) p (Co(Bj (v), S(2))) < Koy’ (Bo(Ry; (v), 5(24))).

Proof. We first prove the case where m = m(v) in two steps.
1°) Assume that |v]o, < 2872, Then m(v) < m} and I;’;}(v) = S7(v) for
every m < m(v).

Let GO(SZ(U) (v), S(2%)) be the event such that all the following conditions
are satisfied.

1. There exists a (+)-path r; connecting O with 8Sm(v (v) in S(2%).

2. There exists another (+)-path 73 connecting GSZ(U)(U) with 0;,5(2")
in S(2%). ry, 73 are disjoint.

Note that Go(Sm(U)( ), S(2F)) D f‘O(SZ(U)(v), S(2%)). We define the following

annuli:

Hy = S(4[v]o0) \ S(2[v]s0),
Ho == S(27[v]o) \ S27%|vle0).

Note also that H, and Hy are subsets of S(2%), and de(Ho, Ho) > |0]oo-
Next, let Uy and U, be corridors in S(2%) with the following properties.

1. The width of Uy and U, is 271t7(®)=2
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2. U, starts from the right side of 0Sj’?(v) (v) in Az of S;?(U) and it goes
straightly to the right side of S(4|v|s) crossing the annulus H,,.

3. Uy connects A; of S;?(v)(v) with 9S(273|v|.). Essentially, Uy goes up
from the top side of S(273|v|s) until the height of A; of S;T(v)(v), and
then it goes to the right until it crosses the A;. When the above route
is impossible, then we take Uy to go to the left first from the left side
of S(273|v|s) with length 272%|v|4, and then to go up until the height
of the A, and turn to the right as above.

Let Ey be the event that there exists a (+)-path in Uy connecting shorter
sides of Uy, and there exists a (+)-circuit in Hg surrounding the origin. Also,
let E, be the event that there exists a (+)-path in U, connecting shorter sides
of U,, and there exists a (+)-circuit in ‘H,, surrounding the origin, respectively.
Then in the event EyNE, ﬂGO(Sm(U)( ), S(2%)), all the following events occur.

1. There exists a (+)-path 71 in UyUS(27%|v|o) which connects the origin
with 0Sj’?(v) (v), and r1 N S(2;, (v), 28T 4 2+m)=2) C 4,

2. There exists a (+)-path 73 in U, UH, US(4|v|s)¢ such that rs connects
the right side of 85;7:(”)(1)) with the right side of S(2%), and

ry 1Sy, (0), 2770 4 9im0=2) € ],

Here, A,’s correspond to S;f(v)( ) Further, let G#(Sm(v)( ), S(2%)) be the
event such that the above 1 and 2 occur, and there are vertical (+)-crossings
in A; and Ajs, respectively. Then by the FKG inequality,

65) N (GESI (), S(24)) = CF ¥ (Go (S5 (v), S(24)))

for some constant C’# which depends only on j; and €.

Then we prepare another corridor U* in (Sjl( (v) U S(27%v]o)¢ with
width 271+™(")=2 which connects the top side and the bottom side of S;?(U) (v),
and

U NS(xj(v), 2im(v) | 9gi+m(v) ) C A U Ay
We choose U* not to intersect Uy or U,, and its length less than 8|v|.. Let

there exists a (—x*)-path ¢* in U * connecting the top
E* = ¢ and the bottom sides of 05 ( ), and there are
horizontal (—x)-crossings in A2 and A,
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Then by our assumptions (£35]) and (5.8]), we can apply the Connection lemma
to obtain

(6.6) pl (B GE(SE M (0), 8(2)) = ¢f

for some constant C’f depending only on j; and 3. Apparently, we have
E*NGE(S)" (v),8(24) € Ao(S] (v), S(2Y),

and by (6.5), (6.6]), and from the fact that

Go(S) (), 8(25)) D To (ST (), S(27)),

J1
we have desired inequality.

2°) When |v]s > 2572, then we do not use the annulus H,. Instead, U, goes
to the right until it reaches 9;,S(2%). Its length is not larger than 4|v|..
Therefore by the same argument as above we obtain the desired inequality.
This completes the proof of the second statement of the lemma.

In the case where 1 < m < m(v) — 1, the proof is similar to that of
Lemmas and in the previous section.
Suppose that 1 < m < m(v) — 1. We start with the following inequality.

) (To(RT (v), S(2%)))
< ) (Mo(R7(v), S(2))) + p (To(R(v), S(2%)) \ Ao(RI'(v), S(2))).

If fO(R?IL(v), S(2*%)) occurs but AO(R?IL(U), S(2%)) does not occur, then we can
see that

° f‘O(RZLH(v), S(2%)) occurs, and

e for at least one of B;’s of R}"‘f(v), there is a crossing (+)-cluster or
crossing (—x)-cluster, connecting ; with & for some ¢, such that this
(4)-cluster (or (—x)-cluster) does not have an (7, j; + m)-fence.

If m > m?, we do not use Bs in the second statement. Since S(2*) \R}T’ILH(U)
and B;’s for Ii’?f(v) are of (*-distance 3 - 27172 by the mixing property we
have

i (Po(R5(0), $(29) \ Ao (R (v), 5(21))
< (85 + C - 6(27 ™) 2T N(To (R (v), S(29))).
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By (5.14) we have

Iterating this until we get to é;?(v) (v), we have

) (To(RT (v), S(2%)))

m(v)—m—1

< D99 1Y (Ro(R (0), 5(24)) + (90)™ O Y (To (R (v), 5(24))).
=0

By Lemma [6.1]
i (Mo(RyH(v), S(24)) < Calmpd (Do(RH 7 (v), S(24)))

for 0 < ¢ < m(v) —m — 1. Further, we already proved that

ui' (Do(R5(0), 5(24)) < CF i (Ro(R] (0), 5(21)).
By Lemma [6.2]
i (Bal (), S(29)) < Clud (Aol R (), S(27)
for every 0 < ¢ < m(v) — m — 1. Hence we have

ue (Do(R (v), 8(24))) < Ko™ (Bo(R7 ™ (v), 5(24)))

for some positive constant K. Since f’o(}?ﬂ(v), S(2%)) is increasing in m <
m(v), this implies the desired inequality. O
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7 Power law estimates for k-arm paths

In this section, we provide some power law estimate for arm events. The
restriction that n < L(h,gp) in each lemma and each theorem is not se-
rious. Namely, by using narrower rectangles properly in the following ar-
guments, this restriction can be easily relaxed to n < 2L(h,eq) or even to
n < 4L(h,ep). So, we remark here that although all the statements in this

section are restricted to n < L(h,&p), but we can obtain similar result for n’s
with n < 4L(h, &g).

7.1 Power law estimate for one-arm path
We define
(1) == prn (0 & 8,5(n)),
mr(n) = prp(0 & 0;,S(n)).
We abbreviate m,(r)(n) (resp. 7 5 (n)) to mer(n) (resp. mi(n)).

Theorem 7.1. There exist positive constants C5, Cg and 0 < a < 1 such
that for 2/t < R <n < L(h, &),

C5§ < MTﬁ(B(laO)Ra ’I’L)) < 06 <E) .

n

In particular,
(7.1) Csn™! < mee(n) < Con ™.
for every n > 271

The strategy to obtain the upper bound is well-known (see e.g. (11.90) of
[6]). A proof for the lower bound is found in Lemma 5 of [I5]. For a better
lower bound for 7., (n), see the comment after Lemma [T2.11

Proof. We begin with the upper bound. For j > 1, let
Aj = SATR)\ S(2-4R).

For each j, we define a random variable X; by

X] =

1 if there exists a (—x)-circuit in A; surrounding the origin,
0 otherwise.
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Using the mixing property, we can show the following: There exist an integer
J* and a number ¢ > 0 such that

pra(X;=11X1,...,X;.1) >0
for every j > 5*. Now we have

[logy (R/n)] '
prn(B(1,0,R,n)) < prp ﬂ {X; =0} | <(1—g)losalB/m]=s+L

Jj=J*

Now we turn to the lower bound. By the RSW-type lemma, pr,, (A (n,n)) >
d1. On At (n,n), there exists the lowest (+)-crossing R of S(n). We define

Hp(R) :== max{y € [-n/R,n/RINZ: ((0,Ry) + S(R) NR #0}.
Then we have

H1,h (AJr (nv n))
= > pra(Hr(R) =1y)

y€[-n/R,—n/R|NZ

< > ura (((0.By) + S(R) & 9((0, By) + S(m))

y€[-n/R,—n/R]NZ

= C/%MT,h (B(lv 07 Rv TL))

O

7.2 Power law estimate for two-arm paths in half space
Let &(n) be the event such that

1. there is a (—x)-path 7* in S(n) connecting (0,n) with the boundary
azns(n) \ {l‘2 = n}7 and

2. thereis a (+)-path r in S(n) connecting (—1,n) with 9;,5(n)\{z? = n}.

Interchanging the roles of (+)- and (—x)-paths in the above definition, we
can define another event &5(n). Also, recall that B (1,1, R,n) is the event
that there are a (4)-path 7 and a (—x%)-path 7* in

(S(m)\ S((0,n — R), R)) N {z* < 0},

both connecting 0S((0,n— R), R) with 9;,S(n)\ {#*> = n}. Concerning these
events we are going to prove the following theorem in this subsection.
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Theorem 7.2. There exist positive constants C7,...,C}y and an integer
Jj2 > 71, depending only on ¢g, j; and 7, such that the following estimates
hold for 0 <t < 1.

(7.2) Con™ ' < Y (Ex(n)) < Cgn,
for 2717 < n < min{L(h, o), 3}, and

(7.3) ng < (B*(1,1,R,n)) < ng

for 272 < R < n < min{L(h, &), 5 }. The estimate (Z2) is valid for &;(n),
too.

The proof of this theorem is divided into two parts; the proof of (.2]) and

the proof of (Z.3]).
First we prove ([.2). Let L, denote the leftmost vertical (—x)-crossing

of S(n). Also, let (Z(L,),n) denote the starting point of L, in {z? = n}.
Then by definition there exists a (+)-path in S(n) from (Z(L,) — 1,n) or
from (Z(L,),n — 1) to the left side of S(n). Put

E*(n,x) :={Z(L,) = z}.
Lemma 7.3. Let 27! < n < min{L(h, &), J}. Then we have
1 *
S0 < D w(BM(ne)) <1
|lz|<n/2
for0 <t <1.

Proof. Since {E*(n,x) : —n < x < n} are disjoint, the right hand inequality
is obvious. Let us define events A, B, C' by
A = {there is a vertical (—x)-crossing in [%, %] x [-n,n]},
B = {there is a vertical (+)-crossing in [~2, —2] x [-n,n]},
[_

C = {there is a horizontal (+)-crossing in [—n, —2] x [-n,n]} .

Then it is clear that
ANBNCC{-5 < 2(L,) <

b

S w(Z(L) =) 2 1 (ANBAC),

lz|<n/2

|3

Hence we have
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By the mixing property and the FKG inequality,

WN(ANBNCO) > [ N(A) — C2m - an/ﬂ WN(BNO)

42
_ ™ ens2] 5,
Z 58 046 58 51.

By (56), (57) and (5.14), we know that

n? o
= om/2 <92- 35 <= 8
4 2’

and hence p (AN BNC) > 162 4;. O
Next, let £*(n,0) be the event such that

1. there is a (—x*)-path 7* in [—
bottom side of S((0, —n), 2n

, 5] X [=3n,n] connecting (0,n) with the
and

Sol3

2. there is a (+)-path 7 in [—2n, 2n] X [—n, n| connecting (—1,n) with the
left side of S((0, —n),2n).

Then for z € Z, we define E*(n, ) as translation of £*(n,0) by (z,0). So,
E*(n,0) is an event occurring in S((z,—n),2n). Note that E*(n,z) is a
subset of E*(n,x) for every x with |z| < n/2.

By Lemma and the translation invariance of u, we have

1> Y N (E () = o (B (n,0).

z€[—n/2,n/2]

For the proof of (T.2) and (7.3)), we use the extension argument modified
for the present setting. Let us rewrite I'y(S(27)) = &;(27) to fit the extension
argument. Then we put Ay(S(27)) as the subset of I'5(S(27)) such that any
crossing (+)-cluster and any crossing (—x)-cluster in 5; has an (7, j)-fence
for i = 1, 3,4, where B;’s correspond to S(27). Finally, let Ay(S(27)) be the
subset of T'y(.5(27)) such that the following events occur:

1. rﬂ(81U33UB4)CAl,andr*ﬂ(31U33UB4)CAI.

2. There exists a vertical (+)-crossing in A, and there exists a horizontal
(—%)-crossing in Aj.
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Here, A;’s correspond to S(27) as in section 5. By the inwards extension
argument in section 5 we have

(7.4)
(7.5)

and

(7.6)

py (Aa(S(27))) < CopY (Aa(S(27))),
/iiv (Az(S(QJ))) > C;(J’*jl)(l + e(4hc+8)/(ﬁT))—#S(2jl)’

p (A2(8(27))) < Cs(nuy’ (A2(S(271)).

These are valid for j; < j < [log, n], and

(7.7)

i (Pa(5(27)) < K (D2(5(27)))

for j; +3 < j < |logy n]. Here, the constants C, C3(n) and K are the same
as those in Lemmas [5.3] and [5.6

Remark 7.4. Proof of the above inequalities is essentially the same as those
of Lemmas [5.3] and [5.6], but we list up where we modify them.

As for (T4) and (7.5), we introduce Ay(S((0,27),27)) as the (0,27)-
translation of Ay(S(27)). Note that the top center point of S((0,27), 27)
is (0,27T!) which is also the top center point of S(277!). Then we
can compare /i, (A5(S((0,27),27))) and ;" (A2(S(2F1))) by the same
argument as in the proof of Lemma [5.3]

As for (Z6), we also introduce A9(S((0,27),27)) as the (0,27)-shift of
Ax(5(27)).

As for (T7), we need for each m the shifted events;
Ty(S((0,27 —277m),277m)), Ay(S((0,27 — 277™),277™)) and
Aa(S((0,27 — 2-m), 23-m),

Lemma 7.5. Assume that 27174 < 281 < n <28 < min{L(h, &), 5}. Then
we have

¥ (Ealm) < K (22) 4 (B (0)).

which proves the upper bound in (Z.2)), where K > 0 is given in ({.71).

Proof. Since

52(’”) - FQ(S((O, n — 2k71), 2k71)),

from (7)), and the translation invariance of 1Y, we have

(7.8)

u¥ (Ex(n)) < il (La(S(21)) < Ku¥ (Bo(S(21))).
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Let
D) :=[—2n, =281 4 2" x [n — 2871 — 2870y — 2T 4 989

which connects A; of S((0,n—2%"1), 2571 with the left side of S((0, —n), 2n)
in [—2n,2n] x [-n,n]. Also, let

D)y = [—2F73 283 » [=3n,n — 28 + 2779,

which connects A4 of S((0,n — 2¥=1), 251) with the bottom side of the box
S((0,—n),2n). Then we define events occurring in D} and D) by

D’ = {there is a horizontal (+)-crossing in D} },

D} = {there is a vertical (—x)-crossing in Dj}.

Then R
DN DN Ay(S((0,n — 2871, 281)) € E*(n, 0),

and the lengths of D) and D) are not longer than 2**2. Therefore by the
Connection lemma, we have

i (B*(n,0)) > ulY (D N Dy N Ag(S((0,2n — 2871), 2871)))

> (%2 autse)

Together with (7.7)) and (Z.§), this proves the lemma. O

For the lower bound in (Z.2]), by the finite energy property, there exists
an absolute constant C7 > 0 such that for every |z| < n/2,

Y (E7(n, ) < CF pf (Da(S((0,n — 2572),257%))),

where 2871 < n < 2%, Hence from Lemma [7-3], and the translation invariance
of pf",

%55 261 < | |<Z/Q/vtév(E*(n,w)) < Cf Y (To(S(2872))) < Cf Y (E2(n/2)).

This completes the proof of (T.2). It is clear that the above argument is
applicable to £5(n), too.

Next, we prove (73)). Let j be the integer such that 2/ < R < 271, By
the mixing property,

u (Ea(m) < pi” (B¥(1,1,2,m) {Niv(r2(5(2j_2))) + 22070 2j‘1e_a2j71} :
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Since we set ['y(S(2772)) = £(2772), by (T.2)) we have
pur (E2(2772)) = Cr277+2,

if j —2 > 71 +4. So, if we assume that jo > j; + 6 is sufficiently large such
that

(7.9) C727712 > 0230 D= for every j > jo,
then we have

Miv(gz(”)) < 2%\/(6%1’1’2]'7”))“?/(52(2%2))
for every j > js. This, together with (Z.2]), implies that

py (BY(1,1,R,n)) >y (BT(1,1,27,n))

273 1 R
> 0705?17 > E@Cglﬁ'

This is valid if 272 < R < n.
To show the upper bound in (Z3]), we use an outwards extension argu-
ment. This time we consider S((0,n —27),27) in S(n). First we put

B;:=S(n)N [Sl-((O,n — 27,27 42172\ S((0,n — 27), 2j)],
and
wi:=5SMm)N [&'nSi((O,n — 29,27 42172\ S((0,n — 2j),2j)],

for 1 = 1,3,4, and let &;,&3€4 be the left, the right and the bottom sides
of S((0,n — 27),27), respectively. Then we can define (), j)-fences. Note that
everything should be defined in S(n).

Let T5(S((0,n — 27),27), S(n)) be the event such that

1. there exist a (+)-path 7 and a (—x)-path 7 in S(n)\ S((0,n —27),27),
both connecting dS((0,n — 27),27) with 9;,S(n) \ {z* = n}, and

2. 7 is to the left of 7*.

Also, let T%(S((0,n—27),27), S(n)) be the event such that the roles of # and
7* are interchanged in the above definition. Then it is clear that

[5(S((0,n/2—27),27), S(n/2))UL%(S((0,n/2—27),27), S(n/2)) D B*(1,1,27,n).
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Since the argument is the same, it is sufficient to prove the upper bound in
([Z3) for T5(S((0,n —27),27),S(n)) in place of B*(1,1, R, n).

Define Ay (S((0,n—27),27), S(n)) as the subset of Ty(S((0, n—27), 27), S(n))
such that every crossing (+)-cluster and every crossing (—x)-cluster in B; has
an (1, j)-fence, for i = 1,4. Then we put

A= [-2 — 272 2 x [n—2 =272 n— 2 42977,

Ay o= [-27722073 x [p — 201 2772 p 27,

These relative locations for S((0,n—27), 27) are the same as Ay’s for S(27). Fi-
nally, let Ay (S((0,n—27),27),S(n)) be the subset of [y (S((0,n—27),27), S(n))
such that

1. 7N (Uzéz) C ./Zt4, and 7 N (Uzlgz) C ./le, and

2. there exists a vertical (+)-crossing in Ay, and there exists a horizontal
(—*)-crossing in Aj.

Then under the conditions (£.4), (£5) and (5.21]), the statement of Lemma
[4.1]lis correct as in section 5.3. Therefore we have as before,

(7.10) p (As(S((0,n — 271, 27), S(n)))
< Cud (Ao(S((0,n — 27),27), S(n)))

for 271 < 29 < 271 4 2571 < . Let j* be the maximum of j’s satisfying
2/ 4 2072 < n. Putting

D, = [-n,—27"] x [-27772 272
Dy = [-2772 272 x [=n,n — 27",
we can see that Ay(S((0,n — 277),277),5(n)) occurs if there exist
e a horizontal (+)-crossing in D; and a vertical (4)-crossing in A;, and
e a vertical (—x)-crossing in D, and a horizontal (—*)-crossing in Aj.

Here, Ay, A, correspond to S((0,n — 277),277). Thus we have

i (Ba(S((00 —27),27), () > 2080800 _,

By this and ([ZI0), we have
(7.11) i (Ba(S((0,n = 27),27), S(n))) > ;U I o#
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for j; < j < j*. Also, we have

(7.12) i (Ao(S((0,n — 27F1), 2741 [ S(n)))
> Ca(n)py (Da(S((0,n — 2j) 7),S(n)))
if j1 <j <j+1< ., where Cy(n) is the same constant as in Lemma 5.8

Finally, there exists a constant Ky > 0, depending only on €, j; and 7, such
that

(7.13) Y (T2(S((0,n — 27),27), S(n)))
< KQMt (AQ(S((Oa n-— 2j)a 2j)7 S(TL)))

fj+3<7<j"
Using these estimates, we will obtain the upper bound in (Z.3]). By the
mixing property we have

(7.14) e (A2(S(0, n—QJ),QJ)ﬂAg( ((0,n —27%1), 2771 S(n)))
> (s (ulst2) - 2900
X iy (Az(S(( ,n —2771),2771) S(n))).

By (Z13),

(7.15) N (Ao (S((0,n — 2771),2771) /S (n)))
Z Kopy (Ta(S((0,m — 2”1) 2”1),5( )
> Kopy (T2(S((0,n — S(n))).

Further, by (7.17), we have

py (D2(S(27))) > K1Y (T2(S(27)))
> K (£:(2))
> K 'C.277.

Therefore if j, is sufficiently large such that
(7.16) K'Cr27771 > 0280+ e=?  for j > j,,
then the right hand side of (.I4]) is not less than

B (@) (FalS(0.0— B), B, S(0).
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On the other hand, by the Connection lemma, we have

M?(Fz(s(”)))
> ¥ (A2(S(0,n —27),27) N Ay(S(0,n — 2771),2771) S(n))

« 040016 \ 952016
16 16 )

Thus, we have

K ; ~
C(877/_1 Z Clﬁc72_j,uiv (F2<S(<07 n— R)7 R)7 S(n)))

Since 2/ < R < 277!, this implies the desired inequality.

7.3 Power law estimate for three-arm paths in half
space

As we explained in the introduction, our estimate for 3 arm paths is restricted
to a special case: We define the event l§’+(2, 1, R, n) to be the event such that
two (+)-paths 71,72 and one (—x)-path 75 connect dS(R) with 0;,S(n) in
(S(n) \ S(R)) N {z? < 0}, and that these (+)-paths are separated by the
(—x*)-path 7% in (S(n) \ S(R)) N {z* < 0}.

Let £(n) be the event that in the interior of S(n) the following hold:

1. The spin value at the top center point (0,n) is +.
2. There is a (+)-path r from (—1,n) to 9;,S(n).

3. There is a (+)-path r3 from (1,n) to 9;,5(n).

4. There is a (—x*)-path r} from (0,7 — 1) to 9;,5(n).

Note that in the event £s(n), r1,7r3 are disjoint and are separated by ;.
Let also £ (n) be the event such that the roles of (+)- and (—x)-paths are
interchanged in the above definition. The aim of this subsection is to prove
the following theorem.

Theorem 7.6. There exist positive constants C'1;—C'4 and an integer jz > ji,
depending only on gq, j; and 7, such that

(717) Cnn*2 S ,uiv (53(77,)) S Clgn72

for 2/1*% < n < min{L(h, &), T}, and
R\’ - R\’
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for 275 < R < n < 28 < min{L(h,&0), §}. The estimate (ZI7) is valid for
£x(n) in place of &(n), too. The estimate (ZI8) is valid for B*(1,2, R, n),

too.

Proof. Proof of ([ I8) from (Z.I7) is analogous to the proof of (T.3) from

([72)) by using an extension argument. So we only prove (7.2)).
Let R = R(w) denote the lowest horizontal (4)-crossing. If R(w) exists,
then we can find some point v € R such that

1. v is the highest point in R, and
2. v+ (=1,0),v+(1,0) e R.

We call such v as a central highest point of R. Note that if v is the unique
central highest point of R, then since R is the lowest (+)-crossing, there is
a (—x)-path from v + (0, —1) to the bottom of S(n). Obviously,

(7.19) 11" (there is a unique central highest point of R) < 1.
For x € S(n/2), put
H(z,n) = {v is the unique central highest point} .

Since H(x,n) are disjoint, we have

Z ) (H(z,n)) < 1.

2€S(n/2)
Let H(n) be the event such that all the following occur:
1. The spin value at (0,n) is +.

2. There exist (+)-paths 71, v3 in [—2n, 2n] x [n/2, n] such that v, connects
(—1,n) with the left side of S(2n), and 3 connects (1,n) with the right
side of S(2n).

3. 71\ {(—1,n)} does not intersect {z* = n}.
4. v3\ {(1,n)} does not intersect {x? = n}.

5. There exists a (—x*)-path v} in [—n/2,n/2]x[—n, n] connecting (0, n—1)
with the bottom side of S(n).
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By definition H(n) is a subset of &(n). Then for x € S(n/2) let H(x,n)
be the z translation of the event H(n) so that it is an event occurring in

A

[—2n,2n] X [-n,n] + x. Note that for x € S(n/2), H(x,n) C H(x,n).
Therefore we have
n? .

(7.20) " () < 1

In order to compare Y -probabilities of E(n) and H(n), we use the extension
argument. Let us rewrite ['3(S5(27)) := &3(27) for j > j;. Then let A3(S(27))
be the subset of I'3(S(27)) such that every crossing (+)-cluster and every
crossing (—x)-cluster in B; has an (n, j)-fence for ¢ = 1, 3,4, where B;’s cor-
respond to S(27). Also, let A3(S(27)) be the subset of T'3(S(27)) such that

all the following occur.

1. r; connects (—1,n) with the left side of S(27), and r3 connects (1,n)
with the right side of S(27).

2. 1} connects (0,n — 1) with the bottom side of S(27).
3. T; N (Uj:173748j) C -Az for i = 1, 3.
4. ’I“Z N (Uj:173748j) C .A4.

Here A;’s correspond to S(27), too. Then by the inwards extension argument,
we have

(7.21) pp (A3(8(27))) < Crpl¥ (As(S(2741)))
for 27 < 27 < 271 < min{L(h, &), ¥}, and as a result we have
p (85(5(2))) 2 VG,

where we can take v
C2 — (1 + eS/RT>7#S(2J1).

Also, we have

pr (A3(S(27))) < Ca(mpy (As(S(241)))
for 27 < 27 < 271 < min{L(h,&0), §}, and
(7.22) pr (D3(5(27))) < Kpy (As(5(2%)))

for 27113 < 27 < min{L(h,&0), 5 }. The constants Cy,Cs(n) and K are the
same constants as in Lemmas [5.3] and 5.6, respectively. Let n > 27145
and let 27 < n < 27t1. Let also E be the event such that
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1. there exists a horizontal (+)-crossing in the rectangle
[—2n, =27 + 2072 x [n — 27 — 2972 n — 27 4 2972,
and a horizontal (+)-crossing in
[27 — 2772 2n] x [n— 27 — 2072 n — 2 4 2972
and

2. there exists a vertical (—x)-crossing in

[—2772, 2772 x [n — 27t 4 2772 —n].

Then by the Connection lemma we have

(B0 Au(s(2) = (22 ) S (Buls(@).

Since E N A3(S(27)) is a subset of H(n), writing the constant in the right
hand side in the above inequality by C#, we obtain

(123)  p(H0) > CFu (84(2)) > CHE Y (Ty(S(27).

Since

[3(S(27)) = &(27) D E(n),
from (7.20) and (Z.23) we obtain the upper bound in (7.I7).

Now we turn to the proof of the lower bound in (7I7). First we show
that there is a constant Cf > (0 depending only on g( such that

~ ( the highest point of the lowest (+)-crossing R #
>
(7.24) He ( in S(n) is only in S(n/2) 2 G

To do this let us introduce the following rectangles:

T:[_%ag];([_nv %]7 Ulz[_n %]Xg %7 ]
U =[5~ 2x 25, Uy=[-5. 8 x (23]
U4:[§n7%] X [_%7%]7 U5:[§n7n] X [_%70]

Then let U be the corridor made up by the union of U;—Us. By the Connec-
tion lemma, we have

there exists a (+)-path in U connecting
uly {z' = —n} with {z! = n}, and
there exists a vertical (—x)-crossing in T

> 0224036 _. Cjﬁ_
16
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It is clear when the above event occurs, any of the highest points of R is in
S(n/2). Let H(x,n) be the event such that x is a central highest point of
the lowest (+)-crossing of S(n). Then the above inequality says that

pw | U Hn) | =cf
2eS(n/2)

By changing configurations in (x)-neighbors of x, we can obtain the event
H(xz+ (0,1),n). By the finite energy property we have an absolute constant
C# > 0 such that

' (H(xz,n)) < CF ' (H(z +(0,1))).
Therefore we have

> wN(H(z+(0,1),n)) > (CF)7'CF.
2€5(n/2)

Note that for z € S(n/2),
H(w+(0,1),m) € To(S(w + (0,1 = ), §),

where I'3(S(a, r)) denotes the a-translation of I'3(S(r)). Thus, by translation
invariance we have

il (H(x + (0,1),m)) < ¥ (E(n/4)).

This proves the lower bound. O
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8 Ising counterpart of Russo’s formula

8.1 Russo’s formula

In this section we present a version of Russo’s formula for the Ising model.
But we have to restrict events for which our version of Russo’s formula can
be applied, so we do not think that the present form is close to the final form.
Still we can handle events with this version to obtain our main results.

Before stating the result, we introduce some notations. We assume that
1 <2 < N. Forv € S(2F) and w € Q, let w’ € Q denote the configuration
obtained from w by flipping the spin at x:

i) = dwE) e A
(@) {—w(v), T =wu.

Definition 8.1. Let A € Fgor) and v € S(2%). We say that v is pivotal for
A in the configuration w if

1A(w) + 1A(w”) =1,
i.e., w and w" do not belong at the same time to either A or A°.

Let
ALA = {w € Q: v is pivotal for A in w},

and
O0,A = {w € A : v is not pivotal for A in w}.

Then we extend this notation to squares S. For V C Z2%, and £, w € Q0 , let

(@) = {g(;p), zeV;

w(x), ¢V
Then we put
B _ there exist £, € €2 such that
AsA_{“’EQ' fsw e Aand Cow & A }
and

OsA={we A:{we Aforany & € Q}.
It is clear that A\ AgA = OgA. Similar to (6.1), for 1 < j < k, let
m;(v) :==min{m > 1: 57 (v) D S(v,27%v|«)},

where }N%;”(v) is defined as in section 5, starting from @;(v)’s. Finally, we
introduce the support Supp(A) of the event A by

Supp(A) == {v € Z* : A A # (}.
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Theorem 8.2. Let 2F < % and A € Fgpry. Assume that A satisfies the
following condition (S).
Condition (S)

There exists 1 < jo < k— 3,0 < a < «/2 and b > 0 such that for every
v € Supp(A),

(8.1) 1 (T oy A\ O A4) < b’ " N (AN AL A)

for every t € [0,1] and every 2 < m < m;,(v) — 1.

Then there exist positive constants C5 and C4g, which depend on a,b and
jo such that for every N > 2F+1

d h — h.
s2) G| <P low ¥ @ana o

vESupp(A)

Before going into the proof of this theorem, we remark that there is a
primitive form of Ising version of Russo’s formula which says that

63 D)=l S gt - Bple) A
)

veS(N

for every A € Fgs(n). This can be obtained by direct differentiation.
Proof of Theorem[82. For v € S(2%), put
2 = Epy{w(v) = Epyvw(v)]} : Al
If [v]o < 27075 then we simply use the fact that |w(v)| <1 to obtain
(8.4 2] < 204¥(4).

If v € Supp(A) \ S(2707), then mg := mj,(v) > 2. Indeed, if mg = 1, then
Sj (v) D S(v,27%v|), and this implies that 27071 > 273|v|, i.e.

Voo < 27074

which is impossible since by the choice of v.|v — v|s < 27°. Thus, we have

(8.5) zp =E,n[{w(v) — Enw(v)]} : AN A A
+ By [{o() = Eylw@)]}: oA\ Upe ) A]

+ ) Bul{w(v) = Eyyw()]} : Hp(v)]

+ By [{w(v) = Eylw)]} : Do) Al
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where we put

For the first term in the right hand side of (1), we also use the trivial
estimate

(8.6) ]Eﬂ {w(v) — Eynlw(®)]}: AN AUA]’ < 24N (AN ALA).
For the second term, we also have
B, o) = B} : DoA\ D ) Al| < 2 (A\ D ) A).

Note that if w € A\ Op A, there exists a & € ) such that {p (,w €
Jo Jo

AN A,A by changing configurations point by point. Therefore by the finite
energy property, we can find a constant C’fé > 0, which depends only on j,
such that

67 [Byle) - Bylo@]} : 0,4\ O 4] € CFu (40 A,4),

As for the third term, we can assume that mg = mj,(v) > 3. By the mixing
property,

35 By Hw) = By} : Ha(w)]] € Cde ™y (o (v),

where we put d = du (v, S(2%) \ R;:)L(v)) Then by the condition (S),

(8.9) " (Hin(v)) < 0™ 1Y (AN A, A),

Note that
2j0+m—1 < 2j0+m _ 2]’0 <d< 2j0+m+1

since m > 2. This, together with (8.8) and (8.9]) implies that
1By [{0(0) — By [w(0)]} : Ho(0)] < 20H200me(0/2-020™ N (4 oy A )

Therefore there exists a constant C’f > 0, depending only on jj,a and b,
such that

mo—1

(8.10) D By l{w(®) = By w@)]} : Hu(0)]] < CF i (AN A, A).

Finally, as for the fourth term in (83]), we can assume that mo > 2 and
therefore

9do+mo+1 > doo(v7 S(Qk) \ R;f;bo (U)) > 9jotmo _ 9jo > 9jo+mo—1
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Also by definition,
2j0+mo > 2_3|U|oo > 2jo+mo—1 _ 2]'0 > 2j0+mo—2

and hence we have 2Jotmotl < |y| < 2dotmotd  Therefore by the mixing

property we have

(8.11)
[Eupy{w) = By o)} : Do All < Ciotmotlema2 T N ( 4)

< Cfofawe o1 (A).
Combining (84)—-(8I1]), we obtain

(8.12) Soolnl<cl Y w(ANAA) + CF Y (A)

vESupp(A) vESupp(A)

for some positive constants C’f , Cf. Here, C’f depends on a,b and jy, and
Cf depends on jj.

Now we turn to the sum of z,’s for v € Supp(A). We only treat the case
where 0 < v? < vl but other cases are treated in the same way by symmetry.
Let wy = wp(A, v) denote a point in Supp(A), such that

|wo — Voo = doo(v, Supp(A)).

If there are many of such points, we choose one of them in a specific way, say
the youngest point in the lexicographic order. Then we have

M

(8.13) zp =E n[{w(v) — Enw(v)]}: A\ DRfo(wo)A]

Mg (wo)—1

+ B [{w(v) = By [w()]}  Hu(uwo)]
+ By [{w(o) = By o))} s O g, Al

By the mixing property
By {w(v) = Eyplw®)]} : A\NOgz ) All < Cdue™® 1 (AN Oz (1) A),

where d, = do(v,Supp(A)). By the finite energy property the right hand
side of the above inequality can be replaced with

CHdye b N (AN A, A),
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where C’f > ( is a constant depending only on jg.

C;# — Cp(thet8) /RT#(R3, ©)

This estimates the first term in the right hand side of (813)). By the same
argument as the one to obtain (810), we have

B,y [{w(v) = E,x[w(©)]} 1 Hon(wo)]] < bCly (v)e 20 N (ANA,, A),
where we put
dp (V) := d(v, Supp(A4) \ E’;ﬁ(wo))
> max{d,, doo(wp, Supp(A) \ E’;ﬁ(wo)) —d,}.

Note that d,,(v) < d, + 2907 and that

—audy, (V) + a2t < — (% _ a) max{2d,, 290t™} 4 q2i0-1,

Therefore we have

By [{w(v) = Eunlw(©)]} - Hin(wo)]]

< 20797 pO(d, 4 270 e (G max{2de 20} N A A A
Summing up this over m’s with 2 < m < m,,(wy) — 1, we can find a constant
Cf > 0 depending only on jg, a, b, such that

mjg (wo)—1

(8.14) Y [Ep{w) = By w@)]} : Hu(wo))

m=1

< CFdPe G N(AN A, A).
By the mixing property,
(8.15) ’Eﬂiv [{w(v) — B xw(v)]}: Démo(wo)(wo)A] ' < Cde 4N (A),
Jo
where d = dy,, (w)(v). Hence, if |v]o > 27°%5, then we have

2] < G ST uN(ANA,A)

vleR§0 (wo)
+ CFd2e G N (AN A, A)
+ Cde N (A).
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Summing up this inequality over v’s outside Supp(A), we obtain

(8.16) S <0 S aN(ANALA) + CEY(A),

vES(N)\Supp(A) weSupp(A)

where Cf > 0 depends only on jg, a, b and C’f > (0 depends only on jj.

(BI2) and (BIG) proves the theorem. O

When the event A is increasing we have much sharper lower bound.

Lemma 8.3. Suppose that 2¥ < N. There exists a positive absolute constant
Ch7, such that for any increasing event A € Fgar),

h — h,. d
(8.17) 017‘ T | > ul(ANAA) < — N (A).

vESupp(A)
Proof. Since A and O, A are increasing events, for every v € S(N),
B [{w(v) = Exw@)]}: A1 >0, and
By () = By )]} : 0,4] = 0,
Noting that A = (AN A,A) ul,A for each v, we have
Lz Pt S ) - B} s An a4

vESupp(A)
|h h | 1- o NM(ANAA

{1 Eaw(O)]} ) m(ANAA).

vESupp(A)
Since we assume that 0 < h < 2h.(T"), we remark that for every ¢ € [0, 1],

1 — B,y [w(0)] = 215" (w(O) = —1)
> (1 4 B/ LS

This completes the proof of (8I7). O

Remark 8.4. By the finite energy property, from (8I7) there is an absolute
constant C; > 0 such that

\h — he| -, d
- Cir D m (M) < p(A)

vESupp(A)

for every increasing event A € Fgry. This may be more useful.
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8.2 Russo’s formula for crossing events and the one-
arm event

Let us give some of examples of events for which Theorem is applicable.
We remark that the restriction that 28 < L(h, &) in this section hereafter is
not serious as before.

The first example is the crossing event AT (2%, 2%), such that there exists
a horizontal (+)-crossing in S(2¥). Since this event is increasing, we have:

Corollary 8.5. Assume that 2/* < 2% < min{L(h, o), §}. Then there exist
positive constants Cig, Cg, depending only on ji,e¢ and 7,

|h — hC| /
AT Cir Z py (AUA+(2’“, Qk))
veS(2k)
d
< D (aret )
|h — hc|
KT

<

Cis Y ) (AT(28,25) N A, AT (2%, 29))

veS(2k)

+ ClQMiV(AJF(Qkan))],
where (', is the same constant as in Remark 841
Proof. We check the condition (S). In this case, we take jo = j;. Let

wE DR;,IL(U)AJF(Q’“,Q"C) \ DR;?H(U)A*(QR, 2k).
Then there is a horizontal (+)-crossing 7 of S(2%) such that r N R}”‘f(v) =0,
and there are (—x)-paths 73,75 in S(2F) \ Ii’;?“(v) such that rj connects
ORT™'(v) with the top side of S(2*), and rj connects R (v) with the
bottom side of S(2). As a result r intersects RZLH(U). This means that
w e D(RT (v), S(29).

Therefore we have to show that there are constants a > 0,b > 0 such that
(8.18) ¥ (TR (v),S(25))) < be® ™™l (A*(28,2F) n A, AT (28, 24))
for every 0 < m < k — j; — 2. By Lemmas 5.7 and 5.9, we have
(8.19) pi (DR (v), S(24)))

< Ru (AR (0), S(24)

< KO (AR}, (v), 5(2%))

< KOP(1 4 et OISV 0 N (N A+ (2% 2F)),
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The last inequality is by the finite energy property. (8I9) proves (8I8). O
The next example is the one-arm event. Let
A(2%) := {there exists a (+)-path from O to 9S(2*)}.
and we put for 2F < N,
7 (25) = Y (A2Y)).

Corollary 8.6. There exist positive constants Cyg, Cy;, which depend on
J1, €0, and n such that

(820) Ol 3 i (Au(ARY) < or(2)

veS(2k)

<CoomY (2%)+ Cor Y Y (ALA(2")).

veS(2k)

Proof. Since A(2F) is increasing, the lower bound is a direct consequence
of Remark B4l As for the upper bound, we check the condition (S). We
put jo = ji, and v = v except when v = (£2* 42%), in which case we
take v as the corner point of S(2F — 1) nearest to v. Note that for each
ve S(2F)\ {(£27, £27)},

Oy A(2%) \ Ogos ( A(2Y) € Fol B3 (0), 5(29)).
Therefore by Lemmas and [6.3, and the finite energy property,
pi (Do(R5H (v), 5(24)))
< RoCym (14 hes9/a) F 0 N (A a(98).

Therefore the condition (S) is satisfied. O

8.3 Russo’s formula for four-arm paths

In this subsection we derive an estimate for the event
Q(2F) := Ag(AT(2F,2%)

with which we can check the condition (S). We first note that ©(2%) can be
written as the intersection of an increasing event E, and a decreasing event
E_,. We first define E, to be the event such that
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1. there exist (+)-paths ry,7r3 in S(2%) \ {O}, 71 connecting {0} with
the left side of S(2%) and 73 connecting 9{O} with the right side of
S(2%), and

2. r1 and r3 are disjoint.
Similarly, let E_, be the event such that

1. there exist (—x)-paths 73,7} in S(2%)\ {O}, r3 connecting 9*{O} with
the top side of S(2%) and 7} connecting 8*{O} with the bottom side of
S(2F), and

2. r; and r} are disjoint.

Let v € S(2*) be fixed. For 0 <m < my, (v) — 1, let f‘(o)(}?;erl(v), S(2%)) be
the event such that all the following occur:
1. There exist paths 75, r7 in S(Qk)\}?;?ﬂ(v) such that 5 connects 8}?;7:“(2))

with the left side of S(2%), and r; connects 8Rﬂ+1(v) with right side
of S(2%). Further,

w(z) =+1 forevery x € (r; Ury) \ {O}.

2. There exist (*)-paths rg, 75 in S(2%) \ Ii’;?“(v), such that r§ connects
O R (v) with the top side of S(2*), and r§ connects 8*]%;’;“(11) with
the bottom side of S(2*). Further,

w(z) =—1 forevery z € (rfUrf) \ {O}.

3. At most one of rj, 1§, r7, 7§ passes through O.

Of course, if R;?H(v) #+ S;?“(v), then we allow 77 to be an empty set, and
if Rﬂ“(v) > (2%,2%), then we also allow 7§ to be an empty set.

Let us take By’s for Rﬂ“(v). Then we define A(O)(R?Z“(v),S(Zk)) as
the subset of f‘(o)(lé?f+1(v),5 (2%)) such that any crossing (+)-cluster and

any crossing (—x)-cluster in one of lg’i’s~ has an (7, j1 +m + 1)-fence. Let us
take A;’s for R;f“(v), too. Then let A(O)(R;?—H(U), S(2%)) be the subset of
f‘(o)(Rﬂ+1(v), S(2%)) such that all the following occur:

1. 5 M Ujéj C Al, and Tg N Uj[;)j - /I4.

2. 5N U]Bj C A, if rg exists, and r7 N Ujéj C Ag if r; exists.
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3. There exists a vertical (+)-crossing in Ay, and if we use Aj, there exists
a vertical (+)-crossing in Asj.

4. There exists a horizontal (—x)-crossing in Ay, and if we use Aj, there
exists a horizontal (—x)-crossing in Aj.

With these definitions we can apply the outwards extension argument to
obtain the following lemma.

Lemma 8.7. Let 2/* < 28 < min{L(h,&0),5}. Then we have for ¢t € [0,1]
and for every 1 <m <mj,(v) — 1,

(8.21) /Liv (DR;-Z+1(’U)E+ N AR;-Y;+1(U)E_* N A(O)(R;’Z'i‘l (v), S(Qk)))

<CypY (DR;-’; B 0 Ay B N AV (B} (v), (2’“))),

J1

and
(8.22) /Liv (AR;?Jrl(v)E'i‘ N Dégylerl(v)E_* N A(O)(R}’Z'i‘l (v), S(Qk)))
<Cupy’ (ARm(U)E+ N O g oy B VA (R (0), S(Qk)))

Therefore if A is either

U ) B+ N Ay ) B 0 AO(Ry(v), S(24)
or ) )

ARm (v)EJF N Dﬁm (U)E** n A(O) (RZL(’U), S<2k))7

then we have
(8:23) p(A) < cyler,
where C] and Cy are the same constants as in Lemma [5.3]

Proof. By iteration we have from (821]) that
1y (Aﬁryll ) B+ N Bgm ) B 1 AO(R} (v), S(QR)))

<O 'uf (Aé;l wE+ Uzt ) BN AO(R}, (v), S(Qk))) :
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Then by the finite energy property we can change the configuration inside
the box R} (v) to obtain

¥ (g 02 1 Oy o B N AR, (0),5@9) ) < G5

which proves (823)). Let us prove (821)). Assume that

w € DR;YIL+1(U)E+ N AR;’;“(U)EL* N A(O)(RZLJFI(U), S(Qk))_

Then, since w € Ogm+1(, By, there exist disjoint (+)-paths rq,75 in S(2F)
J1

outside R}?H(v), such that r; connects {0} with the left side of S(2*) and
r3 connects 9{ O} with the right side of S(2¥). Then the path r = r,U{O}Ur;
separates S(2%) into two parts, above r and below r. Since Rﬂ“(v) does not
intersect r, it is located above r or below r. Without loss of generality we
can assume that E’;}“(v) is above r.

Since w € ARZLH (v E—«, there exist disjoint (*)-paths 73, r}, such that r;
connects 0*{O0} with the top side of S(2%), and 7} connects 9*{O} with the
bottom side of S(2%), and at any point = € (r3 U7}) \ E’;}“(v), w(z) = —1.
This means that 7} can not cross r and it is a (—x)-path. Also r} is forced
to intersect I;’;?“(v) by our assumption that w € ARZLH (0yE—«. Therefore

there is a (—x*)-path 73" connecting 0*{O} with 8*}?;?“(2)) and a (—x*)-path
r3’ connecting 8*}?22?“(1)) with the top side of S(2%).

Since w € A(O)(R;?“(v), S(2%)), there is a (¥)-path % starting from A,
of }é?f“(v) connecting the bottom side of 8*.@;’?’1(2}) with the bottom side
of S(2%) such that w(x) = —1 for every z € r; \ {O}. This means that 7

goes through O, and we can take 'r;;‘" as a part of rg. Then 75,77, 7g can
not pass through O by definition of A(O)(RZLH(U), S(2%)), therefore rs, r7 are
(+)-paths and 7§ is a (—*)-path, starting from Ai, A; and A,, respectively.
Thus, as in the proof of Lemma[5.7 by the extension argument we can obtain
B21) by extending 75,75, 77,75 to R} (v). The resulting configuration is
surely in
A pm k
U ) B+ N Bfe (i B N AO(R} (v),5(27).

In the same way we can prove (8.22). O

By the same observation as in the above proof, we can obtain the following
lemma.
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Lemma 8.8. There exists a constant K(© (n) > 0 depending only on ji, &g
and 7, such that for every 0 < m < mj (v) — 1,

820 (00 NAOR ), 529)
<KO(y) {uiv (DR;'; 0 Bs 0 A B N AO(R(v), S <2k))>
+ (Aéﬁ 0+ Ny ) B AT (R (v), S <2k))) } '

. . . . ~ 1 ~
Proof. Tt is sufficient to show how to choose corridors in R} (v) \ R} (v).

On A Rm+l(v)Q(2k), either of the following events occurs:
J1

|:| M E A DM E,*
R (0) P n R+ (v) )

A M E |:| DM E,*
R (o) F+ n R (v) y 0T

ARZLH(U)E'F N AR;’ILH(U)E—*'

In the first two events, we can extend 75, 75, 77, 7§ to 6*}?;7}(1)) as in the above
proof and in the proof of Lemma (.8 to obtain

DR;’{ (U)E+ N AR;)I (U)E—* N A(O)(RZL(U), 5(2’“)), or
Az%;q £+ N DR?I wE— N A (R™(v), 5(28)).

J1

So, the remaining case is when the third event occurs. Let w be an element
of
k
AR;rlL+1(v)Q<2 ) ﬂ AR;YIH_I(U)E"’ ﬂ AR;VIH—I(U)E,*.

Then we can find a configuration ¢ such that w' := Crmtimw € Q(2%). Let
J1

i, rs be (+)-paths and 73,7}’ be (—x)-paths in w’ specified by the defini-
tion of ©(2¥). Then the choice of w implies that both | U} and 73" U r}’
intersect R"*'(v). We choose them such that the number ¢(w’) of elements

in {r},r3 rh,ri'} which intersect RZLJFI(U) is minimal among all the possi-
ble choice of {ry,r3',rs, 73’} in w’. Since w € AR;rILﬂ(U)EJF N AR;rll-H(U)E_*,
q(w') € {2,3,4}.

Case 1: ¢(w') =2. .

In this case, only one of {r{,r4} intersects R7"*'(v) and only one of
{r3',r}'} intersects R (v). Without loss of generality we can assume that
ri and 3’ intersect ]%ZLH(U). Thenj’g U ;" does not intersect I;’;?“(v), and
they are determined by w outside R (v).
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Let r{ be the part of r] connecting 0{O} with 8.&?}“(2}) and r; be the
part of r] connecting 8]?;?“(2)) with the left side of S(2%). Also, let r3”
be the part of r3’ connecting 9*{O} with G*Rﬂﬂ(v), and r§ be the part of
r3’ connecting 8*}?;711“(1)) with the top side of S(2¥). Then 77, 73" rs, 75 are
determined by w outside R}?H(v).

To obtain the event

Ay B N By B 0 AO(R(v), S(24))
by extension argument, we need one more (—x)-path t* which connects
8*R§?+1(v) with the bottom side of S(2%), forcing r; to intersect R;?H(v).
On /N\(O)(Rz“(v), S(2%)), every crossing (+) and (—#) cluster has an (1, j; +
m + 1)-fence, r{,r5" 3,7}, rs5, 7§ and t* can be extended to ORT (v).

Let ay, as, as, ag and a* be endpoints of r{, r3” r5, r& and t* on 8*]%;?“(@),
respectively. Starting from a; they are located in the clockwise direction in
order of ay, a*, as, ag and ay on 8*R§?+1(v). We choose corridors Uy, Us, Us, Uy
and Us in the following way.

1. U, connects as with the left side of ]%;’}(v)

2. U, connects ag with the top side of }éﬂ(v)

3. Us connects a; with the right side of RZL(U)

4. Uy connects a* with the bottom side of R}”‘f(v)

5. Us connects ay with Us.

6. Uy, Uy, Us, Uy are disjoint and Us N (Uy U Us U U3 U U;B;) = 0.
7. U;NUB; C Aj, for j =1,2,3,4.

Here, A;’s and B;’s correspond to R;’}(v)

If R}"‘f(v) touches the right side of S(2¥), then we can not find such a
corridor Us since the above conditions require Us to go through right of
E’;’f(v) Otherwise it is possible to find such U;’s. So assume that I;’;’f(v)
touches the right side of 5(2'“). Then we choose corridors Uy, Us, U, and Us
such that

1. Uy connects as with the left side of R;’}(v)

2. U, connects ag with the top side of }é;’f(v)

85



3. U, connects ay with the bottom side of R}”‘f(v)
4. Us connects a; with Uj.
5. Uy, U, Uy are disjoint and Us N (U U Uy U U;B;) = 0.
6. U; NUB; C Aj, for j =1,2,4.
Then the resulting configuration is in

Note also that when Ii’;?“(v) > (2%, 2%), then we do not have r{. In this case,
we simply connect as with the left side of R!(v) by a corridor Uy, ap with
the bottom side of Rﬂ(v) by a corridor Uy, and a; with U; by a corridor Us.

If in addition I;’;} (v) does not touch the right side of S(2*), then we choose
corridors U; and U; to connect 8}?;?(1)) right side of S(2%), respectively. As
before we can choose U, ..., U, to be disjoint, U; N U;B; C A; for each j,
and

Us N (U, UU3 UU, UUB;) =0

In the case where I;’;rf(v) touches the right side of S(2%), we do not need
Us, and if R}”‘f(v) > (2%, 2%), we do not need Us, either.

Case 2: g¢(w') = 3. )
For simplicity, we consider the case where R}?H(v) = S;’f“(v). The
argument for other cases are easily modified as before.

Without loss of generality we can assume that rj N Ii’;?“(v) = (). Then

Y Y Hm-41 s/ s/
any of r3', 73,7} intersects R\ (v). Let 73" and 7}” are defined as parts

of 75" and r}’ connecting 9*{O} with "R (v), and let 7§ be the part
of r§ connecting 0{O} with 8]%;?“ (v). Also, we define r§ as the part of
r3’ connecting 8*]%;?“(@) with the top side of S(2%), r; be the part of r}
connecting 8]%;?“(@) with the right side of S(2*), and rj be the part of r}’
connecting 9* R (v) with the bottom side of S(2*).

Let as, as, a4, ag, arz, ag be the endpoints on the boundary 8*];’;?“(1)), of
paths r3" rf 3" ri, ro,ri, respectively. Note that they are located on this
boundary in the clockwise direction in order of a4, as, as, as, az, as.

To connect these point s with A;’s of RJ}(v), we do in the following way.
We choose a corridor U, to connect as with A, a Corridpr U, to connect A,
with ag, Us to connect Az with a7, and Uy to connect A, with ag. Also, we
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choose a corridor Us to connect az with U,, and Ug to connect ag with Uy.
Further, we choose Uy, ..., U to be disjoint, and

UsN (U, UUsUU,UUB) =0, UsN(UyUU,UU3UUB;) =10

as before.
With this extension argument, we obtain the event

Case 3: q(w') =4.

In this case, from 8*]3’;?“(11) there are (+)-paths 5,77 and (—x*)-paths
rg, g connecting 8*[%;?“(2)) with the left, right, top and the bottom sides of
S(2%), respectively. Let as, ag, a7 and ag be the endpoints of rs, 7, r and 75
on the boundary of R}T’ILH(U). Further, there are two (+)-paths 7,74 con-
necting 0{O} with 9R7 (v) and two (—*)-paths r3", 7" connecting 9*{O}
with 0" R7"*!(v). Since rs,r§, r7, 75 separate the region S(2%) \ R7!(v) into
four parts, these four paths 7/, 3" r{ r;" are located in one of these four
parts. Without loss of generality we can assume that they are located in the
region between 75 and 7§

Let a1, az, as, ay be the endpoints of {r{, 3" 75, ri"} on the boundary of
E’;?“(v), respectively. Note that they are located on the boundary in a cyclic
permutation of the order {ay, ag, as, a1} when we go along the boundary from
ag to as in the clockwise direction. There are two cases we have to consider.
The first endpoint from 7§ in the clockwise direction belongs to a (—x*)-path,
or to a (+)-path.

First, we consider the case where this first endpoint belongs to a (—x)-
path, 73" or r}”. Without loss of generality we can assume that as is the first
point from ag.

Then we choose the corridors in the following way to obtain a configura-
tion in

(8.25) Aty By N Oper oy By 1) AR (v),5(2%))

We choose U; to connect a; with the left side of R}T“(v) ending in Ay, Us to
connect ag with the top side of R}?H(v) ending in ./2(2, Us to connect a; with
the right side of }éﬂ“(v) ending in As, and U, to connect ag with the bottom
side of }éﬂ“(v) ending in A,. Uy,..., Uy are disjoint. Also, we choose Us
to connect az with as, outside U;B;, Ug to connect a, with U, outside U, B5;,

and U, to connect a4 with U, outside Ullg’Z Us is disjoint from all other U;’s,
Us is disjoint from all other U;’s except U,, and U; disjoint from all other
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U;’s except Uy. The resulting configuration of the extension through these
corridors is easily seen to be in (R.2H)).

Second, we assume that the first point of {ay,...,a4} from ag in the
clockwise direction belongs to a (+)-path. Without loss of generality, we can
assume that aq is the first point. In this case, the endpoints are located in the
clockwise order from ag as ay, a4, as, as. Then we can easily see that there is
either a (+)-path s or a (—*)-path ¢* connecting a boundary point of Rﬂ“(v)
between ag and a;, with another boundary point of R}?H(v) between a5 and
as.

This is because in the configuration «’, if a; is connected with a; by r}
and if 7 does not contain such a (+)-path, then r;" and r}" inevitably go
outside R;?H(v), and go around the origin to enter R;?H(v) again. As a
consequence 1}’ contains such a (—sx)-path t*. Also, if a; is connected with
ar, then ag is connected with as, and then r}’ inevitably contains such a
(—%)-path ¢*.

So, without loss of generality we can assume that there is a (—x%)-path
t*. Let by, by be the endpoints of t* such that b; is between a; and ag, and
by is between a, and as. In this case, we choose corridors Uy, ..., Uyg in the
following way.

1. U; connects a; with the left side of R}”‘f(v), ending in A,

2. U, connects ag with the top side of R;?(v), ending in As.

3. Us connects a7 with the right side of Ii’;’f(v), ending in As.

4. Uy connects ag with the bottom side of R;‘IL(U), ending in Aj.

5. Us connects as with as outside Ui B;.
Us connects ay with Uy outside U;B;.
U; connects ap with by outside Ui BB;.

Us connects by with Uy outside U;B;.

© o N o

Uy, ..., U; except Ug are disjoint.
10. Ug is disjoint from all other corridors except Us.

11. Ug is disjoint from all other corridors except Uy.

The procedure of choosing corridors is the same as before and the resulting
configuration by extending (+)-paths and (—x)-paths through these corridors
belongs to the event (8.27]). O
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Lemma 8.9. Let 2/'*° < 2% < min{L(h,e),5}. There exists a constant
K©(n) depending only on ji, &9, and 5 such that for v € S(2%) and 0 < m <
m; = mj, (v), we have

(826) ¥ (FO(R(0), S(25)) N A () 2A25))
<KO(n) x {MI{V(AR;,{ w B+ N DR;_,{ w BN A(O)(R;’j(v), S(Qk)))
g (DR;'{ w B+ N AR;.Y{ W BN AO(RR (v), S(Qk)))}

Proof. First, we prove ([826) in the case where m = mj. When |v|,, < 2F71,
we can see that R} (v) = S} (v). Indeed, by definition, we have

!
9d1+m] > 2—3|,U|OO > oittmi=1 _ oji
Therefore if |v]s < 2F,
dool(0, 5711 (1)) < [0]og + 204 4 201
< (1 + 272)‘U|OO + o1+l + 9J1

7
<2l 427ty 2t oty = 3 2k
Also, from the above inequality
2 mi < 97y, < 2872,
This implies that By’s for SZLT (v) is in

S (g 2k 4 2k4) c S(2M).

Hence, RZLT (v) = S;?I (v).
Further, if |v]o, > 27175, then we have

(5.27) 00, S} 0)) > 2ol

b ]1
because

doo(o SWT(U)) > |'U|oo _ 9iitmi _ 9i

) _]1
> |]oo — 272|V|0o — 20MH — 271

> 5 27— 270 |u]o = §|v|oo.
4 8
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In this case, we argue in the following way. Since

Agni , (25N FO(S7H(v), 8(2%) € T(0, S(27°|v])) NT(S(2[0])S(2)),

J1
we first estimate the probability of the right hand side event. By the mixing
property,

(8.28)
W (F(O, S(23u])) N f<s<2|v\w>s<2k>>)

S{uiv (D(0, S(273[v]se)) N T(S(2[]oe), S(2F))) + 0<23|v\w>2%ea'”'w/2}
x i (D(S(2lv]), S(29)).
From Lemma [5.5, we have
i (D(0, 827 ulso))) > ¥ (A(0,274™1)) > GOy ™.

It

3
(8.29) C(%) emalvlee/2 < 0201—7”7’

then this implies that

pp (000, 5(27%v]a))) — 0(23|v|w)2%eavm/2
>(1— 27"l (0(0, S(27%v]w0))).-

[v]oo

e > 2miti. So if we put j3 > ji as the smallest

From the definition of mj,
number satisfying

(8.30) Cnle™" < C,Cy 8™ for every n > 272,
then ,

C(%) eollvle/2) < CQCl—logg V] /2 < CngmT
if
(8.31) mr+ ) > s
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Note that j3 depends only on €} and C5, which depend only on £y and j;.
So, assume that (8.31)) is true. Then we have from (8.28)

832) (r<o, S(2 3 u]o)) N (S (2fole). S<2’f>))

<(1— 27 (00, S loloe))) i (F(S(2l0]), S25)).

By Lemmas [5.6] and [£.9] the right hand side of (832) is bounded from above
by

KE(1 =277 (A0, S(27%0]oo))) 1r' (A(S(2J0]0), S(27))).
Again by the mixing property and (830), this is bounded from above by

KR(1 =272 (A0, 52 %v]0)) N A(S(2lule), S(29).
if (8.37]) is satisfied. But it is easy to find corridors in the event
A0, 5(27%vlw)) N A(S(2Jvl), S(2),

to connect A;’s of S(273v|s) with A’s of S;?{ (v) or A’s of S(2]v]s) to

obtain
A Eon0O
Eiw™ s
The width of these corridors is 27°|v|, and the length of them are not larger
than 8|v|s, and the ratio is bounded by an absolute constant. Therefore by
the connection lemma, there exists a constant C# > () depending only on ¢
and 7;, such that

i (0, 8(27[v]oo)) NT(S(20]0), S(21)))
SCFRE(L =272 (A gy B NAO(S] (0), 5(24)))

J1

E_.nAO(ST (), S(24)).

under the condition that (831]) is satisfied. The outward extension argument
then proves the desired inequality in this case. Indeed, for 0 < m < mj — 1,
we have as in Lemmas and [5.9]

i (DO(S7(0), $(25) N Agyr ) 2A25))
< (AO(S](v), S(21)))

+ 5/1 (P(O (S ('U)a S(Qk)) N AAS’J"I“"I(U)Q(zk))
<mz 5z p(o Sm+z( ), S(Qk))ﬂAg]m‘f(v)Q(Qk))

o (FOS 0, 5(29) N8

J1
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By Lemma [8.8] the first summation is bounded by
Z 5t {/iiv (AS;_;LHH(U) E.N DS;_;LHH(U) E_.N A(O)(S;?+Z+I(U), S(Qk)))

+ ,uiv (DSm'H"'l(U)E“‘ N ASm'H"'l(v)E_* N A(O)(S;?—M—H(’U), S(Qk)))} .
J1 J1
Also, the last term is bounded from above by

O (A g E_.n AP(S5 (v), 5(2")

under the condition that v satisfies (831]). Then by Lemma [ we obtain
that there is some constant C¥ (1) > 0 depending only on g, ji, 7,

MN(f(O)((Sm(v), S(2") N Agp ) (2"))

E.nU
* Sjll(v)

—m—

Z (6C,) ! {Mt (Asm(v E N DS'”( B0 A 0)(517'711(2})’ S(Qk)))
—0

+ (Dsm(y)E+ N Asm(y)E_* NA©® (Sm Zk) )}
+ (0C)™ " 1Y (A o) By N B ) B N A<0 (ST (v), S(2)))
(2%)

J1

:Cf(n)[ N (Asy By N Oy E— N AO(S7(v), 5(24)))
1 (Dsp ) By 0 Ay B 1 AO(S7(0), 5(2)]

If (831 does not hold for v, then |v|o, < 201HM+3 < 25313 So putting
js = max{j3 + 3,71 + 5} we use the finite energy property to obtain the
desired inequality when |v],, < 274.

It still remains to consider the case where v € S(2%) \ S(2871). In this
case we do not have to use S(2|v|«), and we argue in the following way. We
start with the trivial inclusion

Ap, 022N TO(R;, (v),5(2) € T(0,27%[v]s).
Since we can see that

doo (R (0), S(272[0]00)) > 272[0]oc

i
and |vs| > 271, we can arrange corridors to obtain
A B N Do ) B 1 AO(R™(v), 5(2%))
.71
from the event A(0, S(273|v|s)). By Lemma 5.6l and the Connection lemma,

we obtain the desired inequality for m = mj in this case, too. The rest is
usual outwards extension argument. O
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Theorem 8.10. Assume that 27 +5 < 28 < min{L(h, o), &}, where j; > ji
is given by the smallest number satisfying (8.30). Then there exist positive
constants Cag, Cos, depending only on ji, ¢ and 7, such that

(3.33) ‘%Mf (2(2") ‘
|h — he| N k N k
<—ar |Cnm (Q@M) +Co Y ' (A0(2Y)

veS(2K)
Proof. We check the condition (S). Note first that
Ham e \ DR;’;“(U)Q(Qk)
for v € S(2%) and 1 <m < m} — 1. To see this, first we note that if
_ k _ k
then Q(2%) occurs, but if we change the configuration in Rﬂ“(v) suitably,

then Q(2%) does not occur in the resulting configuration. Therefore we can see
that w € ARm-H(U)Q(Qk). this implies that at least one of rq, r3, 73, r}; is forced
J1

to go through R?Z—H(U). without loss of generality we can assume that r; is
forced to go through R}?H(v). Then there exist (—x)-paths r§ and r§ con-
necting 8.&?}“(2}) with the top and the bottom sides of S(2F), respectively,
such that they force r; to go through R}?H(v). Then, f‘(o)(}?;erl(v), S(2%))
occurs in w.
Next, by Lemmas and 8.7 we have
(8:34) ' (Apmer Q2% NTO(R] (v), S(2%)))
< KOCT x {Mz]ev (Aé;l wE+ N Dé;l wE—N A(O)(é}l (v),5(2%)))
1 Oy Bs 0 Ay B N AO (R (0), 5(29)) }

by the finite energy property we obtain from this that the right hand side of
(B34)) is bounded by

ROCm(1 4 e@hets)/ATYFLE 0 N (A 0(9F) 0 Q(2F)).

Thus, the condition (S) is satisfied. O
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9 Branching argument

Here we present a variant of Lemma 7 of [II] whose proof is essentially the
same as the original one. Only we have to use a lower bound in the extension
of Russo’s formula and the Connection lemma instead of independence.

Lemma 9.1 (cf. [II] Lemma 7). Let 27'7° < 28 < min{L, 5}. Then there
exist constants Cy, > 0,¢ > 0, which depend only on j;,eq and 7, such that
for 51 +5 < j < k, we have

(9.1) /dt Z ﬁT uiV (T(v, S(27)))

vES(21-2)

: h—nh | ~ i1
<C 9—C(k=7) ‘7‘325(#1) —a2’ )
S Oy ( + AT e

Proof. The strategy is just the same as in [I1]. It is sufficient to show for
j<k—11,v e S(2972),0 <t < 1, and some constant C{* which depends
only on j;, &0 and 7,

(9.2) 9¢(k=3) {MN (A(v, 5(27))) — 0230‘“)6*&2"“}

< CFY " (v+272n s pivotal for A*(2",29)),

*
where Z denotes the summation over all n’s in Z? such that

(9.3) S(272n, 27y  S(2F7).

Indeed, from Remark 8.4l we have

h—nh * ,
(9.4) Z |§7TC|Z e (v+27"?n is pivotal for AT (2%, 2%))
veS(29-2) n
d
< C{7d pp (AT(2%,2%)).

We sum up ([@.2) over v’s in S(2772?), and then use (@.4) to integrate the
resulting inequality in ¢ € [0, 1]. Then we obtain

(9:5) / i > e B (as) - oz

veES(21-2)

geigets
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From Lemma [5.6l we have
(9.6) i (A(v, 8(2))) > Kpi' (T(v, S(27)))

This, together with (Q.5) implies the inequality (O.]).
For the case k — 11 < j < k, the argument in [I1] is valid. But for the
completeness we repeat the proof. By Lemma and Remark 84 we have

> Py (e sei)

veS(29-2)

cx Y oA s2))

— ﬁT /’Lt )
vES(21-2)

h — he o
< Kveg2) | aT |,uiv (v is pivotal for A*(27,27))

d .
S Cjﬁ@u{fv (A+<2]7 2])) )

where C’f depends only on ji, g, and 1. Therefore integrating this inequality
in ¢ from 0 to 1, we obtain

! h—nh ,
97) [ > By rwse) <cf
0 yes(2i-2) fT

Thus, taking Cyy larger than 2'%C# | we have (@) for k — 11 < j < k.
So, hereafter we assume that j < k — 11. If we take n satisfying (0.3),
then we have for v € S§(2772),

g (v+2"n is pivotal for AT(2%,2%)) > 1Y (A(v+2/"%n, 5(2%))) .

By the mixing property, the Connection lemma, Lemmas and (.9 the
right hand side of the above inequality is not less than

S(27+2n, 29+2), S(2k))>
v+ 27, §(27 n, 2”1))) _ (3'23(j+1)€fa2f“}

S(29+2p, 20+, S(Qk)))

X

—

F

=
~—~ 7/ N —~ /N
/\A:A

(@) — Gt
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The last equality is because of the translation invariance of pl¥. The constants
C and C’f depend only on j;,7n and &y.

Summing up this inequality with respect to n which satisfy (@.3), we
obtain

Z*Niv (v + 27"2n is pivotal for A*(2%,2"))
> Cf {Miv (D(v, S(27+1))) — @23<j+1>67a2j+1}
X Z*Nz]&\[ (f(5(2j+2n, 29+, S(Qk))> .

Thus, by Remark [R4], we only have to show that

(9.8) 260 < CFS N (f(5(2f'+2n, 9it1y, S(2k))> .

The constant Cf depends only on ji,7n and &g.
Let R = R(w) be the lowest horizontal (+)-crossing of S(2%). First we
show that

1
g (R exists in [—27, 2] x -2~ 2874)) > 552851 > 0.
As in [11] we have to note that the event in the right hand side of the above
inequality occurs when
1. there is a horizontal (4)-crossing in [—2%, 2¥] x [$2F74 28] "and

2. there is a horizontal (—x)-crossing in [—2*,2%] x [-2F* —22k~4] and
it is connected by a (—x)-path with the bottom of S(2F).

The pu-probability of the first event is not less than d,5, and the probability
of the second event is by the FKG inequality not less than d4g0;. Since the
first and the second events are occuring in distance not less than %2’“*4, the
plN-probability that the both events occur is not less than

_29k—4

The conditions (5.6), (5.7) and (5.14)) assures that this is not less than §%/2.

Next, let us fix a horizontal crossing rq of [—2%,2%] x [—2F=4 2F=4]. By
the Connection lemma, the p¥ (- | R = rq)-probability of the event that there
is a (—x)-path in [—2F% 2k=4] x [—2F 2*] connecting the top side of S(2F)
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with 0*rg is not less than i(;lgg. Further, if this event occurs, we write the
leftmost one of such (—x%)-paths by S*. We condition on the event

{R = To, S = S*}.
and denote by i the conditional probability;
fii=p (- |R=ro, S =s").

Denote the point by w such that s* connects 0*{w} with the top side of
S(2F). If there are more than one such points, then we take the rightmost
one in 79. Let S’ be the region in S(2%) which is above ry and to the right of
s*. The lower boundary of S’ is a part of ry that connects w with the right
side of S(2%). We write this (+)-path by 7. Let us take a v € S(2/72?) and a
vector n which satisfies (0.3]) and

S(27 20, 2 Nr £ ().

If there exists a (—*)-path in S’ that connects s* with S(2/*?n,2/%"), then
[(S(27+2n, 2711 S(2%)) occurs, since we are conditioning on the event

[R=ry & =57,

In particular, if the box S(2/7?n, 2/*1) intersects both s* and r, then the
event I'(S(2/+%n, 271), S(2%)) occurs.

Let ¢ be an integer such that j +5 < ¢ < k — 6. For this ¢, note that the
condition

S(292n, 27t N S(w, 3-29) # 0

implies that S(2/"%n,2771) c S(283).

For fixed j < k — 11,¢ with j +5 < ¢ < k — 6, n = (ny,ny) € Z*, and
a horizontal crossing rq of [—2F,2F] x [—2F=4 2F=4] a point w in ry, and a
(x)-path s* connecting 9*{w} with the top of S(2¥) above 1y, we define

(9.9) Y(n,w,{, rg,s")
1 if S(27%2n, 2771) intersects both ry and S(w, 3 - 2%),
and there exists a (—x*)-path ¢* connecting S(2/"%n, 2771)
with s* in S(w,3-2%) (¢* can be part of s*),

0 otherwise.
Note that if Y (n,w, ¢, rg,s*) = 1, then the event

[(S(27*+2n, 27%1), S(2%))
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occurs, provided that R = ry and that s* is a (—x*)-path.
Finally, we put

(9.10) Z(l) =min E,n

ZY(H, w, l, 7, 5") ‘-FS(zk)\S'] (w),
where S’ is the region in S(2*) above 7 and right to s*. Also, the minimum
is taken over all of the following;

1 twith0<t<1,

2. horizontal crossing ro of [—2F, 2F] x [—2k=4 2k=4]

3. w € ry such that S(w,3-2%) C S(2%),

=

(x)-path s* that connects 0*{w} with the top of S(2¥) above ry,
5. w satisfying

(a) w(u) = —1 for every u € s*, and

(b) R(w) = ro.

Consider an annulus A,(w) = S(w,27) \ S(w,2%) and take a point w; €
Ag(w) that is on 79 between w and the right side of S(2%). Then S(wy,3 -
21 C S(w, 3-2%), and

S(w,3-2) N S(wy,3-274 =90

So, if there is a (—x%)-path ¢t* in Ay(w) that connects s* with a (x)-adjacent
point of w; above rg, then we can find a (—x*)-path s} connecting the top of
S(2%) with w; above r( by first going down along s* until we get to the point
where t* starts and then switching to ¢* until we reach w;. Then in this case
we have

ZY(n,w,E, 79, 5")

> ZY(n,w,E —4,ro,8") + ZY(n, wy, 0 — 4,79, 87).

Recall that r denotes the part of ry that connects w with the right side of
S(2F), and define the following event;

Ey(r,s*) = {

there exists a (—x*)-path in S' N Ay(w)
connecting s* with r '
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Then by the Connection lemma, we have

/](Eg(?“, S*)) Z 5128 =. C?é

e~ =

On this event, we can take ¢* the minimal (—x*)-path connecting s* with a
(*)-neighbour of r in S’N A,(w), and w, as a point in r that is (x)-neighbour
to t*. Thus, we have

ZY(n,w,E, ro, s*)]

Z Y(n,w, 0 —4,rg,s%)

Ej

> by + Ly

ZY(n, wy, 0 — 4,710, 87); Eo(r, s%)
> (1+0f) 20— 4.

The above argument depends on the definition of fi, but it is easy to notice
that we can repeat this argument for

Y (n,wy, { — 4,79, 57)
with respect to the conditional probability

(-] Fsepsy) W),

where Sj is the region in S(2%) above rq and right to s}, and that w satisfies
R = ro, w(u) = —1,u € si. Then recursively we obtain for some p €
{1,2,3,4},
Z(0) > (1+ CF) P2 (j +p),
where ¢ — 7 = p(mod 4), and by definition Z(j + p) > 1.
Thus, taking ¢ = Llogy(1 + CF) and £ = k — 6, CF = 2(6%01) (1 +
C#)3/2 we have [@8). O
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10 Proof of Kesten-Theorem 1

Theorem 10.1 (cf. [I1] Theorem 1). There exist constants 0 < Cas, Cog <
o0, depending only on j; and g, such that

mh(n)
Ter (1)

(10.1) Cy < < Oy for all n < L(h,ep).

Proof. Tt suffices to prove (I0I)) for 7 (n) and ¥ (n) with sufficiently large
N. We define
¥ (n) = pul (O & 6¢n5(n)) .

Let n < L(h, o) and k = |log, n|. By monotonicity we have

(10.2) oV (M) < wlN(n) < ¥ (2F).

Also, by Lemma and the FKG inequality, there exists a constant C’fk >0
such that

(10.3) N (28 > o N (2F).

This constant C# depends only on £g. Therefore we only have to show (I0.1)
for 2% instead of n.
By Theorem [B.6], we have

(10.4) %th(Qk)

h—h,
< %{Cfﬁ]\[@k)

+cf Z 1" (v is pivotal for {O & 9:S(2")}) }
vES(ZN\S(21+5)

1) First, we consider v’s with 27175 < |v|o, < 2871 Let j1 +5 < j < k-2,
and take v with 27 < |v|o, < 2771, Write

@j—5<€17 €2) = [0, 2j75]2 + 2j75(£1, €2)

Then v belongs to at least one of @j_5(€1,€2) with —26 < ¢;,¢, < 2. Let us
assume that Q; 5({1,¢2) D Q;—5(v). Then, since S?_;(v) C S(2¥), we have

(10.5) p; (v is pivotal for {O & dinS(2")})
< ¥ (D(v, $2_5(0)) N To(S25(v), S(21))).

100



By the mixing property the right hand side of (I0.5) is bounded from above
by

(10.6) ' (P53 5(0). S(29) { (D0, 52_5(0))) + 020202
Let B(S? 5(v),S(2"%)) be the event that
1. there is a (4)-path 7 in S(2¥) connecting the origin with S? ;(v), and
2. there is a (+)-path " in S(2*) connecting S? ;(v) with 9;,,S(2).

Note that T'g(S3_5(v), S(2%)) is a subset of B(S?_;(v), S(2%)), and by the
FKG inequality, we have

(10.7) pi (B(S]_5(v), 8(29)) < o5*m" (2%).
Thus, by (I0.5)—(I0.7), we have
(10.8) 1y (v is pivotal for {O & IS (2%)})

< 574N (29 {uiV (T(v, S%_5(v))) + 023(]'_2)6_042%3} |
Summing up ([0.8) over v’s in a @j—f}(gla {5), we obtain

(10.9) Z p; (v is pivotal for {O & 9:nS(2%)})

veQ,_5(f1,02)

<ot D0 (P, Sg(v)) + 020 e

Ueaj_s(él,ég)

Since ;2 is translation invariant,

S T Sw) < S Y (D, S@).

vEQ;_5(L1,L2) v€ES(29-5)
Therefore summing up (I09) over £;, fo’s with —2% < £, /5 < 2% we obtain

Z p; (v is pivotal for {O & 9:nS(2%)})

2 <[] oo <2911

<Cfnl(2) ¢ Do w (D0, S(27%)) + 020 Do

vES(29-5)
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for some positive constant C’f depending only on j;,e9 and 7. Finally per-
forming the summation over j’s we obtain

(10.10) Z 1" (v is pivotal for {O & 9 S(2%)})

2715 <|v| e <2k 1

< CFrlN(2F) Z Z ' (D(v, S(277%))) + 1

J=Jj1+5veS(29-5)

for some constant C’f , which depends only on j;,¢¢ and 7.
2) Second, let us consider the case where 2871 < |v|o, < 2%, This time we
consider S?_(v). If S?_,(v) C S(2F), then we also obtain

(10.11) 1" (v is pivotal for {O & 8in5(2k)})
< otm (2 { i (D(v, SE_g(0))) + €249t}

in the same way as (I0.8)). By applying Lemma .6l similar to (0.6]), we obtain

u (D0, Si_6(v))) < CF ¥ (A(v, S_6(0))),
and then we apply Lemma [5.3] four times to obtain
(10.12) 1 (A0, 52_(0))
< O (A, 5(29)
< CF i (v is pivotal for AT (2, 2%))

for some positive constant C’f depending only on ji, g9 and 1. If S7_4(v) ¢
S(2F), then we consider T2 4(v), and we have

(10.13) p (v is pivotal for {O & 9:nS(2)})
< apm (@) Ll (T (0, T2 g(0)) + C230 e "]

As above by Lemma [5.6] and Lemma 5.3 we have

(10.14) i (D0, T 6(v)))
< CF iy (A(v, 5(2)))
< CF il (v is pivotal for AT(2¥,2%)).

102



Thus, from (I0.11)-(T0.14]), we obtain

(10.15) Z pl (v is pivotal for {O & 9,,5(25)})

2k =1 || oo <2k

< cfrN(2h) Z g7 (v is pivotal for A*(2%,2%)) + 1

2k 1< |0 <2k

for some positive constant Cy depending only on 71,0 and 7.

Combining (I0.4]), (I0.10) and (I0.I5]), we obtain

d
—logm,"(2")

10.1
(10.16) pr

<o} ;;TC Z > (D(v, S(27)) +1

J=j1+5veS(29-5)

+ Z 1 (v is pivotal for A*(2%,2%))

2k—1<|y] oo <2k

for some positive constant C’fé depending only on j;,&¢ and 7. Integrating
(T0.16) with respect to t € [0, 1], we obtain

™ (24)
(10.17) T
+ |hJ;ThC| + 1}.

By Lemma [0.7], the right hand side of (I0.I7) is bounded by

k—1
I U W [
ot {024 3 (Qcaw) N %f@ﬂ)e a2+ ) N % N 1},

Jj=j1+5

which is a constant depending only on 7,7 and &. O
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11 Proof of Kesten-Theorem 2
Theorem 11.1 (cf. [I1] Theorem 2). For h > h,,
7Tcr<L<h, 80)) S 0277Th(L(h,, 80))
< Cos0(h)
< Cysmr(L(h, €0))
S ngﬂcr(L(h, 80)).

Proof. Essentially, the only thing to be proved is the second inequality. But
in order to use Theorem [I0.], we have to remark that (I0.J) is valid for
n < 2L(h,gp) — 2 when we replace the constants Cy; and Cys with

(11.1) Clhs = 0105Ca5,  Chs = (0165) " Cog.

In particular, (I0.J) is valid for n = L(h,ey), too, with the constants Cjj;
and Chg above. Let L = L(h,eq). By a standard construction together with
Lemma and Lemma 2.3 we can see that

O & 0;,5(L), and there exists a (+)-circuit

0(h) > prn surrounding S(L/2) in S(L) \ S(L/2)
which is (+)-connected to the infinite (+)-cluster
> m(L) - 036, - (1 = A6™).
n=1
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12 Proof of Kesten-Corollary 1 and Kesten-
Theorem 3

The argument in this section is valid both for (+)- and (—#)-connection. As
usual we state results only for (+)-connection.

12.1 One-arm event

Lemma 12.1. Let Ly be a constant such that Ly > 6n3(8,0). Then there

exists a constant C3g > 0 depending only on Ly, g9, such that for Ly < n <
L(h, Eo),

n

(12.1) (n— Lo)mn(n) < Y mu(k) < Cso(2n — Lo)ma(n)

k=Lo+1

As mentioned in [9], this implies that nmj,(n) is essentially increasing, and
therefore

Cl
> 231
7Th<n) =

for some constant C%; > 0 depending only on Ly and ¢¢. Then inserting this
into (I2.1) repeatedly, we obtain for m > 1,

., Ch(m)(logn)”
n

mh(n)

for some constant C%,(m) > 0, depending on Ly, m, and &g for every m > 1.
The proof of the Lemma [[2.1] is similar to the original one in [9]. Only we
have to use the connection lemma instead of independence.

Proof. The first inequality immediately follows from the fact that 7, (k) is
decreasing in k.
Let
S>®(n) = {(z',2%) : —n < x; < n}

and

Ly < k < 2n, such that
Vo= #13(0,k):

(0,k) <5 {z! =n} in S=(n)

By the translation invariance,

(12.2) ErpVa] = (2n — Lo)pr (O & {z' =n} in S=(n))
< (2n — Lo)mp(n),
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where Er ), denotes the expectation with respect to pr ;. We define
E := {there exists a horizontal (+)-crossing in [—n,n]| x [0,n]}.

For w € Ef, let R = R(w) denote the lowest horizontal (+)-crossing in
[—n,n] x [0,n]. Put

2100 Lo < k < 2n, Er(), k:).is above R, and on .
(0,k) <> R in S*(n)
0 on (E1)e.

Note that V,, > Vn, and

(123)  EralVal > Ern[Va] = Era[Vi: EF] =Y Era[Va: R =R,
R

where Z denotes the summation over all horizontal crossings R in [—n, n] x

R
[0,n]. Now we fix such a crossing R arbitrarily, and define

v = 0" (R) = (0,k)
as the highest point of {z! =0} N R. Then we have

(124)  Eru[Vn:R=R)|
2n—kg

> prn(R=R) Y pra((0,k +0) & Rin $%(n) | R = R),

{=Lo+1

Since kj < n, the right hand side of (I24) is not less than

n

prp(R = R) Z prn (0, kg + 0) & Rin S>(n) |R =R).

{=Lo+1

Now for each ¢ < n, we define an annulus

AW = {([2. 2] x 463 (4,5 < [4,0)} + 0.k + ).

Since

doe (A(0), 5(n)) = 3.

we can see that A(¢) C S°°(n). The highest point v* of R divides R into two
parts, which are denoted by R; and Rj, respectively. Let AT (¢) be a portion
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of A(¢) above R, in which R; can be connected to Ry; AT (¢)U R can contain
a circuit surrounding (0, k§ + ¢). We consider the event

there is a (+)-path r in AT (¢)
Fr) = such that r connects Ry with R», and
AT(0) U R contains a (+)-circuit surrounding (0, kj + ¢)

By the condition that Lo > 6n3(8, &), if £ > Ly, then we can use the Con-
nection lemma, and obtain

061032\ *
(PO R = R) > (202) — cF >
For w € F™(¢), we denote the maximal (+)-circuit surrounding (0, k§ + ¢) in
AT(¢) U R by C. By the Markov property, the FKG inequality and (2.43]),
prn((0,k5 +0) & Rin S®(n) |[R =R, € =)
= 480 (0,55 +0) & 0)
> purp((0,k5 4 €) & C) > m(20),
where O¢ is the interior of the circuit C. Since ¢ < n < L(h,¢p), the right
hand side is bounded from below by §}ds7,(¢). Thus we have
17 ((0, kg +€) 5 R in S®(n) | R = R)
> i ({(0, kg + €) 5 Rin S®(n)} N FH(¢) |R = R)
=> prn((0.k5+0) & Rin $%(n) |R =R, C = C)urs(C=C|R = R)
c

> 510 (Oprp (FT(0) | R = R) > CF CF my(0),
where CF := §26,. Together with (I24), this implies that

Ern[Va:R=R] > urs(R=R)CTCT > m(0).

{=Lo+1

By ([I2.3),

n

Erp[Va] = pran(ED)CTCT Y~ mi(0).

{=Lo+1

Since prp(EY) > 62 by ([2:42), (I22) implies that

(2n — Lo)my(n) > CYCF oy > mal0),

{=Lo+1

which proves the desired upper bound. O
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12.2 Connectivity function

For o € Z?, let
T (0, ) := ,ucr(O & SL’)

Lemma 12.2 (cf. [10] Lemma). There exist C3, and C33, depending only
on €g, such that

Cpamer(|7]o0)* < 7(0, 1) < Camer ([]oc)?
for all x € Z*.
Proof. For the upper bound, note that
per (0 5 @) < p1er (0 5 01 S([2]00/4), 7 4 01 S (w0, 2]0/4)).

Using the mixing property, the translation-invariance, (1)), and (Z43]), we
have

2
Tcr<07x) S 7Tcr<|$‘oo/4)2 -+ C (%) . % . 670{'1'00/2 S 0337Tcr<‘x|oo)2-

For the lower bound, note that

(I7]o)

cr O é > cr
per ) 2 (there exists a (+)-circuit in S(2]z|s) \ S

and
fer (45 005 (2]2]00)) > per (2 5 010 S(,3|7]0)) = Tex (3]7]o0)-
Using the FKG inequality, (2.42) and (2.45]), we have

7_cr(oax) Z 7Tcr(2|x|oo) . ﬂ-cr(3|x|oo) : 521 Z C13277-(:1“(|:L‘|c>o)2~

12.3 Radius and volume of a percolation cluster

We introduce the radius of the (+)-cluster C¢ containing the origin:

R = R(C{) := max{|v|s : v € C{}.
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Lemma 12.3 (cf. [10] (10)). Let n5 > ng be given by

54
(12.5) 2Cn3e "2 < 58 for every n > n;.

Then we have

4
(12.6) uT,h(n <R< 2n) > %Swh(n)

for every ns < n < L(h,&g).
Note that 2711 > n5 by (5.14).
Proof. Note that

+
prn(n < R <2n) > pry, ( O < 9S(n), )

there exists a (—sx)-circuit in S(2n) \ S(3n/2)

By the mixing property, (2.44)), and (T2.0]), we have
0g

prn(n < R <2n) > m,(n) - (5§ - 20n3e°‘"/2) > = (n).

The next proposition is a variant of Theorem 8 of [9].

Proposition 12.4 (cf. [II] (3.3)). For every ¢ > 1, there exist constants
C34(t), Cs5(t) > 0, depending only on ¢, j; and &g, such that

Caa(t) (n*m(n))' < Ery, [[#(cg nSm)'| 0 & 8,,8(n)
< Cis(t) (n?mn(n) + 1),

for every 21175 < n < L(h, &).

Proof. The proof of this proposition is similar to the one in [9] and its simpler
version in [13]. We first show the lower bound for ¢ = 1. Observe that

B [#(C3 N S(M) |0 & 0,8 (n)]

= Z HT,h (v &0 ‘ 0 & @'ns(”))

veS(n)

> 3 s ({v H0InE,|0& 0, S(n))
veS(n/2)

= 3 ({v & 0,5y NE,| 08 o, s<n)) ,
veS(n/2)
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where E, is the event that there is a (+)-circuit in S(n) surrounding S(n/2).
By the FKG inequality and Lemma 2.5, we have for n > 4ns,

> ({0 05} N B,

08 amS(m)

veES(n/2)
> Z T,k <U & OmS(n)) prn(En)
veES(n/2)
n? n?
> 5fllz7rh(2n) > 525217711(”)
=: CFn’my(n).

This is true if n < L(h, &y). The constant C7* > 0 depends only on ;. Thus,
we obtain a desired lower bound for ¢ = 1. The lower bound for general ¢ > 1
follows from this and Jensen’s inequality.

Next, we show the upper bound. We show it for an integer ¢ > 1; the

bound for general ¢ > 1 follows by Holder’s inequality. First we show it for
t = 1 as before.

Enp [#(C5 08(n) |08 0,5m)] = - pra (v5 0] 08 0u5m).
veS(n)

Take a v € S(n) \ S(27!), and let |v|o, = k. Let Ej(v) be the event given by

Fe(v) = there is a (+4)-circuit in the annulus
V)= S(v,k)\ S(v, k/2) surrounding v |

Then we have by the FKG inequality
. (v 50, and 0 & 8in5(n)>
<07 s ({v & 010 {0 & 8,S(n)} N Ey(v))
< 57 ur <{v & 9,,8(v, k/4)} N Ey(v) N {0 & amsm)}) .
Since
En(v) {0 & 8,,5(n)} = Ey(v) N {o & 9,,S(n) outside S(v, k/2)}
c {o & 9,,S(n) outside S(v, k/2)},

by the mixing property we have
k3
KT (v & 0, and O & GinS(n)) <6t (ﬂh(k:/él) + Cﬁe_o‘k/‘l) h(n).
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By Lemma and the FKG inequality, we have
mh(k/4) < (6165) *mn(k)  for k > 16m,.

This is true when 2917° < k. since ny > 4n3(8, o) by definition, and from
(B3R, 29175 > 6n3(8,9). Also, nz([877'],&0) is set not less than ngy, we also
have 271%5 > 16n,, and we can use Lemma [I2.1] for k’s with & > 27175 to
obtain

Z UT.h (v &0 ‘ 0 & @nS(n))

veS(n)

. n /{Z3
< 200 54 (680) T Y 8k (wh(k) + Cﬁe‘“’“/“)

k=2J1+5

< CF (n®my(n) +1)

for some constant C’f& > 0, which depends on j; and &.
For an integer ¢t > 1, we prove the bound by induction following [13]. The
argument is similar to the one for ¢ = 1. Since

Ery, [[#(CBL N S(n))}t
- S (vl,...,vt & o’ 0 <i>6m5(n)> :

V1,...,0¢E€S(n)

o0& amS(nﬂ

we fix v1,...,1-1 € S(n) and estimate the sum

Z s (vl,...,vt & O‘ od& 8inS(n)>

v eS(n)

from above. This time we put k& = doo (v, {O,v1,...,v,1}). Then we use
E)(v:) as before, and noting that the

#{v e S(n) : doo(ve,{O,v1,...,v_1}) = k} < 8tk,

by the same argument as before, we obtain

Z UT.h <v1,...,vt & O‘ 0 & @nS(n))

vt€S(n)

< tC¥(n*mu(n) + D prn <vl, v &0 ‘ 0 & @nS(n)) :

This gives the desired upper bound.
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Following Kesten [10], we can prove the next theorem.

Theorem 12.5. (i) For every ¢t > 1, there exists a constant Cs4(t), depending
only on ¢ and &g, such that for every A > 1, we have
(12.7)

#C7
— >\
HTh (RQﬂ'h(R) -

n<R< 2n> < Csg(t)A™ for 27770 <n < L(h,g)/2,

Here, R = R(C{) is the radius of the cluster Cj.
(ii) For every £ > 0, there exists a A > 0 and an integer N; > 2715 such that
if Ny <n < L(h,&), then we have

4Ct 1
(128) UT.h <R27Th<R) < \

Proof. (i) By Lemma 23] (I2Z0) holds if ns < n < L(h,g0)/2. We put
C’fk := 03 /2 for simplicity. Then we have

#Cy
M, (m > A
<y (HLCE0SE)

n?my,(2n)

n§R<2n>§e.

n§R<2n)

> A

n§R<2n)

1 #(CFnS(2n))
- wah(n)uT’h ( n?my,(2n)

By a similar argument as the proof of (2.45]), we can see that there exists a
constant C’f > (0 which depends only on ¢y, such that

1 #(Cg NnS(2n
T e L)

cf #(Ci 0 5(2n))
- ﬂh(Zn)uT’h ( n?m,(2n)

ZA,nSR).

ZA,QnSR).

By Proposition [[2.4] and Chebyshev’s inequality we have

#(Cy N S(2n))
HT h D)

n?mp(2n)

_ B [[#(C§ N S(2n)))' |20 < R]
B M (n2m,(2n)) !
(4n?m,(2n) + 1)t

At (n27rh(2n))t

> A

ZnSR)

< Cs5(t)

112



if 2175 < < L(h,&)/2. By Lemma [[2.0] and the comment after it,
m(2n) > Chyn ™,
which implies that

(4n’my(2n) + 1)
(n2m,(2n))t

is bounded in n. Thus, we have

i (#(Cg nsen) | A’ oy < R) < (o

n?m,(2n)

for 271%5 < n < L(h, gy) and some constant C3s(t), which depends on ¢ and
0.
(ii) We take 5m < n, and define the annuli A;(m),i=1,2,3 by

Adm) = (i + 1)m) \ S(im).
Also, we define a random variable Y (m) by

Y(m)=+# {v € Ay(m) : v & 8;,,S(4m) or v & 8S(m)} :
Let F'(m) be the event given by

F(m) = for i = 1,3, there exists a (+4)-circuit C;
| in the annulus A;(m), surrounding the origin [

Then on the event F(m)N{0 < 8,,5(n)}, every point v € Ay(m) contribut-
ing to the sum Y (m) belongs to C¢. By the definition of Y (m) and (Z45),
we have for m > 4ns,

(12.10) Er,[Y(m)] = Z UT.h <v & 0:,,8(4m), or v <& 8S(m))

vEA2(m)
> 20m>my,(Tm) > Cfmzwh(m),

where C’f > ( is a constant depending only on 7" and &y.

Let k be the largest integer such that 5 < n, and for a given g; > 0, let
j satisfy e; < $57%72 Then for any m with 57 < m < 5871, by (IZ10) we
have

(12.11)
1 1 1 ,
S Ern Y (m)] > éCfmzﬂh(m) > inSZk_Qjﬁh(n) > e,Cf nm,(n).
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By monotonicity we have

#Ct 1
L P > _ < 2
MT,h(R27rh(R)_)\ n<R<2n
#(CaL NS(n)) 1
> > — <
Z K < i) A n<R<2n

For1 </ <y, let
Gi= 6= F5) 0 {Y(5) 2 LBy )}

Choose A > 0 sufficiently large so that 4\~! < 510f, and then from (I2.10]),
we have

#Cg 1
12.12 —_ > — < 2
( ) NT,h(RQﬂ_h(R)_)\ n<R<2n
ZMT,h( U Gy n§R<2n>.
1<0<j

By the FKG inequality we have

uT,h< ﬂ G}fﬂ{ngR<2n}>

1<

SMT,h( ﬂ Ggﬂ{”§3}>

1<0<

Combining this with (IT2.6]), we have

(12.13) HUT.h ( m GE n<R< 2n> < 25§4MT,h ( ﬂ G;) ,

1<0< 1<

provided that (I2.1) is satisfied. Again, for each 1 < ¢ < j, by the mixing
property we have

(12.14) KT h (Gz

7 5(4-5k—f—1)) > ppp(Gy) — C53 00"

114



If 5¥=¢ > n,, then by Lemma and the FKG inequality,

1219) (G = pra (P90 {Y0) 2 By ) })
> () (Y6 2 1 Eraly 6+

By the one-sided analogue of Chebyshev’s inequality;,

(12.16) i (Y<5“) > 2 Br [Y<5“>])

F(Eraly (5+)’ |
" (Bl (3)]) + Varp, [y (5+1)]

We shall prove that the right hand side is bounded by a positive constant.
By the same reason as in the proof of Proposition [12.4] we can see that

(12.17) Erp [Y(m)?] < CF (mPmy(m) +1)*
for some constant C7* > 0 depending on &g, if m > 215 Inserting (I2.17)
and (I2I0) in (I2I6]), we obtain:
1
(12.18) [T, (Y(5H) > 5B [Y(5H)])

§ (CF iy (m)?
- (C’;fém%rh(m))2 + Cf(mzﬂh(m) +1)2
(CF)?
(CT)2+ CF (1 + (mPmy(m)) )

Since by Lemma [I2.1] this is bounded from below by a positive constant Cf
depending only on Ly and g. (I2Z14]) and (I2I5]) implies that

(12.19) HT h (Gz f5(4.5k—£—1))

> (Byb0)! - CF — CFH—Dgmast T

If we put n* as the smallest integer such that

1
C’n36_"/5 < 5(5854)461?E
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for every n > n*, then

1
KT (Gz }—5(4-51621)) > 5(5854)40;éé

as long as 5~ > max{4n,, n*}. This implies that

MT,h( ﬂ Gy

1<0<

J
n<R< 2n> < 2584<1 — %(5854)405#)

if 589 > max{4ny, n*}. Therefore for every e > 0, we choose j > 1 to satisfy

1 J
2584(1 - 5(5854)4cgf) <e,

2j—2

and then we choose €1 > 0 to satisfy 0 < g1 < 5~ Then we take n

sufficiently large so that
n > Ny := 5 max{4n,, n*}.

If Ny <n < L(h,e) and 4A~' < ;C¥, then the inequality (I2.8) holds. O
Theorem 12.6 (cf. [11] (1.26) in Theorem 3). For ¢ > 0, we have as h —
he(T),
(1220) > [o['urn{O & v, #C§ < 00} =< L(h, 20) P mer(L(h, £0)).

veZ?
Proof. First, we prove the lower bound. Let L = L(h,&0).We start with the

following inequality.

> yl'ura(O &y, #Cf < 00)
yeZ?
log, L

> 3 N lylpra(0 Sy, 28 < R < 28,

k=j1+5 |y|<2k—1
Let

there exists a (+)-circuit }
f4k::: .

{ in S(2%) \ S(281) surrounding the origin
Then for |y| < 2871, we have

prn(O Sy 2 <R< k1)

> pr ({0 SyynAn{2*<R< 2F11)

= prp({y <% 0S(2%)} N A N {28 < R < 2M+1}).
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Let

B there exists a (—sx)-circuit
P in S(271)\ S(2% + 2%~1) surrounding the origin [

Then since
{2k S R < 2k+1} D {R Z Qk} N Bk+1 and MT,h(Bk—f—l) Z 5;1,
by the mixing property we have
prn({y <% 9S(2%)} N Ay N {28 < R < 2M+1})
> pr s ({y & 9S24} N Ay N {R > 24}) (62 — C2%F e ),

By Lemma [I2.3] the last term in the right hand side of the above inequality
is not less than %5;1, since 2F > 2715 Thus, we have

1
prn(0 &y, 28 < R < 2841y > §5§5jﬂh(2k+1)wh(2k).
By Lemma 2.7 there is a constant C# depending only on &g, such that
(0 &y, 28 < R < 2841 > OF m, (28)2.

Therefore we have

(12.21) > > [yl ura(0 &y, 28 < R < 2

J1+5<k<logy L |y|<2k—1

> C;#(t) Z 2k<t+2)71'h(2k)2

ji+5<k<log, L

> CF (1) L', (L)?,
where C’f (t) depends only on t,eg. Finally, by Theorem [I0.1] we have
7Th<L) > 0257Tcr<L)-

Next, we prove the upper bound. We break up the summation into two

SIS S 3

|yl <L |y|oo>L

By the mixing property, we have

pirn (O & y) < m(|yleo/3) <7Th(|y|oo/3) + 4C<%> e—ayloo/?,) .
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First we estimate 3" Let Ly be the same number as given in Lemma T2.11
Then for |y|o > 2Lg, we can replace 7 (|y|~/3) with constant multiple of

Th(|Y|eo) by Lemma 25 For |y|, < 2Ly, we simply replace uT,h(O & y)
with 1. As a result, we obtain

1
Z < Z lyl 17 (O 5 )
lyloo<L
2L¢g

27—
<8 K4y Yyl Tyl (Cfﬂh(\y\wHw?e oo /8
k=1 2Lo< |yl <L
L

3
<CHOW)2+CE Y skt (CFm(b) +1C e )

k=2Lo+1

The constant C’f depends only on ¢, and C’f (t) depends on t and gy. Then
by Lemma [I2.T], we can see that

kﬂ'h(/{?) S (2]€ - 2L0)7Th(/{7) S 2030(2L)7Th<L)

holds for k& > 2Ly. Thus, we can find a constant C’f depending only on &,
such that

(k) < CF L, (L).
Therefore we have

L

3
S < Oot) (Lo + CECE I m(L) S (Wh(k) N 4g%e—ak/3) |

k=2Lo+1

Again by Lemma T2.T],

L

> (k) < 2C5Lmy(L),

k=2Lo+1

and we finally obtain the following inequality.
1
(12.22) > < CEM{LPm(L)® + 13,

where C#(t) depends on Ly, ¢ and &,

To estimate $°%, let $°** and $°* denote summations over y’s with L <
|y|oo < 6L and |y|o > 6L, respectively.

For Zza, we use the same argument:

3
10 8 3) < (mlule/) + 40 ) (/)
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Let ng > 27 be the smallest integer such that
(12.23) 40n3e™ < (§16,y)Mloe2nl=iip, (901)

for every n > ng. If L/3 > ng, then we have

3
4C|93|§o€ay|oo/3 < (530, Momallvloe/ D=1 1, (91

for every y with |y|, > L. This is possible since we are considering the case
where h — h.(T), and hence L(h,ey) — oo. The right hand side of this
inequality is not larger than 7,(|y|o/3) as long as |y|w < 3L by Lemma 2.6
Therefore we have

pra(0 & y) < 2m(|yloo/3)?
for every y with L < |y|o < 3L. Further, by Lemma 2.6, we have
prn([Yloo/3) < 03705 prin(lyloe) < 0505 (L)

On the other hand, if |y|e > 3L, then we still have

3

40%6—@@/3 <4CLPe ot < my(L),

and we have
Th(|Yyleo/3) < ma(L).

Since 0,05 > 1, we have in any case
(O & y) < 2(5;705 (L))
Therefore

(12.24) S (0 & y) < CH@ L m (L),

where C’f (t) > 0 is a constant depending only on ¢ and &.
As for 3°%, observe that

(12.25) pr,p(O & )

< (mn(L) 4+ 4CL% ") 1r 1, (0S(2L) & 9,S((k — 1)L))
for every y with kL < |y| < (k+ 1)L. By the same reason as before, we
have

40L%e L < m,(L).
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Therefore we have

2b
> lyltonrn(0 & y)

< SR+ D)L (9S(21) S BuS((k — 1)1)).

By the FKG inequality, it is easy to see that for h < h.(T),

(12.26) prn (0S(2L) <5 0,,S((k — 1)L))
(6402) Lz ((0S(L) % 95 S((k — 1)L))
(

<
< (8462) ' Ko exp{—K7(k — 1)}.

The last inequality is by Lemma 271 Thus, combining (12.22)) and (12.24))-
(I226)), we obtain

Y lylhnrn(O & y, #Cf < o0) < CF (WL ma(L)* + 11,

yEZ?

Where the constant C’;f (t) depends only on ¢, Ly and 5. When L — oo, this
is bounded from above by 2C# () L*+2m, (L)2.

If b > h.(T), only the estimate of 3% changes. In this case, the dual
connectivity function decays exponentially. By the FKG inequality we have

por,p (O &y, #Cp < 00)

+ there exists a (—sx)-circuit which
<
< #rn(O & y)pr, ( surrounds both O and y

By the mixing property the first term is bounded from above by 27, (L)? as
before, and

% | 1t there exists a (—sx)-circuit which 4 42
<
2.7 [yloom ( surrounds both O and y <G L

for some constant C’f > ( depending only on ¢ and . O

12.4 Proof of Kesten-IMA-Corollary and Kesten-Corollary
1

Let us begin with the following lemma.
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Lemma 12.7 (cf. [1I] (3.6)). Let Lo be the same as Lemma [[2.11 Then
there exists an constant C3; > 0 depending only on Ly and &g, such that for
any kg > logy, Lo + 1,

Ter (2F)

(12.27) T (290)

< Cgp2hoF

for 2L, < 2k < 2ko,

Proof. The following argument has already appeared in the proof of Theorem
12,6l By Lemma 121 we have

2k (2F) < 2(2F — Lo)me: (2F)

< 4030207, (2F0).

In the following we mean by f(n) ~ n‘ that
1
iy 108/ (1)
n—oo  logmn

Corollary 12.8 (cf. [I0] Corollary, [I1] Corollary 1). If one of

= (.

(12.28) Ter(n) ~ =1/
or
(12.29) 7o (0, (n,0)) &~ n "
holds, then both statements as well as
(12.30) e A#CE > n} 1/
hold, and
O(T,h) =< L(h,e0) Y% = L(h, o) %0+D,
2
n= 5—r,
0=26—-1=--1



If in addition for some v > 0

1/2
1
(12.31) E(T,h) = Z v|* i (O &, #CF < 0)
X(T’ h) vEZ?
~ |h—h(T)|™"
holds, then
2v
P=35 +1

Proof. By Lemma [I2.2] the existence of n and ¢, is equivalent, and we have
n = 2/6,. Further, by Theorem [12.0]

S(Ta h) = L(ha 50)
as h — he(T'). By Theorem [[T.1] we have
(Clcg)il’ﬂ'cr([/(h, 80)) S H(h) S 7Th<L<h, 80)).

This, together with (I12.28), (I2:31)) implies that § = v/d,. So, the remaining
thing is to show the equality 6 = 20, — 1. The argument is quite parallel to
[10]. By Theorem we can choose A(3) such that

4c
o ey < ey

1
—_— 2 .

n§R<2n)<

For an arbitrarily small €, we put m = n%/(2=)%~1) By Lemma I2.1], we
know that 7. (n) > C%n~!. This means that §, > 1, and (2 —¢)d, — 1 > 0 if
¢ is small. Since

n = m27571/5r’

we can assume that n < (X\(1/2)) " 'm?*7.(2m). Therefore we have

fee(#CG > 1) > fler (#CJ > le%rcr(?m))
A(3)

#CE 1

> fler > —— m<R<2

=h (R%(R) O "
1

> éCf-ﬂcr(m).

for some constant C’# > ( which depends only on ¢y. Dividing both sides of
the above inequality by logn, and letting n — oo, we obtain

#
Ha(#Ch 2 1) log <L + log e (1) N 1
logn ~ (2—e—1/6;)logm (2—¢e)o, — 1
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Finally we let ¢ — 0, and obtain the inequality

1 ;> 1
hm lnf Og MCT(#CO — n) Z _ .
n—o00 logn 251« -1

For the converse inequality, we fix kg arbitrarily. From Theorem 2.5 we
have

por(#CT > 1) < (2 per (H#CF > 0|28 < R < 281 4 e (2%0)
< Z 7Tcr C136 14 : 22k7rcr(2k) + 71-cr(zko)

Clan(1 Ter ok 222(k+1)
< e (2%9) ( 3;( ) > (w )(Zko) T 1) :

k<ko

Note that R < 2* implies that #CJ < 22+1_ Since n is supposed to
be large, we can assume that the above summation is taken over k’s with
2% > 2Ly. Then by Lemma I2.7],

036(]-) Z Wcr(zk)222(k+l) 1 < 4036(1)0377Tcr(2k0)22k0k30
n

1.
Ter (2F0) - n +

k<kg

Take € > 0 arbitrarily, and put

(1 —¢)logyn
ko = ——F—2—
2—-1/6,
Then the above value is bounded and we have
. log fier (#C§ > n) 1 1
| < —-(l—g)———.
ey log n s -(U=e)5 517

Since € > 0 is arbitrary, we obtain

oy 98 (#CT 2 ) 1
00 logn - 20, —1

12.5 Proof of Kesten-Theorem 3
Theorem 12.9 (cf. [I1] (1.25) in Theorem 3). (i) For ¢ > 1, we have

(12.32) Erp[(#CH) : #C§ < 00] < L(h, g0)* Ter(L(h, £0))
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as h — h.(T).

(ii) For t = 1, we have the same order as above for the lower bound, but we
need an extra logarithmic factor for the upper bound. Namely, there exist
constants Csg, C39 > 0 depending on j; and &g, such that

(1233) C38L(h,, 80)27Tcr<L<h, 80))2
< Ery, [#Cf : #Cf < o0
< ngL(h, EO)QWcr(L(ha 50))2 10g2 L(ha 50)'

Proof. Let L = L(h,ep). For the lower bound, we estimate as follows. As in
the proof of Theorem [I2.5] (ii), we can choose €, for € = 1/2, such that

CinS(L
Hrh (#0—” > g

1
L7, (L) =2

L§R<2L)>

Then we have

Eral(#C5)" : #Co < o]
Z (81L27Th<L))t,uT,h (L S R < 2L)
X 7 h (OO > #C(J]r > €1L27Th(L) ’ L<R< 2L)

> 15_§€tL2t7r (L>t+1
9 g 17 Th '

The last inequality is from (I2.6]) and the choice of £;. But Theorem [I0.1]
enables us to replace m, (L) with a constant multiple of 7., (L).

Now we turn to the upper bound. We will show the inequality for an
integer t > 1. The general case can be obtained by Holder’s inequality.
Similarly to the proof of Theorem [2.6] we divide the expectation according
to the size of the radius R.

(12.34)
ET,h[(#Cary : #C(J]r < OO]
<cfty+ Y Em [[#(cg NS 2 <R < 2’6“}

2Lo<2k+1<L

{#cinswy+ T #cin B<m>>}t Lenen

m#0

+ Eryp,

)

where B(m) = S(2Lm, L) = 2Lm + S(L), and C¥(t) > 0 is a constant
depending on t, Ly as before.
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Note that for 2¥ < L, by the FKG inequality
Erp [[#(Cg nSEH)] 2" <R < 2’““]
< Ery, [[#(cg NS 2k < R]
< 6716, Bry [[#(CE 0 5] 2 < R]

By Proposition [2.4] the right hand side of the above inequality is bounded
from above by

5;45;1035<t) (22(k+1)’ﬂ'h(2k> + 1)t7rh(2k+1)
< 674051 O (1) 28 (2H KA Dy (2E+H 1YL 1),
Since the inequality 2¥+! > L > 2% may occur, these constants may change

a little to C%;(t), but it depends only on t and ey, too. Thus, thanks to
Theorem 0.1l we have

By |[#(CE N S@1)]": 2 < R < 2547

S C2#<t> (22t(k+1)7rcr<2k>t+1 4+ 1)

for some constant C3(¢) which depends only on ¢, j; and &.
Let ko be the largest integer such that 2* < L. By Lemma 2.7, we have

Cf (1) Z (22t(k+1)ﬁcr(2k+1)t+1 +1)
2L0<2k+1<],
< C’f(t)ko + C’f(t) Z 2(k+1)(t—1){03721?0%“(2;60)}#1.
2L <2k +1<2k0
The second term in the right hand side of the above inequality is bounded

from above by
CF (1) Car 220t Dy (2R if ¢ > 1,
and by
CF (1) Cyrho22t otV (2k0) L if ¢ = 1.

Therefore the second term in the right hand side of (I2:34]) has the following
upper bound as h — h.(T).

(1235) Z ET,h [[#(Car M S<2k+1))]t : 2k < R< 2k+1
2Lo<2k+1<L,

. {Cf(t)LQtwcr(L)t“, if ¢ > 1,

C¥ (t)L*ro(L)?log L, ift = 1.
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Here, C’f (t) is a constant depending only on ¢, j; and &.
Next, we estimate the third term in the right hand side of (I2.34)). Since
(a+0b)" < 2(a" + 1),

(12.36)

ET,h <R< o

no| B

Latcinsm) + X #(cs o)}

m#0
#(C(J{OS(L))t_F { Z #(Cﬁ{ﬂB(m))} : g <R<oo|.
m#0

From Proposition 2.4 and Theorem [I0.Il the first term in the right hand
side of (IZ30]) is bounded from above by

CF (O)mee(L) (LPan(D))' + 1)

for some constant C (t) depending on t and €y. As for the second term in
the right hand side of (I230), we first use Minkowski’s inequality to obtain

{Z #(CHOB(m))}t:§<R<OO )1/t

m+£0
<y (ET,h {[#(cg nBm))': L <k < oo])l/t.

m#0

<2'Ery

(12.37) <ET7,L

As in the proof of Theorem [I2.6], we consider two cases separately; whether
h < ho(T) or h > h(T).
Case 1°) h < ho(T). We will show that

(12.38) > (ET,h l[#(cg N B(m))]": g <R< ooDl/t

m#0
L3 1/t
< Cf(t)(L27rcr(L) + 1) (Wcr(L) + C?eaL/3) .
Here, C () depends only on j; and . If this is true, combining (T234])-
(I238), we obtain the correct order in Theorem 2.9, (T232) and (12.33).
First fix m # O arbitrarily. Then since
¢ L
= Bry |[#(CS N Bm)]': L < R < o
= Z MT,h(Oévl,...,vt,L<R<oo),
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as in the proof of Proposition [[2.4] by induction we can show that the right
hand side of the above equality is bounded from above by

(12.39) CEt) D pra(0 S ) (LPm(L) + 1),

vEB(m)

where C7 (t) depends only on t, j; and &q.
When |m|,, < 3, by the mixing property

L3
/,LTJL(O é U) < (7Th<L/3) + CgeaL/?;) 7Th(L/3)
Hence, by Lemma and Theorem [I0.T],

>° w240 & v) <aLm(L/3) (ML/B) " o%/)

veEB(m)

3
< C?LQWCT(L) (WCT(L) + C%eaL/B) .

Here, the constant Cf > 1 depends only on €y. Inserting the above inequality
into (I2.39)), and summing it up over m’s with |m|, < 3, we obtain the
correct order in the right hand side of (I2Z38). When |m|, > 3, by the
mixing property

prn (0 & v)
< iz (o & 0S(L)2), S(L) & 0S(2LIm|o — L), v & dS(v, L/Q))

L ?
S (7Th<L/2) + 0760[[//2) HT.h (S(L) i) 85(2L\m|00 — L)) .
Therefore by Lemma 2.7 and (2.48)),

L 2
Z MT,h(O <i> ’U) < 4172 (TFh(L/Q) + 076—04L/2) % KGG_K7(2|m|°°_1),

vEB(m)

Summing up this inequality over m’s with |m|,, > 3, we obtain by Lemma
and Theorem [T0.1]

3 2
Z Z KT, (O & v) < Const. x L? (yrcr(L) + C%eaL/z) 7

|m|oo>3 veB(m)

127



where the constant above depends only on gp. Assuming that |h — h.(T)|
is small so that L = L(h, &) is so large that CL?¢~**/3 < 1, we obtain the

desired inequality (12.38).
Case 2°) h > h.(T). In this case, the only thing we have to check is that the

contribution from m’s with |m|., > 3 to the third term in the right hand side
of (I2.34)) can be controlled, as well. To this end, we start with the following
inequality.

(12.40) pirn (O 5 vy, v | L < R < 00)
S uT,h(O <i) U1,y ... avt)

" there exists a (—x)-circuit o* such that
HTh o* surrounds vy, ...,v; and O

For simplicity we assume that m = (my, my) and |m|, = m; > 3. Then the
above (—x)-circuit ¢* must intersect Ug>oB((—k,0)) and also UpsoB((m; +
¢,ms)). Thus, applying Lemma 2.7 for (—x)-connection, we have

Z there exists a (—x)-circuit o* such that
HTh o* surrounds vq,...,v; and O

) < Const.,

|m|oo>3

and the constant in the right hand side depends only on ¢.
On the other hand, we have by induction

Z uT,h(O i) V1, .. .,Ut) S Z ,LLTJL(O <i> U) (L27Th<L) + 1)

v1,...,0¢ €B(m) vEB(m)

t—1

and by the mixing property,
KT,k (O <i> U) S 7Th<L) (ﬂ'h(L) + 40[;3672&[/) .
Thus, we have

(12.41) DT A (ORI

Note that the above bound does not depend on m. Combining (T2.40)-
(I2:41]), we can see that the contribution of m’s with |m|., > 3 to the third
term in the right hand side of (I2.34)) is under a good control. This completes
the proof. O
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Corollary 12.10 (cf. [I1] Corollary 2). We have

§(h) = L(h, &),

B#CY)  #Cs <o
GO 7O <o~ S M)

1/t
[ﬁ S ol (0 & v, #CF < oo>] = e(h)
vEZ?

for t > 0.
If (1231)) and (I2.28) hold, then

Edl(#C)* : #CF < oo
En(#C3)F 1 : #C; < o)

1/k
1
[— Z 0] s (O S, #CF < oo)] ~ |h— he|™ fork>1,

X<h>veZ2
and
0—1
= Qy—
fy ]/5_'_1’
1)
Ak:21/5+1 for k > 2,

v, =v fork>1.
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13 Symmetry of the critical exponents

13.1 Kesten-Lemma 8

In Section 8, we introduced the event Q(2F)

= Ag(A*T(2%,2%)). Here we
introduce a similar event Q(v, S(n)) for v € S(n), by

Qv,S(n)) = A,(AT(n,n)).

Lemma 13.1 (cf. [11I] Lemma 8). We fix a number s € (0,1) arbitrarily.
There exist positive constants Cyo(r) and Cy; (k) depending on k, 7, j; and
o, such that

(00 S0) _
(00, 5) =
for 21%3 < (1 — k)n < n < min{2L(h, o), 3} and v € S(kn).

(13.1)  Cuo(r) <

The proof is divided into several lemmas.

Lemma 13.2. We have only to prove ([3.) for v = O and n = 2*, under
the condition of Lemma [I3.1]

Proof. Let
¢ =max{p>1:2" <(1—-kK)n}.

Then S(v,2) C S(n) for every v € S(kn). Clearly,
(v, S(n)) < ppy (T(v, S(0,2)) = g, ((0, 5(29))).
By Lemma [B.6] (i),
prn(0(0,5(29)) < Kz (A0, 5(29)) < Kuy, (2(0,5(2)),
where K depends only on j;,7n and €y. Thus we have

(v, S(n))) < K (20, 5(2).

For the converse inequality, let A1, ..., A4 be the rectangles corresponding
to S(v,2%), as before. The longer side length of A; is equal to 27!, and the
shorter side length is 2°=2. Let U; be a rectangle connecting A; with the left
side of S(n). To be more precise, U; has width 271, its right side coincides
with the right side of A;, and its left side is a part of the left side of S(n).
We define rectangles Us, Us, U, similarly corresponding to As, As, As. Then
using these rectangles Uy, ..., Uy, by the Connection lemma we have

2 (v, S(n))) = CF (k)7 (A, S(v,29))),
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where C7 (k) depends only on s and &,. Then again by Lemma [5.8 (i), we
have

Hence we have
(v, S(n) = CF (1) Kl (20, 5(2)).
This completes the proof of Lemma O
Next, by Theorem 10|

i (900,5(27)
< |hnghC| Cao Z MiV(Av<Q(O, S(Qk)))) + 023%{\7(9(0’ S(Qk)))

veS(2k)

for 27375 < 2% < min{L(h,&0), %}, where js is given by [B30). As we
remarked in the beginning of section B2 we have the same estimate for 2¥ <
2L(h,eq) with the constants Cag, Cog slightly changed. The new constants
depend on 71,1 and gy. Recall that

A,Q(0,5(2%) = (O0,E: NAE_) U (AELNO,E_),

where F, and E_, are the events defined in section In the following we
summarize what happens when w € A,Q(S(2%)).

Lemma 13.3. 1) Inw € O,F; N A,E_,, the following occurs:

e There exists a (+)-path r; connecting 9{O} and the left side of S(2F)
with r Z v.

e There exists a (+)-path r3 connecting 9{O} and the right side of S(2F)
with 73 Z v and r; Nry = 0.

e r:=1r,U{O}Urs is a horizontal crossing of S(2¥), and v is either above
or below 7.

e There exists a (+)-path r5 connecting d{v} and the left side of S(2F)
with Ts % 0.
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e There exists a (+)-path r; connecting 9{v} and the right side of S(2)

with 77 Z v and r5 N7y = (.
When v is above 7,
e There exists a (—x)-path r3” connecting 0*{O} and 0*{v}.

e There exists a (—x)-path 75’ connecting 0*{v} and the upper side
S(2%).

e There exists a (—x)-path r} connecting 0*{O} and the lower side

S(2%).
When v is below r,

e There exists a (—x)-path 75 connecting 9*{O} and the upper side
S(2%).

e There exists a (—x)-path r}” connecting 0*{O} and 9*{v}.

e There exists a (—x%)-path r} connecting 0*{v} and the lower side

S(2F).
2)Inwe AELNO,E_,, the following occurs:

e There exists a (—x%)-path r; connecting 0*{O} and the upper side
S(2%) with 5 Z v.

e There exists a (—x*)-path 7} connecting 0*{O} and the lower side
S(2%) with 7} Z v and r3 N7} = 0.

of

of

of

of

of

of

o r* =13 U{O} Ur} is a vertical (x)-crossing of S(2%), and v is either

on the left or right of r*.

e There exists a (—x)-path r§ connecting 0*{v} and the upper side
S(2%) with % % O.

e There exists a (—x%)-path r§ connecting 9*{v} and the lower side
S(2F) with r5 Z v and rf N7y = 0.

When v is on the right of r*,

of

of

e There exists a (+)-path r; connecting d{v} and the left side of S(2%).

e There exists a (+)-path 74 connecting 0{O} and d{v}.

e There exists a (+)-path 7 connecting 9{v} and the right side of S(2*).
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When v is on the left of r*,
e There exists a (4)-path ] connecting 0{O} and d{v}.
e There exists a (+)-path r{ connecting d{v} and the left side of S(2%).

o There exists a (+)-path r3 connecting {0} and the right side of S(2%).

The proof is clear so we omit it.
Now fix a v € Z? satisfying that 29176 < |v|, < 2871, We can find a
number j with 27 < |v],, < 2771 note that j < k — 2.

Lemma 13.4. 1) 57 5(v) C S(2F7' 4 277?).
2) A,Q(0, S(2%)) is a subset of
['(0,S(277%) NT (v, S7_5(v)) NT(S(27H +2771), 5(2%)).
3) doo (S(2172) U S(2H! +2071)°, S (v)) > 272,
Proof. 1) If w € S7_4(v), then
‘w|oo S 2j+1 + 2j—3 S 2k—1 + 2]9—5.

2) follows from 1).
3) Note that

doo (S(2772), 87 5(v)) > 2/ — 2772 — 273

=2/ 2072 =3.2172
and

doo (S _5(v), S(27F1 4+ 2771)) > 27+ 4 2971 — (271 4 2779)
=207 2773 = 2772 4 2173 5 9172,

By the mixing property, from the above lemma we have
1Y (A,9(0, 8(25)) < 1 (D(0, $(277%)) N T(S(27*! + 2771), S(24))
8 {“iv (T(v, 87 5(v))) + C(zjﬂ)%ww}
< {/iiv (T(0,5(27%))) + 0(2”1)36*012”1}
< (F(S(7 4270, 5(24))
. {M’{V (v, S 5(v))) + C(2j—2)36—a2172} '
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By Lemma [5.6] (i),
§¥ (1(0, S(27) < K (A(0, 5(217))).

Also, by Lemma and the Connection lemma, we can find a constant
Cf > 0, depending on ji,n and &g, such that Cf > K and

W (DS + 270), 5(24) < CFp(A(S(2 4+ 271, 5(29))).

Substituting these into the above inequality, we have
e (A0, 5(24)))
< (O {u¥ (A(0, 5(27) + 20D

Xy (A(SH +2771),5(2))

x {1 (D(v, S25(0))) + €20 e}
< (CF) [ (A0, 5@ ) (A5 + 270, 5(29) ¥ (v, 55(v))

P 42020 0 N (A + 27, 524)]
By the mixing property,

1 (A0, S(2) <l (A0, S(27%) | A +271), 5(24)
4 O3+ a2t

and hence we have

i (A,0(0,5(2)) < (CF)2 (A0, S(2) N A(S( +271), 5(2))
x pp (v, S3_5(v))))
C#CQB(J 2) fa2ﬂ 2 N(A(S<2j+1+2jfl)’s<2k>>)

for some constant C’f > (0 depending on ji,7, and ¢y. By the Connection
lemma, we have

(A(O S(2773)) N A(S(2j+1+2j_1),5(2k)))
< Cf”t (Q( ( )))

where the constant C’f depends only on £y. On the other hand, by Lemma
6.7 and the finite energy property

p (S +271), 5(29)) < CFCT " (20, 5(24))
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where C’f > 0 is a constant depending only on j; and ¢y. Thus, for j; +6 <
J <k—2and for 2 < |v]s < 277! we have

1 (A0, S(2))) < (CF)*Cf ¥ (20, S(2F))) ¥ (T (v, S7_5(v)))
+ CF O 0280 e N (0(0, 5(24)),

for some constant C’f > 0 depending on j;,7 and ¢y. This implies that we
can find some constants C’f , C’;f > ( depending on j;,n and gg, such that

d
at"

L (c#z S W (0, 5(24) i (D(v, 52 4(v))

J=J1+6 27 <[]0 <2711

WY (90, s<2'f>>)'

+ CEu (9(0,5(2) ).
Note that we used a trivial estimate
i (A,02(0, 5(24)) < Const. i (2(0, S(29)),

where the constant is an absolute constant. Dividing both sides by ;" (€(O, S(2%))),
and integrating in ¢ over the interval [0, 1], we obtain from Lemma that

log

ur (920, 5(24))) ‘
e (2(O, s<2k>>)

< Cjé (1 + Z (2( (k—3) |h ;T(T)|25(j+1)ea2j+1)>

Jj=Jji+5

for some constant ¢ depending on ji,7 and g,. This proves Lemma I3.11

13.2 Kesten-Theorem 4

Lemma 13.5. For any £ > 0, there exist 9; > 0 and dy > 0 and kg = ko(k, €)
such that if 0 < 1 — k < &; and |h — h.| < s, then for 2k < 28 < L(h, &),
we have

> |h5;Thc|uiV(Q(v, S(25)))dt < e.

veS(27)\S(r2k) 70
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Proof. We use the estimates of arm exponents in a half plane in section [7l
So, again we remark that the restriction that 2¥ < L(h, g¢) is not serious; we
can extend results there for 28 < 2L(h, gy), too.

Let v = (v!,v?) € S(2%) \ S(k2F) satisfy

2P < dyo(v, S(2F)°) < 2¢ !

for some p > j3 + 5, where j3 is the constant given in Theorem [7.6. For sim-
plicity we consider the case where 0 < v! < 0% Let Q, 1(v) = (£;2°71 ({1 +
1)2P71) x (652P71 (€5 4+ 1)2P7!] containing v, and z,_1(v) be its lower left
corner (£12P71 (,2P71). Let

Sp_1(v) == S(zp_1(v),3- 2071

Note that S, 1(v) € S(2¥), but S2_1(v) may not be a subset of S(2*). We
put m(v) to be the largest integer m such that égll(v) # (2%,2%). Then
Tﬁf)ﬂ(v) > (2%,2%), and we have
(13.2)  Q(v,5(2"))

CT({o}, Spa (0) N DT (0), TP () N T (0), 5(25)).

Here we used a new notation:

1. I"({v}, Sp_l(v))~ is the event that there are (4)-paths 1, r3 and (—x*)-
paths 73,7} in S,_1(v) \ {v} such that
(a) 1 and r3 connect d{v} with 9;,S,_1(v), 1 Nrg =0,
(b) 73 and 7} connect 0*{v} with 9,5, 1(v), r5 N7ri =0,

(¢) r1 U {v} Ury separates 75 and 75 in S,_(v).

2. (T}, (v), T;ri(lv) (v)) is the event that there exist (+)-paths s1, s3 and

a (—x)-path s such that

(a) 51, 53( c)onnect IT; | (v) with @nT;i(f) (v)\ {22 = 2%} in Tﬁ(f) (v)\
T (v), and
p—1\" /)

(b) ;212 co(nr)lects T2 (v) with 8inT;f(f) (v) \ {2? = 2¥} in T;f(f) (v) \
2 1 (v).

(c) s} separates s; and s3 in T;'i(f) () \ T7 1 (v).
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Note that F’(T;fl(v),Tﬁ(f)(v)) is a subset of the shifted event of the 3-

arm event BT(2, 1,202 2m@)+P-1) by the vector (£,2°1,2F — 2p=1+m@)) If
m(v) < 2, then we understand that

Note also that F(T mlv )+1( ), S(2%)) is a subset of the shifted event of 2-arm
event BT (1,1, 2p+m(”)+1 , 28+,

By the mixing property we have from (I3.2]) that

(13.3)  p (Qv, S(2)
< w (DT (v), S (29)))
{,Ut (F'(T2 (), T;i(v)( ))) + 4093P+m(v)- )6*02”’”(”)_1}
L (0} s (0) + O3 22 21

By the above remark, translation invariance and Theorem [Z.2] we have

1! (F(T”i(v)—f—l( )’S(Qk))) < ,uiV(B-l-(]_’1’2p+m(v)+1’2k+1))
< 01027k+p+m(v).

Also, by translation invariance and Theorem [7.6, we have

(DT, (0), TP () < ¥ (BF(2,1,2072, 20
< 260142 2m(v).

Therefore from (I33]), we have

(13.4)
1 (v, S(2F)) < {260140102467"1(””]’ + 4023(p+m(”))67a2p+m(v)}

X {MI{V (F,({’U}, gp—l('l}))) + 0(3 . 21’7)2 . 2p—16_a2p—1}
By the finite energy property there is an absolute constant C{* > 0 such that

ut (U'({0}, Sp-1(0) < OF Y (D (v, Spa ().

When m(v) < 2, we use

(13.5) i (v, 5(25)) < i (T'({0}, §pa ().
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Note that there are only four distinct Q),_;(v)’s with m(v) < 2. Since p >
Js + 5, and since

S5 (v) € Spa(v) € Sy (v) € S (w),
by Lemma [.6](i), then by Lemma [5.3] we have

i (D, 8,a(0))) < i (D(v, 577 ()))
< KO}l (Ao, S )))

) _]1

< KOH (D0, S2.,(0).

» Mp—1
For a fixed 3 < m < k — p, we sum up this inequality over v’s such that
m(v) = m, 2P < dy(v, S(2%)¢) < 2P*1 and 0 < v <92, and then we obtain

> p (v, Sy (v)))

vim(v)=m, 2P <doo (v,S(2F)¢)<2P+1
O§v1§v2

<o ST (0, SY)).

ves(2r—1)
By Lemma [9.1] we have

| Pl e sy d

veS(2r—1)

(e h — he(T)] o+l
<Oy [ 2=Ck—p=1) | c 95(p+2) ,—a2 )
SOy ( + A e

Therefore for some constant C’f > 0 depending on ji, 7, cg,we have

Yh = ho(T

> = 2L (o, s(29)

2P <doo (v,5(2F) ¢y <optl 0
O§v1§v2

< C’f <2<(kp1) + |h _;%<T)|25(p+2)€a2p1) .

Finally, we sum up this inequality over p’s with 2? < (1 — )2* to obtain
1
h —h.(T
aze) > b= 2D (0w, s29)
0

2785 <doo (v,(5(27))°)
veS(2k)\ S (r2k)

<cfa+cy) N

p=3j3+5

<ct ('h— h(T)| | 21— @4) |

k+logy(1—k)
: 27C(k7p71) + |h — hC(T)| 25(p+2)67a21’_1
RT

KT 1—2-¢
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where C’f > 0 depends only on j;,7 and 9. This goes to zero as h — h.(T)
and Kk — 1.
Now, we consider the remaining case: p < j3 + 5. Let

Tjors(v) = (27 — (2977, 2% — 9949),
and for ¢ > 2, let m(v) be
m(v) i= max{m > 1: T, (v) 3 (28,25},
Then as in (I3.3)), we have for ¢ > 2,
O(v, 8(2) € ({0}, T3 () N DT (0), 5(24).

From this and the mixing property, we have

! i3+m(v —q2d3tm(v)+5
u (20, 5(2)) < { ({0}, TS () + 40209 emoa 0 |
X (DT (), S(24).
As before by ([[.3]) we have

pN (DT (0), S(28))) < ¥ (B (1, 1, 27 m+T gty

+ 0102 k+]3+m(v)+6'

Also, by the finite energy property, changing the configuration in Sj,15(v),
we can obtain

pN (T ({0}, T (0)) < CF ¥ (B* (2,1, 1,270 +5+9))

< CF 027 2mW)+is+5)
where C7 > 0 depends only on j5. Thus, we have for £ > 2,
(13.7)

M;ﬁN (Q(U, S(zk))) §C102_k+j3+m(v)+6

x {Cf014272(m(v)+j3+5) + 4023(j3+m(v)+5)67a2j3+m(“)+5} .
For ¢ = 1, we just use (7.2) to obtain
(13.8) i (v, S(24) < CF ' (£2(2%)) < CF Cs27"
Thus, from (I3.7) and (I3.8) we have

'h = Rl . 52+ gt h = (D))
Q(v, S(27)) dt < CFk2™F—F5—2
doo (v, S(Qk) y<293+5 RT
0<vl <02

for some constant C’f > (0 depending only on 73,7 and 3. The right hand side
of the above inequality converges to zero uniformly in k as h — h.(T). O
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Theorem 13.6 (cf. [I1] Theorem 4). For ¢ > 0, let
(13.9) Lo(6) := min {n > 1: 0’ (2(0,S(n))) > } :

(1)7j1777 and €0,

Q | =

Then there exist positive constants Cys, Cy3, depending on
such that for every small § > 0, we have

L(h'c - 57 80)

_ << 2L
(13.10) Cy < To(d) < Oy
and

L(hc + 5, Eo)

. < <

(13.11) Cyp < L@) = Cus

Further, for every pair 0 < 1,9 < g, we have
(13.12) L(h,e1) < L(h,e3) as h — h(T).

Proof. The proof goes parallel to the proof of Theorem 4 in [I1]. Since the
argument is the same we prove only (I3.10). By the definition of L(h, &),
and the fact that 0 < g9 < $C(1), we can see that

Y (A (LB, ), L, 20))) — (A (E(h, <o), Lk 0)))| > 200,

if we take N sufficiently large. By Corollary 8.6l

% o < /0 dtlh};Thcl {018 S WY (QUv, S(L(h,£0))))

veS(L(h,e0))

+ Chouly (A*(L(h,e0), L(h,e0))) }

It

then we have

gcmg / dﬂhﬁ—ThC\{Cw S uiV(mv,S(L(h,eo))))}-

vES(L(h,e0))

Let k be the integer such that 2% < L(h,e) < 25! and a = L(h, &) — 2.
Then we have
S(L(hzo))c | S(az,2%).

ze{—1,4+1}>
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If v € S(ax, 2%) for some z € {—1,+1}°, then
Q(v, S(L(h,&0)) C (v, S(ax,2%)),
and by translation invariance together with Lemma we have
pp (v, S(L(h,£0)))) < Kp (v — ax, S(24))).
Therefore we have
> (v, S(L(h,e)))) <AK Y (v, S(24))).
vES(L(h,e0)) veS(2k)

Choose an ¢ > 0 such that 4C13Ke < C(1)/8. By Lemma [I3.5] we can find
01,02 > 0 such that if 1 — k < 0; and |h — h.| < 09, then

1 Vl — hc| N k <
/0 AT ves(zg\%mk)ﬁt (s ==
Thus we have
1C(l) < /1 dtu{4018K Z MiV(Q(%S(Qk)))}dt'
4 0 RT veS(K2K)

By Lemma [I31] the right hand side is not more than

|hﬁTh o L, e0)2u (20, S(L(h, 20))),

where C’f > ( depends on 71,1 and . Therefore

(13.13) cf

of (M) " < v (00, st 20)
— L(h, 60)2ucr(Q(O, S(L(h, 80))))

as N — oo, where C’f > ( depends only on 71,1 and . This means that

(13.14) Lo (%#Q) L(h, 20).

On the other hand by Lemma [@.1], for 2917° < 279 < 2¢ < L(h, &), we have

@1D):

/ dt Z N(Q(v, S(27)))

vES(21-2)

~ h—h\ , i1
<C 9—¢C(¢=3) |70025(J+1) —a2’ )
S Oy ( + AT e
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Take Ly < Ly < L(h,&p) and 7, ¢ with
2l o<, 2 <Ly, <2

Then by Lemmas [£.3] and [I3.0], for 0 < ¢ < 1 and for v € S(2772), we

have

> (1) M3 (800, 529)
> Ca (1) Crud (80, 5207)
> Cyo G) Cr'K~'ul(T(0,5(2771))
> Cyo G) Cr K ull (20, S(Ly)))
Thus we have
(13.15) cf%(h)?ug(g(o, S(Ly)))

o |h—h, 1) o
S 024 (2 C(t=7) + %CQWH)Q 2J+1) )

where we put C¥ = 272Cy(3)CT KL, Letting N — oo, we obtain that

|h — hel
" B (900, 5(1.)
h— he it
< 2( e—3) | 25 j+1) ,—a2’ )
Coy ( AT e )

We show that the second term in the right hand side of the above inequality
is small compared with the left hand side. Indeed, by Lemmal[5.3], and letting
N — oo, we have

HMer (Q<07 S(”))) > Fer (A<O’ S<n)))
Z 02 C; [logy n]

for every n > 271, Hence we can find an integer ng such that for all n > n,

C
a(2(0,5(n))) > oI 22 3o,
e ( ( ( ))) = C;;
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If ng < Ly < Ly < L(h,&g), then from (I3.15),

. —¢
1310 Py 0.s0) < (—) ,

where we put Cf* = CF /(2'4¢Cyy). We set

o |h - hc| o
L1 = LQ ( C;#ﬁT and L2 = L(h, Eo)

in (I316). By definition of Ly(6), the left hand side of (I3.16) is not less
than C7 C¥. Hence we have

Lo\ ¢
ctop (L—) <1,

1

which is equivalent to

h— he|
13.17 L(h,e¢) < (CTFCT)VL <| )
( ) (h,e0) < (CYCY) "\ cFar

By (I3.14) and (I3.17),

|h_hc|)
L(h,ep) < L .
(<) °(C2ﬁT

Finally, we shall show that Ly(8) = Lo((C¥)"'6) as § — 0. We can
assume that CJ > 1; otherwise we replace § with (C3)~16. Note that Lo()
is non-increasing in 8. So, the inequality Lo(d) < Lo((CZF)~6) follows. For
the other direction, note that

h — h¢|
Lo((CH)™18) < L(h 'f5>| ol
o(CF)716) < Liheo) 62
We choose an h such that

- KT 2

If we set

Ly = Lo(8)(< Lo((CH)718)) and Ly = L(h, &)
in (I3:10), then we have

# _

KT




This shows that

which is equivalent to

L(h, ) < L0(5)< 2 )UC.

ct
Combining the above inequalities, we have
ey

1/¢
<7> Lo((CF)716) < Lo(8) < Lo((CF)™'d).

This completes the proof of (I310) and (I3I1)). As for (I312), all the
constants change depending on ¢; in place of ¢y. But we have
L(hc - 57 gi)

Cuolgi) < To(0)

< Cys(e).

as above for each ¢ = 1,2. Since Ly does not depend on the choice of ¢;, this

proves (13.12). O
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