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DISCONNECTION AND ENTROPIC REPULSION FOR THE HARMONIC
CRYSTAL WITH RANDOM CONDUCTANCES

ALBERTO CHIARINI AND MAXIMILIAN NITZSCHNER

ABSTRACT. We study level-set percolation for the harmonic crystal on Z%, d > 3, with
uniformly elliptic random conductances. We prove that this model undergoes a non-trivial
phase transition at a critical level that is almost surely constant under the environment
measure. Moreover, we study the disconnection event that the level-set of this field below a
level o disconnects the discrete blow-up of a compact set A C R? from the boundary of an
enclosing box. We obtain quenched asymptotic upper and lower bounds on its probability
in terms of the homogenized capacity of A, utilizing results from Neukamm, Schéffner and
Schlomerkemper, see [42]. Furthermore, we give upper bounds on the probability that a local
average of the field deviates from some profile function depending on A, when disconnection
occurs. The upper and lower bounds concerning disconnection that we derive are plausibly
matching at leading order. In this case, this work shows that conditioning on disconnection
leads to an entropic push-down of the field. The results in this article generalize the findings
of [43] and [21] by the authors which treat the case of constant conductances. Our proofs
involve novel “solidification estimates” for random walks, which are similar in nature to the
corresponding estimates for Brownian motion derived by Sznitman and the second author
in [44].

1. INTRODUCTION

In the present article we investigate the effect of impurities on the percolative behavior
of the level-sets of a harmonic crystal. Percolation models stemming from random interfaces
have been investigated since the eighties, see [19, 41], and their study has gained consider-
able attention recently, in particular due to the renewed interest in models with long-range
dependence. The discrete Gaussian free field or harmonic crystal constitutes a prominent
example in this regard. In a physical context, the Gaussian free field with constant con-
ductances on Z%, d > 3, may be interpreted as a microscopic description of the fluctuations
in a homogeneous crystal at non-zero temperature. The percolation phase transition and
its behavior away from criticality have been thoroughly investigated in the previous decade,
see [29, 30, 32, 45, 49, 53, 56|, and connections to other percolation models, in particular
random interlacements, have emerged, see [40, 51].

The microscopic description of inhomogeneous crystals in a similar fashion motivates the
introduction of a variant of the Gaussian free field with random conductances. To our knowl-
edge this model first appeared in [20], and was studied in [15], see also [12, Section 6]. Here
we prove the existence of a non-trivial, almost surely constant critical level for the percola-
tion of the level-set of this field for all d > 3 in the case of uniformly elliptic, stationary and
ergodic random conductances. Motivated by the results of [53], [43] and [21] we further study
a certain disconnection event in which the level-set of the Gaussian free field with random
conductances below level a € R disconnects the discrete blow-up of a compact set A C R?
(with certain regularity properties) from the boundary of an enclosing box. The level « that
we consider is such that the level-set above level a of the Gaussian free field with random
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conductances is in a strongly percolative regime, and therefore the disconnection event is
atypical. We obtain quenched large deviation upper and lower bounds on the disconnection
that substantially generalize the findings of [43, 53]. Moreover, we study the effect of dis-
connection on the local behavior of the field, in a similar fashion as in [21]. We show that if
certain critical levels coincide (an equality which is plausible but open at the moment), the
disconnection event forces macroscopic averages of the Gaussian free field with random con-
ductances to be pinned to a deterministic level given by —(a, — a)f 4 with high probability,
where «a, is the percolation threshold of the model and % 4 is the harmonic potential of the
set A for the limiting Brownian that is associated with the random conductance model. This
effect has a similar flavor as the (classical) entropic repulsion, which has been thoroughly
investigated in the case of constant conductances for instance in [17, 18, 24].

One prominent feature of the Gaussian free field with random conductances is the charac-
terization of its covariances by the Green function of a random walk in a random environment.
It is well known (see for instance [9, 50]) that for uniformly elliptic, stationary and ergodic
random conductances, the random walk fulfills a quenched functional central limit theorem:
For almost every realization of the environment, the (diffusively scaled) walk converges in
law to some limiting Brownian motion with a non-degenerate covariance matrix a?™. The
asymptotic large deviation bounds that we obtain display a behavior involving such stochastic
homogenization: The capacity of A for the limiting Brownian motion controls the large devia-
tion bounds for the disconnection probability, which is a large-scale effect. On the other hand,
this rate also depends on critical levels for the Gaussian free field with random conductances,
which captures its local percolative behavior. Our proofs rely fundamentally on an analogue
of solidification estimates which were developed in [44] in a continuum set-up for Brownian
motion. Here, we instead prove solidification estimates for random walks among uniformly
elliptic conductances and related capacity controls, which are of independent interest.

We will now describe the model and the results in this article in more detail. Consider Z¢,
d > 3, as a graph with nearest-neighbor edges [E;. This graph is then equipped with uniformly
elliptic weights which are bounded both from above and from below: To each edge e € Eg,
we assign a conductance we € [\, 1], where A € (0,1). We denote the set of all configurations

of conductances by Q = [\, 1]%  and we define for w € 2, by P¥ the law on RZ such that

(1.1)

where ¢“(-,) is the Green function of the (continuous-time, constant-speed) simple random
walk on the weighted graph (Z% Ey4,w), see (2.9). Formally, one can view P¥ as a Gibbs
measure with

under P, the canonical field (¢;),cz¢ is a centered Gaussian field with
covariances E“[¢, ¢, | = ¢¥(x,y) for z,y € Z4,

1
PY(dg) “ o ” exp{—§8“’(<p, cp)} H M(dep,),
zeZd

. (1.2)

8w(@7 90) = 5 Z w{x,y}(()@y - (Pa:)Qa

|z—y|=1

where \! is the Lebesgue measure on R and |-| denotes the Euclidean distance. We endow €2
with the canonical o-algebra of cylinders § and subsequently consider a probability measure
(the environment measure) P on (§2y,9) that is stationary and ergodic with respect to shifts
(see (3.1) and below for details). The above “energy” £“(-,-) is the Dirichlet form associated
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with the generator £f, acting on functions f : 7% — R,

u\}f(x) - Z w{x,y}(f(y) - f(.%')), T e Zd7 (1'3)
y:ly—z|=1
of the (variable-speed) random walk among random conductances, known as the Random
Conductance Model. The study of its homogenization properties has been the object of very
active research in the last three decades, see the survey [12] and references therein, and also [3,
4,5, 7, 11, 13, 14, 34] for recent developments in the field. In particular, the homogenization
of the capacity associated with £“ will play an important role for the asymptotic bounds for
the probability of disconnection events.

The Gaussian free field with random conductances is obtained by first sampling w € 2y
according to the law P and then considering the law P“ as in (1.1). In this article we are
mostly interested in quenched results for this field, namely results holding for P-a.e. w € .
We study the percolation of the upper level-sets (excursion sets) of the field (¢;),cz4, namely,
for a € R, we introduce the random subset

E={zez’: ¢, >a}, (1.4)
which we refer to as the level-set above a. For w € ), we introduce the critical level
of =inf {a eR: P¥ [E=% contains an infinite cluster | = 0} € [—o0, cq]. (1.5)

As a combination of Proposition 3.1, Theorem 3.2 and Theorem 3.6 we show that o¥ is P-a.s.
constant, finite and strictly positive, and we denote the value of o on a set of full P-measure
as aw. This establishes the non-trivial percolation phase transition of EZ®. To capture the
nature of the phase transition more precisely, we introduce two other critical parameters,
oY, and @“ (see (3.4) and (3.34) respectively), such that a > o, describes a strongly non-
percolative regime, whereas o < @ characterizes a strongly percolative regime for ¢, given
the conductances w. We show that these parameters are P-a.s. constant and their values,
given on a set of full P-measure by a., and @, fulfill 0 < @ < a, < a4 < co. This extends
the results of [49] and [29] to our context, and our proof utilizes the findings of the latter
reference for a part of the argument. We refer to Remark 3.7 for a discussion of the parameters
a4 and @. In the special case of i.i.d. conductances w, it is known that the diffusively
scaled Random Conductance Model converges to an isotropic Brownian motion with a non-
degenerate diffusivity constant. The same Brownian motion also appears as a diffusive limit
of the variable-speed random walk with appropriately chosen constant conductances. It is
an open problem to determine whether the parameter «, coincides with the corresponding
critical parameter for the Gaussian free field with these constant conductances. For general
ergodic, stationary and isotropic conductances, we argue that this is not the case. We again
refer to Remark 3.7 for more on this matter.

For a > vy, we show in Theorem 3.2 that the “connectivity function” P“[x 23 x+z], which
describes the probability that a nearest-neighbor path in EZ% connects x to x + z, admits
a stretched exponential bound in |z|s A % uniformly over x in a box of size L centered
at the origin, where p > 1, and |z|, denotes the sup-norm of z. The proof of this bound
for the connectivity function in the strongly non-percolative regime relies on a quenched
decoupling inequality, see Proposition 3.4, and a “sprinkling procedure”. The latter allows us
to dominate the long-range dependence of the field on multiple scales by slightly increasing
the level, when going from one scale to the next (see (3.20) and below for a precise statement).
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The decoupling inequality comes as a straightforward adaptation of [45] and the sprinkling
procedure is taken from [46], however some care is required due to the inhomogeneity, the
lack of translation-invariance of the field, and the specification of the parameter cvy.

We now turn to the results concerning disconnection. Let A C R? be a compact set with
non-empty interior contained in the interior of a box of side-length 2M, M > 0, centered
at the origin. One defines the discrete blow-up of A and the outer boundary of the discrete
blow-up of the box enclosing A by

Ay =(NA)NzZi,  Sy={zez’: |z|ew=|MN]}, (1.6)

respectively, where | - | denotes the integer part of a real number. Motivated by the findings
of [43] and [21] (see also [53]) we introduce the disconnection event

Dy = {AN éi SN}, (1.7)

in which no nearest-neighbor path in £Z® connects Ay and Sy.
In Theorem 5.1, we derive for a < ay the quenched asymptotic lower bound

. . 1 W 6% 1 2 hom
thmf Na=2 log P“[DY] > —5(04** — «a)“Cap'™™(A), (1.8)

for P-a.e. w € ), where Caphom(A) is the capacity of A for a Brownian motion with covari-
ance matrix a’™ that appears as the P-a.s. scaling limit of the random walk among random
conductances, see (5.5) for a precise definition. This generalizes Theorem 2.1 of [43] (see
also Theorem 2.1 of [53]) to our set-up, and we employ a capacity convergence via stochastic
homogenization for the proof, see Proposition 5.3.

As far as upper bounds are concerned, we show in Theorem 7.1 that for a < @, it holds
that 1 .

lim sup Na=2 log P“[DY] < —5(5 — a)?Cap"™(A), (1.9)
N—o00

for P-a.e. w € Qy, where A is the interior of A. It is plausible that in fact @ = v, so that (1.8)
and (1.9) would provide matching asymptotic lower and upper bounds if A is regular in the
sense that Cap"™(A) = Cap"™(A), see also Remark 5.2 concerning this condition. The
upper bound (1.9) has been derived in the case of constant conductances as Theorem 3.1
of [43] (building on Theorem 5.5 of [53], in which A = [~1,1]¢ and where the convexity of
A played a major role in the proof). Importantly, in the case of constant conductances, the
equality of the critical parameters @ = ., = ., has recently been established in [32]. Progress
towards a proof of the corresponding equalities in the case of random conductances may come
from adapting the techniques of [32]: On the one hand, it is still possible to decompose the
Gaussian free field with random conductances into an infinite sum of independent Gaussian
fields with finite range of dependence. On the other hand, the lack of translation-invariance
of the field, and the nature of our parameters (which involve uniform estimates anchored at
the origin, see Section 3) require some additional care.

Finally, we also investigate the macroscopic height profile of the field conditioned on the
disconnection event DY, in the strongly percolative regime o« < @. To this end, we introduce
the random (signed) measure on R?,

1
XN = 73 > @ubs, (1.10)

xEeZd



DISCONNECTION AND ENTROPIC REPULSION FOR THE HARMONIC CRYSTAL 5

and for any continuous compactly supported function 1 : R — R and a signed Radon measure
pon R we define

(i) = [ nta)n(ao) (111
Furthermore we introduce the “profile” function
*5 = —(@—a)hy. (1.12)

The function #% ; is the harmonic potential of fol, associated with the limiting Brownian motion
obtained from the quenched functional central limit theorem, see (5.3).

We show in Theorem 7.2 that for a < @, A > 0 and a compactly supported continuous
function 1 : R — R, one has the quenched asymptotic upper bound

. 1 w « «
hmsupmlogﬂl’ U(XN,m - <%;{a77>‘ > A;@N]

N—oo

) (1.13)
< _5(6 - a)2caphom("i) - CI(A’ «, 77)5

for P-a.e. w € Q), where ¢;(A,a,n) is a positive constant which depends on A, « and 7 as
well as on A, M and d. This result can be understood as follows: If the critical parameters
@, a, and o, coincide and A is regular in the sense that Cap™™(A) = Cap™™(A), then a
combination of (1.13) with the quenched asymptotic lower bound (1.8) yields that for every
o <y,

lim E[|(Xn,n) — (#5,n)| A1|DY] =0, (1.14)

N—oo

for P-a.e. w € ). In other words, conditionally on the disconnection event D%;, the local
macroscopic average of the Gaussian free field with random conductances is “pinned” to Z§
with high probability, for P-a.e. w € ). Results of this type were established for constant
conductances in [21], where the aforementioned “pinning” was also shown to be uniform in
n over a certain class of bounded Lipschitz functions and a profile description (akin to [16])
was also developed. In this work, we do not aim to establish these additional properties so
as not to dilute the focus.

Heuristically, (1.14) can be related to the optimal way for the Gaussian free field with
random conductances to enforce disconnection. This shares some flavor with a capacity order
large deviation principle for Xy, investigated (for constant conductances) in [16], and the rates
in (1.8) and (1.9) correspond to the cost of observing a local shift of the field produced by the
profile function #¢. We also refer to [39, Section 6], in which a large deviation principle for
the occupation time of random interlacements is used to study disconnection by “high-density
regions”.

The analogues of the upper bounds (1.9) and (1.13) for the case of constant conductances
were derived in [43] and [21] by employing the solidification estimates and related capacity
bounds for Brownian motion from [44]. In the present case, we develop similar solidification
estimates for random walks among uniformly elliptic conductances, which are relevant in their
own right.

Specifically, we introduce a notion of porous interfaces ¥ C 7% surrounding the discrete
blow-up Ax of a compact set A C R? with non-empty interior. Roughly speaking, these
porous interfaces vary over a class of “deformations” (felt at distance ¢ € N) and “strength”
x € (0,1) of a hard interface S at distance 2% (with £, a non-negative integer) from Ay.
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We prove in Theorem 4.1 a solidification estimate, which informally can be stated as

lim sup sup sup P, [Random walk never enters ¥] = 0, (1.15)
N—oo ,e0, z€AN

where P¥ is the law of a random walk on (Z% Ey4,w) starting in 2 € Z%, and sup stands for
the supremum over all porous deformations ¥ of S such that £/2% < ay, for a given sequence
(an)n>0 of positive real numbers with ay — 0 as N — oo. The proof of (1.15) involves
the construction of a certain resonance set associated with Ay, which is hard to avoid for
a random walk starting in Ax. The solidification estimates and related capacity controls
obtained in Corollary 4.2 are instrumental for proving the asymptotic upper bounds (1.9)
and (1.13).

We briefly comment on the proofs of our results and give some intuition as well as some
further directions and open problems. The most challenging part of this work concerns the
upper bounds (1.9) and (1.13). We devise a variant of the coarse-graining procedure that
was introduced in [44] and also used in [21, 22, 43, 56] for the disconnection event D%;. We
then make use of certain Gaussian bounds leading to controls involving the capacity of the
porous interfaces that are amenable to the solidification-type bounds described above. In a
last step, we apply a I'-convergence result from [42], which essentially yields the convergence
of the (discrete) capacity N2~9Cap“(Ay) to Cap"™(A) for large N, for P-a.e. w € Q).
Remarkably, both the solidification estimates and the Gaussian bounds only rely on well-
known quenched (killed) heat kernel or Green function estimates (see for instance [10] for a
general treatment). A special emphasis is therefore put on separating the parts of the proof
that use solidification-type results from the homogenization features entering the picture,
making the approach reasonably robust. One may hope that more refined heat kernel bounds
that are available could potentially facilitate the study of the Gaussian free field in degenerate
random environments (see for instance [6, 36] for relevant bounds in the case of degenerate
conductances).

As remarked earlier, there are strong links between the Gaussian free field and random
interlacements, for which similar disconnection-type and other events of a large deviation
nature have been studied extensively in recent years in the case of constant conductances,
see [22, 38, 39, 44, 54, 55, 56, 57]. The results of this work may potentially help in shed-
ding some light on the situation of disconnection phenomena for random interlacements and
random walks among random conductances and entropic repulsion for the occupation time
measure, in the spirit of [22, 37, 38, 54]. In a different direction, we remark that the Gaussian
free field with random conductances also has implications for more general gradient fields
with nonconvex potentials, as studied in [15]. For such fields the percolative properties are
even less accessible (see [48] for a treatment of percolation models of this type). Finally, the
study of disconnection by level-sets of the planar Gaussian free field (with suitably chosen
boundary conditions on a large box) remains open also in the case of constant conductances.
We refer to [27, 28] for some recent results concerning level-set percolation in the planar case.

The organization of this article is as follows. In Section 2, notation is introduced together
with some known results on random walks and the Gaussian free field on the weighted graph
(Z?, Ey,w), heat kernel bounds, some potential theory and the change of probability method.
In Section 3 we introduce the parameters o, o, and @ and show that they are constant,

finite and strictly positive for P-a.e. w € €2, see Proposition 3.1 and Theorems 3.2 and 3.6. We
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also show a stretched exponential decay of the connectivity function for o > . Section 4
contains the proof of the solidification estimate (1.15) and related capacity controls, see
Theorem 4.1 and Corollary 4.2. In Section 5, we prove in Theorem 5.1 the main quenched
asymptotic lower bound on disconnection (1.8) and in Proposition 5.3 the convergence of
capacities that we employ in this bound and later. Section 6 contains quenched Gaussian
bounds that are the foundation of the upper bounds in the next section. In Section 7 we
show the main asymptotic upper bounds (1.9) and (1.13) in Theorems 7.1 and 7.2, using the
results of Sections 4 and 6.

We will use the following convention concerning constants. We denote by ¢, ¢/, ... positive
constants with values that change from place to place. Numbered constants c¢1, co, ... are
defined at the place of their first occurrence within the text and remain fixed. All constants
may implicitly depend on the dimension and on the parameter A € (0,1). Dependence of
constants on additional parameters will appear explicitly in the notation.

2. NOTATION AND SOME USEFUL FACTS

In this section we introduce further notation and present some known results concerning
random walks among inhomogeneous conductances, potential theory, the Gaussian free field,
and an entropy inequality that will be useful in the derivation of lower bounds on the proba-
bility of disconnection in Section 5. We tacitly assume throughout the article that d > 3.

Let us start with some elementary notation. We let N = {0,1,2,...} stand for the set of
natural numbers. For real numbers s,t, we let s At and s V ¢t stand for the minimum and
maximum of s and ¢, respectively, and we denote by |s| the integer part of s, when s is non-
negative. We denote by |-|, |-|1 and |-|s the Euclidean, £!- and £*-norms on R?, respectively.
For z € Z% and r > 0, we write B(z,r) = {y € Z% : |z —y|so <7} € Z%and BW(z,r) = {y €
7% : |z —yly <7} C 74} for the (closed) £°- and ¢!'-balls of radius r > 0 and center x € Z,
respectively. If 2,y € Z% fulfill |z —y| = 1, we call them neighbors and write 2 ~ y. A function
7 :{0,..,N} — Z% is called a nearest-neighbor path (of length N > 1) if 7(i) ~ 7(i + 1)
for all 0 <i < N —1. For K C Z%, we let |K| stand for the cardinality of K, and we write
K cc 7Z%if |[K| < co. Moreover, we write 0K = {y € Z4\ K : y ~ x for some x € K} for the
external boundary of K, and 0, K = {y € K : y ~ x for some x € Z¢\ K} for the internal
boundary of K. For K, L C Z¢, we let duo (K, L) stand for the £>-distance between K and L.
For a set D C R? we denote by Dy = (ND) NZ% the discrete blow-up of D, and for § > 0,
we let D be the closed d-neighborhood of D. For 7,1 € RZ* we write n <n ifn, <nl for
all z € Z%. A function f : RZ" - R is called increasing if n < n/ implies f(n) < f(1), and
decreasing if the function — f is increasing. Moreover, we say that f is supported on K C Z¢4
if £(n) = f(n') whenever (1;)eerx = (1, )zex. For functions u,v : Z¢ — R, we routinely write
(U, v)za = > cqau(2)v(2), if |uv| is summable.

We consider the integer lattice Z? as a graph with edge set Eg = {{z,y} : =,y € Z¢, = ~ y}.

As in the introduction, we fix a parameter A € (0,1) and consider Q) = [\, 1]%¢, the set of
weight configurations on the graph (Z¢,Eq). For any w € Q, we let

Wyy = w{Ly} = wy,x(e [)\, 1]) (2.1)
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stand for the conductance along the undirected edge {z,y} € E4. For w € Q,, we also define

Wy = Z Wz, z ez (2.2)

Zi1Z~NT

Given w € ), one can define the operators £, and £¢ acting on functions f : 7% — R by

Vi@ = Y wey(fly) = f(x), weZ% (2.3)
ef@ =3 2w - f@),  wez, (2.4)
Yy~

which are the generators of the variable-speed random walk or the constant-speed random
walk on (Z¢, E4,w), respectively. We say that f : Z¢ — R is w-harmonic in U C Z if for all
x € U, one has L& f(x) = 0.

We now define the continuous-time, constant-speed simple random walk on the weighted
graph (Zd,Ed,w) and discuss some potential theory associated with it. Given w € ), we
denote by P¥ a probability measure on the space (Z¢ x (0,00))" under which (Y;,),>0 has
the law of a simple random walk among conductances w, starting from x € Z¢, governed by
the transition probabilities

UJ( ) wjvz, inyZ’ (2 5)
r(y,z) = z ] .
Y 0, otherwise,

and (¢p)n>0 1s a sequence of i.i.d. exponential variables with parameter 1, where (Y5, ¢, )n>0
denote the canonical Z? x (0, 00)-valued coordinates on (Z? x (0,00))N. We attach to w €
(Z% x (0,00))N a continuous-time trajectory X;(w), ¢ > 0, by setting

k—1 k
Xi(w) = Yi(w), for t >0, when > Gi(w) <t <Y (Gi(w) (2.6)
=0 =0

(if & = 0, the sum on the left is understood as 0). Thus, under PY, the trajectory X.
is a continuous-time Markov chain with generator (2.4). The expectation corresponding to
P¥ is denoted E¥. The variable-speed random walk X. is a Markov chain with genera-
tor (2.3), and can be obtained from the constant-speed random walk X by a time-change
(see, e.g., [52, Section 1.6]). Unless otherwise specified, we use random walk as a shorthand
for the continuous-time, constant-speed random walk.

Given U C Z¢, we introduce stopping times (with respect to the canonical filtration (Ft)e=0
generated by (X;)i>0) Hy = inf{t >0 : X, e U}, Hy = inf{t >, : X; € U}, Tyy = inf{t >
0 : X; ¢ U}, which are the entrance, hitting and exit times of U. We then introduce the
heat kernel ¢f and the killed heat kernel (upon leaving U C 7% dyy via

w —
@ (z,y) = W, t>0, 2,y €z’ and (2.7)
Y
P;}[Xt :yaTU > t]

@y (z,y) = - : t>0,z,yez (2.8)
Yy
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We denote the Green function of the walk by ¢“(-,-) and the Green function of the walk killed
upon leaving U by g (-, -):

9% (z,y) = E;”[/
0
Ty 0o
g7 (x,y) = EY [/0 Lix,—y) dt] Jwy = /0 q;‘jU(x,y) dt. (2.10)

By the ellipticity assumption on w, it is known that ¢, ¢;;;, g* and gf; are finite and

oo

Lix,—y} dt} Jwy = /0 g7 (z,y)dt, and (2.9)

symmetric (for every ¢ > 0), and that ¢¢’;; (-, -) and g7 (-, -) both vanish if one of their arguments
lies in the complement of U.
Moreover, as an application of the strong Markov property at the exit time of U, one has

¢ (z,y) = g8 (z,y) + E¢[Ty < 00,9 (X1y,,9), =,y € Z%, (2.11)

see, e.g., Proposition 1.6 in [52]. Applying this identity to U = {z} (and symmetry) readily
shows that

¢*(y,-) is w-harmonic in Z¢\ {y}, y € 74 (2.12)

It is known, see for instance Theorem 6.28 in [10], that the heat kernel fulfills lower and

upper Gaussian bounds
¢ _ sle—yl? C  _orla=yl? ~ d

3¢ Tt < g (ry) < 3¢ = t>1Vélr—y|, z,y € 2% we Q. (2.13)
Importantly, the constants in these bounds depend on the conductances w € ) only through
A (which we suppress in the notation, see also the convention on constants at the end of
Section 1). These bounds readily imply bounds on the Green function, which are uniform in
w € Qy:

2 w C3 d
—_ < < ez e Q. 2.14
|x—y|d*2\/1_g (m’y)_|x—y|d*2\/1’ T,y y W A ( )
We also have uniform killed heat kernel bounds, for instance, we can utilize a (slightly
modified) version of Theorem 5.26 in [10] to state that for ¢ € (0,1) there exists an Ry(¢) € N

such that for all R > Ry(?9), one has for every w € Q2 and z¢ € Z%:
4 B(xo,r) (T1, T2) = (D)™, w1, w9 € B(wo, (1= 9)R) and ¢5(9)R* <t < R*,  (2.15)

where ¢5(9) < 1.

By Proposition 6.2 of [23], which follows from the elliptic Harnack inequality for the
weighted graph (Z¢, E?,w), the following Holder-regularity property of w-harmonic functions
holds: There exists a constant 7 > 0 (only depending on \), such that if u : Z? — R is
w-harmonic in B (zg, 2r) for zg € Z%, r > 0, then

|u<w>—u<y>|sc(w) sp Ju(),  wmyeBO@or). (216
r 2€ BW) (20,2r)

We now introduce some potential theory associated with the random walk. Given A cc Z¢
and w € ), we define the equilibrium measure of A

¢4 () = PY[Hp = oolwa1a(z), o€ Z4, (2.17)
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and its (finite) total mass, the capacity of A
Cap”(A4) = Y e4(x). (2.18)
€A
In the case of a closed ¢*°-ball B(x, L), where x € Z% and L > 1, one has the classical estimate
cL4? < Cap®(B(x, L)) < CLY2, (2.19)

in which the constants depend on w € € only through A, see Lemma 7.21 (a) in [10] and its
proof, using the quenched bounds (2.14). The equilibrium potential of A is defined as

h4(x) = PY[Hy < ],  x €24, (2.20)

and it is related to the equilibrium measure e by the identity (see for instance Proposition

7.2 of [10])

M) =Y g¥(x,y)es(y), weZl (2.21)
yeA
We will also need the notion of the Dirichlet form, defined for f : Z¢ — R:
w 1 2
E°(f) = 5 D _way(fy) = f(2))". (2:22)
Ty

For f,g:7Z% — R, we define by polarization (and symmetry of Way)
w 1
E°(f,9) = 5 D wey (fW) = f(2)) (9(v) — 9(2)), (2.23)
T~y

when the resulting series converges absolutely (and so E“(f) = E¥(f, f)). The Dirichlet form
is related to the capacity of A via the identity

Cap“(A) = E¥(hY). (2.24)
For h : Z% — R with finite support one has the inequality
|3 F@)h(@)| < W) 2e ()12, with

me (2.25)

Weh) = Y g*,y)h(x)h(y),

x,yezd

for every f:7Z? — R, see Proposition 1.3 in [52] and its proof. Finally, we also introduce the
capacity of A C B cc Z? for the random walk killed upon exiting B. That is, we set

Cap3(A) = €(h4 5, M4 ), Gp(@)=PY[HA<Tp), ael, (2.26)
and recall that one has the variational characterization
Capp(A) = inf EY(f), (2.27)
where the infimum is taken over all f : Z¢ — R such that f|4 = 1 and flza\g = 0.

We now turn to the Gaussian free field on the weighted graph (Z<¢, E?,w) for a fixed w € Qy,
which we introduced in (1.1), and recall a classical domain Markov property. Specifically, we
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define for U C Z¢ and w € Q) the (w-)harmonic average £V of o in U and the (w-)local field
YU by

U=E{loxs, ,Tv <o) = Y PYIXp, =y, Ty <odlp,, ze€Z (2.28)
yezd
Wl =, —¢oY,  zezd, (2.29)

Note that by definition ¢, = ;}’U + z/)f’U, ;”U =0if z € Z¢ \ U, whereas 5;}’U = @, in this
case. The domain Markov property asserts that

(T,Z);)’U)ggezd is independent of o(p, : y € U®) (in particular of (£¥’U)$ezd), (2.30)
and is distributed as a centered Gaussian field with covariance g (-, -), '

where, gi7(-,-) is the Green function of the random walk among conductances w killed upon
exiting U, see (2.10).

Lastly, we recall a classical entropy inequality that will be instrumental in the derivation
of large deviation lower bounds in Section 5. Let P and P be two probability measures with
P absolutely continuous with respect to P. We define the relative entropy of P with respect
to P as _
[log jﬁ} E [jﬁ log jﬁ] € [0, 0], (2.31)
where E and E denote the expectation with respect to the probability measures P and P,
respectively. For an event F with positive Iﬁ—probability, one has

PF] > BF]exp ( - ﬁ (H@P) + %)) (2.32)

H(PIP) =

see, e.g., p.76 of [26].

3. LEVEL-SET PERCOLATION OF THE (GAUSSIAN FREE FIELD WITH RANDOM
CONDUCTANCES

In this section we consider the Gaussian free field with random conductances. More pre-
cisely, we introduce a stationary and ergodic environment measure P governing the random
conductances w € Q). For a realization of w sampled according to P, we then consider the
field ¢ as defined in (1.1), and characterize the percolation phase transition of its upper level-
sets £2%, see (1.4). In particular, we give the definitions of the thresholds a%, o%, and @*,
that are shown to be constant, with values a,, a4, and @, for P-a.e. w € ) and to fulfill
0 <@ < ay < ayy <00, see Proposition 3.1, Theorem 3.2 and Theorem 3.6 below.

The parameter o, describes the percolation threshold, and separates a phase a > «, where
a (unique) infinite component exists in F= from a phase where all connected components
of EZ% are finite. The range o > ay, describes a strongly non-percolative regime for EZ¢,
where one essentially has a stretched exponential decay of the connection probability, see
Theorem 3.2. On the other hand, for o < @ one observes a strongly percolative regime for
EZ%, which is loosely speaking characterized by the existence and local uniqueness of large
clusters, similar as in [29]. Note however that the version of @ we study is potentially strictly
bigger than the parameter studied in [29], see Remark 3.7.

In the case of constant, non-random conductances, one has the equality of the thresholds
O = (tx = Qux, as shown recently in Theorem 1.1 of [32]. However, in our case, the equality
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of the critical parameters cannot immediately be obtained as a straightforward adaptation of
the methods used in [32], partially due to the lack of translation-invariance of the field.

Recall the definition of 2 above (2.1). We endow 2\ with the canonical o-algebra of
cylinders §. We consider a probability measure (the environment measure) P on (2, 9) and
the group of shifts

To Q= D, (TaW)yz = Wagyatz L,Y,2 € 7%, w e Q. (3.1)

We assume that P is stationary and ergodic with respect to (7;),czq, that is,

i) P[r.(A)] = P[A] for all A€ G and all x € Z%;
ii) If f: Q) — R is measurable and such that f(r,w) = f(w) for all z € Z? and P-a.e.
w € Ny, then P-a.s., f is constant.

Additionally, we consider the group of space-shifts on RZ*
te: RZY de, top. = Poyn, @E de, z e 7% (3.2)

It follows from the definitions that for all bounded measurable functions f : RZ* R,
E[f(tpe)] = E™=¥[f(p)] for all z € Z¢, P-a.s.

As an immediate consequence of the stationarity and ergodicity of the environment measure
we deduce that the critical parameter for level-set percolation is deterministic.

Proposition 3.1. The critical parameter
of =inf{aeR: P¥ [E=2 contains an infinite cluster] = 0} (3.3)
is P-a.s. constant.

Proof. We observe that the event {E=% contains an infinite cluster} is translation-invariant
with respect to tg, © € Z%. Thus, for P-a.e. w € Q and all z € Z¢

PY[E=% contains an infinite cluster] = P™*“[E=% contains an infinite cluster].

By ergodicity and stationarity of P, P*[EZ® contains an infinite cluster] is P-a.s. constant,
and consequently o is also P-a.s. constant. O

@ characterized by a uniform decay of a box-
crossing probability. More precisely, it is defined by

Next, we introduce a parameter of, > a¥

oy, = inf {oz €R:3dp>1with lim sup P¥[B(z,L) PN 0B(z,2L)] = 0}. (3.4)
L= zeB(0,Lr)

Here and in the following, for H, K C Z¢, the notation {H N } denotes the existence
of a nearest-neighbor path in EZ® starting in H and ending in K. The parameter o,
determines a strongly non-percolative regime o« > «o%,. We show in the next theorem that
this parameter is in fact P-a.s. constant and finite for any dimension d > 3, and that there
is a p = p(w) > 1 such that in the strongly percolative regime, the connectivity function

> . .
SUD,c (0,1 10) P¥[z <% 2 4 2] has a stretched exponential decay in |2]s A L

Theorem 3.2.

oy, is P-a.s. constant and finite, 3.5
ok

Qs < Qe
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Moreover, for d > 4, a > q, and P-a.e. w € Qy, there exists a p = p(w) > 1 such that

_ (w,a) L_p
sup P¥[x PR z] <Cw,a)e F <|Z|°°/\100>, ze2i L >1. (3.7)
mGB(O,%LP)

In d =3, for every b > 1, a > s, and P-a.e. w € Qy, there exists a p = p(w) > 1 such that

_ c(w,a,b) LP
sup ]P)w[x & x4+ Z] < C(w,a,b)e L10g3b | 2| 0o <|Z|oo/\100>’ = Zd,L > 1. (3.8)

z€B(0,51Lr)

Remark 3.3. Let d > 4, a > i, w in a subset of Q) of full P-measure, and p(w) as above.

As a consequence of (3.7) and choosing L = |z|éép, we have

-1/
P“[0 JEN z] < Ol ’ z ezl (3.9)

for some positive constants ¢, C' that depend on w and «. Note that this formally corresponds
to (2.1) in Theorem 2.1 of [45] when setting p = oo in the exponent. In the case of constant
conductances, the asymptotics of the connection probability have been investigated in much
more detail, see [35]. In particular, the logarithmic correction log® |z|o for b > 1in d = 3
(see (3.8)) can be replaced by log |z|~ in the case of constant conductances.

The claims (3.7) and (3.8) of Theorem 3.2 will follow by a routine application of a multiscale
argument following the arguments of [46, Section 7], together with a Gaussian decoupling
inequality which is similar to Theorem 1.2, Corollary 1.3 and Proposition 1.4 of [45] (which
dealt with the case of the Gaussian free field with constant conductances).

We begin by developing the relevant (quenched) decoupling inequality.

Proposition 3.4. Let K| = B(x,L,), Ky = B(y, Ly) C Z%, L1,Ly > 0, z,y € Z% be disjoint

boxes. Assume that f1, fo : RZ* [0,1] are such that f; is supported on K;, i € {1,2}, and
assume that fo is increasing. For w € Q) and § > 0, we define

c 19
= { sup e < 51 (3.10)
x 2

(recall (2.28) for the definition of the field €K1 ).
One has, P¥-a.s.,

(E¥[falp — 0)] = P¥[(GF)Dlay < E¥[fa(p)lo(pz = @ € K1)|lgy

< (E°[2(p + O) + P[] ez, 31
and moreover
E* f1(@)E fa(p — &) — 2PY[(GF )] < E¥[f1(0) f2(p)] (3.12)
< B¥f1(@)EY fap + 6) + 2P°[(GF)°].
Furthermore, if we set s = doo (K1, K2) >0 and r = Ly A Ly, one has
sup PY[(GY)] < e(r + s)T Lexp (—0/5236172) . (3.13)

weN

Proof. The decoupling inequalities (3.11) and (3.12) follow exactly as Theorem 1.2 and Corol-
lary 1.3 in [45], with the necessary changes of P to P¥ and use of the respective domain Markov
property for the w-dependent Gaussian free field (see (2.30)).
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We turn to the proof of (3.13). Let us first consider the case that L; < L, where we
introduce the box K; = B(z, L + s), and notice that the vertices of its interior boundary
Oin K1 have a ¢>*-distance at least s to K. For x € 0,, K1, we set

w w,K§ )
ba = {Iﬁm < 5}. (3.14)

By an application of (2.11), we find that for all z € Ok

7KC
Ew[(éﬁ 1)2] = Z PY[Hg, < OO7XHK1 = ylg”(z,y)
yeKq

o1 (3.15)

< sup g¥(z,y) < =5
ek 5d—2
Since every nearest-neighbor path from K5 to K passes through Binf(l, we find (using the
strong Markov property of the random walk)

@rc U @g- (3.16)

T€M K1

The claim then follows by applying a union bound with the estimate |9 K| < ¢ (1 + s)&
together with the exponential Chebyshev inequality, the bound (3.15), and taking finally the
supremum over w € ). The case where L1 > Ls follows analogously, by instead considering
the box Ko = B(y, Ly + s) and its interior boundary ainf(g, which again has to be crossed by
every path from K5 to Kj. O

Remark 3.5. The decoupling inequality can in fact be made more general by considering K
finite and K arbitrary, disjoint from K;, with a slightly more involved expression for the
polynomial factor in the error bound (3.13), see (1.10) of Proposition 1.4 in [45]. However,
the present result is sufficient for our purposes.

Theorem 3.2. We start by proving (3.5). Let z € Z%. If a > o¥,, then there exists p > 1 such
that

lim sup P¥[B(z, L) <% 0B(x,2L)] = 0. (3.17)
L= zeB(0,L0)
Consider 1 < p < p, then, for every L > c(p, p, 2), one has B(z, L?) C B(0, L") and conse-
quently it holds that
lim sup P7¥[B(z,L) <% 0B(z,2L)] = 0. (3.18)
L—oo x€B(0,LP)

This shows that o, > aZz¥ for every z € Z¢. By symmetry, one has that in fact a%, = aZz¥

and therefore by stationarity and ergodicity of P, o, is constant P-a.s. The finiteness of v,
follows for instance from Remark 7.2 1) and Corollary 7.3 in [29], see also Remark 3.7, 2). The
statement (3.6) follows by definition, since { E=® contains an infinite connected component} =

Uzezale JELiN oo}, and
Pz <% oo] < P¥[B(z, L) €% 9B(x, 2L)]. (3.19)

We turn to the statements (3.7) and (3.8) about the decay of the connectivity function
above .. Let P2 be the law of the level-set E=* on {0,1}%". By combination of (3.12)
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and (3.13) we see that for any increasing events A; and Ay depending on disjoint boxes of
size r with distance s > 0 from each other, one has the “sprinkling inequality”

PY[A; N Ag] < P2_[A1]PY_5[As] + c(r + s)4 L exp (—c'52sd—2) . (3.20)

The proof will proceed along the lines of Section 7 of [46], but some care is required due to
the local nature of ovys.

We introduce some notation first. Throughout we are considering o > au4, and set p > 1
(the choice of p will be specified later). Let b € (1,2] and set for L; > 100:

Lisy =2 <1 + (K + 5)"’) Ly, k>1. (3.21)
This sequence fulfills, for some ¢(b) € (1, 00),
L1228V < Ly < e(b)Ly 281 (3.22)
We then set for k > 1 and x € Z¢
CF=10,L)'Nn2Z +2,  DF=[-L;,20) N2+ x, (3.23)
and consider events of the form
Al(a) = {Ck &% 74\ DIy, (3.24)
which fulfill
Aty c | A% (@) N A’yf;c (o) (@) (3.25)

i<3d,j<2d7d-1
where the collection of points {gvé‘C (x)}f’il is such that C**! consists of the union of (C’:‘;g 1=

¥(x)
1,...,3%), and the union of all (Cjk(x);j =1,...,2d7% 1) is disjoint from D ! and contains
j

(74 \ DE+1), see (7.7) and (7.8) of [46]. In particular, one has that |z — yf(:c)|oo < 3Lk
and |z — xf(m)| < 3Lpyq forall 1 <i < 391 < j < 2d7%!'. We now define for k > 1 such
that L > 10L,
pla) = sup  PY[Af(a)] (3.26)
z€B(0,L)—10Ly)

(importantly, this quantity deviates from the respective one in the proof in [46], since our
model is manifestly not translation-invariant).

We then introduce scales for the “sprinkling” that we will use, namely we set & = O‘L;a(>
(i) and the intermediate values (for sufficiently small £ > 0)
ap = (<a), keN. (3.27)

k— .
Hj:11(1 —ej7?)
Using the sprinkling inequality (3.20) with 7 = 3v/dLy, s > 2¥"1L1 (k+5) 7" and 6 = ek a4

(and o < ), one obtains

P [Al;+1(ak+1)] < Z P [A];ic (z) (cu) P [A];;c (x)(ak‘)]
i<3d j<ad7d—1

_ 3.28
+ 2kl ex —c'i L172k v ( )
LEPA 7% \ (1 5)p '
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The terms on the right-hand side are bounded by taking respective suprema over x € B(0, L} —
10L 1), since for x € B(0, L] — 10Ly 1), all 2¥(x) and yé“( z) belong to B(0, L — 7Lj41) C
B(0, L] — 10Ly), where the latter inclusion follows from ﬂ >2> 10 After this step, one
takes a supremum over x € B(0, L] — 10Lj 1), which then ylelds

2d - 214

w w kd 1 L12k -2
Phr1(ars) < 7 Py (ar)® + 2" L exp k:2b 45 : (3.29)

A

This last part will allow an induction argument to proceed. Since & L > Oty there is a choice
of p = p(w) > 1 such that for large enough L, one has for all L; > Ly that

@< s PI0HED % 29\ DY) < =

I (3.30)

In the case of d > 4, the same argument leading up to (7.14) of [46] can be used to establish
P (a) < 4752, (3.31)
with some A > 0 and B € (0,1). Now let = € B(0, 1 L), then
P9z <% 1 + 2] < PYJ0, L) + z &% O([— Ly, 2L + 2)] (3.32)
where k = max{m : 3L,, < |z|oo A %}. We have that L, = O(2¥Ly) and B(0, L] — 10Ly)
contains B(0, L), which yields (setting L = Ly)

sup  P¥[x ES5 g+ z] < exp(—A — C'BW), (3.33)

mGB(O,%LP)
by using (3.31) and the fact that a; < «. The case d = 3 can be obtained similarly by a
modification of the argument presented in (7.16)—(7.18) of [46]. O

Finally we define the critical parameter

a” zsup{a eR:forall a>py > p_,
(3.34)
 under P¥ strongly percolates at levels (., ﬁ_}

where the Gaussian free field ¢ under P¥ is said to strongly percolate at levels 5, 5_ if there
exists p > d — 1 such that with B, = (x + [0, L)%) N Z4,

» [Bs N EZP+ has no component of diameter at]
lim  sup log P I
L—00 5 B(0,Lr) 108 L least 75

= —oc0, (3.35)

and for any z = Le with |¢| = 1, with the notation D, = (x + [-3L,4L)%) N Z4

)

[there exist components of B, N EZP+ and]
logP¥ | B,,. N E=%+ with diameter at least % which| = —oo. (3.36)
| are not connected in D, N E=A-

lim  sup
L—00 4 (0,Le) l0g L

The requirement that p > d — 1 in the above definition allows us to guarantee that in the
strongly percolative regime a < @*, certain local fields within boxes of size L centered at z are
well-behaved, uniformly for all z inside B(0, L?) (see Proposition 7.3 for a precise statement).
The coarse-graining procedure we employ in Section 7, where we derive the asymptotic upper
bound on the probability of the disconnection event D%, makes it necessary to control the
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behavior of the field within boxes of size roughly L ~ (N log N)ﬁ < N, for N large. Put
differently, the strongly percolative regime should allow us to control the probabilities in (3.35)
and (3.36) for boxes of size L uniformly over B(0, L?), with p > d — 1.

Theorem 3.6.
aw

a < .. (3.38)

is P-a.s. constant and strictly positive, (3.37)

Proof. We start by showing that a“ is P-a.s. constant and strictly positive. Fix a < a%
and z € Z¢. Arguing exactly as in the proof of Theorem 3.2, we obtain that if ¢ under P¥
strongly percolates at levels o > 54 > [_, then ¢ under P™“ strongly percolates at levels
a > By > B_. Thus, @ < @™ for P-a.e. w € ) and for all z € Z%. By symmetry, we in fact
have that @ = a™¥ for P-a.e. w € ) and for all z € Z%. Since the environment measure is
stationary and ergodic, this implies that @ is P-a.s. constant. Observe that for all w € Qj,
by Theorem 1.1 of [29], we have @ > 0, see also Remark 3.7, 2). As @“ is P-a.s. constant,
this concludes the proof of (3.37). Finally let a < @, it is routine to see with a union bound
that PY[EZ% contains an infinite cluster] > 0 and thus a < o, see for example Remark 5.1
of [53]. Since o < @ was arbitrary, we obtain a¥ < o¥. O

Remark 3.7. 1) In the case of constant conductances, the parameter @ has been introduced
to study the well-behavedness of (parts of) the supercritical phase of E=. For instance [31]
establishes bounds on chemical distances and a shape theorem for clusters in EZ¢, for o < @.
It is also known that the random walk on the (unique) infinite cluster of EZ fulfills a quenched
functional central limit theorem, see [47]. The parameter au. has been introduced in [49] for
the case of constant conductances and studied extensively in [45] to establish the (stretched)
exponential decay, similar to Theorem 3.2, valid for all z € Z%. Recently it was shown in [32]
that in this case, one has @ = ay, = .

2) The case of non-random, inhomogeneous conductances is studied on general graphs
in [29]. In their set-up, the quantities h* and h¥, for the weighted graph (Z% Eq,w) are
introduced in (1.9) and (7.9) of the same reference, and these quantities roughly correspond
to @ in (3.34) and ¥, in (3.4), where the uniformity of the respective defining properties is
required over all of Z?. We therefore have for any w € Q)

0<h’'<a¥<a¥<a¥ <h <o, (3.39)

using Theorem 1.1 and Remark 7.2 1) of [29]. Note that we may conceivably have strict
inequalities h° < @ and @y, < h¢, for P-ae. w € Q). Indeed, considering the case of i.i.d.
conductances, requiring uniformity in (3.4), (3.35) or (3.36) over all Z? leads to the inspection
of “bad regions” for the conductances via a Borel-Cantelli argument. The definitions we use
instead are tailor-made to avoid this effect, and still strong enough to capture both the relevant
connectivity decay in Theorem 3.2 for o > v, and the small probability of ¢*-bad boxes
over an appropriately sized bigger box in Proposition 7.3 for a < @. The uniformity over
boxes of size L” we require in our definitions is reminiscent of the properties of “very good”
boxes used for instance in [8].

3) In the special case in which the conductances w € Q2 are i.i.d. under the environment
measure P, it is well-known that the variable-speed random walk in (Zd,Ed,w) with diffu-
sive scaling has a P-a.s. scaling limit given by a Brownian motion with covariance matrix
am = 521, where I is the (d x d)-identity matrix and 02 > 0 (see Theorem 1.1 of [50]).
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By considering constant conductances w(®) = %02 on (Z,Ey), it is straightforward to show

that the corresponding random walk on the weighted graph (Z%, Ey, w(")) with diffusive scal-
ing has the same scaling limit. It is presently an open problem to relate the parameter ozgf)
corresponding to the Gaussian free field with constant conductances given by w(®) to the
parameter o, from (3.1). However, by relaxing the i.i.d. assumption, one can construct an
ergodic, stationary and isotropic random environment for which «, differs from the corre-
sponding parameter oz,(kg). We sketch the construction of such an environment below.

Set d > 4 and consider independent Poisson point processes (M;);=1,.. 4 on R, with intensity
measure pd\', governed by P, where A! denotes the Lebesgue measure on R and g > 0 is

chosen later. For M; = Z]Oil 6@, t=1,....d weset A; = {CCSZ) : j € N}. Then, for
J
A € (0,1) fixed, we define the conductances for z,y € Z¢ with x ~ y as follows:

{wx,y =, if doo({x7y}7’41 X oo X Ad) <1 (3-40)

wzy =1, otherwise,
Since the environment is elliptic, it is known that the corresponding variable-speed random
walk converges to a Brownian motion with diffusivity ¢? which can be bounded by

A< < Eplwoa] < 1, (3.41)

Eplwg,) ~ 2 ’
where © ~ 0 (see for instance Section 4 in [12]). In particular al” > agﬁﬂ) (the latter
corresponds to the percolation threshold for the Gaussian free field with constant unit con-

ductances). We will show below that oz,(kﬂ) >, thus leading to the desired conclusion.
Heuristically, this is due to the fact that a path connecting any z € Z? to infinity above some

level o > agﬁﬂ) must cross arbitrarily large regions with constant unit conductances, in which

the field is locally in a strongly non-percolative regime.

Let £ > 0 be a real number to be fixed later. We note that eventually every set [n,2n|N A;
and [—2n, —n] N A; has a gap between consecutive points of size at least xlogn. Indeed, for
alli=1,....,d,

P([n, 2n] N A; does not have a gap of size at least xlog n)
< P(M;([s(k — 1)logn, kklogn)) > 1, for all -2— +1 <k < 20

klogn — klogn (342)
1 \In/(xlogn)]
S (1 - —> )
nkkr
which is summable over n € N as long as
pk < 1, (3.43)

and similarly for [—2n,—n] N A;. By the Borel-Cantelli Lemma, this implies that for each
i = 1,...,d there exists ng € N (depending on My, ..., M,,) such that for all n > ng and all
1<i<d, [n,2n]N A; and [-2n, —n] N A; have a gap of size at least xlogn.

In particular, one can construct an “interface” within the annulus B(0,2n) \ B(0,n), such
that its 5 logn-neighborhood only contains unit conductances. More precisely, for n > ng
one can consider the set W,, C B(0,2n) \ B(0,n) of points x, for which

wsy =1, for all z ~y € Z* with |e; - (y — 2)| < £logn, for some 1 < i <d, (3.44)
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where (e; : i = 1,...,d) stands for the canonical basis of R?. By construction, for z € Z? and
n large enough,

Every infinite nearest-neighbor path in Z? starting in z must cross W,,. (3.45)
We then set V' = B(x, {5logn). One can consider a probability measure ﬁ”, for which one
has (on Z%)

ov=v" +eoV,and  g=uV +¢", (3.46)

where ¥V is a Gaussian free field with zero boundary conditions on 0V and &Y, &V are

independent Gaussian fields obtained by the Markov property for the Gaussian free field
within V', with conductances w and 1, respectively (see (2.28)-(2.30)). Note that ¢* under
P* has the same law as @ under P¥, whereas ¢ under P¥ is a Gaussian free field with unit
conductances. Moreover, we consider the events

) )
gY = { sup ‘g;’v‘ 2} Gs = { sup \g;/ < 5} (3.47)
yEB(z logn) yEB(z, 155 logn)

’ 100
(V2)

For a > a;" ™ + 9, it follows that

d {x JEN 0B(z, 150 logn)] <P [ = }83( r, 155 log n), 95 ﬂ95}
(

| (3.48)
< P [m fogasoh 0B(x, 155 log n)}

+ P [(95)] + B [(S6)-
One can use a version of (3.13) (see also Remark 3.5) to infer a bound for the last two sum-
mands on the right-hand side in (3.48). For the first summand, we now use the exponential
decay of the connection probability (see Theorem 2.1 in [45]) in combination with the sharp-
ness of the phase transition for the Gaussian free field with constant conductances (see [32]),
hence:

P |z <% 0B(x log n)] < C(klogn)?texp (—c*rlogn)

™ 100 (3.49)

+ C(rlogn)?exp (- 6% (k log n)d_z).

We finally fix x large enough such that ¢*x > d and p small enough such that (3.43) holds.
Using a union bound one has for z € Z? (for n large enough)

P~ [ zo } RS P |2 &% 9B(z, - logn)
Z & 00 n - sup [x%) x, ogn}
zEW, 100 (3.50)
(— 0asn— oo, by (3.48)).
It follows that for o > a(f) + 6, PY[EZ® contains an infinite cluster] = 0, so a, < a(f) 0.

(f)(

Since d > 0 was arbitrary, we have a, < «s < ozgf)).

4) Beside the parameter «, for the Gaussian free field with random conductances w € 2y
one can also study the percolation threshold @, for the corresponding annealed model. The
latter is obtained by averaging over the environment w, namely by considering the field
(¢x)zeze under the annealed measure PxP¥. Since 2y 3 w + P*[E=% contains an infinite cluster]
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is P-a.s. constant (see the proof of Proposition 3.1), one has the equality &, = o, and there-
fore also a non-trivial phase transition. Remarkably, the field ¢ is stationary under the
annealed measure, but not Gaussian except in the case of constant conductances.

4. SOLIDIFICATION ESTIMATES FOR RANDOM WALKS

In this section we develop uniform estimates on the absorption of a random walk on (Zd, Eq),
d > 3, equipped with uniformly elliptic weights w € Q) by porous interfaces ¥ surrounding
the discrete blow-up Ay of a compact set A C R? with non-empty interior.

The main result comes in Theorem 4.1 below, and constitutes an adaptation of Theorem
3.1 of [44] to a discrete set-up with non-uniform weights. These estimates and related uniform
controls on the capacity of the porous interfaces, see Corollary 4.2, are pivotal for the proofs
of the upper bounds on the probability of the disconnection events presented in Theorems 7.1
and 7.2 of Section 7. Importantly, as in [44], no convexity assumption is made on the set
A. In particular, the comparison of the capacities Cap”(X) and Cap“(Ay) as they appear
in Corollary 4.2 is more delicate since projection arguments which facilitate such bounds in
the case of convex sets A are not available. Similarly as in [44], our approach will involve
considerations of relative volumes in boxes of size 2¢, at multiple scales. Due to the discrete
nature of our problem, this can only be performed up to a certain precision. Moreover,
quenched lower bounds for the heat kernel on the weighted graph (Z¢, Eq,w) are instrumental
to overcome the lack of a scaling invariance that one has in the case of Brownian motion.

Let us now introduce some notation. As in the introduction, we let A € (0,1) which will
be kept fixed and let w € Qy = [\, 1]¥¢ be real, uniformly elliptic conductances on the edges
of (Z% Eg). Recall that all constants may depend implicitly on A. We recall the notation for
the continuous-time random walk among the conductances (we)eck, in (2.5) and below, and
introduce for r € N the (J})-stopping time

T =inf{t >0 : | X; — Xo|looc > 7} (4.1)

We consider now a bounded, non-empty set Uy C Z¢ and its complement U;. The boundary
S = Uy = 0;,yU; is a bounded, non-empty subset of 7. We are interested in measuring
a certain local density of Uy in boxes of dyadic scale. For this, we consider a non-negative
integer £ and x € 7% and define the local density measure by
1
= 1 , ez 4.2
tha,e(Y) B(z.20)] B(z,20)(Y) Y (4.2)

The local density functions associated with Uy are defined as
B(z,29)NU
oe(z) = pa,e(U1) <: W) ;

For a given function f : Z? — R we write (f)B(a,2¢) for the average of f on B(z, 2%). Given

(4.3)

a bounded, non-empty set A C Z% and ¢, > 0, we define

Uy, a4 = {Uy € Z% bounded : oy(x) < i, forallz € A,0 < £,}. (4.4)
Intuitively, any Uy € Uy, 4 is such that A C 74 is “well inside” Uy. For a given Uy € Uy, 4 as
in (4.4), and w € Q) consider € € N and x € (0,1), and define the porous interfaces

Uoenx =12 C 7 bounded : P¥[Hy, < 7.] > x, for all z € S} (4.5)
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FIGURE 1. An illustration of a Uy in Uy, 4, and X in Scﬁo,e,x'

(recall (4.1) for the definition of 7). The value ¢ governs the distance of the porous interfaces
from S(= 0Up), while x is a measure for the strength at which it is felt for a random walk
among given conductances w.

We now present the uniform controls (“solidification estimates”) alluded to above in the
following main theorem.

Theorem 4.1. Let A C R? be compact with non-empty interior, x € (0,1) and (ay)n>0 @
sequence of positive reals with ay — 0 as N — oco. It holds that

lim  sup sup sup sup sup PY[Hy = oo] =0. (4.6)
N—o0 e/2t<ay erug*’AN [BISON EGS;}O’E’X T€EAN

Moreover, one has that

lim  sup sup  sup sup sup (Py[Hy =o0] — PY[Ha, = o)) = 0. (4.7)

N—o0 E/QZ* <an erul*,AN wEN ) 265?}075% reZd

An immediate consequence of this theorem is the following capacity lower bound that will

enter the proofs in the following sections.

Corollary 4.2. Let A C R be compact with non-empty interior, x € (0,1) and (ay)n>o0 a
sequence of positive real numbers with ay — 0 as N — oo. Then, one has

Cap® (%
lminf inf  inf  inf  inf — () o (4.8)
N—oo g/20x<an Uo€Ug, a5 wESl) 2655075“ Cap (AN)

and

— 1
lim  sup sup sup sup ——|EY(hY, — h%)
N=00 ¢ jats <an Uo€ly, 4, wEQN DESY N2 [ N (4.9)

— (Cap“(2) — Cap“’(AN))] <0.

Proof. We first show (4.8). One has that for any N > Ny, /2% < an, Uy € Up, ay,
Yesd

w .
Uo,e,x"

Cap®(x) > Z PylHay < dleg(y) > inf PelHs <oolCap”(An). (4 10)
Y
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using (2.21) and the symmetry of ¢g¥(-,-). Dividing by Cap“(Ay) (for large enough N)
and taking the respective infima on the right-hand side readily yields the claim upon using
Theorem 4.1.

We now turn to the proof of (4.9). By the bilinearity of the Dirichlet form and (2.24), it
suffices to prove that

1
liminf inf inf inf inf ——=(EY(hY,,h%) — Cap”(4 >0 4.11
}\rfgloré 6/221§azv er%ﬁ*,AN wIEHQA Eegﬁlo,a,x Nd_2( ( Ano E) ap ( N)) - ( )

see also the proof of Lemma 2.2 of [21] for a similar argument. To see this, we utilize the
discrete Gauss-Green identity, which yields that

£, 14,) = Y0 B, (1) 2 mf PElHs < olCan®(Ax). (4 )
T€Z
This establishes (4.11) upon using (4.6) and Cap”(Ay) < c¢(A)N92, by (2.19). O

We now turn to the proof of Theorem 4.1, which is given in three steps. In a first step, we
study in more detail how a random walk enters sets of well-balanced local density. Thereafter,
we introduce a discrete “resonance set” that is hard to avoid for random walks starting within
Up. In a last step, we essentially use the resonance set as a substitute for a Wiener-type
criterion to show in an asymptotic sense, that the “porous interfaces” ¥ cannot be avoided
by a random walk starting in Ap.

4.1. Local density functions. In this subsection we fix Uy C Z¢ non-empty and bounded
and denote its complement in Z? as U;. We collect some properties of the local density
functions oy and oy, ¢ > 0, associated with U; (see (4.3)).

The following two lemmas are discrete versions of Lemma 1.1 and Lemma 1.2 in [44],
respectively. Their proofs proceed as in the continuum case and are omitted. Lemma 4.3
establishes a Lipschitz property of the local density and relates o, to the average of oy on
B(z,2%) when ¢ < ¢. Lemma 4.4 shows that when # < ¢ and o has an average (' in the
box B(z,2%), then either o has both values bigger and smaller than 3’ by a certain amount,
or remains close to 3’ in a sizable part of B(z,2¢). This property is then used in the proof of
Proposition 4.5.

Lemma 4.3. For z,y € Z% and { € N, one has

loe(2) = oe(z +y)| <27yl (4.13)
Moreover, for any ' < { non-negative integers and co = d2%~! one has

loe(z) = (00) plaar)| < 02" (4.14)
(recall the notation (-) p(y 00y for the average on B(x,2%), see above (4.4)).

Lemma 4.4. Consider x € 7 and 0 < ' < { integers and set B’ = (00)B(a2ty- Then, for
all0 <6 < B A1 —p) at least one of the following holds true:

0 0
) peeow > B +61) > S and e l{ow < B/~ 6) > 5,
9
J

1 (4.15)
i) po ({8 — 6 <op < B +6}) > 1
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As a next step, we give a version of Propositions 1.3 and 1.4 of [44] for our purposes. We
show that for ¢ < ¢ big enough, when oy has average 3’ over B(x,2%) not too close to 0 or 1,
a random walk starting from x has a non-degenerate probability to enter a region where o
is close to 3, before exiting B(z, 2°).

Proposition 4.5. Let § > 0 and x € Z%. There exists lin(6) € N such that for every
0,0 € N with lyin(6) <0 <l and § < B A(1—B') AL, where g/ = (00) B(a,20), the following
holds

wiené.)\ P;[H{O'ZIEW’—&ﬁ"Hﬂ} < Tzz] > 06(5). (416)

Proof. Given § > 0 we take ¢’ > 0 solely depending on § such that for all £ > /(= £(¢)),
pae({y € 74 |y — 2|00 > 2€(1 -} < g. (4.17)

We then choose /(= /() large enough such that (with ¥ = ¢ and R > 2‘7), the heat kernel
lower bound (2.15) holds. We define

lin(8) =€V EVmin{¢ e N : 27¢ < 2}, (4.18)

The third member of the maximum is introduced for later use. Let us now assume we are in
situation i) of the dichotomy (4.15). In this case, we have that

pae({ow > B+ 6} N B(x,2(1 - 8))) > §, (19)
pae{oe < B =0} N B(2,2(1 - 0)) > § '
Then, using the killed heat kernel bounds, we see that for w € Q) (since £ > Z)

PYHs, >p4+5)nB(2,20(1-5")) < TBa20)]

(2.8)
> Z quzj{B(x’QZ)(x’ Z) > C((S),
z€{oy>p'+6}NB(z,2¢(1-4"))

(4.20)

combining (4.19), (2.15) and w, > 2dX in the second step. A similar argument shows that for
all y € B(x,2(1 — &")):

PJHs, <p—5)nB(z2t(1-5")) < TB20)] = C(0). (4.21)

By Lipschitz continuity of oy, see (4.13), and the fact that £ > ¢/ > £1,;,(0) we see (using the
strong Markov property) that a random walk starting in  has a probability of at least C(§)?
to visit first {op > ' + 0} and then {op < B — §} before exiting B(x,2¢) and thus reaching
{op € [B' = 9,8 + 4]}. On the other hand, if in the dichotomy (4.15) ii) holds, we have

pao({op €18 6,8 +0]}) >3-4 >1 (4.22)

We can then argue in the same fashion as above that
Pf[H{oele[BLzS,BHL&]} < 7'25] > c. (423)
Collecting the two bounds and taking the infimum over w € Q) yields the claim. O

We now take well-separated decreasing scales 20 > 21 > ... > 2%/ (see (4.25)), and in a

similar spirit to Proposition 1.4 of [44], we show that for a random walk starting in z € Z¢
with oy, () close to %, there is a non-degenerate probability to enter a region where all oy,
0 < j < J lie in the fixed interval [&,1 — @], where & is defined in (4.31) below, before the

walk moves at a distance %250.
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Due to the discrete nature of our set-up, we are again forced to consider £; > fyin(9),
defined in (4.18), for some § > 0 depending on .J. More precisely, let J > 1, cg = d2¢~! and
define

L(J)=min{L >5 : o2 " < 5=} (4.24)
We then look at separated scales 2/ > 261 > . > 287 with £; > £1,1,((200.)71).
£j+1 < fj —L(J), 0<j<.. (4.25)
Next, we introduce the increasing sequence of compact sub-intervals of (0, 1), namely
i+1 i+1 .
L=[i-fb 4] osis<y (420)

and the non-decreasing sequence of stopping times
0 =Higerny Y =%+ Hi,, eryeby, 0<j<J (4.27)

((6¢)1>0 denotes the family of canonical shift operators on the space of right-continuous func-
tions from [0, 00) to Z¢ with finitely many jumps on every finite interval).

Proposition 4.6. Assume J > 1, and that ¢;, 0 < j < J, satisfy the separation condi-
tion (4.25) as well as £ > lmin((200J)~1). We let € stand for the event

C={w=0n [ {11 <+ 00y} (4.28)
0<j<J
We have for every x € Z¢ such that o4, (z) € [& — ZZmin((Qloo‘])il) 5+ zfmin((;OOJ)*l)] that
inf PY[C] > er(J). (4.29)
weNy

On the event C, we have
sup{|Xs—X,Yj|oo:7j§5§7J}§%2%, 0<j<J, (4.30)
00;(Xy,) € la,1-al,0<j < J, where a = %4_‘1. (4.31)

Proof. We use the notation § = ﬁ(g %), and use Proposition 4.5 repeatedly with this
choice of 4. More precisely, we define for 0 < j < J the event

Ci={v=0}N () {7+ <7+ 7 00y} (4.32)

0<i<j

(with €; = €) and aim at showing via induction that for every w € Qy, P¥[C;] > ¢4(5)?. Since
92—l < 9~ tmin((2001)71) < s3557, We immediately see that o, (z) € [§ — 5557, 5 + 3057] = Jo,
implying that v = 0, P-a.s., so the induction hypothesis is true in the case 7 = 0. We

now perform induction in j. To this end, let ﬁ} b1 = On Cj, one has (by

(514 )B(X.Yj 2%
definition) that oy, (X,;) € I;. Next, by (4.14) and (4.25) we have that

—L(J
loe; (Xy;) _5§'+1’ < 2~ < ﬁ, thus

, 4.33)
/ 1 j+l1 11 +1 1 (

Bi+1 € |3~ To0 — w0702 T oo + 2007 | »
which in turn implies that [3],, — (200J)~", 85, + (200J)7'] C ;1. Applying the strong
Markov property at time -;, we obtain that

BPlCj ] = By [Le, PX, [Hio,,, erjny < Tyty]] 2 ce(6)7 1. (4.34)
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Here we used that £1,;,((200J)71) < i1 < Lj so that Proposition 4.5 can be applied. Taking
the induction up to .J, we finally find inf,cq, P2[€] > c6(557)7 = c7(J). We now turn to
the rest of the proof. First, by the triangle inequality, one has on the event C:

sup{|Xs — Xyfo0 17 <5 <) < 20 o+t 42t
0 —mL(J 3¢, 4.35
<26 Y gl < 89t (4.35)

m>0

using (4.25) in the penultimate step. This last part in particular implies that on €, for
any 0 < j < J, B(X,,,2%) C B(X,,,4-2%), and 04,(X,,) € I; C [3,3], and ultimately
o, (Xy,) € 34741 — 3479 = [a,1 — a). O

4.2. Resonance set. In the present subsection, we define a discrete analogue of the resonance
set of [44, Section 2| associated with a finite subset A C Z? which is characterized by the
presence of at least J among a collection of local densities 7, of Uj(= Z?\ Up) attaining
non-degenerate values in [a, 1 — @]. Crucially, we will show that for a simple random walk on
the weighted graph (Z% E¢,w) starting in A, the resonance set attached to Uy is visited with
high probability, provided the set Uy is chosen such that A is “well inside” Uy as measured
by local density functions oy being small. These bounds are uniform in w € €.

The presentation and set-up of the proof is very similar to the case of Brownian motion, and
the main difficulty is again an instance of the lack of arbitrary precision in the discrete set-up,
which forces certain constraints on the definition of the resonance set. Roughly speaking, we
have to ensure that the objects under consideration pertain to scales above i, ((200J)71) in
order for the results of the previous section to be applicable.

Let d > 3 and Uy C Z? be bounded, non-empty with associated local densities oy, ae(=
0042), see (4.3). We will be interested in a scale /¢, controlling from above the scales under
consideration, as well as the distance between A and Uy (= Z4\ Up). Moreover, J > 1 will
control the “strength” of resonance, L > L(J) (chosen as in (4.24)) the separation of scales
and I the number of scales inspected. Let

bp=sup{l € (J+1)LN : £ <1}, (4.36)
Ac={0 € LN : by >0>0y—I(J+ 1)L}, (4.37)
A={0eL(J+1)N: lo>{>0ly—I(J+1)L}. (4.38)

We say that ¢, is (I, J, L)-compatible, if with ¢y as above, we have
lo— (I +1)(J+ 1)L > Lin((2001)71), (4.39)
with £min((2007)71) defined in (4.18) with § = ﬁ. This compatibility condition will ensure

that the bounds from the previous subsection, in particular Proposition 4.6, apply when
inspecting all relevant scales. Moreover this implies that |[A.| = (J + 1) and |A| = I. For a
given choice of I,J > 1, L > L(J), Uy and ¢, (I,J, L)-compatible, the resonance set is now
defined as

Res = Res(Up, I, J, L, 6,) = {z € 27 : Y Li5,@m)e@1-ay = 7}, (4.40)
LEA

which is a bounded (possibly empty) subset of Z%. Note that the resonance set does not
depend on the choice of w € ).
We now state the main result of this subsection (recall the definition of Uy, 4 from (4.4)):
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Theorem 4.7. Let J,1 > 1 L > L(J), A C Z¢ non-empty, and

®yrp,4a=sup sup sup sup Py [Hges = o0, (4.41)
£ U()EU[}MAUJEQ)\ TEA

where the first supremum is over all £, which are (I, J, L)-compatible. Define also

Q1L =Ps1,1,00)- (4.42)
Then, we have the mazximality property
QrrAa<PyrrL, (4.43)
and as I — oo,
limsup I~1/2"" log Q1 <log(l—c7(J))(<0). (4.44)

1

Remark 4.8. It should be noted that as I increases, the set of compatible £, decreases, so that
for fized A, we can only make a statement about sets Uy whose boundary is “at distance” 2%
from that of A, and so are the associated resonance sets. However, this result will ultimately
be applied to A = Ky = (NK) N 7%, where K is a compact subset of R? with non-empty
interior, in the limit N — oo. Therefore, for any given [, J, L we can find a compatible £,
for which we then choose N > 2% giving us a useful resonance set, since its “distance” from
the boundary of A is of a much smaller order than the size of A.

The proof of this Theorem 4.7 is an adaptation Theorem 2.1 of [44] and is given in the
Appendix for completeness. It involves the use of the strong Markov property for random
walks and Proposition 4.6, for which quenched killed heat kernel estimates were instrumental.
The latter is the main difference compared to the version for Brownian motion, together with
the aforementioned necessity of the (I, .J, L)-compatibility condition in the discrete set-up.

4.3. Proof of Theorem 4.1. In this subsection, we turn to the proof of the main solidifica-
tion result (4.6) of Theorem 4.1. Let us remark that the discrete nature of the problem is an
impediment to the program only as far as we are forced to work with results asymptotic in
N: As in the proof of the equivalent statement for Brownian motion, the crucial step is the
introduction of the resonance set, and here we need ¢, to be (I, J, L)-compatible as defined in
the previous subsection. Ultimately, this will be achieved by choosing 2% =< N, which ensures
that for fized I,J > 1 and L > L(J), £, will in fact be (I, J, L)-compatible for large N.
We now make the above program precise:

Theorem 4.1. We start by introducing a discrete version of Lemma 3.2 in [44], utilizing again
quenched killed heat kernel estimates to adapt the proof to our set-up.

Lemma 4.9. Let w € Q). For ¥ € S“ﬁmm& { > cg such that ¢ < i-Qe, zo,y € Z% with
Go(wo) € [@,1 —a] and |y — mo| < 1 -2¢, it holds that
Py Hs < Ty, 5.20] 2 co(X)- (4.45)

Proof. Define Uy = Uy N B(zg,4 - 2) and U; = Uy N B(xg,4 - 2%), and note that
P;’[stl_élz € Uo,X%Az € U; and % 4t < TB(mO%_Qz)]

(2.8),(2.2)
2

> (a0 >0 G804t B, 220 (U VAR 1 g .00 (0, 2) = €
xE[onGﬁl

(4.46)
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In the last step, we used that both Uy and U have at least a volume of a4 -29¢ due to
the assumption, together with the heat kernel bound (2.15) (with ¥ = %, R = % .28 so
that (1 —9)R = 4-2% and t = R?, choosing cg sufficiently large). On the event under the
probability on the left-hand side of (4.46), X visits Uy and U; before exiting B(xo,% 25,
which is to say that (with S = 9U)):

Finally, by the strong Markov property, we obtain
PJ[Hs 005+ Hg < Ty 520)] 2

4.48
E [ Hs < Tp(y,3.90) PRy [Hx < 7el] = ¢ = eo(x), )

using that € < % - 2f O

We resume the proof of the main solidification estimate (4.6). To this end, pick J > 1,
I>1and L > L(J) (recall (4.24) for the definition of L(.J)). Now choose No(= Ny(I,J, L))

big enough such that for all N > Ny, we have
an < %2*(1+1)(J+1)L’ (4.49)
l, > 0is (I,.J, L)-compatible and £, — (I +1)(J + 1)L > ¢g if 1/2% < ap,, (4.50)
where cg is the constant in Lemma 4.9. Importantly, we have

Al =I(J+1), minA, >0, — (I +1)(J + 1)L > £yin((2007)71), max A, < £,. (4.51)

We will now conclude the proof and argue that for /2% < ay and 29 € Res, w € €,
DINS 5‘50787)( with Uy € uf*,sz:
J
Pr[Hs, > Ty somexany] < (1= co(x))”- (4.52)
Indeed, £ < an2t < %Qmin“‘l*, and applying the strong Markov property at successive exit
times of balls B(zg,5 - 2¢), £ € A, we find (because 5 - 2¢ < 12 for ¢ < ¢ € A,) upon
repeated use of Lemma 4.9, that

P [Hs > Ty samesan)] < (1= cg(x)) e HEoe@m=a) < (1 co(x))”, (4.53)
having used xp € Res in the last step. So we obtain for w € Qy, x € Ay, and N > Ny:
P?[Hs, = 00| < PY[HRes = 0] + EX[HRes < oo,P)“éHRes [Hy, = o0]]
< PP[Hges = 00] + (1 = ¢9(x))” (4.54)
<@L+ (1—co(x)
For N > Ny, we then take the supremum over z € Ay, X € S"(jO@X, w ey, Up €Uy, a, and
8/2Z* < ap, and let N tend to oo to obtain:

lim  sup sup  sup sup sup PY[Hx =o0] <®yrr+ (1 —co(x))’  (4.55)

N—oo 5/25* <apn UOEu@*,AN weN ZES%}O’E,X T€EAN

where we used that the set of (¢,£,) € N2, ¢ > 1, such that /2% < ay fulfills (4.50) since
N > Ny. We first let I — oo, then J — oo and obtain the claim (4.6). Now (4.7) follows
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from standard arguments, which we only sketch briefly (see also Lemma 2.1 of [21]). Note
that for x € Z%, we have

Py [Hy = oo] = EY [P [Hy = 00, Hay < o0|Fp,]] + P [Hay = ool (4.56)

Using the strong Markov property at H 4, , together with and fact that on {H4, < Hx, Ha, <
oo}, it holds that Hy, = Hy o HHAN + Ha,, the first term on the right-hand side of (4.56) is
bounded by sup,.c 4, Py [Hs = oo], and (4.7) readily follows. O

D. QUENCHED ENTROPIC LOWER BOUND ON DISCONNECTION

In this section we consider levels o < ay, and prove a quenched asymptotic lower bound on
the decay rate for the probability of disconnection P“[D%;] in the limit as N goes to infinity.
For the derivation we follow a traditional approach in large deviation theory. We tilt the
Gaussian free field measure in such a way that disconnection becomes typical. Provided that
one can compute the Radon-Nikodym derivative of the tilted measure with respect to the
original measure, all that is left to do is to use the relative entropy lower bound (2.32). The
estimate so obtained is roughly in terms of N2~?Cap®(Ay) which, with the aid of Corollary 5.4
below, converges for P-a.e. w € Qy to Cap™™(A), which is introduced in (5.5).

Theorem 5.1. Let o < s, then for P-a.e. w € Q) and A C R? compact, it holds that

. 1 1 -
l}ﬂgof Ni2 log P¥[D%] > —i(a** — a)?Cap™™(A). (5.1)

We now introduce Caphom(A) and show in Corollary 5.4 the P-a.s. convergence of the dis-
crete capacity N 2*dCapw(A ~) to this quantity, employing a I'-convergence result in Corollary
3.4 of [42).

It is well known that if P is a stationary and ergodic probability on 2, then for P-a.e. w
the scaled variable-speed random walk (X2 /N );>0 under Py’ converges in law to a Brownian
motion (Z;)¢>0 with deterministic and non-degenerate covariance ahom e R4¥4 Tts law started
at x € R is denoted by W,. The Dirichlet form on L?(R?%) with domain W12(R?) associated
with it is given by

1
D(u,u) = 3 Vu(z) - a™"Vu(z)dz, u € WHA(RY), (5.2)
R4
where W1H2(R?) is the classical Sobolev space of weakly differentiable functions that are
square-integrable and have square integrable first weak derivatives. We then define the har-
monic potential of a closed or open bounded set A C R? as

fua(z) = Wol(Zi)iso hits 4], = € RY, (5.3)

and for A C B C R% both bounded and closed or open we define the harmonic potential of A
with respect to B as

fua,B(x) = Wi [(Zt)e>0 hits A before exiting B], x e R% (5.4)

Note that fis g € WH2(R?). Combining Theorem 4.3.3, p. 171 of [33] with Theorem 2.1.5, p.
72 of the same reference, one knows that for any closed or open bounded set A C R%, fi4 is in
the extended Dirichlet space of (D, W12(R%)) (see Example 1.5.3 in [33] for a characterization
of this space). We can therefore define

Caphom(A) _ D(fl/A,fl/A)a Cap%om(A) = D(fbA,B,fLA,B)- (5'5)
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Remark 5.2. 1) The matrix a"™ is typically not directly accessible. If the law P of the
conductances is invariant under symmetries of Z¢, then a"™ = ¢2I, for some o2 > 0. In
this case, Caphom(A) is a scalar multiple of the Brownian capacity of A. In particular, the
“regularity condition” Cap"®™(A) = Caphom(fi) used in Section 7 is equivalent to the equality
of the Brownian capacities of A and A, which is the regularity condition used in [21, 22, 44, 43].

2) If P is a stationary and ergodic probability on 2, then for P-a.e. w, also the scaled
constant-speed random walk (X;y2/N)i>0 under Py converges in law to a Brownian motion.

Its covariances are given by Ep[wg] 'aP®™, where Ep is the expectation associated with P.

In Proposition 5.3 and Corollary 5.4 below we show that, additionally to the quenched
invariance principle for the random walk among random conductances, one also has the P-
a.s. convergence of the associated capacities. These results will be instrumental in the proofs
of Theorems 5.1, 7.1 and 7.2. In what follows, we say that D C R? is a Lipschitz domain if
D is bounded and the boundary of D can be represented locally as a graph of a Lipschitz
function.

Proposition 5.3. Let D C R? be a compact Lipschitz domain and B the open Euclidean ball
of radius R > 0 centered at the origin such that D C B. Then, for P-a.e. w € Qy,

1
WC&p‘éN (Dy) — Cap¥™ (D), as N — oo, (5.6)
and for all f : R4 — R continuous and compactly supported one has
1 w €T
i > by my (@) f(E) = g fp.p(x)f(x)ds,  as N — oc. (5.7)

xC€Z4

Proof. The proof of this Proposition follows from Corollary 3.4 in [42] which is a quenched
I'-convergence result for discrete random energies stemming from a potential much more
general than quadratic and possibly degenerate. Under our assumption of bounded and
uniformly elliptic conductances, their results apply to the potential V (w,{z,y},r) = wy 2,
qg=p=2and f = oco. In Corollary 3.4 of [42], the authors impose boundary conditions
with a boundary layer which we wish to remove in our statement. The discussion below is to
address the different boundary condition.

In this proof we will keep close to the notation of [42], so we work with e = 1/N, we identify
each u : eZ? — R with its unique, canonical piecewise affine interpolation on R%, and denote
by A® the collection of all such piecewise affine interpolations.

We proceed by defining our Dirichlet boundary conditions, which is the main difference
with respect to Corollary 3.4 in [42]. That is, we set

Al ={ue A :u=0on (RY\ B)NeZ? and v =1 on D NeZ}. (5.8)
Next we consider the energy functional
’fd__Z 2 i Abe
O P 59
400, otherwise.
Observe that from (2.27) we have
inf Jy)n (u) = N27dCap“éN (Dn) (5.10)

b.c.
ueAl/CN
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and the infimum is achieved uniquely at hy € Ali'/cjv such that hy(z/N) = hD By (@) for all
r € 7%

Define the set U = B\ D and note that it is a bounded domain with Lipschitz boundary.
We also let g € C*°(R%) be such that g|p = 1 and 9glrayp = 0. Observe that for all § > eV,
if u € Ag'c', then u = g on R? \ U°. We claim that for P-a.e. w € Q) and all § > 0 small
enough:

e (Coercivity) Any sequence (u.) with finite energy, that is,

lim sup JZ (ue) < o0, (5.11)
el0
admits a subsequence that strongly converges in L?(U?) to a limit u € g + Wol 2(U),
where WOI’Q(U) denotes the closure of C§°(U) in W12(RY).
e (T'-convergence) The sequence of functionals (J¢) I'-converges with respect to the
strong convergence in L?(U 5) to the functional Jyon, given by

1

= | Vau(z) - d"Vu(z)dz, ifue g+ WEIAU),
oo (11) — 2/(] u(zx) - a uw(z)dz, fueg+ Wy (U) (5.12)

+00,

otherwise.

where a"™ ¢ R% is a symmetric and positive definite matrix. Moreover, in view

of the variational characterization of the capacity (see Theorem 2.1.5 and Theorem
4.3.3 in [33]), we have Cap’¥™(D) = inf Jyon and the infimum is achieved uniquely at
hp,B.

We will only discuss the coercivity, as the I'-convergence follows from the exact same
argument as in Corollary 3.4 of [42] once the coercivity is established. Fix 6 > 0, the existence
of a subsequential limit u € g—i—WO1 2(U?) of (ue) with respect to strong convergence in L2(U?),
follows from Lemma 3.3 of [42], from the observation that u. — g € Wy'*(U?) for all & small
enough, and from

limsup/ \Vu. — Vg|? dz < climsup/ |Vue|? dz + ¢
€l0 Us €l0 U’

< climsup J¢(u:) + ¢ < o0,
el0

(5.13)

with the penultimate inequality due to Lemma 2.1 of [42]. Note that by considering 0 < §' < ¢
and looking at sub-subsequences we can deduce u € g + Wol ’2(U 5/). As ¢’ is arbitrary, we get
ue g+ WyU).

As a result of the I'-convergence, the coercivity, and the uniqueness of the minimizers in
our setup, one has the convergence of the minima and minimizers of J& to those of Jyom as
g } 0. That is, we obtain that for P-a.e. w € Q)

1
]\}iinoo WCap“éN (Dn) = A}gnoo min Jy)y = min Jhom = Cap™ (D), (5.14)

which proves (5.6). Furthermore, the affine interpolation hy of h$ . By (/N) converges in
LQ(U‘s) to fip,p for some 6 > 0 as N — oo. Since hy and fup,B coincide on RZ\ Us for all
N large enough, and since an application of Proposition A.1 in [2] allows to replace affine
interpolations with piecewise constant interpolations and still retain convergence L?(U 5),
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we finally get, with the help of Cauchy-Schwartz’s inequality, (5.7) for any continuous test
function with compact support. ]

In the following corollary we extend the above homogenization result to the case without
imposing zero boundary conditions outside of a big ball.

Corollary 5.4. Let D C R? be a bounded Lipschitz domain. Then, for P-a.e. w € €,
mCapw(DN) — Cap™™(D), as N — oo, (5.15)

and for all f : R4 — R continuous and compactly supported one has

Z hP f(%) — fp(x)f(z)de, as N — oo. (5.16)
zeZ? Re

Proof. The basic idea is to show that it is possible to take R — oo before taking the limit
N — oo in Proposition 5.3. First, observe that we have the following decay for the hitting
probability of Dy if we start from x € Z¢\ Dy, which is an application of the decay of the
Green function, see (2.14),

w c w Ca
b (0) € T D 3 B = ey oo (.17)

yE@DN
Note that from the random walk characterization of the capacity one has
Cap$, (D) — Cap“(Dy) = > %( [Hp, > Tp,] — P°[Hp, = oo])
r€0D N

< Z weE HDN > TBN7PXT [ﬁDN < OOH
r€0D N

(5.18)

Since I:TDN = Hp, if the walk starts from 0By, in view of (5.17) and Cap“(Dy) <
Cap3,, (Dn)

Capj_é;N(DN)2
dOO(BJCV, DN)d72 ’
We can now finish the proof of (5.15). Fix R > 0 arbitrary and such that A C B. Then,

0 < Cap$, (D) — Cap“(Dy) < ¢

(5.19)

hm ‘N2 dCap®”(Dy) — Caphom(D)‘ < NH ‘NQidCap“éN(DN) — Cap¥™(D)
— 00
— /C D =2
+c¢ lim apBg(Q MY’ N
Na— doo(BS, Dn)

N—o0

(5.20)

—— +|Cap™ (D) — Cap"™(D)|.

An application of Proposition 5.3 and taking R — oo completes the proof of (5.15).
The convergence (5.16) follows from the following simple observation

0< 1, (2) = Wy gy (2) = P¥[Hpy < 00, Ty < Hpy]

Cap”(Dn) (5.21)
< sup PJ[Hpy < o0] < c———0s?,

together with the fact that Ap g 1 ip as R — oo. O
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Theorem 5.1. Let f - 7% — R be finitely supported, and consider for a given w € Q) the
probability measure P“ on RZ defined by

W w Loy w
AP = exp {€9(f,p) = 5“(f, /) | AP, (5.22)
Then, as in (2.4) of [53], P¥ is equivalently characterized by

¢ under P* has the same law as (o, + f(2)),eza under P, (5.23)

We now fix three parameters e, R,d > 0 such that A° C B, where B is the open Euclidean
ball of radius R centered at the origin and A% denotes the closed d-neighborhood of A. By
slightly modifying A°, if necessary, we can assume it has Lipschitz boundary. We also set
(NA%) NZ4 = (A%) . We consider the functions

f]u\}f = _(a** -« + 6) hfZJA‘S)]\],B]\/7 (524)

and we denote the corresponding probability measures by IF”](,
As a consequence of the relative entropy inequality (2.32), we find that

1

log P“[D%] > log B/ [DY] — ———
B (D5

1
(et + ), (5:25)
where we used that H(I@MP‘”) = E%[Ew(fﬁ,go)] — 2EU(fY, fR) = 2EY(fY, f4). Because of
our choice of f%, we have

EX(f, fi) = — (s — a + €)*Cap, ((A%) ). (5.26)

We now show that D% is typical under IF)‘](, in the limit N — oo, for P-a.e. w € . Indeed,

za—fy

PYIDR] =P Ax /> Su| =P |Ay

>sxte

6¢(A5)N] , (5.27)

>
where for U,V C Z% and a function g : Z¢ — R, the event {U ﬁ_i V'} denotes the absence of
a nearest-neighbor path in {x € Z : ¢, > g(x)} starting in U and ending in V. In the last
step we used that f% = —(au — a +¢€) on (A%) . As a result of a union bound, we have for
some constant ¢ > 0, depending only on the dimension, and constants C,c,x > 0, possibly
depending on w,

P [AN g ai(A5)N} - ]P’“[ UREE— ai(A‘S)N}}

T€EAN
< |An| sup P¥ [x gt BB(x,c’(SN)] (5.28)
T€EAN

< ON?=1e=eN" 50, as N — oo,

where in the last step we used a union bound together with the stretched exponential estimate
in Theorem 3.2. Therefore, combining (5.27) and (5.28),

204** +e€
<

P [D%] > 1 —P¥|Ay (A N| =1, as N — oo. (5.29)
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Finally, by means of (5.25), (5.29), and Proposition 5.3 above for P-a.e. w €

1 1 1
liminf —— log P*[D%] > —5(04** —a+e)?limsup —— Cap“éN((A5)N)

d—2 d—2
= —5((1** — o+ €)2Caphm(A°).
We now take successively the limits €, — 0 and R — oo, and the claim is proved. O

6. QUENCHED UPPER BOUNDS FOR (GAUSSIAN FUNCTIONALS

In this section, we derive some bounds on certain Gaussian functionals similar in spirit
to [53, Section 4], see also [21, Sections 3 and 4]. These bounds, which are presented in
Theorem 6.1 below, will capture in the next section the main asymptotic decay rates for the
probability of the disconnection event DY, possibly intersected with the “entropic repulsion”
event {|(Xy,n) — (7, n)| > A}. The bounds we derive in this section again utilize quenched
Green function estimates for the weighted graph (Zd, E4,w) and are uniform in w € Q.

We start by introducing some notation and the set-up. Let L > 1 and K > 100 be integers.
We consider the lattice

L = LZ¢, (6.1)
and the collection of boxes for z € Z%:
B.=2z+[0,L)"nZ'C D, = 2+ [-3L,4L)*n 724

L (6.2)
CU,=z+[-KL+1,KL—-1)"nZ"

For a given w € (1), the collection of boxes U, is used to obtain an w-dependent decomposition
of the Gaussian free field into an harmonic average £“°V= and a local field U= (recall (2.28)
and (2.29) for the respective definitions). For z € L, we write

grr =%, el (6.3)
w2 = gl g ezl (6.4)

Evidently, one has the following property, which follows directly from (2.30) and the fact that
under P¥; all considered fields are jointly Gaussian:

If € C LLis a collection of sites with mutual | - |-distance at least (4K + 1)L, the
centered Gaussian fields ¢*?, z € C are independent, and also independent from the (6.5)
collection (£3°%)zev, zee-

We attach to such a collection € a set of boxes C' C Z% having side-length L as well as a
collection of functions M which correspond at an informal level to assigning to each box in
B, C C a point in its 3L-neighborhood. Specifically, we define

C= Uze BZ’
{ M= {mee (ZHC . m(z) € D, for all z € C}. (6.6)

We now introduce two Gaussian fields that track the behavior of the harmonic averages
associated with the collection C, and develop controls on their variance and expectation that
are uniform in w € Q. To simplify notation, we introduce the quantity

eo(Bz)

v(z) = Cap(C)’ z € C. (6.7)
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Throughout the remainder of this section, we consider

n: R? — R, continuous, with compact support,

() =17 (%) . sezd (6.8)

and suppress dependence on 7 in the notation.
The relevant Gaussian fields associated with m € M are

Z v m(z

ze@ (69)
wsp=04p Zm—BXyN,n), B>0peR

(see (1.10) for the definition of Xy ). Moreover, we consider

Z¥ = inf Zp. (6.10)
meM

In the next theorem, which generalizes Theorem 4.2 of [53] and is similar in spirit to Propo-
sition 3.3 of [21], we develop the relevant uniform controls on the variance of Z% 3, and the
expectation of Z%.

Theorem 6.1. Let L = L(N) be an increasing sequence of integers with L = o(N), and
p = p(N) a sequence of reals with |p| < 1. It holds that

Nd—2

lim sup sup sup sup NI=2yar® (Z2¥ — ————Qag ] < B2eio(n), 6.11
N—ooo wey € meM ( mvﬁvﬂ) Capw(C) L,B,p (77) ( )
where ak 1,5, is given by:

axrpp=(1+p?*-2801+ p)ﬁ(mv, hé)za + Ri,1,8,p, where (6.12)

Ric1,5,] < (14 p)2U(K, L) + Ben(n) (UK, L) + BB e + B Cap(0)),  (6.13)
and limg limsup; U(K, L) = 0. Furthermore, one has the upper bound
1
Cap”(C)>5 C12
sup sup |[E°[Z°| | ————= | < —/——. 6.14
o sup B2 () < 22 (6:14)

Proof. We start with the proof of (6.11). Note that for w € Qy, 5> 0, |p| < 1 and a collection

C as in (6.6), the field Z};, ;5 , (indexed by m € M) is a centered Gaussian field, so one has

Var(Zg 5,) = (1+ p)*Var®(Zg) + 8235 — 2(1 + p)BS%, (6.15)
where we defined the shorthand notation
N =E“[Z, (XN, m)s % =EY[(Xy, )% (6.16)

We now develop upper bounds on the first two summands in (6.15) and a lower bound on the
last summand.
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By the quenched upper bound (2.14), we find that

(%) (%)

limsup sup NdeEou[(X > ] < thllp Nd+2 Z |
X

N—oo wey ryed —y|d 2v1
Ty 6.17
< Jm i Y on(F)n () () €17
xyeZ
Y

= c3d E(n) = c10(n),
where gpr denotes the Green function of standard Brownian motion and

E(n) = / / n(z)n(y)gpm (2, y) dedy (6.18)

is the energy associated with the function 7.

We now turn to the bound on Var®(Z¥ ), which proceeds along the lines of (4.18)—(4.25)
in [53]. Let € be a collection as in (6.5) and assume z # 2’ are elements in €. We see that for
x€D,, a2 e€D,:

B[] = ) PYlXn, =Py Xn,, = yl9”(y,9)

Y.y €LY (6.19)
2D g (a,a),
whereas for z = 2/ € €, and z,2’ € D, one has
EX[e?en ] = ) PolXny, = ylg”(z,y), (6.20)
yezd

see also (4.18) and (4.19) in [53] for a similar argument. We obtain from the definition (6.9)
that

Var®(Z5) = > ¥ (G E R > v ()g (mlz), m(2). (6.21)
z€C z#2'€C
To control the last term and similar expressions, we introduce the quantities
w /
YW(K,L)=  sup sup M(> 1),

w / _
2,2’ €L yeD. y' €D, g (.%', x )
|z—2'|cc>K L x€B,2'€B,,

o (6.22)
oy . : 9° (. y)
(K, L) = inf inf =—"2L(<1).
zz/€L  yeD.y'eD, g¥(x,x’)
\zfz/\OOZKLmGBZ,m/EBz/
We shall now prove that
lim limsup sup v“(K,L) =1, and (6.23)
K—o0 L—oo weﬂ/\
lim liminf inf A¥(K,L) = 1. (6.24)

K—oo L—oo wey

To this end, fix w € O\, L>1, K > ¢, 2,2/ € L with |z — 2| > KLand y € D,, y € D/,
x € B,, 2’ € B,,. We write, using the symmetry of ¢“(-,-) and the fact that g* > 0:
9 .y) _ _ gy —gv(@he) | gt (y) — g (y.2)
g9 (x,2') g9 (@, ') 9 (@, a") '

(6.25)
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By (2.12), g¥(2',-) is w-harmonic in BW(z, 1|z — 2'|«) (recall that BY (zg,7) denotes the
closed ball with » > 0 around zq € Z¢ with respect to the graph distance on Zd). Also,
BW(z, 1]z — 2'|0) contains both z and y if K > c. By (2.16) there exists a constant 7 > 0
only depending on A, for which one has the 7-Holder bound for ¢ (2, -):

< c( |2~ Yloo )T SUPy B0 (2,1 2—#/|) 9 (' W)

%|Z_Z/|oo gw(x’x,)

g“ (' y) — g2, x)
9 (z, ')
(2.14) / 1 / d—2 !
< C F“Z — 2|0 +2L) sup g“(x',w) (6.26)

wGB(l)(z,i\zfz/\oo)

@10 1 (o= o +20) "
- KT |z — 2| 0o '

having used in the last step that for 2’ € B, w € BW(z, 1|z — 2/|), we have |2/ —w| >
3|z — 2’|oc. We therefore obtain that for any L > 1 and K > ¢, one has

w :E/, W :E/,x C// 92 d—2
sup sup sup 9 ‘Zi) g/ ( ) = <1 + ) ) (6.27)
WEQN  z2'cl yeD.y'ED, g“(z, ') K K
|z—2'|o>KL z€B.,x'€B,,
which vanishes upon taking limsup;, and limg. By the same argument, one has the upper
bound
w N _ W 1_/ 5 2 d—2
sup sup sup 9, yw) g, (v, ) = <1 + ) ) (6.28)
wey 2,2 €L yeD. y' €D, g (.%', x ) K K

|z—2'|cc > KL 2€B,,2'€B,,

The claim (6.23) then follows upon taking the respective suprema of the absolute values
n (6.25), using the triangle inequality and (6.27) and (6.28), and sending first L and then K
to infinity. The claim (6.24) follows in a similar manner.

We now resume estimating (6.21). Note that for w € Q,, z € € and any y € D,, we have

(2.14) c

E“[(&; #)?] 020 ZPW Xy, =ylg“(z,y) < (KL)T? (6.29)
y€Zd

since doo (U, D) > (K — 3)L. Moreover, for any z € €, we have the upper bound

V() = Gy 3 Pilfe = ol

$EBZ
Cap meBz Bz Wa Capw(C) 7

using the definition of the equilibrium measure (2.17). We therefore infer the upper bound

w w c 1 fyw(K7 L) w w 7w /
Var (Zm) < Kd—2 Capw(C) + Capw(c)g /Z /eC(x)eC(x )g (CC,CC )
z, 2’ eCx#a (631)

B Capi’(C) <KCleQ +77(K, L))

where for the first term we used that ) _ov“(2) = 1 together with (2.19).
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We now derive a lower bound on §%,. We decompose n = n™ — 1~ and consequently obtain
a decomposition 9%, = 9}’“’ — 9;\,’“}, where
+.w +
G5 = E¥[2% (X, ). (6.32)

We first give a lower bound on § Nw We introduce U = J, e U.. For every x ¢ U we have
doo({z},€) > KL and E“’[{m(z)gow] = ¢g¥(m(z),z). Thus,

SV =5 Do (%) DBVl e (2)

x€Zd z€C

> ke 0w (5) Y 64 (=), 2)e(B.)

rzele zeC

FELLS () Y e et
NdCap“(C n N g C'
zeue z'eC

(6.33)

(2.21) -,

> KL)<NdZ77 x NdZn %)

rEeZ4 zelU

Observe that [U| < ¢(K L) €|. Next, we give an upper bound for §“. Note that for z € U,
there is a unique z, € € such that |z, — z|oo < K L. Therefore, we have

Sy =1 Do (%) DBl el (2)

x€Z4 z€e@
(K,L
- NdCap“()C Z 77 ) Z gw(x,x/)eg(x/)
= e (6.34)
+ wocaeey 21 (F)° (m(z), @) (Bz) |
el
(224) Y(ELL) (1 —(z\ 1w c3 —(Z\e¥ (B
< Te0) <Nd Yo (F)he@) + 52> 0 (F)ed zx)>-
zezd zel
Note that £ > . n™ (%)e&(B:,) < c|nllo Nd) Cap“(C). We readily get the claim (6.12),
upon comblnlng (6.15), (6.1 ) (6 31), (6.33) and (6.34), collecting the error terms, and setting
UK,L) = < - + sup 7*(K, L) —1> (1— 1nf 5 (K,L)), (6.35)
K weNy, wey

in view of (6.23), (6.24).
It remains to prove (6.14), for which we use an argument based on the metric entropy
method. We claim that there exists 7 > 0 such that for m, m’ € M:

m—m/[2\"
E“[(Z% — Z%,)%]Cap®(C) < c12 (W) , (6.36)

where |m — m/|o = sup,ce |m(z) — m/(2)|co. Indeed, let € be as above and m,m’ € M. By
direct calculation, we find

EW[(Z% B Z;;Jll)z] - Z yw(z)yw(z,) Z(P:L(z) [XTUZ = x] - PVL:L/(z) [XTUZ = JU])
el o (6.37)
(P:z(z’)[XTUZ/ = 1'/] - P;uw’(z’)[XTUz, = x'])g“’ (z, x’)_
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Since for a given x € JU,, P¥[X1, = x| is w-harmonic and non-negative in U, we can com-
bine the Harnack inequality (see Theorem 1 in [23]) with the 7-Holder regularity (see (2.16))
to obtain for y,y’ € D, (and K > ¢):

|P9 (X1, = 2] — P5[Xr, —a]| <c <7|°°> PY[ X7, = a]. (6.38)

Similarly, one can apply the analogous bound to P.[X7, , = '] where 2’ € 0U./, which upon
insertion into (6.37) yields ’
n2 \T N2 \T
similarly as in (4.29) of [53], which is precisely (6.36).
If we introduce now the scaled Gaussian process Z,‘;’L = /Cap¥(C)Z% for m € M, we
obtain the upper bound (for each w € Q)

c c
|m —m —

B Zn = 2 < ey
for m,m’ € M. By a straightforward adaptation of the arguments leading up to (4.33) of [53],
which uses Theorem 1.3.3 of [1], we therefore infer

[V/Cap" (O [2°]] < 2= V€], (6.41)

Rearranging and taking the suprema over w € Q) and all € yields (6.14) (with ¢c13 =7). O

(6.40)

Remark 6.2. Theorem 6.1 is crucial in the proof of the asymptotic upper bounds in the next
section. For the upper bound on the disconnection event, we take p = 5 = 0, see (7.50)
and (7.51). In the proof of Proposition 7.6, which is pivotal for treating the case of both
disconnection and the entropic repulsion-type event under the probability in (1.13), we instead
consider p = ﬁﬁ(m\;, h¢)za, with 8 small enough.

7. ASYMPTOTIC UPPER BOUND ON DISCONNECTION AND ENTROPIC REPULSION

In this section we state and prove in the main Theorem 7.1 a quenched asymptotic upper
bound on the probability of the disconnection event DY, from (1.7), in the strongly percolative
regime a < @. This result complements the quenched asymptotic lower bound (5.1), and
if @ = a, = . holds (which is plausible but open), the respective rates would in fact
be matching for sets A that are regular in the sense that Cap"™(A) = Cap™™(A), sece
Remark 5.2 concerning this condition. Moreover, we derive in Theorem 7.2 a quenched
asymptotic upper bound on the probability that DY, occurs and that (X, n) (the “average” of
the Gaussian free field over some fixed continuous function n with compact support) deviates
from (# %, ) by a certain amount A > 0. This bound comes with an additional cost ¢1 (A, o, 7)
to the right hand side of (7.1) in Theorem 7.1, see (7.2), which is uniform in w € Q.

These results are obtained by adapting a coarse-graining procedure taken from [44], see
also [21], together with the quenched Gaussian bounds of the previous section, the solidifica-
tion estimates of Section 4, and the homogenization results in Corollary 5.4.

Theorem 7.1. Let o < @, then for P-a.e. w € Q) and A C R% compact with non-empty
interior, it holds that

1 1 .
lim sup Ni—2 log PY[DY] < —5(5 — a)?Cap™®™(A). (7.1)

N—oo
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Theorem 7.2. Let a < @, and 1 : R — R continuous with compact support, then for P-a.e.
w e Ny and A C R compact with non-empty interior, it holds that

. 1 w « «
lim sup —— log P [ (X, m) — (95, m)| > A; D]
N Nd—2 A
e 1 (7.2)
< —5(6 — a)QCaphom(zzl) —c1(A ).

If the equalities @ = a, = @y hold and the set A is regular, one obtains by combining
Theorems 5.1 and 7.2 that for o < a, and P-a.e. w € )

lim sup % log B[| (Xv,m) — (33, m)| > A|DY] < —e1(8,0,m), (7.3)
N—o0

using the same methods as for Corollary 3.2 of [21]. In particular (1.14) would hold, meaning

that the average of the Gaussian free field is pinned with high probability to the profile

function 7§, conditionally on disconnection.

Recall from the previous section that, for L > 1, K > 100 integers and B,, z € L., an L-box,
we have for a fixed w € Q) the decomposition ¢ = % 4+ ¢*** into (w-)harmonic average and
(w-)local field, see (6.3), (6.4). We now introduce the notion of B, being “i)*-good” at levels
v > 9§, where § < v <@. A box B, is called ¥“-good at levels v > § if

B.N{z € Z : 435" > 4} contains a component of diameter at least £, (7.4)

and for any adjacent box B, with 2’ € L, |z — 2/| = L, one has

two components of B, N{z € Z¢ : %" >~} and B, N {x € Z% : P > v} with
diameter at least £ are connected in D, N {z € Z¢: ¢ > 6}

(D, is defined in (6.2)). A box B, that is not 9*-good at levels v > ¢ is then called ¢*-
bad. Note that these definitions generalize their counterparts for the Gaussian free field with
constant conductances, see (5.7) and (5.8) in [53].

We also introduce the notion of B, being “£“-good” at level a > 0, by which we mean that

inf £ > —a. .
xlenngx > —a (7.6)

(7.5)

Similarly, a box B, that is not £“-good will be called £“-bad. Both definitions are again
analogues of the notion of h-good and h-bad boxes in the case of the Gaussian free field with
constant conductances, see (5.9) of [53]. In the next proposition, we develop bounds on the
probability of the event that a given L-box is ¥“-bad or £“-bad.

Proposition 7.3. Let L > 1, K > 100, a > 0. Then,

2
sup supP¥| sup [£27] > a} < Qexp{ — ¢(KL)%2 (a - —E= > } (7.7)
wey z€L z€D; KesL 2z /+

Fora >~ >§ and P-a.e. w € Q) there exists p > d — 1 such that

lim sup
L—00 4 p(0,r)nL 108 L

Proof. We first prove (7.7). Fix w € Q) and z € L. By (6.14) (with |€] = 1), one
has |E¥[inf,ep, &°]] < c(KClSL%)*l7 and the same bound holds for E“[sup,cp. &)

log P* [ B, is ¥*-bad at levels v > §] = —oo. (7.8)
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By (6.29), we see that Var®(£5%) < ¢(KL)*>~?. By the Borell-TIS inequality, one obtains
the bound
2
P sup je| > a} < 2exp{ ~ (K L) (a - ﬁ) } (7.9)
z€D KewsLz /4
and since the rlght—hand side does not depend on z € L and w € €2, we may take the
respective suprema, giving (7.7).
We now turn to the proof of (7.8). Let @ > S+ > f_ > v > J. Note that for P-a.e. w € Q)
there exists some p’ = p/(w) > d — 1 such that (3.35) holds. Moreover, by (7.7), we see that

lim sup sup log IP’“[ sup lox — V2F > (B+ — ) A PYTf‘s = —00. (7.10)
If for z € B(0,L”)NL, B, N {¢** > 4} has no component of diameter at least 10, then

either B, N EZA+ has no component of diameter at least 15> or the event under the probability
in (7.10) occurs. By a union bound we therefore find that for P-a.e. w € Qy,

w|B.N{z €74 : ¥s* >~} contains no
component of diameter at least %

lim sup
L= e B(0,0¢' )L

= —00. 7.11
log L © ] > ( )
Now let B, and B,/ be neighboring L-boxes with z, 2" € L. Suppose that both sup,cp_ [¢z —
Ye®| < 2(y—0) and SUPep_, [P — ;}’Z,| < 1(y—4) hold, so connected sets in B, N{y~* > v}
and B, N {1/)“ #" > 4} with diameter each at least % are connected sets in B, N E="" and
B, NEZ respectlvely

Using (3.36) with 81 replaced by HTV and [_ replaced by %35, for P-a.e. w € Q) there
exists some p = p(w) > d — 1 such that one has

. 4
there exist components of B, N EZ"2" and

+4
log P* Bzy. N E>"%" with diameter at least 1% which| = —o0.
B>

lim sup
L—00 ep(o,17)nL 1og L ]
are not connected in D, N

(7.12)

If there exist two connected components of B, N {1/** > 4} and B, N {¢** > ~} with

diameter each at least L 5 that are not connected in D ﬂ{z/}” # > J}, then either the event under

the probability in (7.12) occurs, or sup,ep. |z — e > 2 T Or SUPuep_, [Pz — > | > %6
occurs. By (7.12), (7.10) and a union bound, we see that that for P-a.e. w € )

there are components of B, N{x € 74 * >
pe |7} and By n{x € 7 2 > ~} with diame-

LILH;O zeB?(}lfp) 1 log L fog ter at least L not connected in D, N {z € Z4 : o
© > 6}
(7.13)
Setting p = p' A p, we infer from (7.11) and (7.13), that for P-a.e. w € Q) the super-
polynomial bound (7.8) holds. O

We will now recall two facts from [53] concerning a connectivity property of the level-set
involving ¥*“-good boxes and a super-exponential bound on the probability that many boxes
in a certain range are “-bad.
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We choose v > ¢ and a > 0 rationals such that
at+a=0<y<a (7.14)

(we will eventually let a tend to @ — ). We also let K = 4K + 1 for a given integer K > 100.
Now assume that for L > 1,

€ C L is a subset of points with mutual distance at least K L. (7.15)

For w € Q,, one has the following result, which follows in the exact same way as Lemma 5.3
of [53] from the independence (under P*) of the fields (¢¥“*),ce, see (6.5) and the definition
of 1“-good and £“-good boxes, see (7.4)—(7.6).

Lemma 7.4. The events
{B, is ¥“-good at levels v > §},ce (7.16)

are independent under P“. If B,,, 0 < i < n is a sequence of neighboring L-bozes, i.e.
(zi)o<i<n forms a nearest-neighbor path in L, all 1)*-good at levels v > ¢ and £“-good at level
a, then there exists a path in EZ9~%N (U?:o DZZ.), starting in B,, and ending in B, .

As a next step we prove a super-exponential bound as L — oo on the occurrence of a
“large” number of ¥“-bad boxes in a box of size N1 (> L) (see (7.18)), which is similar in
character to Proposition 5.4 in [53]. This will be an instrumental tool for decoupling the
“wavelet part” encoded by the fields ¥ from the “undertow” encoded by the fields &“ in
the study of disconnection events. However, some care is required due to the inhomogeneous
nature of the field ¢ under P¥. Specifically, we need to rely on the fact that for P-a.e. w, the
probability of a box B, being ©¥*“-bad at levels v > § where § < v < @, has a super-exponential
decay uniformly over z in a box of size L”, centered at the origin, where p > d — 1. This
property (7.8) of the supercritical regime is the motivation in the definition of @, see also

Remark 3.7.

Proposition 7.5. For P-a.e. w € Q,, there exists a positive function ¢*(L) (depending also
on 7,6, K ) with

lim ¢*(L) =0, (7.17)
L—oo
such that setting
Ny =L%Ylog L, for L > 1, (7.18)

one has for P-a.e. w € Q)

_d-2) there are at least o (L)(%)d*1 columns in
ngréo N, log P [—NL,NL]d in the direction e containing a| = —09, (7.19)
*¥-bad box at levels v > ¢

where for e vector of the canonical basis of RY a column in [—Nrp, Nz]? in the direction e
refers to the collection of L-boxes B, located at z € L, intersecting [N, Np|? with same
projection on the discrete hyperplane {x € Z¢ : z-e = 0}, and (7.19) holds for all vectors e
of the canonical basis.

Proof. Choose w € ) such that (7.8) holds (by Proposition 7.3, the set of such w has full
P-measure) and denote the event under the probability in (7.19) by A“. Following the proof
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of Proposition 5.4 in [53] we denote by m the total number of L-boxes belonging to the union
of all columns in [~Np, Nz]%. Then one has for large L that

eu(fE)" < m < e ()" (7.20)
where M > 0 is the fixed number introduced above (1.6). Decompose L into the disjoint
union

L= U Ly,  L,=y+KL, (7.21)
y€{0,L,....,(K—1)L}d

where [{0, L, ..., (K — 1)L}?| = K”. We introduce the quantities (for L > 1 and p = p(w) >
d —1 as above (7.8))

n“(L)=  sup P¥[B,is ¢*-bad at levels v > §], (7.22)
2€B(0,LP)NL

w log L
o“(L) = \/ log(l/%?w(L))a (7.23)

- W(L) Ny nd—1 (7:20) w(L w(L
() - E0 () O (e o (720

By (7.8), limy_, ¢¥(L) = 0, and by (7.18), we immediately obtain that also limy_,~, ¢¥(L) =
0. Moreover, since p > d — 1, one has limy,_, % =0, and so

[~Nz, N PNzt C B(0,LP),  for L > c(p). (7.25)

By Lemma 7.4, the events {5, is ¢“-bad at levels v > 0}.¢c, are independent under P*. We
introduce the random variables

%L: - ]]-{BZ is ¢“-bad at levels v > §}>» z €L, (726)

and for fixed y € {0,L,...,(K — 1)L}?, the collection {XY}.ce, consists of independent
Bernoulli random variables. It follows that for L large, one has

Fri<el U [T meerol]
ye{0,L,....KL}d ~ zeLyN[—-Nr,N]¢

<K'P*[3¥ > mg* (L)),

(7.27)

where 3* under P is a Binomial(m,n*(L))-random variable. Here we used the fact that the
cardinality of £, N [~Np, Nz]? is bounded from above by m, see (7.20), and that (XY)zex,
can be stochastically dominated by a set of Bernoulli random variables (indexed by £,) with
success parameter (L), using (7.22) and (7.25).

Using standard bounds for sums of Bernoulli random variables one obtains

PY[A¥] < K exp (—mlf),

L —3*(L
Iy = g°(L)log T + (1 - 3*(L)) log =543,
The claim follows by using that
NiI=2 = o(mlIy), as L — oo, (7.29)

which follows from the choice of the scale N, in (7.18) and the definitions (7.22) and (7.24)
(see (5.23)—(5.27) in [53] for the details of this calculation). O
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We will now move to the proofs of Theorems 7.1 and 7.2. We heavily rely on a coarse-
graining procedure which appeared first in Section 4 of [44], and was used to develop the
corresponding versions of the above mentioned theorems in the case of the Gaussian free field
with constant, non-random conductances in [21, 43]. We introduce some more notation in
order to make this coarse-graining procedure explicit.

For § < v < @, one can select a sequence (yn)n>1 of numbers in (0, 1] as in (4.18) of [44],
in particular,

d+1
v =0, 7 /(N*4logN) — 00, as N — cc. (7.30)

The sequence (yn)n>1 depends implicitly on p“ from (7.23), but we suppress this dependence
in the notation. For N > 1, we define the two scales

1 ~ ~
Lo = Lo(N) = | (3! Nlog N)TT |, Lo = Lo(N) = 100d | AW N] (7.31)
together with the corresponding lattices
Lo = LoZ%, Lo = oq3L0oZ% = |/AnN] Z4. (7.32)

The lattice Ly corresponds to L in (6.1) with the choice L = Ly. We also recall the definition
of boxes B,, D, and U, (again with L = Lg) from (6.2). The scale Ly corresponds to a “nearly
macroscopic” scale, whereas the scale Lg is the size of the microscopic boxes constituting a
discrete porous interface for the discrete blow-up A’ (of a subset A’ C A) in the sense of
Section 4, which roughly speaking is present when the disconnection event D% occurs.

Outline of the proof. The proofs of Theorems 7.1 and 7.2 will require a multi-step procedure.
We outline the set-up in an informal fashion and sketch where the main ingredients of the
proof, Corollary 4.2, Corollary 5.4, Theorem 6.1, and Proposition 7.5 enter the argument.
The first two steps are a routine extension of the corresponding methods pertaining to the
Gaussian free field with constant conductances that appeared in Section 3 of [43] and Section
3 of [21] (see also [22, 44, 56]) and are recalled here for the convenience of the Reader.

1. Reduction to an effective disconnection event:

We consider w in a subset of ) with full P-measure and v < § < a(< @). By Lemma 7.4,
for large IV on the disconnection event D%, there exists an interface of “blocking” Lg-boxes
located between Ay and the complement of B(0, (M + 1)N), which are all {“-bad at level
a= 4§ — « or Y-bad at levels d < 7.

In the first step, we define in (7.37) a “bad” event BY, that corresponds to the existence
of many ¢“-bad boxes at levels § < ~ within a box B(0,10(M + 1)N). On account of
Proposition 7.5, we show that B% has a negligible probability for large N (see (7.38)). We

then introduce the effective disconnection event @;ﬁ,a = DY\ BY, allowing us to restrict our
attention to interfaces of blocking Ly-boxes that are £“-bad.

2. Coarse graining procedure:

In a next step, we introduce a random variable %, on @K;a, see (7.42), which encodes the
position of the £“-bad boxes. The corresponding coarse-grained events are denoted D?’\,, .- This
coarse-graining, which is similar in spirit to the one developed in [44] (see also [21] and [43])
is of small combinatorial complexity exp{o(N%~2)} and reduces the problem to finding an
asymptotic upper bound on the probability of DY, . or {|[(Xn,n) — (#$,n)| > A} N DY ..

As a result of this coarse-graining procedure, we obtain a collection of boxes of size QEO
located at points /S\?’V Within these boxes the “interface” of £“-bad boxes of (the smaller)
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size Ly has substantial presence. The larger boxes located at the points /S\j(, are ultimately
used to define a segmentation Uy of the porous interface we construct. The porous interface
> itself is made out of Ly-boxes at a mutual distance blgger or equal to (4K + 1)Ly, located
within a sparsified subcollection of Lo boxes at S‘*’ - S“’ The relevant definitions of Uy and
Y. appear in (7.45). The geometric picture is 111ustrated in Figure 2 below.

SN

FIGURE 2. Informal depiction of the geometry corresponding to the choice of
% € Ky: Within each of the boxes of size 2Lg located at 5]"(, (picture on the
left-hand side), one extracts a non-degenerate number of boxes of size Ly (in
blue, picture on the right-hand side). The smaller boxes are located on the
interface of UL.

3. Encoding into a Gaussian functional and application of quenched Gaussian bounds:

In this step we employ the quenched Gaussian upper bounds of Section 6. On the event
D‘]’JV ..» we consider the interface of {¥-bad boxes constructed in the previous step and use the
Gaussian functionals Zy, introduced in (6.9) to capture the event DY ., see (7.49). In the
proof of the asymptotic upper bound on ]P’“ [DY], we can then directly employ Theorem 6.1
and bring into play a bound in terms of Nd s Cap”(X), see (7.52). This term will subsequently
be bounded using the quenched discrete solidification estimates and a homogenization result.

The situation pertaining to {|(Xn,n)—(#$, n)| > A}NDY, , requires more care: For a given
number 1 > 0 and a fixed compact subset A’ C 1401, we devise a dichotomy for k € Ky, leading
to a set of “good configurations” K'\*. Heuristically, the harmonic potential associated with
the boxes present in a “good configuration” is close to that of Ay, as measured by the
Dirichlet form, see (7.47). Asymptotic upper bounds are then obtained separately, uniformly
over k € Ky* or k € Ky \ Ky, see (7.53).

e In the case of “bad configurations” k € Ky \ K, we bound the probability of
DR N {IXn,m) — (# S m)| > A} by IP"*’[D?’V ..J, which we already treated.

e In the case of good conﬁguramons k€ K, we first introduce an approximation of
HG by Hy 0% see (7.54). The corresponding error term (7.55) obtained when testing
against 71, will be bounded in terms of u, using the definition of good configurations
and homogenization later. We can then use the functional Z% m.B.p and Theorem 6.1
to control control the probability of both the occurrence of a deviation of [(Xy,n) —
Nd (J—C;a * nN)za| and of the §“ bad boxes, for any s > 0, see Proposition 7.6. The
resulting bound in terms of Nd > Cap® (X)) captures the additional cost of a deviation
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of the empirical field Xy from the approximate profile function 35", in presence
of the interface of £“-bad boxes.

4. Application of (quenched) discrete solidification results:

Having brought into play bounds that involve the discrete capacity Cap®(X) as well as the
approximation J—C;’O‘_a, we now argue that the set ¥ can be viewed as a porous interface in
the sense of Section 4 for the “segmentation” Uy associated with x € Ky (see (7.45)). This

allows us to use appropriate bounds in the following ways:

e By applying the capacity lower bound (4.8) of Corollary 4.2, we uniformly bound the
term N[}_Q Cap®(X) from below by ﬁCap”(Aﬁv), with A” C A compact, see (7.67).
e We furthermore use the solidification-type bound of the difference between Cap® ()

and Cap®(A’y) by the Dirichlet energy of h%, — h$, see (4.9) of Corollary 4.2, to
N
obtain an “additional cost term” controlled by p > 0 for P*[DY; ] in the case of bad

configurations r € Ky \ Ky, see (7.70).
e Finally, in the situation of good configurations £ € K we are able to control the

approximation error between <7€§‘, n) and ﬁ(ﬂf;’a_a, NN )74 by a constant depending

on v and the difference between (#§, ) and ﬁ(ﬂ-ﬁj}a*a, NN )zd, see (7.71) and (7.72).
N
5. Homogenization:
In this last step, we finish the proof by using Corollary 5.4. In a first simpler step, we
use the convergence of #Cap“’(AQV) to Cap"®™(A4’) as N — oo, see (7.76). On the other
hand, on account of the same Corollary, we see that the difference between (%fi‘,m and

ﬁ(ﬂ-ﬁjﬁa*a, NN )74 can be controlled in terms of A in the limit N — oo, see (7.77). By taking
N

A’ 1 A, we finish the proof.

Theorems 7.1 and 7.2. Both results are proved in a step-by-step manner, and rely on the
same effective disconnection event and coarse-graining procedure. We choose w in a subset
of Qy of full P-measure such that the statements of Corollary 5.4 and Proposition 7.5 are
fulfilled.

Step 1: Effective disconnection event. We start by introducing a local density function
0, (see (7.34) below) to extract in scale Ly the interface of blocking Lo-boxes that we are
interested in. To this end, consider the (random) subset

the union of all Ly-boxes B, that are either contained in
B(0,(M +1)N)¢ or connected to an Ly-box in B(0, (M + 1)N)¢ by a path

1 _
U, = of Lo-boxes B,,, 0 < i < n, all (except possibly the last one) ¥“-good at (7.33)
levels § < v and £“-good at level a = § — a.
One introduces the function
6.(z) = UL N B(x,Lo)|/|B(x, Ly)|, z €z, (7.34)

together with the set /5\3‘{,, that provides a “segmentation” of the interface of blocking Ly-boxes,
namely

NI

)

-

A%:{xef[:ozﬁw(:ﬂ)e[

] } . (7.35)
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We can extract from /S\j(, a further (random) subset gj{, such that

gj(, is a mz'xxim'al.sgbset of /S\j(, with the property that the B(x, 2E0), T € g‘f\,, (7.36)
are pairwise disjoint.

We then introduce the “bad” event B, (similar to (3.19) in [43]), which is defined as

there are at least ¢*(Lo)(Nr,/Lo)?' columns of Lo-
By = U boxes in the direction e in B(0,10(M+1)N) that contain p , (7.37)
ec{er,...eqt a Y¥-bad Lo-box at levels § < ~y

with ¢“(L) as in Proposition 7.5, and {ey,...,eq} is the canonical basis of R?. Let us argue
that .
Indeed, by inserting the definitions of Lo and Nz, (see (7.31) and (7.18)), one can show that
for large NV, it holds that
d—1
Nio = ihr > ey N > 10(M + 1)N, (7.39)
see also Lemma 4.2 of [44]. Therefore, the event BY; is contained in the union over e of the
events under the probability in (7.19) (with L replaced by Lg), moreover Ny, > N. The
claim (7.38) follows immediately by (7.19). This motivates the introduction of the effective
disconnection event N
DYV = DY\ BY- (7.40)

Step 2: Coarse graining. We now define the coarse-graining procedure for @‘K,a
Similar to (4.39)—(4.41) of [44] (see also below (3.21) of [43] and (3.16) in [21]), one can
show that

for large N, on @7\;&, for each x € g‘;{,, one can find a collection é;‘j of points in

Lo and i € {1,...,d}, such that the Lo-boxes B, z € €3, intersect B(z, Lo) and

have 7¢-projection at mutual distance at least K Lo, where 7% is the orthogonal (7.41)
projection on the set of points in Z¢ with vanishing i%-coordinate. Moreover, '
C%¥ has cardinality [(%f—g)dﬂ] and for each z € C¥, B, is 9“-good at level
v < 6 and &“-bad at level a =0 — a.

The existence of 7% and €% for each x € g?)v on 57\,0‘ follows from the isoperimetric controls

(A.3) — (A.6), p. 480-481 of [25], paired with the fact that

Q"J(L())(NL—LOO)d_l/(Eo/LO)d_1 — 0 as N — oo (see Lemma 4.2 of [44]).

One then introduces a random variable x%; defined on @%a with range Ky,

I{(]UV = (87\7? (}JVa(%;J? éj)xegifv)’

as in (4.41) of [44], see also (3.22) of [43] (the range Ky does not depend on w). A counting
argument shows that

(7.42)

K| = exp{o(N"?)}, (7.43)
see (4.43) in [44]. For large N, this gives a coarse-graining
@%’a = U DNx» where DY . = @%’a N{kY = K} (7.44)

KEX N
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For later use, we associate to a choice of k = (g, 8, (T2, Ca) c3) € K the following sets

C = Uxeg (‘33[;,
S =UleB. 2,

Uy = the unbounded component of Z% \ U,e5 B (m, ﬁfo),
Uy =7%\Ui.

(7.45)

The sets Uy and X correspond to a “segmentation” and “porous interface” in the sense of
(4.4) and (4.5) (with the choice & = 10Lg), and are chosen similarly to (3.19) in [21], with the
important distinction that the present set-up is formulated entirely in terms of subsets of Z.
Furthermore, we define for a real number

w>0 (7.46)

and a compact subset A’ C A chosen later, a set of “good” configurations x € K", in which
the set of boxes ¥ (depending on x) has a harmonic potential 2§ close to k%, as measured
N

by the Dirichlet form £“, namely
KW ={rn € Ky @ (Mg — hey, ) < pNI=2y, (7.47)
The configurations x € Ky \ Ky form the “bad” configurations.

Step 3: Encoding into a Gaussian functional and application of quenched Gaussian
bounds. We now apply the coarse-graining procedure to study the disconnection event and
the intersection of the disconnection event with the entropic repulsion event.

By the coarse graining (7.44), the super-exponential estimate (7.38) and the combinatorial
bound (7.43) we obtain

d—2

1 1
lim sup Ni=2 log P“[DY] < limsup sup Ni=2 log P“[DY .- (7.48)
N—oo N—oo keXKn

Let k € Xy. On the event DY, ., in view of (7.41), we find that all B, with z € € are {¥-bad
at level @ and at mutual distance > K Lg, for large N. Thus,

R C ﬂe {inf &% < —a}. (7.49)
ze

Moreover, Ly = o(N). For k € Ky, we also associate the set M in (6.6) to € and observe
that N,ce{infrep, &7 < —a} € {Z¥ < —a} (recall the definition of Z% in (6.10)). Combin-
ing (7.48) and (7.49), we find that

1 1
lim sup Ni—2 log P*[D%] < —liminf inf Ni2 log P¥[Z% < —al. (7.50)

N—00 N—oo keKy

By the Borell-TIS inequality, we obtain

1 2
PY[Z% < —a] < exp{ - — (a — \E”[Z“’]\) }, where
202 +
2 (7.51)
2 = sup Var®(Z2»).

O-(JJ
meM
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In view of (6.11) with the choice p = = 0 and n = 0, and (6.14) of Theorem 6.1 (with
C =1X), we obtain

1
limsup—— Ni- 5 log P“[DYy]

N—ro0
1 1 c1o el 2 Cap”(E)
< —lminf 5o %le%chi{(a_ K*i3 Cap“(E))+1+l7(K)}’

where U(K) = limsup;, U(K, L), with U(K, L) as in Theorem 6.1. In particular, U(K) — 0
as K — oo. We now turn to the more intricate case involving the repulsion event. For p > 0,
we obtain as in (7.48) that

(7.52)

— 00

< <1im sup sup log P[[(X,m) — (G, m)| > A; va,n]) (7.53)

N—oo rexhy” Nd 2
\Y < limsup  sup log P“[DY; ]>
N—oo kel n\KN* Nd 2

The second member of the maximum can be treated as in (7.49)-(7.51), yielding the right-
hand side of (7.52) with Ky replaced by Ky \ X in the infimum. We therefore turn our

attention to the first member of the maximum. To every x € KK*, we associate a “discrete

waa

approximation” to %O‘ given by the function }" °, where we set

K (2) = —(@—0)he(z), xeZ 0eR, FCZ finite. (7.54)
(For us, # = @ — a will be a natural choice). With the quantity
Z(]lJ\f(M) = Ssup K%gﬂﬁ - ﬁ(j{;’a_aanNﬁdL (755)
REINY

where nn = n(-/N), one obtains (for x € Ky*)
P, m) — (S, m| > A DRl

y oo . y (7.56)
SPYIXN, ) — 7 (S  nv)zal > A = Ax(p) 5 DX -

For large N, we will eventually show that, Z;i;(,u) can be controlled by p, using k € K
and the L?-convergence of h%, to fuy as a result of homogenization. The right-hand side
N

of (7.56) will now be treated using the Borell-TIS inequality.

Proposition 7.6. Let s,ﬁ,,u > 0. For small B € (0,c¢16(n)), there exists a function K
e(K), dependent on B and n, with e(K) — 1 as K — oo, and such that

limsup sup log P [{|(Xn,n) — 22 (HE "%, n)za| > A}

N—o0 HefK‘u Nd 2

N inf & < —s}] (7.57)

zeC

1
< —liminf inf 5 (S + BA K613

N—oo nej{“ g

e| > N2~dCap® (%)
Cap®”(X) ) | e(K)+B%c10(n)N2~4Cap® (%)
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Proof. By replacing —n by 7, the claim will follow if we show that

. 1 F— N
limsup sup o log P [{(Xn, 1) — 5 (06" " )z > A}
N—oo keXhs®

Nl & < —s)] (7.58)
z€C
| N e \? N2-dCap® (5)
< ~lpinf Wmlog (54 8B - xis\ sy ) , s P enot e T

Note that the event under the probability in (7.58) is contained in the event {inf,en Z;, 5, <

—s — BAY}, where py = ﬁﬁ(n]\/, h$\)za, and Zy; 5 is defined in (6.9). We used the fact that

L

SUp,exy [on| < Be(n) (using that A € [0,1]), so we can choose § < = ¢16(n) to ensure

that |pn| < 1. Note furthermore that o
EW[ inf Z;’mpN] = (1+ pn)E“[27]. (7.59)
By the Borell-T1IS inequality we obtain
P| inf 25,y < —5— BA]
<exp{ - o (s+ 83 — =L int Z55,,1)" ), (7.60)

2 _ w (7w
where o 5, = sg\)/[\/ar (Zom g.pn)-

We can therefore apply Theorem 6.1 to obtain

o _ Nd—2
lim sup sup N9 252 < lim sup ———ag + 2c10(n),
N—o0 KEKHS meEM mBPN = Nooo REKR® Capw(z) Lofon ( ) (7.61)
~ d
Gk Lo.on < 1+4U(K, Lo) + eni(m)B (UK, Lo) + U585 (€] + Cap*(%)) )
A simple counting argument (see for instance (3.31) and (3.32) of [21]) shows that
Nd72 Ld‘e‘
< ——,  implyi lim s 02 = 0. .62
€] < VN mplying - lim SUP 0 (7.62)
Also, for every k € Ky, it holds that Cap”(X) < eN92, so
d
LiCap“ (T v Nlog N)a—1
limsup sup $d() < limsupc(ny O§ ) =0. (7.63)
N—oo keXn N N—oo N
We are thus able to define
e(K) =1+ 4U(K) + Ber (n)U(K), (7.64)
with U(K) = limsup; U(K, L) and e(K) — 1 as K — oo. The claim (7.58) now follows by
inserting (6.14), (7.59) and (7.61) into (7.60). O

Step 4: Application of the (quenched) discrete solidification results. We now
apply the capacity bounds from Section 4 to control uniformly in x € Ky the capacity of X
(see (7.45)). This will allow us to control the right-hand sides of (7.52) and (7.58). We also
give a bound for the capacity of X, uniformly in x € Ky \ K. Furthermore, we perform
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a major step in showing the smallness of the approximation error term Ay (p) (see (7.55)),
using that x € K.

We now show that ¥ is a “porous interface” for the segmentation Uy (both associated with
k € Ky or Ku*) in the sense of (4.5) and (4.4). Let us therefore consider a closed Lipschitz

domain A’ C A with non-empty interior. For large N and all K € Ky, on QTV, .. we have that

{z € Ay : doo({2},0AN) > Lo + Lo + 1} does not intersect Uy, sce also Lemma 4.3 in [44]
for a similar argument. We therefore find a sequence ¢, y = (. (An, A’y) > 0 such that, for
large N and k € Ky,

doo (Aly, Up) > 251 (so Uy € Uy, ar,), (7.65)

and moreover 2N > ¢;7N. A simple projection argument together with the (quenched)

estimates (2.19) shows that for large N, k € Ky, and = € $, we have Cap“(Uzeé Bz) >
(K )Zg_Q. We can then conclude that

Py[Hs <747, = c(K), for all z € 9Uj. (7.66)
In other words, we see that 3 € 8 and furthermore ay = 10Lo — 0as N — oc.

Uo,lOZQ,C(K) 2lx,N
This brings us into the framework of Corollary 4.2. We obtain that for fixed K large enough,
one has

1
Ndf2

1
liminf inf mCapw(E) > lim inf Cap®(Aly). (7.67)

N—oco ReXn N—o00

Since A’ # (), we see that by (2.19), Cap®(A’y) > eN%2 and combining (7.67) and (7.62),
we obtain

lim sup ©]

— =0. 7.68
N—oo exy Cap®(X) ( )

Combining (7.67), (7.68) and (7.52) we find that (upon taking lim inf )

1 2 w(A
lim sup Ni—2 log PY[DY] < —% lim inf M.

msu im inf —>o (7.69)

This concludes the discussion of the solidification estimates for upper bounds on the proba-
bility of the disconnection event DY, alone. We now turn to the more delicate case involving
the intersection of the deviation event {[(Xn,n) — (#¢,m)| > A} with DF. Recall that
in (7.53) we devised a splitting in “good” configurations x € K\ and “bad” configurations
k € Ky \ KK¥, for which we derive separate bounds. We start by discussing the second
member of the maximum in (7.53), corresponding to the “bad” configurations. By (7.49) and
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the arguments leading up to (7.52), we find that (recall that U(K) > 0),

lim  sup ——logP¥[DY ]
HE:KN\fKHw Nd 2 N
) 1 . 1 2 Cap¥ (%)
< —lim—— inf —{(a— & = _
<im0 ) )
T8 @ Cap?(Ay) o a? Infexcyagpe (Cap™() — Cap™(Ay)) (7.70)
~ N 2Ni2(14U(K)) N 2 Ni=2(1+ U(K)) '
G Gy o e 05, 1
- N 2 Ni214U(K)) N 2 Ni=2(1 4+ U(K))
(7.47) 2 w( Al 2
2 lim a Cap®(AYy) a "

N2 N2+ 0(K) 20+ U(K))

This concludes the application of the solidification estimate to the second member of the
maximum in (7.53). We now discuss the first member in this maximum.

As a first step, we want to argue that AN (u) from (7.55) can be controlled by a term
which becomes small due to homogenization and a constant depending on p and 7. More
specifically, it holds that

AN (n) < (95, m) — §aldC" " )zl

a— a— 7.71
+ ﬁ sup ‘(j{;}]’a aanN>Zd - <j{:7/a aanN>Zd’7 ( )
reXKY N
and we now show that
. 1 a— a— _
limsup — sup ‘(ﬂf;’a NN gd — (J—Cj’,;{ Y N Yza| < acis(n)y/p. (7.72)

pw
N—o0 ,A-;efKN

To that end, we insert the definition of ﬂf;’a*a and J‘Cj’,afa (see (7.54)) and use (2.25) (applied
N
with h = nj; and h = n)y) to obtain that for k € K"

(5" )20 — (T )z

“Wiowrrw w 1
< (W) V W) BE2 () — 1, )

(7.73)
(747) / d+2y 2 d—2n% d
< 2a|nlleo (¢ (M NT7)2 (WNT7)2 = @crs (n) /N,
where we used the quenched Green function estimate (2.14) and the standard bound
1
——_ <cN? .74
> z—gl2vi =€ (7.74)
z,yeB(0,N)

(and the support of 7% is contained in a ball B(0,¢ (7)N)). Upon taking the supremum over
Kk € KN and dividing by N, the claim (7.72) follows readily from (7.73).
As a second step, we apply the quenched capacity estimate of Corollary 4.2 also to the right-

hand side of (7.57) (noting that the function (¢, z) — m for t,x > 0 is increasing in

x and jointly continuous in ¢ and x) to obtain that for every s, A, u > 0, 5 € (0,c16(n)), one
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has

. 1 o ~
limsup sup Na2 log P [{|(Xn,m) — ﬁ(ﬂ'ﬁ;’a SNzl > A}
N—roo kekhs®

N inf &% < —s}] (7.75)
z€C z

1 2 N?~4Cap” (Aly)
< —= A)71 f :
< g s A I N Cap (AT
To finish the argument, we will need to pair this result with the smallness of Ay () from (7.72)
for which the L2-convergence of h‘”?\r to fuxr will be pivotal. This argument will be given in

the final step.

Step 5: Homogenization. In this step we finalize the proof of both Theorem 7.1 and 7.2.
We start with the upper bound on D%;. By combining Corollary 5.4 with (7.69), we find that

1 2
lim sup Ni—2 log P¥[DY] < —%Caphom(A'). (7.76)

N—o0
The claim (7.1) now follows upon letting a + @ — @ and A" 1 /i, using the convergence of
capacities, see Theorem 2.1.1 in [33].
We now turn to the more intricate situation of Theorem 7.2. As a first step, we see that

lim sup [(HS,7) — 72 (H5" " nw)zal < [(F5,0) — (#50)]
N—oo N

+ limsup [(#$, %, n) — ﬁ(ﬁﬁf”mmm (7.77)

N—oo

(5.16)
< cem@—a—a)+[n 5 — %)

We choose p > 0 such that acig(n)/p < %, a sufficiently close to @ — a such that ¢(n)(a@ —
a—a) < % and A’ C A such that | (1, HE—T5)| < %. Upon combining the previous display
with (7.71) and (7.72) we therefore obtain for large enough N

N W — — (63 [e3 A
An(p) <acis(n)y/p+en)(@—a—a)+ [(n,H5 —HL)| < 5 (7.78)
By (7.56) and (7.75), we thus obtain for every p > 0 small enough and s = a that
limsup sup o log B[ (Kn ) — (5.7)| > A: D%,
N—oo Hef}(if’w
(7.78) 1 » 1 o T—a A
< limsup sup Na2 log P [{|(XN,77> — a(HT N zal > T}
N—oo /@EfK"L’W
N (7.79)

N inf &2 < —al]
zeC
(7.75) 1

N2=4Cap® (A)
< _Z A2, . N
< Tl i

+ B2c10(n)N2-4Cap” (AYy)
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We thus find by inserting the results (7.70) and (7.79) into (7.53) that, for 8 € (0, c15(n))
and p > 0 small enough, it holds that (upon taking K — oo)

: 1 w « «
hmsupmlogp (XN, n) — (%A,nﬂ > A; DY

N—o0

1 A2y N?~Cap®(Al)
(1
< (- 5la+88) mint o A

y ( a? Cap®(AYy) a_QM) (7.80)

- lpint = 5

— _l a A2 CaphOm(A/) a a hom/ 4/
- 2(( +'82) 1+52010(77)Caph°m(/1’)) /\< 2(C p (A)+N))a

using again Corollary 5.4 in the final step. We let a T @ —a, A’ 1 A and see that the left-hand
side in (7.80) can be bounded from above by
(et gy G
2 27 1+ B2eio(n)Cap™™(A)
Setting = 4% and choosing 8 € (0,c16(n)) small enough, the expression in (7.81) can be

made smaller than —2 (& — @)2Cap"™(A) — ¢(A, a, 7). O

) A ((a — a)?(Caphm(4) + u))- (7.81)
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APPENDIX A. PROOF OF THEOREM 4.7

In this appendix we prove Theorem 4.7. The proof proceeds as the one in [44] using “I-
families” with the respective modifications. We introduce these [-families in the discrete case
and sketch the proof, focusing on the part where Proposition 4.6 is applied. Let us first prove
the maximality property (4.43). Note that for Uy € Uy, 4, € A, one has Uy — x € Uy, (0}
and Res(Uy — x, I, J, L, ¢,) = Res(Uy, I, J, L,{,) — x. For a given w € 2, one has

P;[HRes = OO] = ngw[HResfx = OO] < q)J,I,L, (Al)
so the maximality follows. We turn to (discrete) I-families. Let I,J > 1 and L > L(J) be
fixed, £, > 0 (1, J, L)-compatible, w € Qy and Uy € Uy, 10 (we refer to (4.24) and (4.39) for the
respective definitions). Recall also the definition of fyin(-) from (4.18). An I-family consists
of stopping times (S;)._,, a random finite subset £ C (J 4+ 1)LN N [{in((200J) 1) + LJ, 00),
and integer valued random variables lz, 1 <4 <1, such that

(i) 0< 8, <8 <... <8y, Py-as. finite stopping times,

(ii) £ is an Fg,-measurable finite subset of

L C (J+1)LNN [lyin((200J)71) + LJ,00), and |£| > 1T, (A.2)

(iii) @\i, 1 <14 < I are Fg;-measurable, pairwise distinct and L-valued,

: 1 1 1 1 .
(v) Fg-as. 05(Xs) € [z — s@onn 2 1 o L SIS
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The “canonical” I-family as defined in (2.12) of [44] also exists in the discrete case, if we

replace the conditions o4(Xs,) = & by 0y,(Xs,) € [ — ZZmin((Qloo'])_l) 5+ 2€min((210w)_1)]. Given
a general [-family as above, we also define for 1 < ¢ < I the stopping times
T =inf{s > S; : | X, — Xs,|oe > 2- 25}, (A.3)
and “intermediate labels” and “labels”
Ling ={—jL : L€ L,1<j<J}, Ly, =LULiy. (A4)
Finally, we will need for 1 < k < J the (L, k)-resonance set
ReS(L*,k) = {:C c 7. Z 1{5z(m)€[a,1,a}} > k?}, (A.5)
ZEL*
and the quantity
FZ’(J)(I) = sup Iy'[inf{s > Sp : X, € Res¢, p)} > max T, (A.6)

1<i<]

for 1 <k < J, I >1 (with the supremum over all /-families) and I’;:’(J)(I) = 1 whenever
I < 0. The following discrete analogue of Lemma 2.2 in [44] is the main ingredient of the
proof of Theorem 4.7.

Lemma A.1. For w € Q), one has

1y =0,  foralll>1 (A.7)
and for 1 <k <J, I>1, A= [VI],
k—1
) < (1 — ()Y Iz YA - k). (A.8)
Proof. We only sketch the proof. The first part follows by noting that Fg-a.s., o7 (Xs,) €
5 - 2 o T i w7 )» and since J > 1, 2~ tmin(M/2007) < o hence Uy and

Uy have relative volumes in B(X51,2£1) at least +2% and at most —ok. or in other words,

1600 1600

07 (Xs;) € [@,1 —a] and Ff’(J)(I) = 0 is immediate since inf{s > Sy : X5 € Resi¢, 1)} <
S1 < max;<i<; T;, Pf-a.s., proving (A.7).

We set ma = L%J, such that ia =1+ maA < I <1+ (ma+1)A. For I > 2, we have

Flinf{s > So : Xs € Res(. p41y} > max T] < af + a3, (A9)
where
ay = Py[T; < Siya forall 1 <i < T — Ajinf{s > Sy : Xs € Res(g, py1)} > 1n<1?<xlﬂ], (A.10)
ay = Fy'[Ti > Siya for some 1 <4 < T — Ainf{s > Sy : X5 € Res(z, p41)} ;;rgzzgclﬂ]

(A.11)

For a3, one has the bound

ag < T2 (A — k4 1). (A.12)
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Its proof proceeds exactly as in the Brownian case, see (2.29)—(2.33) of [44] and is thus omitted.
For the bound on ay, note that one has

af < EY [Sl <T)1 <..< 8, <Tiy, <inf{s >S5y : X; € Res(ﬁhlﬁ_l)}]
< EBJ [Sl <T} <..< SiA < inf{s > 85y : X € ReS(L*,k+1)}, (A‘13)

ﬁ)"gsm [inf{s >0 : | X, — Xoloo > 2- QZ'A} <inf{s>0: X, € Res(c. k1) ]

having used the strong Markov property at time S;, for the second bound, and where ()? .) de-
notes the canonical process which behaves as a random walk among conductances w, starting

from Xg, under P ,and £, and z@ are not integrated under P
N XSiA A XSiA
We use now Proposition 4.6: Choose = Xg, —and recall that E-A — LJ > i ((200)71)
(by (A.2), (ii)) as well as |oy, (X, )—3| < 9~ lmin((2001)71) "ge0 (A.2), (iv). Since k+1 < J, we

~ -probability bigger or equal to c7(.J) that )Z'A,J € Res(z, k+1)5
A

(3

have on an event that has ﬁ)"gs

but sup{| X, — Xo| : 0< s <y} < 3. 2%a | so on this event, the event within ﬁ;g in the

7

last line of (A.13) does not occur. We obtain that the expression in the last line of (A.13) is
bounded above by
a‘f < Eow [51 <T<..< TiAfA < inf{s >0: X5 € ReS(L*,k—f—l)}](l — C7(J))

(induction)

A.l4
(1= cr (D)™ ¥ < (1= er())VTY, .

using in the last step that ma > I;\/Tl > /I —1. By combining the bounds (A.12) and (A.14),

we obtain:
ot , A 3 Vi1 ey oa
Fy'[inf{s > Sp : Xs € Res(¢, pq1)} > max T;] < (1 —e7(J)) + I 2 (A-k+1)

1<i<I
(A.15)
Finally, we take the supremum over all I-families, which yields (A.8) in the case where I > 2.
For I =1, the claim of (A.8) is true, since the right-hand side is bigger or equal to 1. O

We now turn to the proof of (4.43) of Theorem 4.7. Similar to (2.34) of [44], we set

0 sup sup  sup I’Z}’(J)(I), forl1<k<Jand I >1,
Pl(s )(I) =t Uo€ly, foy wE (A.16)
1, for1<k<JandI<O.

where in the first case, the supremum in ¢, is over all (I, .J, L)-compatible ¢, > 0. Using the
“canonical” I-family, one has that

Q70 < ff]J)(I)- (A.17)

Using (A.7) and (A.8) of Lemma A.1l, we receive upon taking the suprema over w € Qy,
Uo € Uy, g0y and (I, J, L)-compatible £, > 0:

fg‘])(I) =0, for I > 1,

=(J
o

bl (A.18)
(D<A =cr(INVT 412 TA —k+1), for I<k<JT>1.

The proof of (4.43) now follows by induction on k, in exactly the same way as (2.37)—(2.38)
of [44].
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