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Abstract

Let L4 = (2%, E?) be the d-dimensional hypercubic lattice. We consider a model of inhomogeneous
Bernoulli percolation on L4 in which every edge inside the s-dimensional sublattice Z5 x{0}975,2 < s <
d, is open with probability q and every other edge is open with probability p. We prove the uniqueness
of the infinite cluster in the supercritical regime whenever p # p¢(d) and 2 < s < d — 1, full uniqueness
when s = d—1 and that the critical point (p, gc(p)) can be approximated on the phase space by the critical
points of slabs, for any p < pc(d), where p.(d) denotes the threshold for homogeneous percolation.
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1 Introduction

A percolation process on a graph G = (V,E) is briefly defined as a probability measure on the set of
the subgraphs of G. Among the many possible variants, this paper deals with bond percolation models,
in which every edge of E can be retained (open) or removed (closed), states represented by 1 and 0,
respectively. A typical percolation configuration is an element of Q = {0, 1}%; this set can be regarded as
the set of subgraphs of G induced by their open edges. That is, an element w € Q is associated with the
subgraph (V(w), E(w)), where E(w) = {e € E : w(e) = 1} and V(w) = {x € V : Je € E(w) such that x € e},
and conversely, a subgraph (V’,F) ¢ G with no isolated vertices induces the configuration » € Q, given
by w(e) = 1if e € F and w(e) = 0 otherwise. As usual, the underlying o-algebra # of the process is the

one generated by the finite-dimensional cylinder sets of Q.

More specifically, we tackle the model studied by Iliev, Janse van Rensburg and Madras [15], which consists
of Bernoulli percolation on the d-dimensional lattice, d > 3, with an s-dimensional sublattice of inhomo-
geneities, 2 < s < d. Formally speaking, let L4 = (79 E9), where E? = {{x, yycz%: |x-yl, = 1}
and [|-||; is the Li-norm. Also, define H = Z° X {0}47% and Ey = {e €eEl:ec H} For p,q € [0,1],
the governing probability measure P, ; of the process is the product measure on (Q, ) with densities g
and p on Ey and E? \ Ey, respectively. That is, each edge of Ey is open with probability g and each edge
of E% \ Ey is open with probability p, independently of any other edge. In [15], the authors generalized
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several classical results of homogeneous bond percolation to this inhomogeneous setting. Besides, they
presented the phase-diagram for percolation and showed that the critical curve g.(p) is strictly decreas-
ing for p € [0, pc(d)], where p.(d) is the threshold for homogeneous Bernoulli bond percolation on I.¢.
This is particularly interesting since it guarantees the existence of a set of parameters (p,q) such that

P < pe(d) < q < pc(s) and there is an infinite cluster P, 4-almost surely.

This model was also treated by Newman and Wu [21], where the authors showed that, for large d, the
critical point g (p.(d)) is strictly between p(s) and p.(d), when 2 < s < d—3. They have also proved that
qc(pc(d)) = 1if s = 1. The papers of Madras, Schinazi and Schonmann [18] and Zhang [23] deal with low-
dimensional inhomogeneities as well. We also refer the reader to the book of Kesten [16], which presents
one of the earliest results on the study of the critical curve for inhomogeneous percolation: considering
the square lattice [ and assigning parameters p and q to the horizontal and vertical edges, respectively,

the author proves that q.(p) =1 - p.

The present work addresses two fundamental problems in percolation theory which have not yet been
considered for the model described above. The first one is to determine the number of infinite clusters in
a percolation configuration. For invariant percolation on the d-dimensional lattice, major contributions
to this topic are those of Aizenman, Kesten and Newman [3] and Burton and Keane [7]. An extension of
the latter’s argument to more general graphs can be found in the book of Lyons and Peres [17], where
the authors make use of minimal spanning forests to establish the uniqueness of the infinite cluster under
certain conditions. As we shall discuss further, the lack of invariance of the percolation measure P, ; under
a transitive group of automorphisms of L plays against a direct application of the existing techniques. We
will then explore some other properties of our model, so that we can overcome this issue and conveniently
adapt the known arguments to prove uniqueness of the infinite cluster in the case where p # p.(d) and

1 < s <d -1, and full uniqueness whens =d — 1.

The second problem we address is whether for any p € [0, p.(d)), the critical point (p, q.(p)) € [0,1]?
can be approximated by the critical point of the restriction of the inhomogeneous process to a slab Z2 x
{-N,... ,N}d_z, for large N € N. Here, the classical work of Grimmett and Marstrand [12] serves as the
standard reference for providing the building blocks that give an affirmative answer to this question. We
undergo the construction of a suitable renormalization process, which possesses some particularities that
arise with the introduction of inhomogeneities, in contrast with the usual approach of [12]. As we shall
see, in the supercritical regime of parameters (p, q) where p < p.(d), the exponential decay of the one
arm event in (Z4, E? \ Ey) [1, 10, 19] compels us to search for vertices connected to the origin lying near
the sublattice H. Therefore, the finite-size criterion used in the construction of long-range connections

must be modified accordingly.

In the following, we introduce the relevant notation and concepts that are necessary for the statement
of the main results of this paper. Given a graph G = (V,E) and a configuration © € Q, an open path
in G is a set of distinct vertices vy, v1,...,0, € V, such that {v;,0;41} € E and w({0;,v;41}) = 1 for every
i=0,...,m—1. Foru,v € V, we say that u is connected to v in w if either u = v or there is an open path
from u to v, this event being denoted by {u < v}. The cluster C(u) of u in w is the random set of vertices

of V that are connected to u, that is,
C(u) ={veV:ueo v}

If |C(u)| = oo, we say that the vertex u percolates and write {u <> oo} for the set of such configurations.

Since we are interested in investigating how many infinite clusters do exist, if any, in a configuration



w € Q, we define the number of infinite components of » as the random variable No, : Q@ — N U {+00},

given by

No = {C(u) :u € V,|C(u)| = oo}

We are now in a position to state the first theorem of this paper. As mentioned above, let p.(d) :=

sup{p : Pp (0 & o0 inL9) = 0}.

Theorem 1.1 (Uniqueness of the infinite cluster). Assume thatd > s > 1. Then, for every p,q € [0, 1] such
that p # p.(d), there is at most one infinite cluster almost surely. The conclusion also holds for p = p.(d) and
s=d—-1>1

Before we move on to state the second result, let us briefly discuss the issues that appear in our model
and are not covered by the existing literature regarding the determination of the number of infinite com-
ponents. On amenable graphs such as L%, there is an important property used in [7] and [17] which plays
a key role to determine the uniqueness of the infinite component in the supercritical phase, namely the
invariance of the percolation measure under a transitive group of automorphisms of the graph. Under
this condition, assuming N, = o0, one can find a positive lower bound for the probabilities of any vertex
x € Z% to be a branching point. This fact together with the observation that the number of branching
points lying inside any box of Z¢ cannot exceed the size of its boundary implies the non-amenability of
the graph, a contradiction. However, in our model, the group of automorphisms for which P, 4 is invari-
ant does not act transitively on Z¢, hence the above argument cannot be applied. As a matter of fact, if
Py q(Ne = 00) > 0 and p < p.(d), the probability that a vertex x is a branching point decays exponen-
tially fast with the distance between x and H, which leads us to the conclusion that the expected number
of branching points in a box of length n is of order n°, yielding no contradiction. On the other hand, when
p > pc(d), we must ensure that setting the parameter g to any value other than p does not cause the
appearance of any new infinite cluster around the sublattice H. We shall circumvent these difficulties by

exploring additional properties of the percolation measure P, 4.

For the statement of the second result, we introduce the critical parameter function, q. : [0,1] — [0, 1],
defined by

qc(p) = sup{q :Ppg(0 & 00) = O}.

We also denote by Y the analogous function for the restriction of the Bernoulli percolation process on
74 with sublattice of defects H = Z° x {0}%75 to the slab Z? x {-N,...,N}?2,

Theorem 1.2 (Approximation on slabs). Assume thatd > s > 2. Let p < pc(d). Then, for everyn > 0,
there exists an N € N such that

& (p+n) < qe(p) +1.

As we mentioned earlier, in [15] the authors showed that g, is strictly decreasing in the interval [0, p.(d)].
To complement the behavior of the critical curve, Theorem 1.2 arose as an effort to prove the (left)-
continuity of g, in the interval [0, p.(d)). Although the idea of essential enhancements cannot be directly
applied to determine the continuity of q., the work of Aizenman and Grimmett [2] implies that g~ is con-

tinuous and strictly decreasing in the interval [0, p.(d)), for every N € N. Therefore, the left-continuity of



g would follow if we could replace ¢ (p+1) by g (p) in the statement of Theorem 1.2. Since we were not
able to make this change, continuity of g, remains an open problem. Nevertheless, we have achieved some

minor improvements, such as the openness of the set {(p,q) € [0,1] : E, 4|C| < oo} and the continuity of
qcatp =0.

In what follows, we devote Section 2 to prove these improvements. In Section 3, we deal with the unique-
ness of the infinite cluster for our model. We also consider some uniqueness results on graphs of uniformly
bounded degree (see Section 3.5). In Section 4, we study how the inhomogeneous percolation process on

7% can be approximated by an analogous process on a slab Z% x {-N,...,N}¢72, for large N € N.

2 Perturbative study of the subcritical regime

In this section we study what happens to the percolation behavior when we take parameters p,q € [0, 1]
such that E, 4|C| < oo and increase both of them by some ¢ > 0. We conclude that if ¢ is small enough,

then we still have Epy¢ g4 |C| < 0.

Proposition 2.1. The set A = {(p,q) € [0,1]% : E4|C| < oo} is open.

An immediate consequence of this proposition is the following result:

Corollary 2.2. The function p — q.(p) is continuous at 0.

Proof of Proposition 2.1. Let (p,q) € A and define B, (0) = {0+ x : x € By}, v € Z%. We first claim that
there exists A > 0, such that, for every v € 74,

Ppq(v & B, (v)) < exp(—Am), Vm € N. (1)

To see this, note that if v < 9dB,,(v), then one of the following events occurs:

E4\E
° 0 (___\_Ii) aBm(U)§

EY\E
« for some h € HN B,,(v), there are two disjoint witnesses for v <——\—H> hand h & dB,(0).

Thus, a simple union bound argument followed by the BK-inequality [6] yields
EY\E, E\E
Ppg(0 © 9Bp(0)) < Ppg(v —— 9Bp(0)) + Zheting, (o) Ppg({o — h} o {h & By (0)})

E4\E, E\E
< Ppg(0 5 9Bm(0)) + Sherns,, (o) Ppg(0 e B)Pyy(h & By (0)).  (2)

E\E, E\E
The events {0 <———\—H> 8Bm(v)} and {U <——\—H> h} do not depend on the states of the edges in Ey. Since

E,4|C| < oo, we have p < p.(d). Hence, by the exponential decay of the one-arm event in the subcritical

regime for the homogeneous setting [1, 10, 19], there exists A; = A1(p) > 0 such that

d
Pyq(v <—[E—\—Eli> B, (0v)) < exp(—Aim), )
3

E\E
Py q(v > h) < exp(~Mlh = 0llo).



Since E;, 4|C| < oo, by Theorem 3 of [15], there exists A; = A2(p,q) > 0 such that

Ppq(0 & 9B,;) < exp(=Azm), Vm € N.

Hence, by the invariance of P, ; under the translations parallel to H, we have

Pyq(h & 9By (0)) < Ppg(h < 9By jh-o).. (h)
< exp(=Aa(m — [|h - v]|)). (4)

Combining estimates (3) and (4) in (2), we obtain
Py q(v & 9B (0)) < Km® exp(— min(Ay, A2)m) = exp{—(logK + slog m + min(Ay, Az)m)},

for some constant K > 0, so that (1) follows for A = min(A4,A2) + s + logK.

BB (0
Having proved (1), let m € N, v € Z¢ and define the set S,,(0) := {x € 3B, (0) : x om, v}. Then, there

exists K’ > 0 satisfying |9B,,(0)| < K'm? Vm € N, so that
EpqlSm(0)| < |0Bm(0)[Ppg(v < 9Bp(v)) < K’'m¢ exp(—Am), Ym € N,
for every v € 7% Thus, choose L € N such that,
bo(p, q) = K'LIE, 4ISL(0)] < 1/2, Vo € Z7,

and note that ¢,(p, q) is an increasing polynomial in both p and g. Due to the symmetry of the percolation
process and the invariance of P, ; under the translations parallel to H, there are at most L + 1 different

polynomials, each of which corresponding to a choice of v. Therefore, there exists € > 0 such that

b(p+eq+e) = sup dp(p+eqg+e) <1.

vezd

Let k € N and fix 0 € Z%. If the event {0 <> 9B (v)} occurs, then S (v) # @ and there exists y € dB(v)

Ep,; \Ep, (v)
such that y PN N JBg1(v). These two events are independent, hence

Ep,; \Es
Pp+e,q+s(v < By (v)) < Z Z Pp+s,q+e(SL(U) =S,y — 9B (v))
SCaBy, (v) yedBL (v)
S#£o

Egy \Es
= D0 20 Prregue(SL(®) = 9)Ppregue (y —— aBr(0)
SCoBy,(v) yeaBL (v)
S£@

< Z Z Pp+e,q+s(SL(U) = S)Pp+e,q+s(y — aB(k—l)L(y))
SCaBy, (v) yeaBL (v)
S+@

= Z Pp+s,q+e(y(_>aB(k—l)L(y)) Z Pp+e,q+s(SL(U)=s)

y€aBy, (v) SCaBL(v)
S+@

sup [Pp+e,q+s(y < aB(k—l)L(y))]K/Ld Z Pp+e,q+s(SL(U) =9)
yezd ScaBy, (v)
S#2

Supd [Pp+e,q+s(y « aB(k—l)L(y))] (])(P +¢&q+ €).
yezZ

IA

IA



Since v is arbitrary, writing bx := sup,cza [Ppﬂ,qﬂ(y — aBkL(y))] , k > 1, the above result implies

b = bi[d(p +e.q+e)] "

Since ¢p(p +¢,q+¢) < 1, we conclude that Ppeg4c (0 <> 9By,) decays exponentially with m, which implies
Epieq+e|C| < co. Therefore, (p +¢,q+¢) € A and A is open. ]

3 Uniqueness for inhomogeneous percolation on Z¢

We divide the proof of Theorem 1.1 in three cases: when p < p.(d), when p > p.(d) and when p = p.(d).
Different techniques are used in each situation. To deal with the case p < p.(d), we develop a more general
background regarding a less restrictive bond percolation measure P on a graph G = (V, E), comprising the
measure P, ; on the lattice L9 as a particular instance, and then show the impossibility of having more than
one infinite cluster in the supercritical phase for the inhomogeneous percolation model. The argument
used here is an adaptation of the use of minimal spanning forests as in Chapter 7 of [17], together with the
exponential decay of the probability of the one arm event for subcritical homogeneous percolation, derived
by Menshikov [19], Aizenman and Barsky [1] and Duminil-Copin and Tassion [10]. When p > p.(d), we
make use of the so-called mass transport principle as in Higgstrém and Peres [13]. Finally, we consider
the case p = p.(d), which relies on ergodicity arguments together with the absence of the infinite cluster

in the half space, proved by Barsky, Grimmett and Newman[4].

3.1 General background

We begin with some definitions. A (vertex)-automorphism of a graph G = (V,E) is a bijectiong : V — V
such that {g(u), g(v)} € E if and only if {u, v} € E. We write Aut(G) for the group of automorphisms of G.
Given a subgroup I' C Aut(G), we say that " acts transitively on G if, for any u,v € V, we have g(u) = v
for some g € T'. We say that G is transitive if Aut(G) itself acts transitively on G.

For any bond percolation process (Q, ¥,P) on G = (V, E), note that every g € Aut(G) induces a transfor-

mation § : Q — Q, given by

[§(0)]({u,v}) = w({g_IU,g_lv}), {u,v} € E.

We say that P is T'-invariant if P(§A) = P(A) for every A € ¥ and g € T.

Now, let It .= {A € F : A=A,V g € T}. Thatis, Ir C F is the o-field of events of F that are invariant
under the action of all elements of I'. We call the measure P I'-ergodic if P(A) € {0,1} for every A € Ir.

Finally, given v € Q and F C E, let

1, ife €F,
ITrw(e) =
w(e), ifeg¢F.

That is, ITrw € Q is the configuration obtained by opening the edges of F in w. We also denote by IT_rw
the configuration obtained by closing the edges of F in w (the same expression as above, but with 0 in
place of 1). For any event A € ¥, we define IIfA := {Ilrw : ® € A} and [1_fA = {Tlro : ® € A}.



A bond percolation process P on G is insertion tolerant (resp. deletion tolerant) if P(IIzA) > 0 (resp.
P(I1-rA) > 0) for any finite subset F C E and any event A € ¥ satisfying P(A) > 0. If a process is both

insertion and deletion tolerant, it is said to have the finite energy property.

Having defined all the relevant concepts, from now on we regard P as an insertion-tolerant bond percola-
tion process on G = (V, E), which is invariant and ergodic for some subgroup I' C Aut(G). Moreover, for
Sc V,define Es :={e € E:e C S}, T|s :={gls : g € T} and Cs(u) := C(u) N S. We shall also require that
there exists S C V such that I'|s acts transitively on the subgraph (S, Es) and

P(|C(u)| = 00,|Cs(u)| < ) =0 foreveryu e V. (5)

One can note that P, 4 is a process of the above kind: as a matter of fact, P4 is invariant under the
translations of Z¢ parallel to the sublattice H = Z° x {O}d_s, and insertion-tolerance comes from the fact
that the states of the edges of E¢ are independent of each other. For a proof of the ergodicity of P, 4 under
I', we refer to Proposition 7.3 of [17]. A proof of condition (5) with S = H is postponed to the later sections.

For such percolation process P, note that the action of any element of I" on a configuration w € Q does
not change the value of No,. Hence, N, is measurable with respect to Ir, and by ergodicity it is constant

P-a.s.. Under these conditions, we have the following result, due to Newman and Schulman [20]:

Theorem 3.1. Let G = (V,E) be a connected graph. Let P be an insertion-tolerant bond percolation process
on G, which is invariant and ergodic under a subgroup I' C Aut(G). Then Ny, € {0,1, 0} P-a.s..

We refer the reader to Theorem 7.5 of [17] for a proof of this result.

Thus, what comes next is intended to rule out the case N, = o0, using a similar approach to Theorem 7.9
of [17]. We emphasize that, unless p = g, this result cannot be applied directly in the present situation: if
p # g, the only subgroup I' ¢ Aut(IL?) for which P, 4 is invariant is that of the translations parallel to the

sublattice H, and T does not act transitively on L4, as required by the theorem.

First, we introduce some sets of vertices and edges of a graph G = (V, E) that will be needed in our proof.
For a subset K C V and a subgraph G’ = (V’,E’) C G, we define the interior vertex boundary of Kin G/,
the exterior vertex boundary of K in G’ and the exterior edge boundary of K in G’ respectively as the

sets
K := {y € K: 3x € V' \ K such that {x,y} € E'},

AS'K = {y € V' \ K : 3x € K such that {x,y} € E'}, (6)
ASK = {{x,y} €eE :x €K yeV \K}.
In particular, 9K = dcK, A,K := ASK and A.K := ASK. For any vertex u € V, we define the degree of the
vertex u in K as the number degy (u) = |A,{u} NK]|. We also write deg(u) = degy (u).
The relation between these sets we are going to use is expressed in the next result, which is Exercise 7.3

of [17]. The idea of the proof is highlighted in [17] and therefore we shall omit it.

Lemma 3.2. Let T = (Vr, Er) be a tree with deg(u) > 2 for all u € Vt and consider the set B :== {u € V1 :
deg(u) > 3}. Then, for every finite set K C Vr, we have

|A.K| > [KNB| +2. (7)



Until the end of this section, it will be useful to keep in mind the correspondence between the space
Q = {0, 1} and the set of the subgraphs of G = (V, E) induced by their open edges. We shall regard the

configurations of Q in both ways, referring to the most convenient manner when necessary.

We now state a version of Lemma 7.7 of [17], specifically designed to deal with Bernoulli percolation on
7% with a sublattice of defects and similar models. The proof of this version is carried out in the same way
as that of its counterpart in [17], with minor modifications, hence we shall omit it. For the statement of the
lemma, we need the following definition: a vertex u € V is called a branching point of a configuration
w € Q if u percolates in ® and removing all edges incident to u splits C(u) into at least three distinct
infinite clusters. The set of branching points of a configuration o will be denoted by A(w). For S C V,
recall that Cs(u) :== C(u) N S.

Lemma 3.3. Let G = (V,E) be a connected graph and P be an insertion-tolerant bond percolation process on
G. Suppose there exist a subgroup I' C Aut(G) and a connected set S C V such that

i. P isinvariant underT;

ii. P(|C(u)| = 00, |Cs(u)| < c0) =0 foreveryu € V.
IfP(w : Neo(w) = 00) > 0, then there exists, on a larger probability space (§~2, ﬁ) a coupling (§, ) with the
following properties:

a. § C o and § is a random forest;

b. The distribution of the pair (&, ) is I -invariant;

c. PIA(F)NS#2)>0.
When P is insertion-tolerant and invariant under Aut(G), the uniqueness of the infinite cluster is estab-
lished for amenable graphs by proving that if P(w : Ne(w) = c0) > 0, then G is non-amenable, see for
example Theorems 7.6 and 7.9 of [17]. What we shall exhibit in the next result is a simple and straight-
forward generalization of this fact. It will help us to make a proper argument regarding the uniqueness
of the infinite cluster for Bernoulli percolation on 7% with a sublattice of defects, which is not invariant

under Aut(IL%). Although the proof is carried out in the same way as the theorems mentioned above, we

present it in the sequel to include the generalization step in the appropriate place.

For a graph G = (V,E), let §',S C V with |S’| < oo, and define
C(8;S) := {u € S’ : v € S such that v & u}. (8)

Lemma 3.4. Let G = (V,E) be a connected graph and P be an insertion-tolerant bond percolation process on
G. Suppose there exist a subgroup I’ C Aut(G) and a connected set S C V such that the following conditions
hold:

i. P is invariant and ergodic underT’;
ii. P(|C(u)| = 00,|Cs(u)| < c0) =0 for everyu € V;

iii. T'|s acts transitively on the subgraph (S, Es), where Es := {e € E: e C S}.



IfP(® : Noo(w) = 00) > 0, then there exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that, for every finite set R C V satisfying
RNS # @, we have

A ©)
Before proving this result, note that if P is invariant and ergodic under T and T acts transitively on G, we
can take S = V and inequality (9) implies the non-amenability condition for G = (V, E). Besides, we would
like to stress the importance of the quantity E|C(A,R;S)| in (9). If this term is replaced by a larger one,
such as |AyR|, then it is not possible to extract any useful information from our percolation model. For
instance, if B, = {-n,..., n}d and we consider the inhomogeneous percolation process on 7% defined in
Section 1 ford =3, H= 7% x {0} and p < p.(3) < g < pc(2), it follows that there is a constant ¢ > 0 such
that |[A;B,| > ¢|B, N H| for all n € N. Nevertheless, we shall see in the next section that inequality (9)
does not hold for B,, on such model, therefore P, 4(® : Neo (@) = 00) = 0.

Proof of Lemma 3.4. Let P and & be as in Lemma 3.3. Conditions i — iii imply that there is a constant ¢ > 0
such that P(u € A(F)) = c for every u € S. Hence, the expected number of branching points of § in RN S

1S

EIAF) NRNS|= > P(ueA(F) =cRNS|. (10)

u€eRNS

Let 7 be the set of the infinite components (trees) of §. Also, consider the process of inductively removing
the leaves of a tree. If we apply this process to any T = (V1,E1) € T, we are left, at the end of the
procedure, with an infinite tree T = (Vp,Ep) C T that has no leaves and A(T’) = {u € Vp : deg(u) >
3} = A(T). Thus, an application of Lemma 3.2 with K = RN Vp yields

[ATR V)| = [AT (R NV
> RNV NA(T)| = |RNA(T)|.

Observing that [A};(R N VT)] C [A;R N V1] and summing up the above inequality over all trees T € 7,

we arrive at
|ARN Vg | > RNAF)| = [RNAF), (11)

where oo = Uteg T.

Finally, by property a. of Lemma 3.3, we have §e C wo, Where we is the union of all the infinite compo-
nents of . Since every vertex of we is connected to S by condition ii and P(Ns = o0) = 1 by ergodicity,

it follows that P-a.s.
|ARN Vg, | <|ARN V| < [C(AR;S)I. (12)
Combining equations (11) and (12), taking the expectation E and using equality (10), we conclude that

E|C(A.R;S)| > c[RNS|.



3.2 Proof of Theorem 1.1: the case p < p.(d)

Returning to the inhomogeneous percolation process on Z¢ defined in Section 1, we recall that the con-
ditions of Lemma 3.4 are satisfied for P = P, ,and S = H = Z° x {0}97%. In the case p < pe(d) and
Ppq(Ne > 0) = 1, condition (5) is trivially satisfied since there is no infinite cluster on 7% \ H almost
surely. By Theorem 3.1, we then have N, € {0, 1,00} P, 4-a.s.. However, going in the opposite direction

of having infinitely many infinite clusters, we have the following result:
Proposition 3.5. LetB, = {-n,..., n}d, neN. Ifp < p:(d) and q € [0,1], then

Ep,q|C(Aan§H)|

0.
|B, N H] n—oo

Proof. By the exponential decay of the one arm event in the homogeneous model with parameter p <
pe(d) [1, 10, 19], there exists a positive constant ¢, > 0 such that P, 4(u <> H) < exp{—c, dist(u, H)} for
any vertex u € 7%, where dist(u, H) denotes the graph-theoretical distance between u and H. Therefore,

taking oo > (d — s — 1)/c, and observing that A,B,_; C 9B, = B, \ B,,_;, we have

Ep,q|C(Aan—1; H)| < Ep,qlc(aBn§ H)l
= Z Pyq(u & H) + Z P, q(u < H)
u€adB, uedB,
dist(u,H) <alog n dist(u,H) > log n
<C [ns_l (alogn)¥=* + nd1 exp{—cpalog n}]
(alogn)?-s

< C’'|B,_; N H| x [
n

+ nd—s—l—cpa],

for positive constants C = C(s,d) and C’ = C’(s,d). Observing that the last term in brackets goes to zero

as n — o9, the result follows. O

As an immediate consequence of Lemma 3.4 and Proposition 3.5, we can rule out the case Ny, = co when
p < pe(d).
Corollary 3.6. Ifp < p.(d) and q € [0,1] then Ny € {0,1} Pp 4-a.s..

3.3 Proof of Theorem 1.1: the case p > p.(d)

In order to work with the case p > p.(d), recall that the set of edges whose vertices both belong to the
sublattice H = Z° x {0}97% is denoted by Ey = {e eEl:ec H} and let P be the probability measure
associated with the family {U(e) ‘e € [Ed} of i.i.d. random variables having uniform distribution in [0, 1].
Also, consider the decomposition E? = E* UE~ U Eg, where E* = {{x,y} e (x4 Vyg) > 0} and
E-=F4 \ (E* UER), and for p, g, t € [0,1], let Wp,q.t € 10, I}Ed be the Bernoulli bond percolation process
on L4 given by

1u(e)<p} ife € EY,
wpgt(e) = 1(u(e)<q} if e € Eg,

l{U(e)St} ifeeE".

To establish the uniqueness of the infinite cluster when p > p.(d), we make use of the above coupling

and the technique used in the proof of Proposition 3.1 of [13] to derive the following result:
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Proposition 3.7. Ifp > p.(d) and q € (0,1), then No, = 1Py 4-a.s..

The proof of Proposition 3.7 relies on the so-called mass transport principle. As pointed out in [13],
it was first used in the percolation setting by Haggstrém [14] and fully developed by Benjamini, Lyons,
Peres and Schramm [5]. To our purposes, it suffices to state a particular case of this principle, based on

Theorem 2.1 of [13], to which we refer the reader for a proof.

Theorem 3.8 (The Mass-Transport Principle). Let T c Aut(IL%) be the subgroup of translations parallel to
the sublattice H = Z° x {0}%5. If (Q, P) is any ['-invariant bond percolation process on L% and m(x, y, ®) is
a nonnegative function of x,y € H, w € Q such that m(x,y, ®) = m(yx, yy, yo) forallx,y and ® and y € T,
then

m(x,y, w) dP(w) = Z m(y, x,w) dP(w) Vx € H. (13)
yeH Q yeH Q

This result can be viewed as the mass transport principle applied just on the sublattice H. To make proper
use of this technique, we must establish condition (5), regarding the connected component C (v, wp,q:) of

d .
v € Z% in the configuration w,,q;.

Lemma 3.9. Ifp > p.(d) and q € [0, 1], then for every v € H we have

P(lC(U, (*)p,0,0)| = 09, |C(U> (*)p,0,0) N H| < OO) =0, (14)
P(IC (v, wp,gp)| = 0,|C (v, wp,qp) NH| < 00) = 0. (15)

Proof. Since the critical point for homogeneous percolation in half-spaces is p.(d) [4], we have P(|C (0, wp,0,0)| =
00) > 0. Also, we know that P is T-invariant, hence ergodicity implies that there are P-a.s. infinitely many
vertices in H belonging to an infinite cluster of w09 when p > p.(d). Property (14) then follows from the

uniqueness of the infinite cluster of w,,0,0, as mentioned in Barsky, Grimmett and Newman [4].

To prove (15), suppose that for some p > p.(d) and g € [0, 1], there is a finite set F ¢ H such that the
event
d
B ={U€[0,1]% :|C(0,0pgp(U))| = 00, C(0,00p4p(U)) NH =F}

has positive probability. Since, for any U € B, every edge within C (0, wpq,(U)) that is incident to H is
contained in A.F N AH, if we p-close every edge in A.FN A H, we are mapped to a configuration U’ such
that, for some vertex x € A,F \ H, we have |C(x, wp,:p(U"))| = 0o and |C(x, wp+,(U’)) NH| < oo not
only for t = g, but for every t € [0, 1]. In particular, this holds for t = p. Therefore, denoting by B’ the
event of such configurations, the finite energy property implies that P(B’) > 0. But this is a contradiction,
since ergodicity and uniqueness of the infinite cluster of wy, , , imply that there are almost surely infinitely

many vertices in H belonging to the infinite cluster of w,,,, when p > p.(d). ]

Proof of Proposition 3.7. We shall show that every infinite cluster of w4, contains an infinite cluster of
®p,0,0- Uniqueness for w g, follows from the fact that the cluster of w0 is almost surely unique. This
is the same proof as that of Proposition 3.1 of [13]. We present the reasoning again to indicate the places

where Lemma 3.9 should be applied.

Let = (w1, wz) be the coupling of the processes w; = wp00 and wz = Wpgp, With p > p.(d) and
q € [0,1], and denote by P; the marginal distribution of w;, i = 1,2. Let C(u, ;) be the connected

component of u € Z¢ in the configuration w; and C(co,w;) be the union of the infinite clusters in the
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configuration ;. Since P; is invariant only by automorphisms y € Aut(IL¢) satisfying y(H) = H, we shall
use properties (14) and (15) to restrict our analysis to the sublattice H. Hence, we also consider the random
sets Cy(u, ;) = C(u, w;) N Hand Cy(co, w;) := C(c0,w;) NH.

For u,v € 79, recall that dist(u,v) denotes the graph-theoretic distance between u and v. Given u € H,

define

Dy (u) = inf{dist(u,0) : v € Cg(oo, w1)};

Au) :

veCy (1,0z)

{D1(u) >0} N {Dl(u) = min Dl(o)}.

That is, A(u) is the event where u € H is one of the vertices of Cy(u, w;) that are closest to Cy(oo, w1) in

the configuration wy, this distance being positive.

By properties (14) and (15), every connected component of C(oo,w;), i = 1,2, intersects H at infinitely
many vertices almost surely. Hence, since ®; C wy, if u € Cy(o0, wz), then one of the following events

occur:

e u € Cy(oo,w);
e u ¢ Cy(co,w1), Jv € C(o0, 1) such that u € Cy(v, w2);

e u ¢ Cq(oo,w1), Yo € C(o0,w1), u & Cul(v, ), |C(u, w3)| = o0.

For any configuration in the first two events, it follows that C(u, w;) contains an infinite cluster of
C(00,w1). For any ® = (w1, w;) in the last event, there exists a vertex x € Cy(u, w;) such that D;(x) =
MiNgye g, (uwy) D1(2) > 0. In other words, this configuration belongs to the event Uyen[{|C(x, w2)| =

oo} N A(x)]. Therefore, the proposition is proved if we show that

PH{|C(u, w2)| =0} NA(u)) =0 VueH.

We begin by analyzing the event {|C(u, w2)| = 0o} N A(u) N {Dy(u) > 1}. For u,0 € H, let

Ay ={veCu(u,wz)}N {O <Di(v) < min Dl(w)},

weCy (u,w2)
w#+o

that is, A, , is the event in which v € Cy(u, w2) and is the only vertex of Cy(u, w,) that is closest to

Cu (o0, 1) in the configuration ;.

For every w = (w1,02) € {|C(u,w2)| = oo} N A(u) N {Dy(u) > 1}, if we open (in w, only) an edge
{u,w} € Eg with Dy(w) = D;(u) — 1 and close every other edge incident to w, we are mapped to a
configuration in By, 4, = {|C(w, w2)| = c0} N A, ,,. Since P, has the finite energy property, if we show
that P(B,,,,) = 0, then we must have P({|C(u, wz)| = 0o} N A(u) N {D1(u) > 1}) = 0, and the first part of
the proof is completed.

Define m(u,v,®) = 1a,,(w) and, as in Theorem 3.8, let T’ C Aut([Ld) be the subgroup of translations
parallel to the sublattice H = Z° x {0}*°. Since P is T-invariant, m(x,y,©) = m(yx,yy, yo) for all
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xy €H o= (0,w)andy e€T,and Ay, , N Ay, w = @ if v # w, the mass-transport principle (13) yields

J Z m(v, u, w) dP(w) = m(u, v, ®) dP(w)
Q yeH veH JQ (16)
= Z P(Au,v) = P(U Au,v) <L
veH veH

By property (15), we have |Cu(u, w2)| = oo almost surely for every configuration w € By, = {|C(u, w2)| =
o} N Ay, and consequently > ,cyq m(v, u, w) = oo for every o € By, ,,. This fact implies P(B,,,,) = 0 for all

u € H, since otherwise we would have

JQ > m(v,u,0)dP(w) > L > m(v,u,0) dP(w) = JBM 00 dP(0) = oo,

veEH u,u veEH

a contradiction with (16).

Now, it remains to show that P({|C(u, 02)| = oo} N A(u) N {Dy(u) = 1}) = 0. For a subset V ¢ Z% and
x,y € V, let disty (x, y) be the graph-theoretic distance between x and y in the subgraph of Z¢ induced by
V. For w € H, define the random set

@, if w ¢ Cy(oo, w1),
S(w) = 0 € Cy(w, 3) : diste (e, (0, W)

, if we Cg(oo,w1).
< dist e (wawy) (0, %) Vx € C(00,w1) \ {w}

That is, S(w) is the set of vertices v € Cy(w, wz) such that w is the only vertex of C(co, 1) closest to v in
the metric of C(w, wy).

Note that, for any o = (01, 0;) € {|C(u, w2)] = 0o} N A(u) N {D;(u) = 1}, if we open (in w; only) an
edge {u,w} € Eg with w € Cy(co, 1), we are mapped to a configuration in {|S(w)| = oo}. Since P,
is insertion-tolerant, we conclude that P({|C(u, w;)| = o0} N A(u) N {D;(u) = 1}) = 0 if we show that
P(IS(w)| = o) = 0.

Let m(u, w,®) = 1y es(w)}- Again by the mass-transport principle (13), we have

Z m(w, u, ») dP(w) = Z m(u, w, ») dP(w)

Q weH weH JQ (17)
= > P(ueS(w) = P(U (ue S(W)}) <1
weH weH

By property (15), we have 3 ,,cg m(w, u,®) = co for any o € {|S(u)| = oo}, and this fact together with
(17) implies P(|S(u)| = o0) = 0, similarly to the previous case. Since P, is insertion-tolerant, we conclude
that P({|C(u, w2)| = oo} N A(u) N {Dy(u) =1}) = 0. O

Remark 3.1. By a similar reasoning, we can extend Proposition 3.7 to include the degenerate case ¢ = 0.

The case g = 1 is trivial.

3.4 Proof of Theorem 1.1: the case p = p.(d),s =d — 1

We end the proof of Theorem 1.1 considering the case p = p.(d), s = d — 1. The proof for this case
also works for p < p.(d) and uses a more concrete approach than the one developed in Section 3.1. For

simplicity, we assume that q ¢ {0, 1}: see Remark 3.3.
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By Theorem 3.1, we know that Ne, € {0, 1, co} almost-surely for P, 4. Then, let us proceed by contradiction
and assume that P, 4(Ne = 00) = 1 for some g € [0,1] and p < pc(d). Let G be the set of all branching
points that belong to H. Recall that T' is the group of translations parallel to the hyperplane H. By the
T-invariance of P, ; and the finite energy property, we have P, 4(x € G) =t > 0 for every x € H.

Let B, = {0,1,...,n}° X {-[logn],..., logn]}, n € N. We shall study the consequences of having a
“reasonable amount” of branching points inside B, N H, for large values of n. First, let G, = G N B,,. By

the I'-ergodicity of P, ; and the ergodic theorem, |G,|/|B, N H| —— t in probability. Consequently,

Ppq(|Gal 2 1°t/2) — 1. (18)

Next, given n € N, y € {—,+}, and writing x = (x3,...,Xx4) € 79, let OBY = {x € 9B, : x4 = yllogn]}
and 0B}, := dB,, \ (dB}, U dB)).

As in the classical argument of Burton—Keane [7], if |G,| > k for some k > 0, then there are at least k
vertices in 9B, connected to H within B,,. Let %, be the set of such vertices and %, := %, N oB), for
y € {—, + *}. Note that if | #,| > k, then there exists y € {—, +, *} such that || > k/3. Combining this

observation with the limit (18) and the fact that |0B},|/n® —— 0, we have
n—oo

1= li,rlri)i;lpr,q(KYj (%,” > nst/Z) < lirrlrl)ior.}pr,q(LYj{L%,‘,{‘ > nst/6}) < ZIiﬂiQfPP!q(“%”_‘ > nst/é),

(19)

where the last inequality follows from the union bound and the symmetry of the events {|%,/| > k},
ye{+-}

Since dist(dB;,,H) = |logn], any vertex of %, is p-connected to distance |logn| within B,. Hence,
defining the half-space Hy = {x € Z : x4 > h}, h € Z, we get

lim inf Pp,q(|{0 € dB,, : v is p-connected to distance |logn] in H—I_lognj}| > nst/é) > 0. (20)
n—oo

On the other hand, the result of Barsky, Grimmett and Newman [4] ensures that there is no infinite
cluster in the half-space Z%~! x Z, when p = q¢ < p.(d). Then given ¢ > 0, there exists r > 0 such
that P, , (o is connected to distance r in Hy) < e. By the T-ergodicity of P, 4 and the ergodic theorem, we
conclude that P, ,(|{v € B, N H : v is connected to distance r in Ho}| > &n®) — 0. In particular, we
have

lim Pp,p(|{v € B, NH : v is connected to distance |logn] in |]-|]o}| > sns) =0. (21)

n—oo

Take ¢ = t/6. Then, for every fixed n, the probabilities considered in Equations (20) and (21) are equal.

Therefore, these two equations yield a contradiction and the proof is finished. ]

Remark 3.2. Note that the above reasoning does not apply to the case s < d — 1. As a matter of fact,
the cardinality of any facet of B, = {-n,...,n}* x {-|logn],..., logn] }d‘s that does not intersect H
consists of roughly n®(log n)?~5~! vertices. Therefore, (19) does not imply anymore that, for such a facet
F, the proportion of vertices v € F such that v & H stays away from zero with probability larger than

some constant: it only gives that this proportion is larger than c/(log n)?~~! with controlled probability.

Remark 3.3. The argument as it is written uses the fact that p and q do not belong to {0, 1}, because

of finite energy. However, the argument readily adjusts to deal with degenerate values. The less trivial
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adjustment concerns degenerate values for g but not for p, and it is handled by working with H+(0, ..., 0, 1)
instead of H: we then have at least four p-edges touching each vertex of the considered hyperplane, which
suffices to craft branching points. Considering ¢ € {0, 1} makes what happens inside H trivial, but this
does not make the result we obtain uninteresting: it is a statement about critical homogeneous Bernoulli
percolation. Namely, in a critical homogeneous Bernoulli percolation, fully opening (resp. closing) a whole

hyperplane cannot yield infinitely many infinite clusters.

3.5 Uniqueness on graphs of uniformly bounded degree

In this section, we make use of Lemma 3.4 and the mass-transport principle to discuss the uniqueness of in-
homogeneous Bernoulli percolation in the case where G = (V,E) is a connected graph and sup, ., deg(v) =
d < co. We also suppose that there exist a subgroup I' € Aut(G) and a connected set S C V such that T|g

acts transitively on (S, Es).
For p,q € [0,1], let P, 4 be the Bernoulli bond percolation measure on G, given by
q, ifecs,

P, 4(e is open) =
p, otherwise.

Given a vertex x € 74, a subset S 3 x of Z¢, and p,q € [0,1], define

N S
Ppq(,8) = q D Ppglx > y) + p D> Ppglx & y), (22)
{y,z} eASNEy {y.z} eASNEG

where AS == {{y,z} € E?:y €S,z ¢ S} and x N y denotes the event that x is connected to y by an open
path {x = x1,%3,...,xx =y} CS.

Let p < d™'. Then, for every v € V, we have ¢, , (v, {v}) < dp < 1. By a similar reasoning to the one used

in the proof of the exponential decay presented in [10] (Theorem 1, Item 1), we can conclude that
Pyp(v & 9B,(v)) < (dp)", neN, (23)

where B, (v) = {x € V : dist(x,v) < n}.

Thus, in the setting described above, conditions i-iii of Lemma 3.4 are clearly satisfied for any g € [0, 1]

andp < d L.

Recall the notation for boundaries of sets defined in (6). Through the rest of this section, to avoid a
cumbersome notation, given A C V, we shall write, AA = A A and dsA = 9sg)A. We will also use

dists(x, y) to denote the graph-theoretical distance between x and y in (S, Es).

Proposition 3.10. If (S, Es) is amenable, then, for any q € [0,1] and p < 1/d?, there exists a sequence

{Rn}nen of subsets of V, such that
Ep,q|C(ARn; S)|

|Rn N S| n—oo

Therefore, it follows that No, € {0, 1} almost surely.

Remark 3.4. Although we have exponential decay of connectivities for p < d~1, it will be clear ahead that
we must use the more restrictive condition p < d~2, in order to compensate the growth of the vertices of

a ball B,,(0v), as n increases.
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Example 3.1. Let T = (Vr,Er) be an infinite tree whose vertices have uniformly bounded degree and
T = (V1,E7) be the cartesian product between T and Z, i.e., the graph with vertex set V1 = V1 X Z, and
edge set

Er={{(u,n),(u,n+1)}:ueVy,ne Z}U{{(un),(v,n)}:{u,v} € Er,n € Z}.

Let P = {v; : j € Z} C V1 be a doubly-infinite path in T and S = P X Z. In this case, (S, Es) is isomorphic
to the square lattice L%, and therefore is amenable. Given the percolation process Py 4, defined above,
Proposition 3.10 implies that, for any ¢ € [0, 1] and small values of p, there is a.s. at most one infinite

cluster on T, although it is a non-amenable graph.

Proof of Proposition 3.10. First, we construct an appropriate sequence {R, } ,en of subsets of V. We proceed

as follows:

Forv € Sand n € N, define
R,(v) == {x € V : dist(x,0) = dist(x,S) < n}.

Note that, for every w € AR, (v), there exists a vertex y € S such that dist(w, y) = dist(w, S) < dist(w,v).
Then, if L,, (v, w) is the largest distance, in the metric of S, between v and the vertices y € S with the above

property, one can define
L,(v) = max{L,(v,w) : v € S,w € AR,(v)}.

Since I' € Aut(G) acts transitively on (S, Es), we have L, (v) =L, € N for every v € S.

By the amenability of (S, Es), there exists a sequence {S, } ,en of finite subsets of S, such that |3sSn|/|Sx| —

0 as n — oo. In particular, given n € N, let M,, € N be such that
|05 SM 41/ 1M, < d7H7%m72 (24)
for every j > 1. Finally, let

Uy, = {x € S:dists(x,5m,) =j}, JjeEN,

S; = SMn U [ U Un’j],
1<j<Ly
R, = | Ra(0).

v€eS;,

Having defined the sets Ry, n € N, we claim that for every v € Sy, if x € R,(v) and dist(x,S) < n, then
A{x} c Ry. To see this, suppose v € Sy, and consider a vertex x € R, (v), such that dist(x,S) = m < n.
Then, if w € A{x}, one of the following alternatives hold:

* W€ Rpy1(v) CRy;

« w € ARy, (v) N AR, (v). In this case, there is a vertex y € S, y # v, and a path from w to y, such that

dist(w, y) = dist(w, S) < dist(w,v) < dist(w, x) + dist(x,0) =1+m < n,
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therefore w € Ry(y). If y € Sm, C S;, then we trivially have w € R,. If y € S\ Sy,, note
that dists(y, Sm,,) < dists(y,0) < L,, which implies that y € Up,; for some j = 1,...,L,, and
consequently y € S}, and w € R,,.

Then, the claim is true and we can conclude that, for every v € Sy, if x € AR,NAR,(v), then dist(x,S) > n.

Now, let g € [0,1] and p < 1/d* To find a suitable upper bound for E, 4C(AR,;S), we rely on two
estimates for Y,ear, (o) Ppg(x <> S); both use the fact, that since sup, ., deg(x) = d < oo, we have
[{x € V : dist(x,0) < m}| < d™! foreveryv € V.

First, for every n € Nand v € S,

Z P,q(x & S) <d™. (25)
x€AR,, (v)

Second, for any n € N and v € S, the exponential decay (23) implies

>, Ppglx e 8) < > (dp)* <d™P(dp)" = d*(d*p)". (26)
x€AR, (v) x€AR,, (v)
dist(x,S)>n dist(x,S) €{n,n+1}

Thus, using the facts that

AR, N AR, (0) C AR,(0), (27)
[Un ;| < |8Swm,|d”, (28)

along with estimates (25) and (26), we arrive at

EpqlC(ARS) = D) Ppg(x & S)

x€AR,,

Z Pyq(x & S)

vES;,
x€AR,NAR, (0)

Z Ppq(x & S) + Z Ppq(x < S)

UESMn UES;\SMH
x€AR,, (v) x€AR, (v)

DT D Ppglx ©8)+[S; \ Sy, ld™

€Sy, x€AR,(v)
dist(x,S) >n

IA

IA

IA

IA

Ly
ISw, 1d* (d?p)" + > [Un jld"™!

=1

Ln _

< [Swi, 142 (d%p)™ + D 35S, |d/d"™!
j=1

< |Swm, 1d*(d*p)™ + | 9sSm, |d" "+

< [Sm, 1d* (d”p)" + [Sw, 1d ",

where the last inequality is a consequence of the choice of M, (24). Since p < d~2, dividing both sides by
IR, NS| =|S},| > |Sm, | and letting n — oo yields the desired result. O

From Proposition 3.10, we conclude that uniqueness holds for every pair of parameters in {(p,q) : p <

d™%,q > q.(p)}. We now claim that this set can be extended with the aid of the mass-transport principle,
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described in Section 3.3. As a matter of fact, one can note that Theorem 3.8 can be reformulated in a more

general setting, where

« L% is replaced by an infinite and connected graph, G = (V, E), of uniformly bounded degree;

« the sublattice H and the translations parallel to it are replaced by a subgraph (S, Es) and a subgroup
I' ¢ Aut(G), such that T'|s acts transitively on (S, Es).

Also, one should observe that, in the proof of Proposition 3.7, the key fact that allowed us to show that
every infinite cluster of w, 4, contains an infinite cluster of wy, oo is that, whenever an infinite cluster
exists, it intersects H at an infinite number of vertices, in both percolation configurations. Thus, letting

pc(G) be the threshold for homogeneous Bernoulli percolation on G, we can establish the following result:
Proposition 3.11. If (S, Es) is amenable, 0 < p.(S, Es) < 1, and there exist p € (0,1) and q > q.(d"?) such

that

P)q(v <> ) >0,

Ppq(IC(0)] = 00, |C(v) NS| <00) =0 Vo€V,
thenPp (N = 1) = 1.

Proof. Since sup, . deg(x) = d < oo and g, is non-increasing, if ¢ > g.(d™?), there exists p’ < d~% such
that

Py (v & o0) >0, (29)
Py p (v > 00) = 0. (30)

By the amenability of (S, Es), Proposition 3.10 and (29) imply that P, 4(Ne = 1) = 1. Additionally, the
finite energy property along with (30) imply that

Py g(IC(v)] = 0,|C(v) NS| <) =0 VoeV.

By hypothesis, we also have P, 4(|C(v)| = o0, |C(v) N'S| < 00) = 0 for every v € V.

Now, let P be the probability associated with the family {U(e) : e € E} of i.i.d. random variables having
uniform distribution in [0, 1] and, for p,q € [0,1], let w, 4 € {0, 1}E be the bond percolation process on G,
given by

1{u(e)<py ife € E\Es,
wpgle) = o
1(u(e)<q} if e € Es.

By the same reasoning used in the proof of Proposition 3.7, we conclude that every infinite cluster of w, 4
contains an infinite cluster of w4 almost surely. Since P ;(No = 1) = 1, it follows that P, ;(No = 1) =

1. O

Corollary 3.12. If (S, Eg) is amenable and 0 < p.(S,Es) < 1, then N = 1 almost surely for every p €
(0.pc(G)) and g > qe(d™%) V qe(p).
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Proof. 1t suffices to observe that, in this case, P 4(|C(v)| = oo,|C(v) N'S| < o0) = 0 for every v € V,
therefore Proposition 3.11 holds. ]

4 Approximation on slabs

We accomplish the proof of Theorem 1.2 using the ideas developed by Grimmett and Marstrand in [12].
Nevertheless, they must be adapted to the inhomogeneous setting, and we do so in the sequel. Every result
stated in the next section has an analogous counterpart in [12], and this correspondence will be indicated.
Proofs that do not differ from their original counterpart are omitted. We shall also highlight the relevant

aspects that are particular to our case. From now on, we denote 0(p, q) = P, 4(0 <> o).

4.1 Technical lemmas

Recall that H = Z° X {O}”l_S and that A,S and A.S denote the external vertex and edge boundaries of a set
Scz4, respectively, and dS denotes internal vertex boundary of S. For m € N, let B, := {-m,..., m}d
and B! .= B, nH.

Given o, p > 0and n € N, let
S¥P = {x e H:Pn+1< |x|lo < Pn+an},

and, for m € N with Bn > m, consider the random set

| (31)

Bpnsan\Si
uP = {x € NS:P oy L BH;

Our first task is to show that, in the regime p < p.(d) < q < pc(s), if the cluster of BE is infinite for some
m € N, then it is unlikely that UZ’B consists of just a few vertices, as n — co. We work with definition (31)
because, unlike the homogeneous percolation process, since we are considering 0(p,q) > 0 and p < p.(d),
when we search for vertices that are connected to BY] and distant from the origin, we are compelled to
look for candidates near the sublattice H. The following result is the equivalent of Lemma 3 of [12]. Its

proof is carried out anew due to the definition of UZ’E’ .

Lemma 4.1. Foranyk,m e N, o, > 0 and p < p.(d) < q < pc(s), we have
Ppg(IU"] < kBl & o) 0.
Proof. Under the conditions of the lemma we have
Py (US| < k,BIL & 00) < P,y (JUXP| = 0,BY o o0) + P, (1 < [USP| < k).

Hence, the result is proved if we show that the two probabilities on the right-hand side of the inequality

above go to zero as n — oo. To see this, note that since p < p.(d), the exponential decay of the radius of

the open cluster [1, 10, 19] implies that there is a constant c, > 0 such that
10 [3 H BBnﬂxn\S?{B
Ppq([Un"| = 0,B,, & o) < Pp,q(Bﬁn ~, 8B[3n+om) < |0Bpn e~ (32)

19



Also, since the random variable |UZ’ﬁ| does not depend on the states of the edges in AESZ’ﬁ, given j €
{1,...,k}, we have

Ppg(IU5°1 = 1)1 - @)% < Py (U771 = ) (1 - g/
< Pp,q(|Ug’ﬁ| =7, AeUZ’ﬁ N AeSZ’ﬁ closed)

BﬁnJrozn\Sl:(;[3
—

< Ppq({Bl) © B BlE o Bpscn} U {BL] Buscn}

< Py q(B)y © Bg,, [C(BL)| < o0) +[9Bg,|e™ ",

where C(BLl) denotes the open cluster of Bl. Consequently, it follows that

k
Ppg(1 < URP < k) = (1) D (1 - 9)FPpa(1USF| = )
=1
<(1- q)—kk[Pp,q(Bg & 9Bp, |C(BH)| < c0) + [Bple=r*n . (33)

Thus, the proof is completed by observing that the right-hand sides of (32) and (33) go to zero as n —

(SN O

The next result we state is the equivalent of Lemma 4 of [12]. It says that if B} percolates, then for
sufficiently large n, there is always a portion of AZ,S?;’Ij where we can find as many sites connected to B!

as we like with positive probability, which goes to one as m — oo.

Define the sets

F&P = [Bn+ 1, Bn + an] x [0, pn + an]*" x {0}975,

T(r):Ij = AUF(r)l‘Is N Bﬁnﬂxna

B I‘l"’(}tl‘l\F‘}x'l,[i
VZ’E’ = {x € TZ’ﬁ ix <—E———> BH}.

m

Lemma 4.2. Foranyk,meN, o, > 0 and p < p.(d) < q < pc(s), we have

c . A 2%
lim inf Py.q ([ViP| 2 k) 2 1= Py q (Bl e 00)'*%"

The proof of this result consists in an application of the FKG-inequality [11] together with Lemma 4.1.

Since it is analogous to its counterpart in [12], we shall omit it.

Now, we go one step further and show that, if the origin percolates for some p < p.(d) < q < pc(s),
then for sufficiently large n and m, it is very likely to have B!l connected to some translate x + B} which
is contained in FZ’B and whose edges are all open. That is, we shall establish the equivalent of Lemma 5
of [12]. Although the proof of our result is carried out similarly as its counterpart, one of its steps uses a
more general argument. This is done to avoid the verification, at a certain point of the proof, that 2m + 1
divides both an +1 and an + fn+ 1, for some a, 3 > 0 and m, n € N. For the sake of clarity, we will present
the full proof.

For m € N and x € H, we say that x + BIl is an m-seed if every edge in x + B!l is open. Thus, we define,

20



foran > 2m+1,

Kf‘nﬁn = {x € TZ’B :dy € FZ’B, {x,y} € [Ed,o)({x, y}) = 1,y is in an m-seed in Fgﬁ}

The strategy here is the following: provided that we can find any large number of vertices in |Vg’ﬁ | with
probability as high as we need, we additionally require that some fixed number of these vertices are
connected to a seed in Fg’ﬁ. Using the structure of Z¢ we can ensure that these candidates are far away
from each other in such a way that all the possible seeds are mutually disjoint. Hence, if we have many

such candidates, we can conclude that B! is connected to K;Xnﬁn with high probability.

The following assertion describes the structural property of Z¢ we will make use of:

Claim 4.3. For every M,k € N, M > 2, there exists T(M, k) € N such that if A C 7% and |A] > T(M, k),
then there is a subset {x1,...,xm} C A satisfying ||x; — xj|lco > k for every i # j, wherel < i,j < M.

Lemma 4.4. If0(p,q) > 0 and p < p.(d) < q < pc(s), then for every o, B, n € (0, 0), there exist m,n € N
such that

B[in’ﬂxn’

Pp,q(Bg — Kf‘nﬁn,) >1-n foralln' >n.
Proof. If0(p,q) > 0, then there exists m € N such that

s2°%
P g (B & 00) > 1 - (g) . (34)

Let M € N be such that

H n\ /M
PPy q(B,, is an m-seed) > 1 — (5) (35)
and fix I = T(M, 2(2m+ 1) + 2) as in Claim 4.3. By Lemma 4.2 and (34), it follows that there existsann € N

such that

P, (VP > 1) > 1- g foralln’ > n. (36)

Now, let n” > n and note that Claim 4.3 ensures that, for every configuration in the event {|V:iﬁ| > l}, there

. o,f
is a subset {x1,...,xu} C A

satisfying ||x; — xjllcc > 2(2m + 1) + 2 for every i # j, where 1 < i, j < M.
Hence, if y; is the unique neighbor of x; that belongs to F:if’ and BH . c H is a box of side length 2m
containing y;, then BI:”. N ng =@ foreveryi # j,1 <i,j < M. Since the event {|V:ZB| > l} does not

depend on the states of the edges in S:iB and of AeSZ;ﬁ , inequalities (35) and (36) imply

/+an’ M
Ppg (Bl K2 ) 2 g ({IVEF] 2 1) 0 [ e k22 )

i=1

>1-n.

The previous result illustrates what kind of long-range connections we intend to use in the proof of The-
orem 1.2. To properly use them, we consider the following improvement of Lemma 4.4, which is the

equivalent of Lemma 6 of [12].
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Recall that, for S ¢ Z¢, we have Eg = {e eFl:ec S}, and let P be the probability measure associated
with the family {U(e) ‘e € [Ed} of ii.d. random variables having uniform distribution in [0, 1]. In this
context, for p € [0, 1], we say that e € E¥ is p-open if U(e) < p and p-closed otherwise. We also say that
a subset F ¢ E? is (p, q)-open if every edge of FN (E? \ Ey) is p-open and every edge of F N Ey is g-open.

Lemma 4.5 (Finite-size criterion). Assume that 0(p,q) > 0 for some p < p.(d) < q < pc(s). Then, for
every €,8 > 0 and o, > 0, there exist m,n € N with the following property:

Supposen’ € N andR c Z% satisfy B! ¢ R C Bpysqu and (RUAZ,R)ﬁT:jﬁ = @. Also, lety : AcRNEgy,,,,, —
[0,1 — 8] be any function and define the events

E, = { there is a path joining R to Kz;ﬁn, which is (p, q)-open }

outside AR and (y(f) + 8)-open in its only edge f € AR
Fy = {f is Y(f)-closed for every f € A.RN EBﬁn’+an’} .

Then P(E,y|Fyy) > 1 — € foreveryn’ > n.

The proof is analogous to its counterpart, therefore we refer the reader to Lemma 6 of [12].

The idea for proving Theorem 1.2 is to recursively grow the cluster of the origin of Z¢ to more distant
regions, jumping from a recently obtained seed to a farther one, and keep this process going indefinitely
with positive probability. Similarly to [12], due to the geometrical nature of our connections, it is not
possible to perform such exploration independently. As a matter of fact, any attempt to reach a new open
seed from a recently obtained one always involves an already explored region of Z¢ that contains closed
edges in its external boundary, creating a problem to the direct application of Lemma 4.4. Lemma 4.5
solves this issue by stating that if we give these explored closed edges a small extra chance to be open,

then the desired long-range connections can be attained with high probability P.

Remark 4.1. Tt is important to emphasize the condition “for every n’ > n” in the statement of Lemma 4.5.
Further on, we will need to choose a finite number of pairs (ay, B1), . - ., (ay, Br), and check that there exists
no € N such that P(EZ(’;’Bi IFZé’ﬁi) is sufficiently large, for every i = 1,..., L. Since for each pair (a;, 3;), there
exists n(o;, B;) € N such that P(EZf’ﬁi |FZf’ﬁi) is sufficiently large for every n’ > n(a;, B;), the desired result
is achieved if we consider ny = max;<;<;n(a;, ;). The necessity of working with boxes of multiple sizes
is particular to our setting. This technicality differs from [12], where the authors needed to use just one

size of box in their renormalization process.

The last technical result we need is Lemma 1 of [12], stated in the following.

Let G = (V,E) be an infinite and connected graph. Suppose we have a collection of random variables
{Z(x) € {0,1} : x € V} defined in some probability space (Q,F,p), let fi, f2,... be an ordering of the
edges in E and fix x; € V. Consider the following random sequence S = {S; = (A;,B;)},cn of ordered
pairs of subsets of V: let

({xl}’ ®)5 lfz(xl) = 15
(@, {X]}), lf Z(xl) =0.

Having obtained Sy, ..., S; for t > 1, we define S;4; in the following manner: denote f; = {u;,v;} and let

jr+1 = inf{i:u; € Aj,v; € V\ (A; UBy)}, with the convention that inf @ = co. If ji41 < o0, let xp41 = vj,,,
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and declare

(As U{xm1},By), i Z(xp41) =1
(Ap {xr41} UBy), if Z(xp41) = 0.

Sp1 =

Otherwise, declare S;4; = S;. We call S the cluster-growth process of the vertex x; with respect to
(Z(x))xev. Note that the, in the context of site percolation, the open cluster C(x;) of x; with respect to

(Z(x))xev is the set Aew = Us>1 Ar and its external vertex boundary is the set Boo = U;s1 By

Now, let p5i*(G) € (0,1) be the Bernoulli site percolation threshold for G and define

H(Z(xp41) = 10S1, ..., Sp), i jraq < 00,
p(S.1) =
1, otherwise.

The next result states that the cluster of x; with respect to (Z(x))yev is infinite with positive probability p
provided that, when performing the cluster-growth process of x1, the conditional probability of augment-
ing the set A; at any step ¢t € N exceeds the parameter of a supercritical Bernoulli site percolation process

on G.

Lemma 4.6 (Renormalization condition). If there exists A € (pS*¢(G), 1) such that
p(S,t) = A forallt € N, (37)

then 1(]Ac| = 00) > 0.

We refer the reader to Lemma 1 of [12] for a proof. We also stress that an analogous result also holds
if we introduce an orientation to the edges of G. This is particularly important in our case, since the

renormalized graph we shall consider in the sequel is an oriented one.

4.2 The renormalization process

To prove Theorem 1.2, it suffices to show that, for any p < p.(d), n > 0 and g = g.(p) + /2, there exists
N € N such that, with positive probability, the origin lies in an infinite (p + n/2,q + 1/2)-open cluster
within Z? x {-N,...,N}¥2. As already mentioned, we rely on the classical approach of Grimmett and
Marstrand [12] to show that the restriction of the inhomogeneous process with parameters p + 1/2 and
q+1n/2to the slab Z% x {-N, ..., N}2 stochastically dominates a supercritical percolation process on the
graph G = (V,E), with vertex set V= {x € Z* X Z : x; + x5 is even} and edge set E = {{x,x + (1, 1)} :
x € V}. The orientation of the edges is to be taken from x to x + (1, +1), for every x € V. The stochastic
domination occurs in the sense that if the cluster of the origin of the latter is infinite, then the cluster of

the origin of the former is infinite as well.

The above idea is carried out with the aid of the following renormalization scheme: we construct a (depen-
dent) oriented site percolation process on G, defined in terms of some special events lying on the space
([0, 1]'Ed, P), where P denotes the probability measure associated with the family {U(e) : e € E} of i.i.d.
random variables having uniform distribution in [0, 1]. We do this by specifying a collection of random
variables {Z(x) € {0, 1} : x € V}, which encode information about the existence of large (p+n/2,q+1/2)-
open paths in Z? x {-N,...,N}42. In particular, when considering the cluster-growth process of the

origin with respect to (Z(x))xev, we will require that
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i. property (37) holds for some A € (p5€(G), 1), so that |Ac| is infinite with positive probability by

Lemma 4.6;

ii. if [Aw| = oo, then the origin percolates in Z? x {-N,...,N}*2 by a (p + n/2, g + n/2)-open path.

It is clear that these two conditions combined immediately imply the desired conclusion. Thus, we proceed

to the construction of the process (Z(x))xev.

Having fixed p < p.(d), let 1 > 0 be small and define

1

q=qc(p) +n/2 d=—n, €

T 1-p(G)). (38)

:ﬁ(

Also, consider a; = oz = a3 = « = 1/100 and B; = B2/2 = B3/ (2+a+0a?) = 1. Since 0(p, q) > 0, Lemma 4.5

guarantees the existence of m,n € N such that P(E,|F,) > 1 — € for each given pair (o, B;).

For a vertex x € Vand asubset A C V,let x+ A := {x+a:a € A}. Also, let iy, ..., 1y be the canonical
basis of R? and, for N = 6n, let A(N) = By U (2Nii, + By). The fundamental blocks of the renormalized

lattice are the site-blocks
Ax = Ax(N) = 4Nx+ A(N), x €V,
which can be written as the union of a “lower” and an “upper” translate of By, namely

AL = AL(N) = 4Nx + By,
A% = AY(N) = 2Nii, + AL(N).

The adjacency relation between site-blocks is the one inherited from G = (V, E). That is, for x,y € V, the
boxes Ay and A, are adjacent if and only if {x, y} € E. The long-range connections in Z?x {-N,...,N}4~2
we are going to build will occur between adjacent site-blocks, using its edges and the edges within the

passage-blocks

II, = Hx(N) = [Ax + 2N(171 + ﬁz)] U [Ax + ZN(ﬁl - 172)], x € V.

Having set up the renormalization structure, we are now in a position to define the random variables
Z(x), x € V. We will specify them recursively, considering the first coordinate of each x = (x1,x3) € V.
The idea is to make Z(x) encode information about connections between seeds inside the site-blocks A,
Axi(1,1) and Ay 1,—1). These open paths will be contained in A, U IT, U Aic+(1,1) U AI:C+(1,—1) and possess
connectivity features such that requirements i. and ii. are fullfilled for A = [1 + ﬁf‘te(G)] /2.

We begin by determining the event {Z(0) = 1}. This will be achieved through the application of a sequen-
tial algorithm, which constructs an increasing sequence Eq, E,, . .. of edge-sets by making repeated use of
Lemma 4.5. At each step k of the algorithm, we acquire information about the values of U(e) for certain
e € E9, and record this information into suitable functions Yk Ck Ed — [0,1], in such a way that every

e € E? is yi (e)-closed and (i (e)-open and

Yi(e) < Yisi(e), Ck(e) = Crea(e).

In this context, we respectively regard y; and i as the acquired “negative” and “positive” information

about the states of the edges of E? up to step k. At the end of each step, the {x-open cluster of the origin
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within Z2 x {-N,...,N}¢2 will have grown larger and closer to the site-blocks A1) and A _q), as we

use Lemma 4.5 to reach new open seeds from the previouly open ones in a coordinated manner.

In our process, a single attempt of growing the cluster of the origin in the setting of Lemma 4.5 will
be called a step of the exploration. The determination of Z(0) = 1 is constituted by a (finite) sequence
of successful steps, specified in the sequel. To make the construction clear, we gather some particular
subsequences of steps together, according to the “direction of growth” of the cluster, and call them phases
of the exploration. A picture of a configuration such that Z(o) = 1 is illustrated in Figure 5. This event

occurs if we succeed in each of the following phases:
Phase 1:

Let E; = Egu . This phase is successful if every edge in E; is g-open. In this case, we set

vi(e) =0, foralle € E%,
q, ife € Eq,
Ci(e) =

1, otherwise,

so that every edge e € E? is y; (e)-closed and {; (e)-open.
Phase 2:

Provided that Phase 1 is successful, we attempt to connect the open seed Bl to another g-open m-seed

lying in the passage-block I, by using Lemma 4.5 in the first series of steps in the same direction.

Let P be the collection of all paths in Z% and denote the edge-boundary of a subset E’ c E by AE’ :=
{f e E? \E’ : e € E’ suchthat |f Ne| = 1}. Given V' ¢ Z¢ E’ c E? with (E’ U AE’) C Ey, and
& E4 — [0, 1], define

PV E,y)={n={xs....5¢} €P:n CV {x1,x2} € AE" and is y({x1, xo})-open,
{xi,xix1} € (E' UAE’)° and is (p,q)-openVi=2,...,k — 1},

VV.E.,y) =Jm
neP (V' E.y)

Now, set D; = Bpyon andletE;, = E; UEZ, where Ez is the set of all edges with both vertices in V (D1, E1, y1+

8). This step is successful if there exists an edge in E; having an endvertex in

Kf‘nln = {x € T®' : 3y € F*! such that {x,y} € E and is (p, q)-open,

y is in a g-open m-seed in le}

Conditioned that Phase 1 is successful, Lemma 4.5 implies that this step is successful with probability at
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least 1 — ¢. In this case, let

Ya(e) =

(a(e) =

Ci(e),
yi(e) +38,
q,

b,

>

ife ¢ Ep,,

if e € AE; \ Ey,

ife € (AE; \ AE;) N Ep, N Ex,
if e € (AE; \ AEy) N Ep, N ES,

otherwise,

ife € Eq,

ife € AE{ NE,,

if e € Ey \ (E; UAE;) N Ep, N Eg,
if e € By \ (Ey UAE;) N Ep, NEE,

otherwise.

Figure 1 illustrates a successful realization of the first step.

Figure 1: A successful realization of the first step, projected onto Z? x {0}9~2. The black squares represent
the g-open m-seeds, connected by a {,-open path indicated by the black curve, whose edges are contained
in the dotted box Bp4qn. The gray region represents the set F%', where the new seed is found.

Having succeeded with the first step, let by € Z° X {0}%73 be the center of the earliest seed in F*! (in some

ordering of all centers) connected to BL] and let

In this second step, we proceed to link the seed b; + BIl to a new seed b3 + BL] inside Dj, in such a way

that if we denote by = (bg 1, ..

., bk.d), we have

D, = bZ + Brian-

bgyl — b2,1 € [n, n+ O(Tl],

|bsil <n+oan, Vi=2,...,s,

bg,izo, Vi=S+1,...,d.
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Observe that the first condition imposes a direction for the cluster of the origin to grow and the second
condition constrains it to some adequate boundaries. The third condition is the requirement b3 + B}
H. They can be achieved through a steering argument analogous to the one in [12]: for a vertex v =

(01,...,0q) € Z% let 6, : Z¢ — Z? be the application given by

loy(x)], = —sgn(vy)x;, ifi=2,...,s, (39)

Xi, ifi=lori=s+1,...,d.

We regard o, as the steering function, which, in the present Phase, is given by (39). Its definition will be

modified for the subsequent Phases, whenever necessary.

LetEs = E, U E3, where E3 is the set of all edges with both vertices in V(Dy, Ez, y2 + 8). This step is

successful if there exists an edge in E3 having an endvertex in

by +0p, K5 = {x € by + 05, TY' : Ty € by + 0, Fy’ such that {x,y} € E,

{x,y} is (p,q)-open and y is in a g-open m-seed in b, + 55, F' }.

Just as before, in case of success, we update the values of the random variables U(e), e € E9, recording
them into the functions y3, {5 : E4 — [0,1]. Note that, by Lemma 4.5, conditioned that Phase 1 and the

previous step are successful, this step is successful with probability greater than 1 — €.

The above procedure illustrates how we should proceed with the sequential algorithm in order to find our
suitable seed in II,: from the {x-open cluster of by + BEl inside the box Dy = by + Bp4an, We give a small
increase > 0 on the parameter of the edges in its external boudary in order to open some of them. In
turn, from the endpoints of these newly open edges, we try to find a (p, g)-open path to a new g-open
m-seed by, + BIL, satisfying
bis11 = bra € [nn+an],
[bksril S n+an, Vi=2,...,s (40)
b1 =0, Vi=s+1,...,d.

Given that the previous steps are successful, this happens with probability at least 1 — €, since in each
application of Lemma 4.5, the already explored region R together with its external vertex boundary, AR,
never intersects by + GkaZ’l. In this case, the updated values of the random variables U(e), e € E9, are

recorded into functions yi1, (g4 : EY — [0,1] accordingly.

The exploration process stops when we finally find a g-open m-seed (c; + Bil) c II,, such that

c21 € [9n,10n + an],
lcail S m+an, Vi=2,...,s

Cg,izo, Vi=S+l,...,d,

and we say that Phase 2 is successful if such seed is reached. Since (40) implies that bxy11 = br1 +n
and our initial seed is o + B, this is possible after the application of at most nine of the described steps.

Therefore, conditioned that Phase 1 is successful, we have
P(Phase 2 successful|Phase 1 successful) > (1 —¢€)’,

and every edge e € E¥ is yjo(e)-closed and {y¢(e)-open at the end of the procedure. Figure 2 represents a
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successful connection between Bf! and ¢, + BIL.

Doy D5 . D(,

. Dy Dy

Figure 2: A successful realization of Phase 1, linking B! to ¢, + B, Each black square represents the
open seed obtained at the end of each step. They are linked by paths indicated by the black curves,
obtained through successive applications of Lemma 4.5. Each application of the lemma considers a box
Dy = bi+Bpian, kK = 1,...,9, depicted by the dotted boxes. The gray regions represent the sets by +0bkF%’1,
where seed by, + BLL is found at the end of the k-th step. The dashed line is the reference by which the
steering occurs, relative to the x;-axis.

Phase 3:

So far, the sequential algorithm has been applied following the restrictions imposed by (40), which can
be interpreted as requiring the cluster of the origin to “grow along the x;-axis in the positive direction,
keeping its coordinates bounded in the other directions”. Having reached seed c; + B!l c I1,, we continue

the exploration process in order to find a path in I, U Al(1,1) v A'(‘L_l) 1(1’1)

and A'(‘1 iy which means that a change of direction is necessary. As a condition for applying Lemma 4.5,

this needs to be done in such a way that we do not analyze previously explored edges in the region where

to open seeds in the site-blocks A

we intend to place the next seeds. Hence, we branch out the cluster of ¢, + B! into an upper and a lower
component by inspecting, in two steps, the edges inside boxes of sizes 2n+ an and 2n+ 2an, both centered

in cy.

To put it rigorously, let £ : R? — R? be the linear mapping given by
L(x1, X2, X3, .., Xg) = (X2, =X1,X3,...,Xq),
and define the steering function o, : 74 — 74 v e 79, by

—sgn(v;)x;, ifi=3,...,s,
[Gv(x)]i =

Xi, ifi=1,2o0ri=s+1,...,d.

The application L is a rotation of the x;x;-plane by —m/2 and introduces the change of direction of the
exploration process from being parallel to the x;-axis to being parallel to the x;-axis. As before, ¢, will

act to keep the other d — 2 coordinates bounded. Let
Dio = ¢2 + Bansan

andE;; = E;q U En, where En is the set of all edges with both vertices in V (D1, E10, Y10 + 8). This step
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is successful if there exists an edge in E;; having an endvertex in

2+ Lo, K52 = {x € ca + Log,TY? : Fy € 2 + Lo, Fo? such that {x,y} € E,

{x,y} is (p,q)-open and y is in a g-open m-seed in c; + Lo, Fo?}.

After succeeding, we record the updated values of the random variables U(e) into the functions yqy, (i :

E¢ — [0,1] and repeat the same step using a slightly bigger box than Dy,

D11 = ¢2 + Bonsoantazns

2
this time to find an edge in E;, having an endvertex in ¢; — Lo, Kf‘nz,:' “*®" The size Dy, is bigger to ensure

2
that the edges incident to ¢, — L6, T®***** have not been explored before. If we succeed, we call the

“lower” and the “upper” seeds cé +BH and c¥ + B, respectively. Thus,
P(Phase 3 successful|Phases 1 and 2 successful) > (1 — €)?,

and every edge e € E? is yjo(e)-closed and {y3(e)-open in this case. Figure 3 illustrates a successful

connection at Phase 3.

Figure 3: A successful connection at Phase 3, projected onto Z2 x {0}%~2. The connections between seeds
occur in the same way as described in Figure 2.

One can notice that Lemma 4.5 is not applicable if, instead of using the box ¢, + B2p+an, We had considered
Dig = ¢z + Bysan. In this situation, as shown in Figure 4, we have Dg N (cz + L%Tz"l) # @, which implies
that the vertices of this region may have been revealed in the previous step. Therefore, the requiremets
for the subset R in the statement of Lemma 4.5 are not satisfied under this setting. This fact also explains
why the renormalization scheme of Grimmett and Marstrand [12] cannot be adapted in a straightforward

manner, using only one size of box, as mentioned in Remark 4.1.
Phase 4:

From now on, all the subsequent phases will consist in explorations analogous to the ones in Phases 2 and
3, hence we will only give a brief explanation on how the cluster grows and mention the number of steps

necessary for the accomplishment of each phase.
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Figure 4: An illustration of the issue that appears if we consider D1y = ¢; + Bp1qn. Once seed ¢z + Bg is
reached from the open paths obtained at previous steps (indicated by the black curves), we should make
a change of direction, as explained in Phase 3. However, if we attempt to make such change using Dy
as a translate of B,+qn, then a portion of the region where seed cé + B (or ¢} + B, depending on the
position of Dy) is supposed to be found may have already been explored. As the hatched region indicates,
this might be the case when we applied Lemma 4.5 using the box Dy.

At Phase 4, we attempt to link cé + B!l to a g-open m-seed (c4 + BH) c II,, such that

c41 € [9n,15n],
c42 € [-9n,—10n — an]
lcail <3m, Vi=3,...,s

C4’i=0, Vi=S+1,...,d.

This phase is analogous to Phase 2, with the difference that, in the present case, we grow the cluster
along the x;-axis in the negative direction and use the plane x; = 12n as the reference for steering the
1

30 < nand
ca2 € [-9n,—10n — an], it takes at most 12 applications of Lemma 4.5 to reach a seed as mentioned above.

first coordinate. The steering reference for the other s — 2 coordinates do not change. Since ¢

Therefore, Phase 4 is successful with probability at least (1 — €)', conditioned that we succeed at the

previous phases.
Phase 5:

Here we prepare another change of direction in the explored open cluster, analogous to the step used in
Phase 3. We attempt to link c4 + BE] to a g-open m-seed (¢5 +Bt) ¢ GC4FZ’2, where 6, : 2% — 7%, v € 7¢

is the steering function

—Xa, lfl = 2,
[00(0)]; = {-sgn(v)x;, ifi=3,...,s,
Xi, ifi=lori=s+1,...,d.

This phase is successful with probability at least 1 — €, conditioned that the previous phases are successful

as well.
Phase 6:

Here we complete the exploration of the lower branch of the cluster of the origin. We attempt to link
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¢s + B to a seed (4, +Bl) Ai(ll,—l)’ with 4o = (Jo,1,- -+, d0d) € 74 satisfying

Jo1 € [24n,25n + an],
do2 € [-9n,—15n]
|90l <3n, Vi=3,...,s

do,izo, Vi=S+l,...,d.

We perform a process similar to that of Phases 2 and 4, growing the cluster of c5 + B!l along the x;-axis in
the positive direction, using the plane x; = —12n as the reference for steering the second coordinate and
keeping the steering rule for the remaining coordinates the same as before. As usual, we use a translate
of By+an in each application of Lemma 4.5. If such seed is reached, we declare Phase 6 successful. Since
cs1 > 11nand 4,71 € [24n,25n + an], this is achieved within at most 13 applications of Lemma 4.5, hence

the probability of success is at least (1 — €)%

Figure 5: A configuration in the event {Z(0) = 1}, projected onto Z? x {0}9~2. Each tiny black square
represents the open seed obtained at the end of each phase. They are linked by paths represented by
the black curves, obtained through successive applications of Lemma 4.5. The dashed lines represent the
reference by which the steering occurs, relative to the x;x;-plane. As a consequence of adopting this
reference and the parameters (o, Bi), i = 1,2,3, every open seed found in the exploration process lies
inside the gray region, within a distance of 3n from the dashed lines.

Phases 7, 8 and 9:

These are essentially reproductions of Phases 4, 5 and 6, respectively. This time, we apply the sequential

algorithm to the “upper” branch of the cluster of the origin, attempting to link (c¥ + BI) c II, to an open
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seed (S, +BI) c Al<1 % The only relevant difference occurs at Phase 7, where Lemma 4.5 must be applied
at most 24 times, instead of 12 times as in Phase 4. This is so because the box 2Nii; + A% c II, necessarily

needs to be entirely crossed during the exploration process along the x;-axis in the positive direction.
If we succeed at all these phases, we declare Z(0) = 1. A configuration of this kind is illustrated in Figure 5.
During this process, we have used Lemma 4.5 at most 75 times, therefore (38) implies that

P(Z(o) =1[B}, is aseed) >(1-¢)® >1-75€> %(1 +pS%(G)). (41)

We should also have updated the functions yi and ;. to the same extent. Thus, if kyax € N is the maximum

number of steps used in the determination of Z(0), it follows that kp,x < 75. Moreover, we claim that

YVemax (€) < Tk (€) < qlg () + plec(e) + 85 Ve € By, (42)

which implies that every edge of Ex__ is (p + 1/2,q + n/2)-open, since 83 < 1/2 by (38).

max

As a matter of fact, note that the general rule for updating the edges of Z¢ is

Yk (e), ife ¢ Ep,,
Yk(e) +8, ife € AEg \ Exyy,
Yr+1(e) =4 q. if e € (AEg4; \ AEx) N Ep, N Ep,
», if e € (AEgss \ AEg) N Ep, NES,
0, otherwise,
Lk (e), if e € Eg,
yr(e) +9, ife € AEx N Egyy,
Ck+1(€) =4 q, if e € Egyq1 \ (Ex U AEg) N Ep, N Eg,
», if e € Eg1 \ (Ex U AEg) N Ep, NES,
1, otherwise.

This means that any edge e € Z¢ such that {x41(e) = yr(e) + & or yii1(e) = yr(e) + 8 belong to AE;. By
definition of the exploration process, this inspected edge must be contained in the box D. Since a box
Di, k =1,..., kmax, intersects at most 8 other boxes (this is the case of boxes D1y and D;; used at Phase 3),

such an edge is inspected at most 8 times. Therefore, g, (€) < q1g, () +pleg (e) + 85 for every e € Ey

max *

If Z(o) = 1, we continue to apply the exploration process described, in order to determine the states
of the random variables Z(1,—1) and Z(1, 1). For each random variable, the process goes the same way
as for Z(0): we start with (3, + Bil) c A@,-1) and (S, + Bll) c A(1,1) as the initial g-open m-seeds,
respectively, and apply Lemma 4.5 at most 75 times, reproducing Phases 2-9 in the relevant site and passage

blocks. This involves augmenting the set of explored edges Ex__ by successive applications of Lemma 4.5.

By the observations made in the previous paragraph, it follo;n;; that every edge in the augmented set is
(p+n/2,q+n/2)-open.

In general, for x € V C Z2, we say that Z(x) = 1 if Phases 2-9 can be successfully performed in the region
Ay UL, U Aic+(1,1) U A%, (11 USING (3x—(1-1) + BiY) © AL as the initial g-open m-seed, if it exists, or
(Sx—(1,1) + BH) ¢ AY, if such seed exists and the former do not. Otherwise, we say that Z(x) = 0.

The definition of Z(x) together with the choice of N = 6n imply that, for any [ € N, given that the
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variables Z((x1, x2)) with x; < [ have been determined, the states of the variables Z((xy, x2)) with x; = [
are independent of each other, since the set of edges used in the exploration of the corresponding boxes
are all disjoint. We use this fact to conclude the proof of Theorem 1.2 in the following manner: for x,y € V,
we say that x < yif x; < y; or x; = y; and x; < y,. This naturally defines an ordering of the sites of V. If
we consider the cluster-growth of 0 € V with respect to (Z(x))xev according to this ordering, it follows
that, at each stage, conditioned on the past exploration, the chance of augmenting the open cluster by one
vertex is at least (1 + ﬁCSite(G)) /2 by (41), so that (37) is satisfied. By Lemma 4.6, it follows that there is a
positive probability of the cluster of the origin on G = (V, E) induced by (Z(x))xev to be infinite. On this
event, there exists an infinite (p + /2, g + 1/2)-open path of Z¢ within the slab Z% x {-N,...,N}¢¥2. o

Figure 6 shows a cluster-growth process with all possible types of open and closed site-blocks.

Figure 6: A cluster-growth process of o € V with respect to (Z(x))xey. The gray site-blocks indicate Z(x) =
1 and the white ones indicate Z(x) = 0. Successful paths between adjacent site-blocks are indicated by
the black curves and unsuccessful paths are omitted. Every possible combination between the placement
of seeds and the value of Z(x) is represented above.
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