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Distances in m percolation models for all dimensions

Johannes Baumler*

October 31, 2023

Abstract. We study independent long-range percolation on Z¢ for all
dimensions d, where the vertices w and v are connected with proba-
bility 1 for |lu — v|]lo = 1 and with probability p(8,{u,v}) = 1 —

— D )
e B Jurtoyd foriona le—ul38Y B for |u — v]lso > 2. Let u € Z¢ be
llu—vl|3¢ o=

a point with ||ullcc = n. We show that both the graph distance D(0,u) be-
tween the origin 0 and v and the diameter of the box {0,...,n}¢ grow like
n?®) | where 0 < () < 1. We also show that the graph distance and the
diameter of boxes have the same asymptotic growth when two vertices w,v
with ||lu — v||]2 > 1 are connected with a probability that is close enough to
p(B,{u,v}). Furthermore, we determine the asymptotic behavior of §(f3) for
D(0,u)

large 3, and we discuss the tail behavior of MEGE
Ullp
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1 Introduction

Consider independent long-range bond percolation on Z¢ where all edges {u, v} with ||u —
V]| = 1 are open and an edge {u,v} with ||u — v||o > 2 is open with probability

P8, o)) = 1 = ¢ e fove Ty,

where C == [0,1)%, 8 > 0, and where we use | - || for the Euclidean norm of a vector.
We call the corresponding probability measure Pg and denote its expectation by Eg. The
resulting graph is clearly connected and the graph distance D(u,v) between two points
u,v € Z% satisfies D(u,v) < ||u — v|loo. We are interested in the scaling of the typical
distance of two points u,v € Z? and the scaling of the diameter of boxes {0, ... ,N}d.
In [17] it is proven that the typical diameter of some box grows at most polynomially
with some power strictly smaller than 1. More precisely, Coppersmith, Gamarnik, and
Sviridenko proved that for all § > 0 there exists an exponent 6/ = 6'(3) < 1 such that
limy 00 P <Diam <{0, o ,N}d> < N9/> = 1. However, the authors do not give any
polynomial lower bound for dimensions d > 2. An analogous lower bound was already
conjectured in [7,12], and an exact lower bound was later proven to hold in one dimension:

In [21] Ding and Sly showed that for the connection probability p(8,{u,v}) given by
p(B,{u,v}) = =B A1 for [u—v| > 2 and p(B,{u,v}) =1 for |u — v| = 1 the typical

T u—]
distance between the two points 0,n € N and the diameter of {0,...,n} both grow like n?
for some 6 € (0, 1], where § = 1 if and only if § = 0. More precisely, they proved that

n® ~p D(0,n) ~p Diam ({0,...,n}) ~p E[D(0,n)]
where the notation A(n) ~p B(n) means that for all € > 0 there exist 0 < ¢ < C' < o0
such that P (cB(n) < A(n) < CB(n)) > 1 — ¢ for all n € N. In this paper, we prove an
analogous result for all dimensions.

1.1 Main results

Theorem 1.1. For all dimensions d and all > 0, there exists an exponent 8 = 0(d, 3) €
(0,1) such that

[ull® ~p D (0,u) ~p Eg [D(0,u)] (1)
and

i ~p Diam ({0, . ,k}d) ~p By [Dmm ({0, . ,k}d)] . 2)



As we consider the dimension d as fixed, we also write 6(53) for 6(d,3), although
0(d,B) depends on the dimension. We write 0 for the vector with all entries equal to 0
and the notation A(u) ~p B(u) means that for all € > 0 there exist 0 < ¢ < C' < o0
such that Ps (cB(u) < A(u) < CB(u)) > 1 — ¢ for all u € Z%. The inclusion probability

- — L dazdy . . . . .
p(B,{u,v}) =1—e Bluve five ||z P2 s only one possible choice for a function which
asymptotically grows like = ”2d In Section 7, we will show the same results for other
possible choices of such functions. Examples of inclusion probabilities we consider are

W Aland 11— 67 ”u_v”2d .
The exponent 6§ = () defined in Theorem 1.1 arises through a subadditivity argument

(see section 2.2 below) and its precise value is not known to us. However, we determine
the asymptotic behavior of the function 6(3) for large 5.

Theorem 1.2. For all dimensions d, there exist constants 0 < ¢ < C' < oo such that

c C
o2 () <0(B) < o2 ()

for all B > 2.

1.2 The continuous model

For B > 0, the described discrete percolation model has a self-similarity that comes from
a coupling with the underlying continuous model, that we will now describe for any di-
mension. This will also explain our, at first sight complicated, choice of the connection
probability. Consider a Poisson point process € on R? x R? with intensity W Define

the symmetrized version £ by £ == {(t,s) € R4 x R?: (s,t) € E} UE. For u,v € Z* with
lu — v|loo > 1 we put an edge between u and v if and only if ((u+C) x (v +C))NE # 0,
where we use the notation C = [0,1)%. The cardinality of ((u+ C) x (v +0)N€is a
random variable with Poisson distribution and parameter fu +¢ Jvre 3 ”2d dsdt. Thus,
by the properties of Poisson processes, the probability that u ~ v equals

P((u+C) x (0 +C)NE=0) =P (((u+C) x (v+C)NE = @)2
2
— <e_fu+c v+C ﬁd‘?dt> —e fu+c vtC s s||2dd8dt 1 —p(ﬁ, {u’fv})

which is exactly the probability that u ~ v under the measure Pg. Note that for {u,v} with

lu — |l = 1 we have |, dsdt = co. So we really get that all edges of the

u+C Jv+C W
form {u,v} with ||u — v|[xc = 1 are open. The construction with the Poisson process also
implies that the presence of different bonds is independent and thus the resulting measure
of the random graph constructed above equals Pg. The chosen inclusion probabilities
have many advantages. First of all, the resulting model is invariant under translation and
invariant under the reflection of coordinates, i.e., when we change the i-th component
pi(z) of all x € Z% to —p;(z). Furthermore, the model has the following self-similarity:
For some vector u = (py(u),...,pq(u)) € Z¢ and n € Nsg we define the translated boxes
V= H?Zl{pi(u)n, oo (pi(u) +)n— 1 = nu+ Hle{(), ...,n —1}. Then for all points
u,v € Z% and all n € N one has

Ps (V) = V') = H H Ps (z < y) H H Jove Jyve = sHQddet

eV yeVr eV yeVr



_ _B
—e ZzEVJL ZyGVU" fx+C fy+C [t—s|2d dsdt —e fnu+[0 n)d fnv+ 0 n)d e S||2d dsdt

- B dsdt
R T L))

which shows the self-similarity of the model. Also observe that for any o € R the process
al = {(m,y) e R¢ x R?: (éx, éy) € g} is again a Poisson point process with intensity

/B .
2=yl

1.3 Notation

We use the notation e; for the i-th standard unit vector in R%. For a vector y € R%, we
write p;(y) for the i-th coordinate of y, i.e., p;(y) = (e;,y). We also use the notation 0
for the vector with all entries equal to 0 and the notation 1 for the vector with all entries
equal to 1. When we write ||u|| we always mean the 2-norm of the vector u. We write S,
for the set of points {z € Z? : ||| = k} and S>j, for the set {z € Z¢: ||| > k}. For
the closed ball of radius r around x € Z% in the co-norm we use the notation B,(z), i..,
B, (z) ={y € Z?: |z — y|oc <7}. For a vector u € Z* and n € N, we write

Vi =n-u+{0,...,n—1}¢ = l_I{npZ —oo,npi(u) +n—1}

for the box of side length n shifted by nu. When we want to emphasize that we work
on certain subgraphs A C Z¢ we will write D4 (2,y) for the graph distance inside the
set A, i.e., when we consider edges with both endpoints inside A only. Whenever we
write Diam(A) for some set A C Z? we always mean the inner diameter of this set, i.e.,
Diam(A) = maxg yea Da(x,y). For a graph (V, E) we think of the percolation configura-
tion as a random element w € {0,1}¥, where we say that the edge e exists or is open or
present if w(e) = 1. For w € {0,1}” and e € E, we define the configuration w®~ € {0, 1}

by
e (5) — 0 e=c¢e
W@ {w(e) é#e’

so this is the configuration where we deleted the edge e. For w € {0,1}¥, we also write
D(u,v;w) for the graph distance between u and v in the environment represented by w.

1.4 Related work

The scaling of the graph distance, also called chemical distance or hop-count distance,
is a central characteristic of a random graph and has also been examined for many dif-
ferent models of percolation, see for example [1,3,7,11-14,17,19-22, 25, 26, 28, 33]. For
all dimensions d, one can also consider the long-range percolation model with connection
probability asymptotic to Ta=o]® B o When varying the parameter s, there are a total of 5 dif-
ferent regimes, with the transitions happening at s = d and s = 2d. The value of the first
transition s = d is very natural, as the resulting random graph is locally finite if and only
if s > d. For s < d the graph distance between two points is at most fﬁ} [8], whereas

for s = d, the diameter of the box {0,...,n}¢ is of order % [17,37]. In [7,12-14]
the authors proved that for d < s < 2d the typical distance between two points of Eu-
clidean distance n grows like log(n)?, where A~ = log, ( ) The behavior of the typical
distance for long-range percolation on Z% also changes at s = 2d. The reason why s = 2d

is a critical value is that for s = 2d the graph is self-similar, as described in section 1.2.



For s > 2d the graph distance grows at least linearly in the Euclidean distance of two
points, as proven in [11]. In [21] it is shown that the typical distance for d = 1,5 = 2
grows like n? for some @ € (0,1). For d > 2 and s = 2d the authors in [17] proved a poly-
nomial upper bound on the graph distance, but no lower bound. In this paper, we show a
matching polynomial lower bound for all dimensions d, similar to the results of [21] in one
dimension. For fixed dimension d, different characteristics of the function g — 6(3) are
considered in the companion paper [4], where it is shown that the exponent is continuous
and strictly decreasing in /3. Together with the fact #(0) = 1 and Theorem 1.2 this shows
that the long-range percolation model for s = 2d interpolates between linear growth and
subpolynomial growth as 8 goes from 0 to +oo.

Another line of research is to investigate what happens when one drops the assumption that
p(B,{u,v}) =1 for all nearest neighbor edges {u, v}, but assigns i.i.d. random variables to
the nearest neighbor edges instead. For d = 1, there is a change of behavior at s = 2. As
proven in [2,36] or [23], an infinite cluster can not emerge for s > 2 and for s = 2,5 < 1, no
matter how small P (k »~ k + 1) is. On the other hand, an infinite cluster can emerge for
s<2and s=2,8>1 (see [34]). In [2] the authors proved that there is a discontinuity in
the percolation density for s = 2, contrary to the situation for s < 2, as proven in [10,30].
For models, for which an infinite cluster exists the behavior of the percolation model at
and near criticality is also a well-studied question (cf. [5,6, 10, 15, 18,30-32]). It is not
known up to now how the typical distance in long-range percolation grows for s = 2d and
p(B,{u,v}) < 1 for nearest-neighbor edges {u,v}, but we conjecture also a polynomial
growth in the Euclidean distance, whenever an infinite cluster exists.

Acknowledgements. 1 thank Noam Berger for many useful discussions. I thank Yuki
Tokushige for helpful comments on an earlier version of this paper. I thank Christophe
Garban and Tom Hutchcroft for a discussion leading to Theorem 6.1. I thank an anony-
mous referee for very many helpful remarks and comments. This work is supported by
TopMath, the graduate program of the Elite Network of Bavaria and the graduate center
of TUM Graduate School.

2 Asymptotic behavior of the distance exponent for large

In this chapter, we prove Theorem 1.2. On the way, in Section 2.1, we prove several
elementary bounds on connection probabilities between certain points and boxes in the
long-range percolation graph that will also be used in the following sections. In Section
2.2, we prove a submultiplicative structure of the expected distance between two points,
leading to the existence of a distance exponent, and also to the inverse logarithmic upper
bound in Theorem 1.2. In Section 2.3, we show that vertices inside a box are not connected
to more than one box that is far away, typically. This is necessary in order to prove strict
positivity of the distance exponent () in Section 2.4, and the lower bound on #(3) in
Theorem 1.2.

2.1 Bounds on connection probabilities

Lemma 2.1. For all >0, all n € N, and all u,v € Z¢ with ||u — v||eo > 2, one has the
upper bound

Py (1~ v) = By (V' ~ V) < — 2D )

"~ lu—vll3d



and one has the lower bound

(d)>5 1 (4)

P ~v) =P (V! ~ V) > ——F—
plar ) =Ba Wi W) 2 9, e 2

v

For all k > 2 one has
P5 (0 ~ Ssi) < 8507k, (5)
and for m € N, any vertex x € V§", and a box V' with ||w||s > 2 one has

542d

Pg(z ~Vy") < Twl2ima: (6)

Proof. The equality Pg(u ~v) = Pg(V,} ~ V) is clear from the discussion about the
underlying continuous model in Section 1.2. We start with the proof of (3). Applying
the inequalities 1 —e™ < z and || - [l2 > || - ||, We get that for two vertices u,v with
[ = oo > 2

*5f ;dxdy 1
Pg(u~v)=1—¢ = TH¢HC oy < 5/ / ———dady
u+C Jv+C |z — yHQd

1 ,8 22d,8
gﬁ/ / — __dady < < : (7)
wtrc Jote llz —yl|2e (lu = v]loo — 1)~ [lu— |3

In order to bound the connection probability between u and v from below, first observe
that ||z||s < ||z]|1 < d||z]|e for all z € R?. Thus we have

1 1
/ / ————dsdt > d~** / ———dsdt
wrc Jure It = wte Jure It — s34
1

> 2 / / dsdt > (2d) 72 ——
wte Juic (Hu—vuw +1)% [|u— vl

and this already gives

—(2d)7 Hu—iuggl > w A Z
“lu—of3d 2

Ps(u~v)>1—e
as 1—e > Z AL forall 2 € Rug. So we showed (4).

For each point x € S = {2z € Z¢ : ||z||cc = k}, at least one of its coordinates p;(x)
equals —k or +k. All other coordinates can be any integer between —k and +k. Thus we
can bound the cardinality of the set Sy by |Si| < 2d(2k + 1)1 In (7) we showed that

Ps (0~ x) < W. This already implies that for k > 2

P 0 Sk Zpﬁ Owgc _)ZLSQd(Qk_Fl)d_l(L

2d 2d
TES) zES), (”xHOO - 1) k — 1)

and thus also

Ps (0 ~ Ss) < Zpﬁo Sw) < Y 2d(2K +1)T!
k'=k

< Z 2 (7)1 52 _ po4d Z ~d-1 < grodg—d. (8)




which already proves (5). For m € N, a vertex x € V", and a box V" with ||w||e > 2,
we have for all z € V'’ that ||z — z||cc > (||w]|cc — 1)m. This implies

m 22d,8 22d5 ,842d
Ps (x ~ V, Z Tz Z <

N — ~[12d = 2d — 2dnd’
v e =2l ™ S ((lwllee — )m) [[wl][3gm
which shows (6). O

We will often condition on the event that two blocks V', V' are connected. So if we
write X for the number of edges between them, we condition on the event X > 1. This
conditioning clearly increases the expected number of edges between V' and V', but by
at most +1, as shown in the next lemma.

Lemma 2.2. Let u,v € Z% with u # v and let X be the number of edges between the blocks
Virand V,'. Then for all B >0

Es [X|X > 1] < 1+Eg[X].

Proof. The random variable X is a sum of independent Bernoulli random variables and
we prove the statement for all random variables of this type. We use the notation X =
>, X, where m € N, and (Xi)ie{1,..,my are independent Bernoulli random variables.
For i € {1,...,m}, let A; be the event that X; =1 and X; =0 forall j € {1,...,i —1}.
As {X > 1} implies that there is a first index 7 such that X; = 1, we get that

=1

where the symbol | | means a disjoint union. On the event A;, we know that all the random
variables X; with j < 4 equal 0, but we have no information about random variables X;
with j > 4. Thus we get that

Eﬁ [X]lAi] - Ui
B ) = Eo XAl = 1+ - XJ(AZ. 1B | Y X <14 E(X].
g Jj=i+1 j=i+1

Multiplying by Pg (A;) on both sides of this inequality we get that Eg [X14,] < Pg (4;) (1 4+ Eg[X]).
As the events (A;);cq1,.. my are disjoint, we finally get that

5 [Xlx>yy] S Eg[X1g4)

Eg [X|X >1] =

Ps (X >1) N Ps (X >1)
< i 119’%;&(;;)}3/3 XD Ex).

2.2 Submultiplicativity and the upper bound in Theorem 1.2

In this section, we prove the submultiplicative structure in the model in Lemma 2.3. This
allows us to define the distance growth exponent #(3) and also helps to prove the upper
bound on #(3) in Theorem 1.2.



o 1 2 3 4 5 6 v & 9 10 11 12 13 14

Figure 1: Let d = 1. The graph V§" = V§® with m = 5,n = 3
(top) and the graph G’ (below). To find a path between two points,
say 0 and 13, first find the shortest path between r(0) and r(4) in
G’, then fill the gaps.

Lemma 2.3. For all dimensions d and all 8 > 0 the sequence

A = A )= max B [Dyg(u,v)] +1 )

s submultiplicative and for all 5 > 0

0(8) — it PEAME) | lox(A(n.9)
n>2  log(n) n—oo  log(n)

Proof. We show (9) using a renormalization argument. As before, we define V! =
H‘ii:l {pi(u)n,...,(pi(u) + 1)n — 1}. The graph G’ obtained by identifying all the ver-
tices in V,}' to one vertex r(u) has the same connection probabilities as the original model.
An example of this construction is given in Figure 1. For z,y € {0,...,mn — 1}d, say
with x € V' and y € V]!, we create a path from x to y as follows. First we consider
the shortest path P = (r(ug) = r(u), r(u1),...,r(u—1),r(w;) = r(w)) from r(u) to r(w) in
G', where | = D¢ (r(u), r(w)) is the distance between r(u) and r(w) in the renormalized
model. Inside V', we first fix two vertices z; and v; such that z; ~ Vi, and v; ~ Vu’zﬂ;
for © = 0 set zp = x and for ¢ = [ set v; = y. In case there are several such vertices z;
and v;, we choose the one with smallest coordinates, where we weigh the coordinates in
decreasing order (any deterministic rule that does not depend on the environment would
work here). For each i, there clearly is a path between z; and v; that is completely inside
V4. As no information has been revealed up to now about the edges with both endpoints

inside V!, the expected distance between v; and 2; inside V! is at most

Es |Dvp(a,b)] = A(n, 8) - 1.
3, B | Dvg (a,0)] = Aln, §)
Now we glue all these paths together to get a path from z to y. To bound the total
distance between x and y note that we have [ + 1 sets V! in which we need to find a path
between two vertices. Additionally, we need to add +I for the steps that we make from
Vi to Vit fori=0,...,1 — 1. Thus we get that

Ui+1

Eg [Dvomn (z,9) { Degi(r(u),r(w)) = l} <+ 1)abe{én..z.ﬂri—1}d Eg [Dvon(a, b)] + 1.

Taking expectations on both sides of this inequality yields

Eg [Dyge(z,9)]



< (Eg [Der (r(u), r(w))] + 1)abe{?.§}i71}d Eg [Dyg (a,b)] +Eg [Dr(r(u), r(w))]

= (Eg [Dyg (u, w)] + 1) < max  Eg [Dyp(a,b)] + 1) ~1
a,be{0,...,n—1}
< A(m)A(n) — 1.

As z,y € {0,...,nm — 1}d were arbitrary we obtain
A(mn) < A(m)A(n), (10)
and as the sequence is submultiplicative we can define

og (A(2F

Actually, this limit exists not just along dyadic points of the form 2*, for k € N, but even
when taking a limit along the integers, i.e.,

0= 0(8) = lim 8A5)

n—oo  log(n)

which follows from Proposition 4.1 below. As a next step, we want to show that A(n) > nf
for all n. We do this using a proof by contradiction. So assume the contrary, i.e., that for
some 8 > 0 there exists a natural number N and a ¢ < 1 with A(N, 8) = ¢N?®). Using
(10) we get that for every integer k

A(NE, ) < A(N)F = AN

and thus
log (A(N*, 3)) log(c*N?Bk)  log(c) + flog(N)
0 = lim ————— <1j = 0
() Fvos log(Nk)  — lkm_?;p log(N*) log(N) < 0()
which is a contradiction. Knowing this already gives us that for all positive numbers K
we have los( A los( A los(A
0 — pig 08AM) _ . o log(Am) . o log(A(n)) (1)
n—oo  log(n) n>2 log(n) n>K log(n)

O

This lemma and its proof already have several interesting applications. First, we
emphasize that A(mn,3) > A(n,p) for all m,n € N5o. This holds, as for arbitrary
z,y € Vg', the distance Dygwn(u,v) between u € V" and v € V" is at least the distance
between r(z) and r(y) in G'. Using the self-similarity and taking expectations we thus get
that

Es [Dygn (u,v)] 2 Eg [Der(r(z),7(y))] = Eg [Dyp (x,y)]

which shows our claim. For n = 3, we have for all u,v € {0,1,2}¢ with u # v, and for all
B > 0 that

Eg |:D[072]d(u7?})i| =1-Pg(u~v)+2-Pgluwv) <2



and this already implies that A(3) = 3% < 3 for some 6’ = #'(8) < 1. Inductively, with a
renormalization at scale 3, we get that

A(BFN) < A(3)PA(N) = 3" A(N) (12)

for all k&, N € Nyg. This inequality already gives the upper bound in expectation for
s = 2d, that was already observed in [17] with a very similar technique. Next, we do
a renormalization at scale %77 instead of scale 3 in order to get the inverse logarithmic
upper bound stated in Theorem 1.2.

Proof of the upper bound in Theorem 1.2. We want to show that for each dimension d
there exists a constant C' < co such that for all § > 2

As the connection probability Pg (u ~ v) between any two vertices u,v € 7% is increasing
in 3, the distance exponent 6 : R>g — [0, 1] is clearly decreasing by the Harris coupling,
see for example [29]. Thus it suffices to show the upper bound for g large enough with
%/B € N. For such a 8 and all u,v € {0,..., /B — 1}¢, we have for all y € u + C and
x € v+ C that

lz — 2 < d® o — y|2 < a2 /B = 2B (13)

and this already implies

1 1
_ dzdy >
/u+c /v+c |z — yl* d?p

Inserting this into the definition p(3, {u,v}) and using that 1 —e™* > § for all z < 1 we
get that for large enough /3 that satisfies = < 1

d2d6 =
_ 1 (13) - 1
Po(u~v) =1 — ¢ Moo umypade® 150y md™ 5 2 g2 5 g2 (1)
for all u,v € {0,..., /B — 1}%. Next, we bound the expected graph distance between
u and v. We do this by comparing the distance to a geometric random variable. Let
2d
(u = wg,u1,...,ur = v) be a deterministic self-avoiding path from u to v inside V \/B,
with £ < 3/B and |Ju; — uj—1||ec = 1 for all ¢ € {1,...,k}. Starting from this, we build a
shorter path between uw and v as follows. We start at ug = u. Then for ¢ =0,...,k — 1,

if u; ~ v, directly go to v. If u; ~ v, then go to u;41. This gives a path P between u
and v, and for [ € {1,...,k} this path has length of at least [ if and only if u; ~ v for all

i €{0,...,0l—2}. As the connections between v and different u;-s are independent we get
that
k k
Eg |:DVO2¢\1/B(U,’U):| = ZPB <DVO2%(U,'U) > l) < ZIP’ﬁ (u; = v forall i <1 —2)
=1 =1
(14)

k _
< Z <1 — (2d)‘2d)l ' ST a —1(2d)2d) = (2d)%.

10



This already implies that A (%/5, 8) < (2d)* + 1 < (3d)??. Applying the submultiplica-
tivity of A iteratively we get that

2d k 2
0(8) = lim o8 <A << \/\/B_ 75)) < lim sup e ( VB.A) )

(
W) (07)

:log(A(Q{VB,ﬁ)) 1og((3d)2d) _ 4d%log (3d)
)

k—o0

log

8 (
log (¥/B)  ~ 54log(B) log (8
which finishes the proof. O

2.3 Spacing between points with long bonds

In this section, we investigate certain geometric properties of the cluster inside certain
boxes. Mostly, we want to get upper bounds on the probability that a vertex is connected
to two different long edges. As we will need it at a later point, namely in Section 5.1,
we will prove the statements for ||z — y|loo < 1 instead of z = y. This does not cause
major difficulties, as for each point x € Z%, there are only 3¢ many points y € Z¢ with
|z — ylloo < 1. We start with showing that the probability that two vertices x,y with
[l — ylloo <1 are both connected to far away boxes is very low.

Lemma 2.4. For blocks V., V"', VI with ||[u—v||eo, || —w|leo > 2, there exists a constant
Cy < oo such that for all 5> 0

CyB?
s (3wy ol = yllee < 1,2 uY w) lu —v|[22||w — v]|2dmd

Proof. By translational invariance we can assume that v = 0, and thus |||, [|w|lec > 2.
For each = € V3" there are at most 3¢ vertices y € V§" with ||z — y|eo < 1. For z,y € V"

the probability that y ~ V" is bounded by ”lﬁ"éizdw, and the probability that x ~ V" is

bounded by ”lﬁﬁij‘;d, using (6). Thus

,842d
Ps(3r,y € Vg" cllz =yl < La~ Vily ~ Vi) < 30 Po (2~ Vi) 30—
A wl2dm
484 Z P (6) 4843 o (424 - 5210007
~ Jw[Rmd e & = Twlmd™ Tul2imd = Tl ul2m?
which finishes the proof. U

Lemma 2.5. For blocks V", V,™ Vi with ||[v — w||s > 2 and ||u — v||ec = 1, there exists
a constant Cy < oo such that for all B >0
C 1
Py (3z,y € V™ - ctom iy vy < { e ford=1
5 (Gry €Vl —ylloe S Lo~ Vimy~ Vi) <4 Bt

l[o—wl[3gm

ford>2 "

Proof. By translational invariance we can assume that v = 0, and thus ||u||c = 1, [[W||occ >
2. For each € V" there are at most 3% vertices y € V" with |2 — y||oc < 1. For each

vertex y € V" the probability that y ~ V" is bounded by ”ﬁl‘éijlm by (6). Thus

,842d

By (B, € V8" o~ yllo < L VI y ~ V) S 3 B (o~ V)3
[e.e]

zeVgh

11



18°5 > Pa(z~ V. (15)

”U}”2d d
zeVy"

As |lul|o = 1 we have Dy (z, V") < m for all z € V§", where Dy is the distance with
respect to the co-norm. We furthermore have the inequality

{z € V" : Do (2, V™) = k}| < 69md—1

for all k£ € N. This is clear for £ > m, as the relevant set is empty in this case. For &k < m
the set {z € Z? : Dy (2, V™) = k} is just the boundary of the box

d
[Tpiwym = k..., (pi(w) + )ym = 1 + &}
i=1

which is a box of side length m + 2k < 3m. Thus the boundary has a cardinality of at
most 2d(3m)¢~! < 69m?=1. Using this observation we get that

Y Pz~ V) =D Pg(z ~ V") <> 6"me Py (z ~ 2 + Ssp)
eV k=1 zeVy™ k=1
Do (z,V")=k
- = | md-1[B14004 for d > 2

Inserting this into (15), we get that

2d
. d_ /84
By (3, € V3" o =yl < L m VI y ~ V) S 3 B (o~ V)3
zeVy"

20000%3[ 8] log(m) for d = 1
< lw]|23m
- 72000025[61 ford>1

llwllzgm
which finishes the proof. O

Lemma 2.6. Let m € NI € {1,...,3% — 1}, and let vy, v1,...,v41 € Z¢ be distinct
with |vit1 — Villeo = 1 for all i € {0,...,1l}, ||[vi — vollo = 1 for all i € {1,...,1} and
lvir1 — volloo = 2. (An example of such a sequence of points is given in Figure 2). Then
there exists a constant Cy < oo such that the two probabilities

Vi+1

P <E|i€ {(1,...,.}32,y € V" with |2 — ylloo < Lz ~ V" Ly~ V™ N <y+S>md>>

Ps (32' e{l,...,003z,y € V" with |z — yllo < Lo ~ V" Ly~ V™ N <y+5>m>>
are both bounded by M for d =1, respectively by 51 for d > 2.
Proof. By a union bound we have that

Py <3i€ {1,...,01}3z,y € V" with ||z — ylloo < Lz ~ V" Ly~ V™ N <y+526%))

Vi1
Z Z P5<x~V "Ly~ Vv”ilﬂ(y%—SZGmd))
16{17,l} x7yeva
[z—ylloo <1

12



Figure 2: An example of points v, ..., v;41 with [ = 5 as described
in Lemma 2.6. ||v; — vit1]joo = 1 for all ¢ € {0,...,5} and vj41 is
the first point with |[v;41 — vglleo > 1.

< > Y (e~ vr )Py~ (v+80m))

i€{l,...l} wyeV:
lz—ylloo<1

(5) d[/m —d "
Do (Z) XY (v
i€{l,...,l} zyeVyh:

lz—ylloo<1

§5150d<6md>7d 3 ZP[;(vagf_l).

ie{l,...l} zeVP

The sum ) ym Pg <x ~ V" 1) was already upper bounded in (16). Using this upper
bound, | < 3%, and inserting this into the line above we get that

BI51(6410°) log(m)

o N — ford=1
p150° (@) E{lz l}zezv:m Fs (x - V”H) = BI81(6"10°) for d > 2

m

which finishes the proof for the first item in the statement of the lemma. The estimate for
the second term works analogously. U

2.4 The lower bound in Theorem 1.2

Finally, we develop all the necessary techniques in order to show the lower bound in
Theorem 1.2, i.e., that for all dimensions d, there exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that

0(B) > m for all g > 2.

Proof of the lower bound in Theorem 1.2. Inequality (4) and Lemma 2.4 show that for all
dimensions d there exists a constant Cy < oo such that for all 8 > 2 and all u, v, w with
[ = Voo, [0 = wlloo =2

m m m m m m Cd’BQ
Ps(Fz e V" rx~ Vi~ V" [V~ V) NVw)gmyQ'

(17)

Analogously, Lemma 2.5 shows that there exists a constant C; < oo such that for all 5 > 2
and all u,v,w with |[|[u — v|le > 2 and ||v — w|lee =1

m m m m m m Cd/B2
Ps(Bze V" ix~V, a~ V) |V, ~ V) va)sml/Q

(18)
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where we also used that % =0 (m_l/ 2). Lemma 2.6 implies that for every [ €
{1,...,32—=1} and vg, vy, . .., v € Z% distinct with ||vi1 —vs]|ee = 1 forall i € {0,...,1},

llvi — volleo = 1 for all s € {1,...,1}, and |[v;41 — vol|ec = 2, one has the bound
Caf®
]P’ﬁ (31‘1,...,1‘[ X € %T,%?N.%’l ~ Ty~ ...~ T NVUTH) < m1/2 (19)

as a path from V,, to V,,, ., in[+1 < 34 steps needs to contain at least one edge {x;, z;1+1}
with ||z; — Zit1]|eo > 3¢ and thus x; ~ x; + S>md in this case. We will now show that
—6

£y [Dygusr (0, (mM — 1)ey)] > (1 + 3%) Es [Dyge (0.4 ~Der)]  (20)

4d
for m > (2000- [51335dC’d)(3 ) and all large enough M. We will see later where this
condition on m comes from. To see (20), we use a renormalization. For u € VM, we
identify the blocks V' to vertices r(u) and call the resulting graph G’. Then we will prove
that

Ej [DVOMM (0, (mM — 1)61)} > (1 + ﬁ) Eg [Der (r(0),7((M — 1)e1))]

for large enough M. This implies (20), as the random graphs G’ and Vg have the same
distribution, as shown in section 1.2. Now we condition on the graph G’, i.e., we already
have the knowledge which blocks of the form V" are connected in the original graph.
Let P' = (r(vp),...,r(vg)) be a self-avoiding path in G’ starting at the origin vertex, i.e.,
vo = 0. Let k > 393 and let | = Lgd%J For j € {0,...,l}, we call the subsequence

R; = <T‘(’l)2j3d),’l"(v2j3d+1), e ,T(U(2j+2)3d)) separated if there does not exist a sequence

(xl)i];;;gii*l such that z; € V" for all i € {237 +1,...,(2j +2)3% — 1} and

m
~ Lj3dq1 Y Lj3dqg oo N Lo(j42)3d—1 Vi

Vgj3d Ya(j+2)3d

For a given self-avoiding path P’ C G’ and different values of j € {0,...,1}, it is indepen-

dent whether the subsequences <r(v2j3d),r(vzj3d+1), . ,r(v(2j+2)3d)> are separated, and

the probability that a specific subsequence (r(v2j3d),r(v2j3d+1), e ,r(v(2j+2)3d)) is not
2

separated is bounded by Sﬁ% , as for every sequence (vg;ga, Vgjsd iy, - - - ey +2)3d> at least

one of the situations of (17), (18) or (19) holds, as we will argue below. Here we say
that the situation of (17) holds if there exists an index i € {253% +1,...,(2j +2)3% — 1}
such that ||v; — vit1]loo, ||[Vi — vi—i|leec > 2, the situation of (18) holds if there exists an
index i € {2739 +1,...,(2j + 2)3% — 1} such that [[v; — vit1lleo = 1, Ui — vic1leo > 2
or |lv; — vicillee = 1,]Jvi — vitilloe > 2, and the situation of (19) holds if there ex-
ists I € {1,...,3% — 1} such that ||v;y1 — villee = 1 for all 4 € {243%,...,253% 4 [},
[vi — vgj3allc = 1 for all i € {253% +1,...,253% + 1} and [vgjgapir1 — Vajaalloe = 2. If
none of the situations in (17),(18) holds, then the path makes only nearest neighbor-jumps
within the subsequence R;. However, as that there are only 3¢ — 1 many points v € Z%
with [|v — vg 34[lcc = 1, the situation of (19) must occur within the subsequence R; for
some [. So in total we see that

Caff?

ml/2’

Pg (Rj not separated ‘ G/) <

14



The reason why we consider separated subsequences is that in a separated subsequence,
the walk on the original graph Vg™ needs to take at least one additional step. For a fixed
path P’ C G’ of length k and [ = Lgd%J we have that

l
Ps <|{] € {0,...,l} : Rj not separated}| > B ‘ G’)

=Py U {R; not separated for all j € U} ‘ G’

[U|>1/2

Cdﬁz /2
. / l
< Z Pgs <{Rj not separated for all j € U} ‘ G> <2 <m1/2> -
Uc{o,...l}
U]>1/2

Next, we want to bound the expected degree of vertices in the long-range percolation
graph from above. With the bound on the connection probability Pz(0 ~ u) (3), we get
that

o 22d > 22d
Esldeg(0)] = Y  Ps0~u)<3'+) »- ka <30+ 2d(2k + 1)d—1_k2dﬂ
u€eZ\{0} k=2 ueSy, k=2
< 37+ 2337 i k4T < 3% 4 g3t < [B]3%, (21)
k=2

Let P be the set of self-avoiding paths of length k in G’ starting at r(0). By a compar-
ison to the case of a Galton-Watson tree, inequality (21) already gives that Eg[|P}|] <

_k
((m35d)k. As |55] < LSdglJ, we see that

Pg <3P' € P;. with less than L separated subpaths Rj>

g7

=g [Pﬁ (ElP' € Py, with less than L separated subpaths Rj‘G'>]

k
5272

i [ CafB? 5] s \E [ Caf? 5]
<es|imil2 () T | = () (T
k
< (181%8%) 2*Ch L ootk
m 34d

by the choice of m > (2000 - 3°*Cy (m?’)(%d). Next, we want to translate this bound on
the probability of certain events to bounds on the expectation of the distances. For this,
let G be the event that all self-avoiding paths P’ C G’ starting at the origin and of length
k > k contain at least Lgd%J separated subpaths R;. With the preceding inequality we
directly get P (Gi) > 1 — 0.1%. On the event G, each path P C VOmM starting at the
origin, for which the loop-erased projection on G’ goes through k + 1 different blocks of
the form V], needs to have a length of at least k+ L?,d%J > (1 + 311%) k. Furthermore,
if we have D¢ (r(0),7 (M —1)e;)) = k, then every path connecting 0 to (mM — 1)e; in
the original model V™™ goes through at least k +1 different blocks of the form V., with
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u € VM. So we get that

o0

Eg [DvomM (0,(mM — 1)61)} > ) Eg [DVOmM (0, (mM —1)e1) Lip, (r(0),r((M=1)er )=k}

k=30+3

> Y Eg [DvomM (0, (mM — 1)e1) ]l{DG/(r(O),r((M—l)e1)):k}]lgk}

f=3d+3
< 1
> Z Eg [k (1 + W) ]l{DG/(T(O),T((M—l)el))k}]lgk]
k=3d+3
> 1
> % (EB [k (1 + @) H{Dg/(T(O)W((M1)61))=k}] —Es [QkﬂgED
k=3d+3
1 = N
> (14 —— kEg |1 —-2) 0.1%
( 3d+3> k%‘;+3 A [ {DV({M(O,(Ml)el):k}] ;

1
> (1 + @> Ej [DVOM (0, (M — 1)61)} — 3d+1p, (DVOM (0, (M — 1)ey) < 3d+3) —1

where the last inequality holds for all large enough M, as the probability of the event
{DVOM (0,(M —1)ey) < 3d+3} tends to 0 as M — oo. Say that it holds for all M > m?”,

4d
where m = { (2000 -3%Cy [18]3)(3 ) —| The important property about the choice of m is,
that its size is polynomial in 8. This already implies that

log (Eﬁ [Dvomn (0, (m™ — 1)61)]) log ((1 + #)an>

> i > i
0(8) = nh—>rgo log (m™) - "h—g’lo log (m™)
_ log (1+ ?ﬂiﬁ) S _C
log(m) — — log(p)
for some small ¢ > 0 and all g > 2. O

3 Connected sets in graphs

The expected number of open paths in the long-range percolation model, of length &, and
starting at 0, grows at most like E [deg(O)]k, which can be easily proven by a comparison
with a Galton-Watson tree. However, it is a priori not clear how the number of connected
subsets of Z% containing the origin grows. In particular, because the maximal degree of
vertices is unbounded. In this chapter, we prove several results about the structure of
connected sets in the long-range percolation graph. Mostly, we want to prove that with
exponentially high probability in k, all connected sets of size k in the graph have not too
many edges. First, we need to define what we mean by a connected set. Formally, we
define the a connected set as follows. For a graph G = (V| E) we say that a subset Z C V
is connected if the graph (Z, E') with edge set ' = {{z,y} € E: x,y € Z} is connected.
As a first step, we bound the expected number of connected sets of certain size in Galton-
Watson trees. This counting of connected sets plays an important role in Section 5 below
and in the companion paper [4].
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Lemma 3.1. Let X be a countable set with a total ordering and a minimal element, let
X be a countable sum of independent Bernoulli-distributed random variables over this set,
ie., X =3 e Xi, and let p be the expectation value of X. Say that q(k) = P(X}, = 1).
Let T be a Galton-Watson tree with offspring distribution L(X). We denote the set of all
subtrees of T of size k containing the origin by Tr. Then

E([|7kl] < 4°p".

Proof. The choice of the set X and the total ordering on it do not influence the outcome,
so we will always work with X = N from here on. We can think of the Galton-Watson tree
as a model of independent bond percolation on the graph with vertex set L = (J; Ly,
where L,, = N", and with edge set S = {{v,(v m)}:v € L,m € N} where some edge of
the form {v, (v m)} is open with probability g(m). Note that the graph G = (L, S5) is
a tree, so in particular there exists a unique path from the origin () to every vertex; this
tree is also known as the Ulam-Harris tree. For a vertex v € L, the number of open edges
of the form {v, (v m)} has the same law as X and thus we can identify the open cluster
connected to the root () with a Galton-Watson tree with offspring distribution £(X). So
in particular, the expected number of subtrees of the Galton-Watson tree T of size k is
the same as the expected number of connected sets of size k in (L, .S). For a vertex v € L,
the number of open edges of the form {v, (v m)} has the same law as X and thus we can
identify the open cluster connected to the root () with a Galton-Watson tree with offspring
distribution £(X). For a vertex v € L, we call the vertices of the form (v m) that are
connected to v by an open bond the children of v. Vice versa, we say that v is the parent
of the vertex (v m), if (v m) is connected to v. For a connected set L' C L of size k, we
now describe an exploration process (Yi)z’e{l,...,zk—l} of it:

0. Start with Y7 = 0.
1. Fort=1,...,2k—1

(a) If there exists m € N for which (Y; m) € L' and Y; # (Y; m) for all j < i, let
m’ be the minimal among those m € N and set Y11 = (Y; m/).

(b) If such an m does not exist, let Y;;; be the parent of Y;.

An example of this procedure is given in Figure 3. This exploration process traverses
every edge exactly twice in opposite directions and starts and ends at the origin of the
tree. We also say that the exploration process Y; goes (one level) down if (a) occurs
in the algorithm above and otherwise we say that the process goes (one level) up. We
also define a different process (Y )i€ (1, k) where Y/ is the unique point Y; such that

1
{Y1,...,Yi1}| <iand |[{Y1,...,Y;}| = i. So the process (Y;I)ie{l,...,k;} is like a depth-first
search from left to right in the tree. We can encode all information contained in the
subtree L' by the two sequences (ay,...,as_2) € {u,d}**=% and (mq,...,my_1) € N1,
The first sequence (ay,...,as;_2) encodes whether the process Y; goes one level up or
down at a certain point. Here a; = w if the process goes one level up after Y;, i.e., if Y;11
is the parent of Y;. Otherwise we set a; = d, i.e., if Y; 1 is a child of Y;. The sequence
(my,...,mp_1) encodes the direction of the process, where the i-th coordinate gives the
direction when the walk goes down for the i-th time. This happens when it touches the

vertex Yy, for the first time. So if v is the parent of Y}, |, then Y, = (v my).

For fixed @ = (ai,...,a_2) € {u,d}?*=2, we want to upper bound the expected

number of subtrees containing the origin with exactly this up-and-down structure. As-
sume that the exploration process Y; visits exactly [ children of some vertex Yj’. Then
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Figure 3: In the above tree, the process (Yil)ie{l o) 18 writ-
ten inside the vertices and the process (Yi)z’e{l...m} is writ-
ten above the vertices. For this tree we have (ai,...,a14) =

(d,d,u,d,u,u,d,d,d,u,u,d,u,u).

the expected number of ways to choose these I children among the children of Yj’ in an
increasing way is given by

S alm) Do oqlma) - D qlmy) <yl

miEN mo €N: m;EN:
mo>mq mp>my—1

We have this choice for all vertices Yj’ in the tree. The sum over the number of children
of all the vertices is k — 1, as every vertex, except the origin (), is the child of exactly one
vertex. Thus the expected number of trees with a specified up-and-down structure can be
bounded from above by

k—1
> Y Tatmo=s

m1EN my_1€EN =1

Up to now, we considered a fixed up-and-down-structure. However, there are at most
[{u, d}2k_2| — 2262 possible up-and-down structures (ai,...,ag;—2) (In fact there are
significantly less combinations, as one has additional constraints like a; = d). So in total,
we get

E(T < Y afh < (2272) bt < b
ae{u,dyh-2
O

We now want to use the above lemma about the Galton-Watson tree in order to get
results about the average degree of connected subsets of the long-range percolation graph.
For this, we define the average degree of some set finite Z C Z¢ by

@m:%me
veZ
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One elementary inequality we will use in the following controls the exponential moments
of certain random variables. Assume that (U;);.y are independent Bernoulli random
variables and U = )2, U;. Then

E['] =E [ zeNU] [TE["] <[] +€E[Ui]) < [] ™V = BT (22)

€N ieN ieN

and this already implies, by Markov’s inequality, that for any C' > 0

(22)
P(U >CE[U]) =P <eU > eCE[U]> <E [eU] ¢~ CEIU] "2

e(e—CIEU], (23)
Lemma 3.2. Let CS; = CSi (Zd) be all connected subsets of the long-range percolation

graph with vertex set 74, which are of size k and contain the origin 0. We write ug for
Eg [deg(0)]. Then for all B >0

Ps (3Z € CSy, : deg(Z) > 20pp) < e~ hHs

Proof. Consider percolation on the tree L = |J;2 Ly, where L,, = (Zd \ {O})n, the edge
set is given by S = {{v, (v m)} : v € L,m € Z%\ {0}} and an edge of the form {v, (v m)}
is open with probability p (8, {0, m}). A total ordering on Z%\ {0} is given by considering
an arbitrary deterministic bijection with N. From Lemma 3.1, we know that the expected
number of connected sets of size k in L is bounded by 4% ,ug. We want to project a finite
tree T C L of size k down to Z?. Remember the notation (Yi,)ie{l,...,k} for the depth-
first search from left to right in the tree. The information contained in the structure of
the tree can be represented by the vectors ¢ = (a1,...,a92) € {u,d}**=2 and m =
(ma,...,myu_1) € (Z%\ {O})k_l. We now define a subgraph (Z(T'), E(T')) of the integer
lattice and an exploration process (Xj),. (1, k} 35 follows:

0. Start with X] =0, E1(T) = 0.

1. Fort=2,...,k:
Let j < be such that Y/ = (Y] m) for some m € Z\ {0}. Set X! = X} +m and

E(T) = Eia(T) U {{X}, X} }.
2. Z(T) = U {X]} and B(T) = Ex(T).

See Figure 4 for an example of this projection. The graph (Z(T), E(T)) is clearly
connected, but it is not necessarily a tree, as there can be i # j with X! = X J’-, in which
case there exists a loop containing X/. We call both the graph (Z(T"), E(T')) and the tree
T admissible if (Z(T), E(T')) is a tree. We also write T Ay, for the set of admissible trees
T C (L, S) of size k. For a tree T' C (L, S) of size k, the condition T' € T A, is equivalent
to |Z(T)| = k, as every connected graph with k vertices and k — 1 edges is a tree. Assume
that the graph (Z(7T), E(T)) is admissible. Then the probability that all edges exist in the
random graph equals H 1 p(ﬁ, {0,m;}), which is exactly the probability that all edges
of the tree T exist inside (L, S). Every connected set Z C Z? has a spanning tree. Thus
there exists a tree T' C L with Z = Z(T') such that all edges in E(T) exist. This and the
result of Lemma 3.1 imply that

Eg HCSk(Zd)H < Z Ps (all edges in E(T) exist) = Z Ps (T € Ty)
TeT Ay TeT Ay,

< B [ITi]] < 44 (24)
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Figure 4: A tree T with 5 vertices, (a,...,ag) =
(d,u,d,d,u,d,u,u), and (my,...,mqs) = (=2,1,—2,2), and
its projection on Z. The vertices with thick boundary
{-2,-1,0,1,3} C Z are the set Z(T) and the thick edges be-
tween them are the set E(T). Note that (Z(T), E(T)) really is a
tree for this example.

For an admissible tree T', the degree of each vertex v € Z(T') is the sum of an inside degree
and an outside degree, which we will now define. The inside degree degy()(v) of a vertex
v € Z(T) is defined by
degzry(v) = Y lipwalerm)
ueZ(T)

which is just the number of edges in F(7T") containing v. Note that for a given admissible
tree T', the inside degree is purely deterministic and does not depend on the environment.
Also note that, by the handshaking lemma,

Y deggr)(v) =21B(T)| =2(12(T)| - 1), (25)
veZ(T)

where the last equality holds as (Z(T), E(T)) is a tree. Now let us turn to the outside
degree degy (o (v) of a vertex v € Z(T'), which we define by

degzipyc(v) = Y w({v,u}).

u€ZMN\{v}:

{u,v}¢E(T)
The outside degree depends on the random environment w and is a non-constant random
variable, contrary to degZ(T)(v). Now we want to get bounds on the random variable
> vez(r) degz(rye(v). Note that {u,v} ¢ E(T) does not imply that w ¢ Z(T), but
only that u and v are not neighbors in the graph induced by 7. The random variable
> vez(r) degz(rye(v) is not the sum of independent Bernoulli random variables, as we
might count some edges twice. But as one can count every edge at most twice in this sum,
one has the bound

1
3 > deggpe) < Y w({u,v}) (26)
veZ(T) {u,v}¢E(T):
{u,v}INZ(T)#0
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where the expression on the right-hand side is a sum of independent Bernoulli random
variables with expectation at most |Z(T")|ug. So for each admissible tree T' we always
have

Z deg(v Z deg, T) Z deg, T)C ) <2|1Z(T)| +2 Z w ({u,v}).

veZ(T veZ(T veZ(T {u,v}¢E(T):
{u,v}INZ(T)#0
We use the notation
U=U(T) = Z w ({u,v}).
{uv}¢ E(T):
{u,v}NZ(T)#0

For a given finite admissible tree T', we have that

Py (Aeg(Z(T)) > 20p) =Py | 3 deg(v) > 201Z(T)lpss | < Py (2U > 18/T|pp)
veZ(T)

(23)
=Ps(U>9T|ug) < E [eU] e ITls < eelTlip =N Tlip < o=6ITIns (27)

So far we only got this bound for a fixed admissible tree T C (L, S). Remember that
every connected set Z € CSj, has a spanning tree and there exists a tree T' C (L, S) so
that (Z(T), E(T)) is exactly this spanning tree. Again, we use the notation 7.4y for the
set of admissible trees T' C (L, S) of size k. With the observation from before we get that

Ps (3Z € CSy : deg(Z) > 20p3) < Z Ps (deg(Z(T)) > 20pgp, all edges in E(T) exist)

TeT A
< Z Ps (U(T) > 9kpg, all edges in E(T) exist)
TeT A
= Z Ps (U(T) > 9kpug) Pg (all edges in E(T') exist)
TeT A
@) e . .
< e VtHB Z Ps (all edges in E(T') exist)
TeT A
(24)

< G_Gkuﬁﬁlk,u,g < e—GngeZkeng < e—4ku6

where we used that g > 2 in the last inequality. This holds for long-range percolation
with our parameters, as each vertex is always connected to its nearest neighbors. The final
inequality is exactly the result that we wanted to show and thus we finish the proof. [

4 Distances in Vg

In this section, we give several bounds on the distribution of the graph distances between
points, respectively sets, inside of certain boxes. In Section 4.1, we determine several
different properties of the function (z,y) — Eg [Dvon (z, y)] It is intuitively clear that the
expression is large when z,y also have a big Euclidean distance, for example when x = 0
and y = (n — 1)1. This intuition is made rigorous in Lemma 4.2. In Section 4.2, we upper
bound the second moment of random variables of the form Dyy(z,y). Then, in Section
4.3 we use these results in order to bound the distance between certain points and sets in
the long-range percolation graph.
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4.1 Graph distances of far away points

From the definition of A(n, 8) in (9) it is not clear which pair u, v maximizes the expected
distance and how the expected graph distances can be compared for different graphs V'
and V({Ll. In Proposition 4.1, we construct a coupling between the long-range percolation
graph on V' for different n. In Lemma 4.2, we show that, up to a constant factor,
the maximum in the definition of A(n, /) gets attained by the pair {0,(n — 1)e;} or

{0, (n —1)1}.

Proposition 4.1. Let 8 > 0 and n/,n € Nso with n’ < n. For u,v € V§' define v’ =
|, v = L%/’UJ, where the rounding operation zf componentwise. There exists a coupling
of the random graphs with vertex sets Vg' and V' such that both are distributed according
to Pg and

DVO”’ (u',v") < 3Dyg (u,v) (28)

for allu,v € V§'. The same holds true when one considers the graph 7% instead of Vo' and
this also implies that

Dmm(VO",) < 3Diam(Vy'). (29)

Proof. We prove the statement via a coupling with the underlying continuous model. As
the claim clearly holds for 5 = 0 or for v = v, we can assume 3 > 0, and u # v from

here on. Let € be a Poisson point process on R% x R% with intensity W and define

& = {(t, s) eREx RY: (s,t) € (‘j} U&. Remember that this point process has a scaling
invariance, namely that for a constant « > 0 the set a€ has exactly the same distribution
as £. We now define a random graph G = (V, E): For u,v € Vg = V we place an edge
between u and v if and only if (u + C) X (v + C) NnE # (. We have already seen in
Section 1.2 about the continuous model that this creates a sample of independent long-
range percolation where the connection probability between the vertices u and v is given by

p(B,lv—u|)=1—e o ¥4 We can do the same procedure for V/ := V¥ and
n’E to get a random graph G’ = (V’/, E’). Formally, we place an edge between two vertices
u',v" € V' if and only if (u'+C) x (v/+C)Nn’E # (). We now claim that for any two vertices
u,v € V with u # v and v/, v" defined as above one has D¢ (v/,v") < 2D (u,v) + 1, which
already implies (28). Assume that (rg = u,x1,...,2; = v) is the shortest path between u
and v in G, where | = D¢g(u,v). Then for all i = 1,...,[ there are points

(y(7,0),y(i,1)) € (zi1 +C) X (7, +C) Nn&.

In particular one has
Hy(Z - 1’ 1) - y(l’o)Hoo <1

for all i = 2,...,1, ||[y(1,0) — ullec < 1, and |ly(l,1) —v|]jec < 1. For all i = 1,...,1
and j € {0,1} define y/(4,5) = %y(i,j), which implies (y'(¢,0),9'(¢,1)) € n'E. With this
definition one clearly has

Hy'(z -1, 1) - y,(i’o)Hoo <1

for all i = 2,...,0, [y/(1,0) = Zullss < 1, and [ly'(l,1) — Zv]l < 1. So in G’ we
can use the path from «’' to v’ that uses all the edges {|y'(¢,0)], ¥’ (,1)]} and in the
case where |y'(i — 1,1)] # |v'(4,0)] holds, respectively the analogous statement for w’
or v' holds, we can use the nearest neighbor edge between those vertices, which exists as
lly'(i — 1,1) — ¥'(4,0)||oc < 1. So for each vertex that is touched by the shortest path
between v and v in G one needs to make at most one additional step for the path between
v and v" in G’, which implies that D¢ (u/,v") < 2Dg(u,v) + 1. If one does not restrict to
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the sets V = V' and V' = VO"I, but works on the graph with vertex set Z¢ instead, the
same proof works. O

Lemma 4.2. For all 3> 0, n € N5, and u,v € V', we have
Eg [Dyp (u,v)] < 6dEg [Dyp(0,(n — 1)er)] (30)

and
Es [Dyg (0, (n — Der)] < 6E; [Dyz (0, (n —1)1)]. (31)

This lemma already has two interesting implications, that we want to discuss before
going to the proof.

Remark 4.3. Combining (30) and (31) already implies that for A(n, 8) = max, wevy Eg [Dyg (u,v)]+
1 one has

Eg [Dyg (0, (n —1)er)] +1 < A(n, ) < 6dEg [Dy;p (0, (n —1)e1)] +1 and
Eg [Dyp (0, (n—1)1)] +1 < A(n, 8) < 36dEs [Dyg (0, (n —1)1)] + 1.

Remark 4.4. For all bounded sets K C Rx>q there exists a constant 6 > 0 such that for
all B € K and all M, N large enough one has

A(MN, B) > M% A(N, ).

Proof. Remark 4.3 together with (20) already show the existence of such an 6* along a

subsequence of numbers of the form M = mF. Proposition 4.1 shows the result for all

large enough M. O

Proof of Lemma 4.2. Using the triangle inequality and linearity of expectation we get for
all u,v € V' that

Eg [Dvg (u,v)] < Eg [Dyg(u,0)] +Eg [Dyg(0,0)]
and thus, in order to prove (30), it suffices to show that
Eg [Dyg(0,v)] < 3dEg Dy (0, (n —1)er)] (32)

for all v € V§'. By symmetry, we can assume that p;(v) > pa(v) > ... > pg(v). For
k € {0,...,d}, we define the vector v(k) € V§' by

k
v(k) = Z pi(v)es,
=1

i.e., the first k£ coordinates of v(k) equal the corresponding coordinates of v and all other
coordinates are 0. By the triangle inequality and linearity of expectation we clearly have

d—1 d—1
Eg [Dyp(0,v)] <Eg |> Dyp(v(i),v(i+1))| =Y Eg [Dyp(v(i),v(i +1))] .
=0 =0

So in order to show (32), it suffices to show that

Eg [Dyp(v(i),v(i +1))] < 3Eg [Dygz (0, (n — 1)ep)] (33)
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v(0)
L 4

Figure 5: Let v = (6,3) € V5. The points in the gray area are the
set V. The points in the hatched area are Bj.

for all i € {0,...,d — 1}. For each such index i, the cube

B; = H {pj(v) - pi—l—l(v)? s 7pj(v)} X {07 oo 7pi+1(v)}d_i
j=1

is contained in the cube V{j'. These cubes (Bi)ie{o,...,d—l} are chosen in such a way that the
cube B; C V', both points v(7) and v(i+1) are corners of the cube B; and the line-segment
connecting v(7) to v(i + 1) is an edge of the cube. This property will then allow us to use
the symmetry of the model, together with Proposition 4.1. See figure 5 for an example.
Allowing the geodesic to use less edges clearly increases the distance between two points,
which implies Dyg (v(i),v(i + 1)) < Dp,(v(i),v(i + 1)) as B; C Vg'. As the model is
invariant under changing the coordinates and under the action e; — —e; we already get
for all i € {0,...,d —1}

Eg [Dp,(v(i),v(i +1))] = Eg DV§i+1(U)+1(O?pi+l(v)el) < 3Eg [Dyg (0, (n — 1)e1)],

where we used Proposition 4.1 for the last inequality. This shows (33) and thus finishes the
proof of (30). Now let us go to the proof of (31). Define y € Z¢ by p1(y) = 1,p;(y) = —1
for i > 2 and define the cube B by B = {n —1,...,2n — 2} x {0,...,n — 1}471. By the
triangle inequality we have

DV02n71(07 (2n —2)e1) < Dyp(0,(n —1)1) + Dp((n — 1)1, (2n — 2)eq). (34)

Observe that (2n —2)e; = (n — 1)1 4 (n — 1)y. The pairs of vertices 0 and (n — 1)1 lie on
opposite corners of the cube Vg'. The vertices (n — 1)1 and (2n — 2)e; also lie on opposite
corners of the cube B. The two cubes V' and B differ by a translation only; in particular,
they have the same side length. As the long-range percolation model is invariant under
translation and reflection of any coordinate the two terms in the sum (34) have the same
distribution which implies that

Eg |:DV02n—1(0, (2n — 2)61)} < 2Eg [Dvon (0, (n — 1)1)] .
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Using Proposition 4.1, we finally get
Es [Dyg (0, (n — 1)er)] < 3E4 [Dvgnfl(o, (2n — 2)e1)} < 6 [Dyy (0, (n — 1)1)]
which shows (31). O

4.2 The second moment bound

The next lemma relates the second moment of the distances to their first moment. We
use a technique that has already been used in [21] before in a slightly different form
for dimension d = 1 only. As we need the result in a uniform dependence on 3 in our
companion paper [4], we directly prove the uniform statement here. The uniformity does
not cause any complications for d > 2, but it causes minor technical difficulties for d = 1.
So we give the proof for d = 1 in the appendix. The situation for d > 2 is easier, as
there are no cut points, in the sense that for every u,v € V' there exist two disjoint paths
between u and v. For d = 1, and in particular for 8 < 1, such a statement will typically
not be true.

Lemma 4.5. For all 8 > 0, there exists a constant Cg < 0o such that for all n € N, all
e €10,1] and all u,v € Vi

Egye [Dyg (u,v)?] < CsA(n, B +¢). (35)

Proof of Lemma 4.5 for d > 2. Fix > 0. We will prove that for all £ € [0,1], all m,n €
N, and all u,v € Vg™

Ege [Dygon (u,v)?] < 300m*A(n, 8+ €)? 4 300 max B [Dyg (w,2)?] . (36)
w,zeVJ
Iterating over this inequality one gets for some large enough N that

max E5+€ [DvomkN(u,v)2]

u,vGVOmkN
k . .
< 300m* 3" 300°A(m* N, 8+ £)? + 300" max_ Eg. [DVON (u, v)ﬂ

=0 u,vGVON
k . .
< 300m* ) " 300°A(m* N, B + €)® + 300" N*. (37)
i=0
for all k € N. By Remark 4.4 there exists 6* = 6*(3) > 0 such that for all € € [0,1], and
all m,n € N large enough one has

A(mn,B+¢) = max Eg,. [Dvomn (u,v)] +1

u,veVg""

>m? < max Egy. [Dys(u,v)] + 1> =m? A(n, B +e¢).

u,veVyg
Take m large enough so that also 300m=%" < % is satisfied. Inserting this into (37) gives
k

max g, [DvomkN(u, 0)2} < 300m* 3 300°A(m* N, § + £)2 + 300F N

kN
u,veVg™ =0
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k
< 300m* » 300'm~ " A(mFN, B+ )” + N*A(m*N, 8 + ¢)
=0
< (600m* + N?) A(m*N, B + ¢)?

for large enough N. This shows (35) along the subsequence N,mN,m?N,... . For
general n € N, the desired result follows from Proposition 4.1. So we are left with
showing (36). For this, we use an elementary observation, that was already used in
[21]. Assume that Xi,...,X,; are independent non-negative random variables and let
T = argmax;eqy,. my (Xi). Then

2 m m
E[<m;XXi> ] <E|D X[ DX :ZZE[Xi]E[Xj]ngmZaxE[Xi]?, (38)

VET
i=1 i i=1 j#i
We still need to show inequality (36), i.e., that

Ege [Dygon (u,v)?] < 300m*A(n, B+ €)? + 300 max By [Dygp(w,2)] .
w,zeVy

Let u,v € Vg, say with u € V;',v € Vi, where z,y € Vg". Inequality (36) clearly
holds in the case where x = y. For the case z # y, let xg = x,21,...,2;y = y and
xy = x,2,...,x), =y be two completely disjoint and deterministic paths between = and
y inside Vg" that are of length at most m + 1 and use only nearest-neighbor edges, i.e.,
lzi — zi—1]|loo = 1 and ||a} — z}_,|lcc = 1 for all suitable indices i. By completely disjoint
we mean that {z1,..., 21} N {z,...,2),_,} = 0; the starting point z = zo = z{, and
the end point y = x; = ), already need to agree by the construction. Now we iteratively
define sequences (L;, R;)!_, and (Lg,R;)ﬁ/:o as follows:

0. Set Ly =u, R = v.

1. Fori=1,...,l, choose R;_1 € V'  and L; € V! such that [|[R;_1 — Li|jcc = 1.

1

Analogously, we define (L}, R})}_, by

0. Set Ly = u, R, = v.

1. Fori=1,...,l', choose R;_, € V'

i—1

and L} € Vi such that |R._y — Li||oc = 1.

The choice of these algorithms in step 1 is typically not unique. If there are several
possibilities, we always choose the vertices with some deterministic rule that does not
depend on the environment. An example of such a construction is given in Figure 6. The
idea behind this construction is, that there exists a path that goes from Lg to Ry to L
to Ry ... to L; to R;. Furthermore, there also exists a path that goes from L{, to R{, to L}
... to L}, to R;,. We then compare the length of these two paths.

By construction we have L;, R; € V;' and L}, R; € V. for all i € {0,...,l}, respectively
i €{0,...,I'}. Define '

X; = Dyn (Li, R;) fori € {1,...,l -1} and
X; = Dyn(Lj,R}) forie {1,...,1' = 1}.

These are at most [ — 1+ 1’ — 1 < 2m random variables and they are independent, as the
boxes V) and V. are disjoint. We order the random variables {X; :7 € {1,...,l —1}} U

7
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Figure 6: The graph V{ for d = 2. The division into 3x 3-boxes is marked
in gray. In this picture, u, v are the black vertices, Ry, L1, R1, Lo are the
starred vertices and the nearest-neighbor edges {Ry, L1} and {Ri, Lo}
are black and thick. The vertices Ry, L, R}, L}, R}, Liare the vertices
with the extra circle and dot in the inside; The nearest-neighbor edges

{Ry, L)}, {R}, LS}, and {RY, L5} are black and thick.

{X]:ie{1,...,I' = 1}} in a descending way and call them Y7,Ys,...,Y;;—o. The idea
in finding a short path between v and v is now to avoid the box where the maximum of
the Y;-s is attained. Assume that the maximum of them is one of the X;-s, ie., X; = Y;
for some ¢ € {1,...,1 —1}. Then we consider the path that goes from L{ = u to R,
and from there to L}, and from there we go successively to Rj, = v. Otherwise, we have
X! =Y for some i € {1,...,I'! —1}. In this situation, we consider the path that goes
from Ly = u to Ry, from there to L, and successively to R; = v. In both cases we have
constructed a path between u and v. The length of this path is an upper bound on the
chemical distance between u and v and thus we get

Dvomn (u, U) < Dvxn (Lo, R(]) + Dvxn (Lé], Ré) + Dvyn (Ll, Rl) + Dvyn (L;/, R;/) +mYs + (m + 1),
(39)

where the summand (m + 1) arises as one still needs to go from R; to L;y; for all i €
{0,...,1 =1}, or from R; to L;  for all i € {0,...,I" — 1}. But by assumption one has
I, <m+1, so one needs at most m + 1 additional steps. From (38) we know that

Egie [Y2] < 4m® max Egy. [Dyp(w,2)]”. (40)

w,zeVg
For the distance between Ly and Ry one clearly has

Eﬁ-f-& [Dvx" (LO’RO)Z] < max Eﬁ-ﬁ-s [Dvon(w,z)z]

w,z€Vq
and the same statements hold for Dyn(Lg, Ry), Dypn (L, Ry), and Dyn (L}, Ry,). Using the

2
elementary inequality <Z? 1 al-) < 36 Z?:1 a? that holds for any six numbers aq, ..., ag €

R for the term in (39), we get that

Egte [Dvomn (u,v)Q]
< 36Eg.. [Dvxn(Lo, Ro)? + Dy (L, RY)? + Dy (L, R)® + Dy (L, Ry)? + m?Y3 + (m + 1)2]
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<4-36 max Egi. [Dyn(w,2)’] +36m°Egye V5] 4 36(m + 1)°

w,zeVJ
(49 2 4 2
< 300 max Egi. [Dyn(w,2)?] 4+ 300m*A(n, B + ¢)
w,zeVy o

which shows (36) and thus finishes the proof. O

Corollary 4.6. Iterating this technique one can show that for all k € N of the form k = 2!
and for all 8 > 0 there exists a constant Cg < oo such that for alln € N, and all u,v € V!

Eg |Dvg (u0)"| < Can(n, )" (41)
Then, one can extend this bound to all k € R>q with Hélder’s inequality.
Proof of Corollary 4.6 for d > 2. For r > 0, define the quantity

A"(5,m) = max B [Dyp (2. )]

and assume that A"(8,n) < CA(B,n)" for some constant C' and all n € N. Using the same
notation as in (39) above we get that for any u,v € V§™, say with v € V' and y € Vi,

Dygn (u,v) < Dyp(Lo, Ro) + Dy (Lo, R) + Dy (Li, Ry) + Dy (Lys, Ryy) +mYa + (m + 1),
and thus we also get that
Dy (u,v)* < 6% (DV;L (Lo, Ro)> + Dy (Lp, Ry
+ Dy (Ly, R)? + Dy (L, Ry + (mYa)™ + (m + 1)27‘).
We have that

Eg [(mYQ)QT] =m*Eg [(YQ”)Q} <m* max Eg [Dvon (w,z)r]2 <m* C%A(B,n)"
w,zeVg
and from here the same proof as in Lemma 4.5 shows that A?"(8,n) < C(r)A(B,n)?" for
some constant C(r) < oo. Inductively, we thus get that for all » = 2¥, with k& € N one has
A"(B,n) < C(r)A(B,n)". Whenever r > 0 is not of the form r = 2¥ for some k € N, let k
be large enough so that r < 2¥. Then we get that

A7 - Es [Dyn(z,y)] < E[Dn 2’“]7‘“<A r
(B.n) = max, s [Dv; (w,y)]_mglg‘én 5 | Dvg (z,9) < CA(B,n)

for some constant C'. O

4.3 Graph distances between points and boxes

So far, we only considered distances between two different points in a box. In this section,
we investigate the distance between certain points and boxes. For n € N and 0 < ¢ < %
we define the boxes L™ := [0,:n]? and R" := [n — 1 — tn,n — 1]%. These are boxes that lie
in opposite corners of the cube V', where L} lies in the corner containing 0 and R}' lies
in the corner containing 1. The next lemma deals with the graph distance of these two
boxes. A similar statement of Lemma 4.7 for the continuous model and d = 1, was already
proven in [21]. We follow the same strategy for the proof of this lemma. Again, we prove
it uniformly for 8 in some compact intervals, as we will need this uniform statement in [4].
The uniformity does not make any complications in this proof here.
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Lemma 4.7. For all § > 0, there exists an v > 0 such that uniformly over all ¢ € [0, 1]
andn € N

EﬁJrs [DVO" (L:L7R?)] > EﬁJrs [DVO" (07 (n - 1)1)] ’ (42)

N |

and there exists ¢* > 0 such that uniformly over all € € [0,1] and n € N

1 *
Pgie (Dvon (L}, R}) > 1Eo+e [Dyp (0, (n— 1)1)]) > c*. (43)

Proof. The statement clearly holds for small n, so we focus on n € N large enough from
here on. Let x € L}’ and y € R® be the minimizers of Dyx (L}, R}'), i.e., Dyp (L}, R}') =
Dyg (z,y). If the minimizers are not unique, pick two minimizers with a deterministic rule
not depending on the environment. The choice of x,y, and the distance Dyy (L}, R}') de-
pend only on edges with at least one endpoint in Vg'\ (L} U R'). The distances Dz (0, z),
respectively Dgn (y, (n—1)1), depend only on edges with both endpoints in L}, respectively
R}. Thus we get that

E5+5 [Dvon (O, (’I’L - 1)1)] < Eﬁ+g [DRZL (O, x)] + Eﬁ+g [Dvon (L:L, R?)] + E5+5 [DR[L (y, (TL - 1)1)]
< 2A( LLTLJ B+ 6) + EB-I—& [DVO” (L:L’ R?)] :

For + small enough and n large enough, we get uniformly over ¢ € [0, 1] that

A(n,B+e) > <%>GIA(M,5+5)

for some ' > 0 by Remark 4.4. So by Lemma 4.2, respectively Remark 4.3, we can choose
¢ small enough so that uniformly over n € N large enough and ¢ € [0, 1]

2A([in], 6 +2) < 5Bpse [Drg (0, (n—1)1)]
and this implies that
Egee [Dyg (L7, RM] 2 Egpe [Dyp (0, (n — 1)1)] — 2A(lin], 6 + <)
> TEg. (D (0, (n— 1)1)]

which proves (42). For such an ¢, define A = {Dy;» (L, R}") > 1Eg4e [Dyg (0,(n—1)1)] }.
By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality we have

Ege [Dvg (0, (n — 1)1)] < 2B, [Dyp (L7, R})]
=2Eg, . [Dvon (L}, R} ye] + 2Eg;e [Dvon(L[L, R} )1 4]

< %EW-E [Dyg (0, (n = 1)1)] + 2B, [Dyg (0, (n— 1)1)*]'7* | [Ps . (A)
< %Eﬁ-i-e [DVO” (0,(n — 1)1)] + ClEﬁ—i—e [DVO” (0,(n — 1)1)] Paye (A),

where the last inequality holds for some C’ < oo, by Lemma 4.2 and Lemma 4.5. Solving
the previous line of inequalities for Pz . (A) shows (43). O
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Lemma 4.8. For all 5 > 0 and all dimensions d, there exists a constant ¢; > 0 such that
uniformly over allm € N and all x € S,

Eg [Dp,0)(0,2)] > c1Es [Dyg (0, (n — 1)1)] (44)

and the constant c1 can be chosen in such a way so that it only depends on the dimension
d and the value v > 0 in (42).

Proof. Let v € S, be one of the minimizers of y — Eg [DBR(O)(O,y)] among all vertices
y € Sp. By reflection symmetry, we can assume that all coordinates of v are non-negative.
With the notation eg = ey we define the vectors vg,...,vq_1 by

<ej7 Ui> - <ei+j mod d» U>

which are just versions of the vector v, where we cyclically permuted the coordinates. By
invariance under changes of coordinates, we have

Eg [Dp,(0)(0,v)] =Eg [Dg, (0)(0,vi)]

for all i € {0,...,d—1}. Define the vertices uo,...,uq by u; = Zgzl v;. By our construc-
tion we have ug = 0 and ug = Z‘ii:l v; = N1 for some integer N > n. The balls B, (u;)
are all contained in the cube Y = {—n,...,N +n}? for all i € {0,...,d}. Thus we have

IS

-1
Eg [Dy(0,N1)] < > Eg[Dr(ui-1,ui-1 +v;i1)] < dEs [Dp, (0)(0,v)] ,
1

-
Il

and by translation invariance we also have for the cube Y1 = {0,...,2n + N}¢
Eg [Dr, (n1,(n + N)1)] < d Eg [Dp,(0)(0,)] -

Using the triangle inequality, we see that for all k € N the expected distance between nl
and (n + kN)1 inside the cube Yy = {0,...,2n 4+ kN}? is upper bounded by

Eg [Dy, (n1,(n+kN)1)] < k-d Eg [Dp,(0)(0,v)] .
But Proposition 4.1 also gives that for s = ;555 and wy = |[snl],we = [s(n + kN)1|
Eﬁ [Dvon (’U)l, wg)] < 3k -d Eﬁ [DBn(O) (O, U)] .

As N > n, for each fixed ¢ > 0 we can choose k large enough so that w; € L' and wy € R}
and thus Eg [Dvon (w1, w2)] > Eg [Dvon (L, R™")]. Then we get by the lower bound on the
expected distance between the boxes L)' and R)* (42) that for such a k

1 1 n Hn
Eﬁ [DBn(O)(()’U)] Z 3/{:dEﬁ [Dvon(wl,wg)] 2 3kdE6 [Dvon(LL ’RL )]
(42) 1
> —6kdEﬁ [Dyz (0, (n —1)1)]

which finishes the proof, as v € S, was assumed to minimize the expected distance
Eg [DBn(o) (0, y)] among all vertices y € S,. O
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Lemma 4.9. For all dimensions d and all 3 > 0, there exists an n € (O, %) such that
uniformly over allm € N and oll x € S,

Es [Dp,0) (Bin(0), Byn (@))] 2 AR, 8) (45)

where ¢y is the constant from (44) and there exists a constant cy such that

Ps (Dp,0) (B (0), Byn(x)) = TAM. B)) = co. (46)
Furthermore, for each 8 > 0 there exist constants c3 > 0 such that
Py (D (Bal0), Ban(0)7) = SA(M,B)) = ¢4 (47)
uniformly over all n € N,

Note that in the above lemma, for x € S, the box By,(x) is not completely con-
tained inside B, (0), but from the definition of Dp, (o) (-, "), we only consider the part that
intersects By, (0).

Proof. Given the results of Lemma 4.8, the proof of (45) and (46) works in the same way
as the proof of Lemma 4.7 and we omit it. Regarding the statement of (47), we will first
prove that for n > 0 small enough

Py (D (Bn(0), B(0)°) = SA(n.B)) = e4 (48)

for some constant ¢4 > 0 and uniformly over all n € N. For this, we use the FKG
inequality, see [29, Section 1.3] or [24,27] for the original papers. We can cover the set
U.es, Byn(x) with uniformly (in n) finitely many sets of the form By, (z). For example,
we have

U Bm() c | Bpl(2)

TESR: zeF
<x761>:n

where F = {nel —i—Z?:z kie; i k; € {—“n—%],..., [%1} for all i € {2,...,d}}, and all

other faces of the set | J,cs, Byn() can be covered in a similar way. Suppose that A;, C S,
is a sequence of finite sets with sup,, |A},| = A’ < oo such that

U Bm() = |J Buml(2)

Z‘ESn !L’GA;L

for all n € N. So in particular we have

{DBn(O) (Byn(0), By (z)) >

- {DBn(O) (Byn(0), By (z)) >

A(n, B) for all x € Sn}

A(n, ) for all z € A’n}.

The events {Dp, (0) (Byn(0), Byn(z)) > G-A(n,8)} are decreasing for all z € S, in the
sense that they are stable under the deletion of edges. Thus the FKG inequality and (46)
imply that that

c
Ps <DBn(0) (Byn(0), Bpp(x)) > ZIA(n,ﬂ) for all x € Sn>

31



=Ps (Dp,(0) (Bin(0), Byn(@)) = SA(n, ) for all 2 € 4;) > &) > o5

Assume that there is no direct edge from [—(n — nn), (n — gn)]? to Z4\ [-n,n]?. This has
a uniform positive probability in n and is also a decreasing event. Then any path from
By (0) to B, (0)¢ goes through at least one box By, () N B,,(0) for some z € S,,. So with
another application of the FKG inequality we get that

C1

Py (D (Byn(0), Ba(0)) = TA(. 9)) = c5

for some ¢5 > 0 and uniformly over all n € N. Next, let A, C B,(0) be a sequence of sets
such that J,c 4 Byn(z) = Bn(0) and sup,, |A,| =t A < co. Then D (B,(0), By, (0)¢) <
4 A(n, B) already implies that there exists a point « € A, such that D (By,(z), By (2)¢) <
ZA(n, ). By another application of the FKG inequality we have

which proves (47). O

Lemma 4.10. For all 8> 0 and all € > 0, there exist 0 < ¢ < C < 0o such that
Pg (cA(n, B) < D (0, B,(0)°) < CA(n,8)) > 1—¢ (49)
for alln € N.

Similar statements for one dimension and the continuous model were already proven
n [21]. We follow a similar strategy here.

Proof. By the inequality D (0, B,,(0)¢) < Dy (0,(n+1)1) we get that

Eg [D (0,B,(0)°)] < A(n+2,8) < A(n, 8) +2.
Using Markov’s inequality we see that

< A(n,B) +2

Ps (D(0, B, (0)€) > CA(n,B)) < CAB)

and thus the probability Ps (D(0, B,(0)¢) < CA(n, 8)) can be made arbitrarily close to
1 by taking C large enough. We will also refer to this case as the upper bound. The
probability of the lower bound Pg (cA(n, 8)) < D(0, B,,(0)¢) can be made arbitrarily close
to 1 for small n by taking ¢ small enough. So we will always focus on n large enough from
here on. Fix K, N € Nx5; such that the function i — A (K2i]\f7 5) is increasing in ¢. This
is possible by Remark 4.4. We now consider boxes of the form Bp2in(0). The probability
of a direct edge from Bjezi-1)n(0) to Bg2in(0)¢ equals the probability of a direct edge
between 0 and Bg2(0)¢, and is by (5) bounded by 3509K 2. So the probability that there
is some i € {1,..., K} for which there is a direct edge from Byaq-1x(0) to By (0)°
is bounded by B509K~'. We denote the complement of this event by A. Conditioned
on the event A, where there exists no edge between Byai-1)5(0) and Bain(0)¢ for all
i € {1,...,K}, each path from By(0) to B2k (0)¢ needs to cross all the distances
from Byeagi-1) 5 (0) t0 Bypeai-1) 5 (0)¢. For odd 4, these distances are independent. As
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the function ¢ — A (K 2N, ﬁ) is increasing in 4, conditioned on the event A, we have the
bound

P (D (0, Byezie 5 (0)C) < —A N, 8) ‘A)

<P (D (Bjezi-1 5 (0), BQKQ(,-_UN(O)C) < SA (K*IN,B) Vi (1., K} odd[A)

H B5 (D (Bra(0). Byyean(0)°) < TA (KD, 8) | 4)

) odd

H Py ( (Breat-1x(0), Bygezin y (0)€) < %A (KQU—UN, ﬁ)) < (1-ey)lE],
) odd

where the second last inequality holds because of FKG, as events of the form {D(,-) < x}
are increasing and A is decreasing, and where c3 is the constant from (47). Thus we have
that

Ps <D (0, Byear (0)€) < %A(N, 5))
< By (D (0. By (0)) < TAW.B)|A) +B5 (A%) < (1= e3) 5 + 350K !

and this quantity can be made arbitrary small by suitable choice of K. To finish the
proof, remember that A(N, ) and A (K KN, ﬁ) are off by a multiplicative factor of at
most K%K as

A(N,B) <A (K*(N,B) (%) A (KK B)A(N,B) < K*A(N,B).

Thus we have

Py <D (0, Byar n (0)€) < KQKA(KQKN ﬁ)) <Py (D (0, Byax  (0)€) < %A(N,ﬁ))

< (1—ey)l2) + B50dK 1,

Now, for fixed € > 0, take K large enough so that (1 — c;»,)L%J + 504K~ <. ForneN
large enough with n > K?K let N be the largest integer for which K*XN < n. We know
that K26 N < n < K?5X2N and this also yields, by Proposition 4.1, that

A(n, B) < 3A (K*M2N,B) < 6A (K* N, B)

which already implies

C1

Py (D (0. B,(0)) < 557 ( 5)) <Py <D (0, B,(0)7) < 4K2KA(K2KN 5))

L A(KEN, 5)) <(1-cs)ls) + 8500 < e

< Py (D (0, By (0)°) < i

O

The previous lemma tells us that for fixed § > 0 all quantiles of D (O, Bn(O)C) are of or-
der A(n,B). We want to prove a similar statement for the quantiles of D (Bn(O), Bgn(O)C).
However, an analogous statement can not be true, as there is a uniform positive proba-
bility of a direct edge between B, (0) and Bs,(0)¢. But if we condition on the event that
there is no such direct edge, the statement still holds.
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Lemma 4.11. Let L be the event that there is no direct edge between B,,(0) and Ba,(0)°.
For all B >0 and all € > 0, there exist 0 < ¢ < C' < 0o such that

Ps (cA(n, B) < D(B,(0), B2, (0)°) < CA(n,B) | £) > 1—¢ (50)
for allm € N.

Proof. We know that

Es [D(By(0), B2q(0))] < Eg[D(n1, (2n + 1)1)]

< Eg [Dyp(nl, (2n —1)1)] +2 < A(n, B) + 1,

and thus the probability P (D(B,(0), B2,(0)¢) < CA(n, ) | £) can be made arbitrarily
close to 1 by taking C' large enough, by Markov’s inequality. For the lower bound, we first
consider integers of the form Ny, = M* Ny, where we fix M € N first. Let M be the smallest
natural number such that M > 100 and A(M, ) < 1—]\6[. The inequality A(M, ) < 1—]\6[ holds
for large enough M, as A(M, ) asymptotically grows like a power of M that is strictly
less than one, see Section 2.2. As [ is fixed for the rest of the proof, we simply write A(n)
for A(n,3). We write C,, for the annulus Bs,(0) \ B,(0). Let A5 denote the event that
for all vertices © € Cyny for which there exists an edge e = {x,y} with ||z — y|lco > N
one has D (ac, C]\C4 NI we*) > 0A(MN). We will now show that the probability of the event
As converges to 1 as § — 0. Remember that A(MN) and A(N) differ by a factor of at
most M. Let us first consider the event that for some d; > 0 there exists a vertex incident
to a long edge in one of the boundary regions of thickness §; IV of Cjsn, Formally, for
01 € (0, %), we define the boundary region M Cyn of Cun by

0 Crun = {Burn+6,5(0) \ Burn(0)} U {Banrn(0) \ Banrn—s,n(0)} -

The set 9% Cjsn has a size of at most 4d51N(5MN)d71, as for z € 9 C)n one needs
to fix one of the coordinates within the interval (M N, M N + 61 N], respectively in the
interval (2M N — 6;N,2M N], or one of the reflections of these intervals, and then has at
most 4M N + 1 possibilities for each of the remaining d — 1 coordinates. Combining this
gives

(851 Oum N‘ < (4d6y N)(AMN + 1) < 4d6, N(5MN)d-1,

The probability that a vertex is incident to some edge of length > N is proportional to

% as shown in (5). So together with (5) we get that

Ps (33; € 9 Crn,y € By_1(2)C sz ~ y) < 4d5; N(5MN)?'P5 (0 ~ Ss )
< 6y - 4d(5MN)? 850N~ < 6, - 8 (10°M)“.

Furthermore, the expected number of points x € Cjsny which are incident to a long edge
is bounded by

Es[[{z € Cun:a~Bya@ Y] < Y. Y Psla~y)

ze€CMN yeBy—1(x)¢

®)
<|Cunl ). Ps(0~y) < (BMN)B50TN T < B(250M)7. (51)
yEBNfl(O)C
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where the second last inequality holds as |Cysy| < (4MN +1)% < (5M N)?, and because
the sum ZyEBN 0)C P5(0 ~ y) can be upper bounded by 550dN @ in the exact same
way as in (8). As the existence of an edge {z,y} with ||z — y|l«c > N and the distance
D (ﬂ:,B(;lN(ﬂ:)C;w{“”vy}_) are independent random variables, we get with a union bound
that

Ps <3m € Cyn,y € Bno1(2)¢ iz ~y, D (m,BglN(x)C;w{m’y%) < 5A(MN)>
> > Ps(x~y)Ps (D (z,Bsy,n(2)) < SAMN))

z€CpN yeBy_1(z)C

< B(250M)*Ps (D (0, Bs, n(0)°) < SA(MN))
where we used (51) for the last inequality. Thus we also get that
Ps (Ag) =Ps <Elx € Cyn,y € Bv_1(x)¢ iz ~y, D <x,C]((;[N;w{x’y}_> < 5A(MN))
<Pg (Hm € BélCMN,y € BN_l(x)C T~ y)
+ Ps (Elx € Cyn,y € By1(2)¢ iz ~y, D <x,B51N(ﬂ:)C;w{x’y}_) < 5A(MN))
< 6,8 (10°M)" + B(250M) %P5 (D (0, Bs, 5 (0)C) < SA(MN)) (52)

and this converges to 0 as § — 0, for an appropriate choice of §1(d), by Lemma 4.10
uniformly over N € N. We write f(d) for the supremum of Pg (./450) over all N € N and
for A,B C V, we write D* (A, B) for the indirect distance between A and B, i.e., the
length of the shortest path between A and B that does not use a direct edge between A
and B. Now assume that D* (Ban(0), Boyrn(0)¢) < SA(MN). We now consider the
path between Bjsn(0) and Bajy N(O)C that achieves this distance. Either this path uses
some long edge (of length greater than N — 1), or it only jumps from one block of the form
VN to directly neighboring blocks. The probability that there exists a point x € Cyy
and a long edge e incident to it such that D (3:, C]((}N; we_) < OA(MN) is relatively small
by (52). Any path that does not use long edges can only do jumps between neighboring
blocks of the form V,V. Say the geodesic between By (0) and Baysn(0)€ uses the blocks
(Vv];V )ZL v Consider the loop-erased trace of this walk on the blocks, i.e., say that the path
uses the blocks (VY ) C Cyn with [jv; — v, 1]loc = 1 and never returns to V;V after

going to VUA; - There need to be at least ¥ transitions between blocks VN and VUJ]V »

with v, = vji,llee = 2 and 0 < ji < jo < . < Jjmys < L as the path needs to walk a
distance in the infinity-norm of at least M N. So in particular we have

[M/3]
Z D* (VI VY ) < D* (Burx(0), Barw (0)°)

< 6A(MN, B) < 6A(M,B)A(N, B) < %M(N, B3)

where we used our assumption on M for the last step. So in particular there need to be

at least two transitions between V¥ and V¥ that satisfy D* (VUN VY > < 0A(N, B).
i Jit+1 Ji Ji+1

In fact, there need to be some linear number in M many such transitions, but two are

sufficient for our purposes here. All these transitions need to be disjoint, as shortest paths

never use the same edge twice. Thus we get by the BK inequality (see [29, Section 1.3]
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or [9,35]) that

P [MZ/?’]D*<V vy )<%5A(N < M? ( minP <D <VN vy )<5AN)> 2
o[ 2o (u,) < oo | < (mines (0 (Vv )

For each combination of vectors vj,,v;,,, with [Jvj;, — vj.. [lcc = 2, we can translate and
rotate the boxes V.Y and V.V  to boxes T (VUN ) and T' <VUN ) in such a way that
i Ji+1 24 Ji+1

T <VUJJV) C By(0) and T <Vv];f-+1) C By (0)©. By translational and rotational invariance
of our long-range percolation model, this already implies that

min P (D* <VN vy ) < 6A(N)) < Py (D* (Bn(0), Bon (0)C) < SA(N)) .

) 'UJ

There are at most ( (5M )d)! choices for possible choice of vertices vg, v1,..., v, as there are
at most (5M)? possibilities for vy and (5M)? — 1 possibilities for v; and so on. Overall we
see that the probability that there exists an indirect path between Bpsn(0) and Bopsn(0)¢
of length JA(MN), which jumps between neighboring blocks of the form VN only, is
bounded by

(5Md) IM?Ps (D* (By(0), Ban (0)°) < SA(N))?.
We write S for the constant (5M d)!M 2. Thus we get that
Ps (D* (Ban(0), Boyrn (0)€ < SA(MN)))
N 2
< SPg (D* (BN (0), Ban(0)9) < GA(N))” +Pg (AF) .
We define the sequence (a,)nen by
ag = Pg (D* (BN (0), Ban (0)9) < JA(N))
and a1 = Sa2 + f(0). Inductively it follows that
Ps <D* (Bagen(0), Bopsey (0)°) < 6A(MkN)> < ay

for all k € N. For f(6) < [, the equation a = Sa® + f(6) has the two solutions
1—+/1-45f(0)

14++4/1-4
a_ = and ay = + S/0) >

28 28 28"

For ay € [0,a4), and thus in particular for ay € [0, 25] the sequence a,, converges to

a_ = 17 V1-457(0) ~ f(6) and thus we get

lim sup P (D* (Bagin (0), B (0)€) < 6A(MkN)> <a

k—o0

For fixed N € N, the requirement

ag = Pg (D* (Bn(0), Ban(0)9) < SA(N)) < 55

is satisfied for small enough & > 0 and this shows (50) along the subsequence Ny = MF*N.
To get the statement for all integer numbers, one can use Proposition 4.1 and the fact
that A(n) < A(mn) < mA(n) for all integers m,n. O
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With the same technique as above one can also prove that the indirect distance between
V@ and the set B, (V)¢ = {2 €Z%: Doo(z,V§) >n} = Uuezd:|jujjc>2 Vi scales like
A(n, B). B

Corollary 4.12. For all >0 and € > 0 there exist 0 < ¢. < Cz < oo such that

Py (czA(n. ) < D (V8. B (V§)") < CeA(n. 8)) 2 1 ¢ .

5 The proof of Theorem 1.1

We first give an outline of the proof of Theorem 1.1. In Lemma 4.10, we showed that
D <0, B, (O)C> ~p A(n, ), and Lemma 4.2 shows that A(n, ) ~ Eg [Dygz (0, (n — 1)e1)],
meaning that the ratio of these two expressions is uniformly bounded from below and
above by constants 0 < ¢ < C' < co. In Lemma 5.5 below we prove supermultiplicativity
of A(n, 3). Together with the submultiplicativity proven in Lemma 2.3 this shows that for
each 8 > 0 there exists cg > 0 such that cgA(m, B)A(n, ) < A(mn, B) < A(m, B)A(n, ).
We define a; = log (A(Qk', 5)) The sequence is subadditive and thus

log(A(2k,ﬁ)) . Qg af

8(8) = lim B2\ P _ = inf — & __
(B) = Jim = @R hvoo log(2)k ke log(2)k

exists, where the last inequality holds because of Fekete’s Lemma. On the other hand, the
sequence by = log(cgA(2¥, B)) satisfies

bt = log(cgA(2"T, B)) > log(csA (28, B)csA(2!, B)) = by, + by
and thus

. log(cgA (2%, 3)) . bi; b
9 :l _— = =
(8) = i == e dm e @k S a2k

This already implies that
kO(B) k —15k0(B)
2 <A(2%,8) < cg 2

for all k& € N. These two inequalities can be extended from points of the form 2* to all
integers with Proposition 4.1. So there exists a constant 0 < Cé < oo such that for all
neN

L 0

C_én ®) < A(n, B) < Cén B).

which shows (1). So we still need to prove supermultiplicativity of A(+, ) in order to prove

the first item in Theorem 1.1. The second item of Theorem 1.1, i.e., the bounds on the
diameter of cubes (2), we show in Section 5.3.

5.1 Distances between certain points

In this chapter, we examine the typical behavior of distances between points that are
connected to long edges. In Lemma 5.1, we consider the infinity distance between such
points. Using a coupling argument with the continuous model, we compare the situation to
the situations occurring in Lemma 2.4 and Lemma 2.5. Then, in Lemma 5.2 we translate
these bounds on the infinity distance into bounds on the typical graph distance between
points that are incident to long edges.

Fix the three blocks V', V) and V{§' with |lul|sc > 2. The next lemma deals with the
infinity distance between points x,y € V' with x ~ V', y ~ V.
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Lemma 5.1. For all 2 < e <1 and u,w € Z%\ {0} with ||ul|s > 2 one has
IP’B(Hx,y eVg iz —ylloo <enyx ~ V5 y~V] ‘ Vgl ~ Vi Vgt ~ Vlf) < C&€1/2 [8]?
where C!; is a constant that depends only on the dimension d.

Proof. Let £ be the symmetrized Poisson process constructed in subSection 1 2 about

the continuous model, i.e., £ is a Poisson process on R% x R% with intensity W and

€ is defined by & = {(S,t) ceRIxR?: (t,5) € (‘j} UE. Now we place an edge between
z,y € Z% if and only if
(x4+C)x(y+C)NnE#0

and call this graph G = (V, E). The distribution of the resulting graph is identical to Pg
by the dilation invariance of £. We can do the same procedure for L% —1]&, i.e., place
an edge between z/,1y’ € Z% if and only if

1
(@ +C) % (y +C) N b—e - 1Je £0
and call the resulting graph G’ = (V', E’). Now assume that in the graph G there exist
z,y € Vg with ||z — y|lec < en such that z ~ V' and y ~ V]! in G. Then there exist
z.€x+C,u. € nu—+ [O,n)d,yc €ey+C,we. € nw+ [O,n)d

with (z¢,uc), (Ye, we) € nE. We also have ||z — yelloo < en+ 1 < 2en. Now we rescale

1
the process from size n to size | — 1]. For (&, d.) = bf—nu(xc,uc) and (Ye, wW,) =

Lo 1J(

Ye, W) we have

- P
(%, ) € L_n_ljx+ O,Ln_u> X <L2—16—1Ju+[0, L%—1J>d> mt%_l

1 R d
e ( (e o ) ) (g o) ) ) o Ll

From the rescaling we also have Hgﬁc — Jelloo < 2[5 — 1j < 1. So in particular there
1
are vertices /.y’ € {O,...,L% - 1} with 2/ ~ VL IJ VUE% Yin G’, and

" — [|oc < 1. Write N = |- — 1J From Lemmas 2.4 and 2.5 we get

Ps(32,y € Vi i llo = ylloo < Lz~ ViV ~ V| VG ~ VNV~ VDY)

CalB1? Ca[81? o
]%1/2 - L2—15d—1J1/2 = 1/2(51

IN

for some constants Cyq, C?; < oco. With the coupling argument from before we thus also get

By (Fr.y € Vg s & — ylloo < emew ~ Viy ~ VI | Ve~ VIV~ V)

gpﬁ(ﬂx,ye VON: |z — ylloo < 1,m~VuN,y~VwN ‘ VONNVUN,VONNVILJJV) SC&al/Q[mQ.

O
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Lemma 5.2. For all dimensions d and all B > 0, there exists a function gi(e) with

g1(e) = 1 such that for all u,w € 74\ {0} with ||u|leo > 2 and all large enough n > n(e)
E—

Ps (DVO" (z,y) >eA(n,B) for all z,y € V§' withx ~ V', y ~ V! | Vit~ Vgt~ Vu’}) > g1(e).

Proof. We write ]P’g’w (+) for the conditional probability measure ]P’g( : ‘ Vit ~ Vgt ~ V").

w

As 3 is fixed throughout the rest of the proof, we write A(n) for A(n,3). We define the
event

A(K,e1,e) ={||z — ylloo > e1n for all z,y € Vg with z ~ V', y ~ V,'}
N {Dyy (x,BEln(x)C) >eA(n) for all z € Vg with z ~ V') N{{z € Vg’ : 2 ~ V}| < K}
and observe that

{Dyg(z,y) > eA(n) for all z,y € Vg' with z ~ V',y ~ V' } D A(K, e1,¢).

Thus it suffices to show that ]P’g’w (A(K,e1,e)) converges to 1 as e — 0 for an appropriate
choice of K = K(g),e1 = €1(¢). Respectively, that Pg’w (A(K,e1,€)Y) converges to 0. We
have that

A(K,e1,6)" = {{z e V§" : 2 ~ V?}| > K}
U{]|lz — y||oo < e1n for some z,y € V§' with x ~ V', y ~ V'}

U <{DVO" (2, Beyn(2)Y) < eA(n) for some z € V§ with z ~ VP } N {|{z € V§' 12 ~ VI'}| < K})
and thus we get with Lemma 5.1 that

L (A(K,21,6)C) < PY° ({z € Vg i 2 ~ VP > K) + Clhel 21872
+ Pg’w ({DVO" (55, Bsm(ﬁﬂ)c) < eA(n) for some z € Vg with = ~ Vu"} N{{z eV z~V"} < K})
<PYY (o € V3o~ VI > K) + Chel (812 + KBy (D (0, Boyn(0)€) < eA(n)

The expression Pg’w ({x e V§' : @ ~ V,'}| > K) converges to 0 for K — oo, by Markov’s
inequality, as one has the bound

Eg[{z e Vg, z € V) rx ~z}|] = ZZ]P’B (z ~ 2) ZZ

(I = ZHoo —1)*

zeV zeV zeVgh zeVp
3224 2d

Y o

2V zeVp ||“H00 1)n) o

We need an upper bound on this quantity for the conditional measure Pg’w. Lemma 2.2
then gives that

Eg' [{z e Vg ia ~ VI SEGY [{z € Vg z € Vot i~ 2] < B2 41

and this upper bound does not depend on n or u. Using Lemma 4.10, we see that for
fixed €1 > 0 the term Pg (D (0, B.,,(0)%) < eA(n)) converges to 0 as ¢ — 0 and thus we
can take K = K(¢) and €1 = £1(¢g) that converge to +o0, respectively 0, slow enough such
that KPs (D (0, B.,,(0)9) < eA(n)) also converges to 0 for € — 0. O

We want a similar function for the indirect distance between boxes. Such a function
exists by Corollary 4.12.
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Definition 5.3. Let ga2(e) be a function with ga(e) — 1 such that the indirect distance
e—
D* between the sets V' and B, (V§)© satisfies

Py (D (Vg Ba (V) > eA(n,5)) > ()
for all n > n(e) large enough.

Consider long-range percolation on Z¢. We split the long-range percolation graph into
blocks of the form V;*, where v € Z¢. For each v € Z¢, we contract the block V;* C Z¢
into one vertex r(v). We call the graph that results from contracting all these blocks
G' = (V',E"). For r(v) € G’, we define the neighborhood N (r(v)) by

N (r) ={r(w) € G': |lv—ull <1},
and we define the neighborhood-degree of r(v) by
degV(r(v)) = > deg(r(u)).
r(w)EN (r(v))

We also define these quantities in the same way when we start with long-range percolation
on the graph Vj"", and contract the box V' for all v € Vj*. The next lemma concerns
the indirect distance between two sets, conditioned on the graph G’.

Lemma 5.4. Let W(e) be the event

W(e) =< D* [ V™, U v | > eA(n, B)

UEZ: || u—v]| 00 >2
For all large enough n > n(e) one has
Py (W(e)° | &) < 3%deg" (1(0)) (1 = g1(e)) + (1 = g2(e)) -

Proof. By translation invariance we can assume v = 0. We define the set T' = V' U
Uuezd:|ju)o>2 Va'» and we define the events Wi (e) and Wa(e) by

Wi(e) = {Ela, bz,y € 2% with ||allec = 1, [|Ja — bllec > 2,z € V', y € Vi
e = {x,y} open, D(x,T;w*") <eA(n),D(y, T;w") < aA(n)}
and

Wh(e) = {There is an open path P of length at most eA(n) from Vg to U Vi
u€Z4:||ul| oo >2

V{z,y} € P there exist a,b € Z¢ with 2 € V", y € Vi, ||a — b||os < 1}.

We will now show that W(g)¢ € Wy (e)UWs(e). Assuming that W(e)® holds, there exists
an open path P from V{' to UueZd:HunZQ V' with length < eA(n), and this path does
not use a direct edge between these two sets. The path P can either be of the form as
described in the event Wh(e), or it contains an edge e = {z,y} such that x € V', y € V;*
with |la]cc = 1,]]Ja — b|loc > 2. Let us assume that this path P is not of the form as
described in the event Wa(e). As the length of the path is at most eA(n), the distance
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from the endpoints z,y of such an edge to the set T is at most eA(n), even when the edge
{z,y} is removed. This holds, as the path P starts at Vj’, then uses the edge e, and then
arrives in the set J,czq. o2 Var - Also note that y € T' is possible, in which case the
distance between y and 7' equals 0. However, we see that W (¢) holds. So we showed that
W(e)® N Wy(e)® implies W (¢), and thus we also showed that W(e)® C Wi(g) U Wa(e).

The event Wh(e) implies that D* (V§', B, (Vg")®) < eA(n, B). Furthermore, the event
Ws(e) is independent of G’, which implies that

Ps (Wa(e)|G) =Pg (Wa(e)) < Py (D (V5" Ba(V5)) < eA(n, B)) <1 - ga(e).

Suppose that ||al|cc = 1 and [|a — bl|cc > 2, with V* ~ V. Assume that there exists a
path P from Vg' to U,ezd, ju).o>2 Vu' With length < eA(n), that uses an edge e = {z,y}
with z € V', y € V;". The path needs to get to =, and it enters the box V* from some box
V' with |le|loc < 1. Say that the path enters the box V* through the vertex z € V" with
z ~ V. The chemical distance between 2 and z can be at most eA(n, ). There are 3¢
such vectors e, so the probability that there exists such a path is bounded by 3%(1 — g (¢)),
as ||a — bljoo > 2. With a union bound we get that

Pg (Wi (e)|G") < Z Z Ps(Fz e V] ye V' :a~y, D(x,T;w) < eA(n))
allalloo=1 b:l|a—bllcc>2,V I~V

< Z deg(r(a))3%(1 — g1(c)) < deg" (r(0))3%(1 — g1(e))

a:llalloc=1

and thus we finally get that

Py (W(e)?) < Pg(Wi(e)) + Bg (Wa(e)) < degV ((0))3%(1 — ga(e)) + (1 — ga(e))-

5.2 Supermultiplicativity of A(n, )

In this section, we prove the supermultiplicativity of A(n, ). Our main tools for this are
the results of the previous section and Lemma 3.2. We also use the same notation as in

Lemma 3.2, i.e., ug = Eg [deg(0)] and deg(Z) = ﬁ > vez deg(v).

Lemma 5.5. For all 8 > 0, there exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that for all m,n € N

A(mn, B) > c¢A(n, B)A(m, B3). (53)

Proof. Inequality (53) holds for all small m or n € N for some ¢ > 0, so it suffices to
consider m and n large enough. We split the graph Vg™" into blocks of the form V.,
where v € V", For each v € V", we contract the block V! C Vg™ into one vertex. We
call the graph that results from contracting all these blocks G’ = (V/, E’). The graph G’
has the same distribution as long-range percolation on Vg under the measure Pz. By r(v),
we denote the vertex in G’ that results from contracting the box V. We also define an
analogy of the infinity-distance on G’ by ||r(u) —7(v)||co = ||t —v]|co. Our goal is to bound
the expected distance between the vertices 0 and (mn — 1)e; from below, conditioned on
the graph G’. For this, we consider all loop-erased walks P’ = (r(vg),r(v1),...,7(vg))
between r(0) and r((m — 1)e1) in G'. In the following we always work on a certain event
‘H:, which is defined by

He = () {ICSk (¢')] < 10"} 1 (1) {deg(2) < 20u5, VZ € €S (¢')}

k>t k>t
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Note that, by Lemma 3.2, (24), and Markov’s inequality one has

Py (M) < D Py (|CSK (G')] > 10°u5) + D" Py (37 € CS) (G) + deg(2) > 20p15)
k=t k=t

[e.e] o0 [e.e]
<> 04k ertb <y 05 =227, (54)
k=t k=t k=t

Let P' = (r(vg),...,r(vg)) be a self-avoiding path in G’ starting at the origin vertex, i.e.,
vg = 0. Assume that k is large enough (which will be specified later) and let € be small
enough such that
S0Ta00s 1
(27501521 ~ 92(6)) + 201~ 2(6))) T < 1 (5)
40pp
We will see later on, where this condition on € comes from. We will now describe what
it means for a block V;? to be separated; we will also say that the vertex r(v;) € G’ is
separated in this case. Intuitively, a block being separated ensures that a path in the
original model that passes through this block needs to walk a distance of at least eA(n, 3).
Formally, let P be a path in the original graph Vg™ between 0 and (mn — 1)e;, such that
this path goes through the blocks corresponding to r(ug),r(u1),...,r(ux) in this order.
Let P = (r(vg),...,r(vk)) be the loop-erasure of the path (r(ug),r(u1),...,r(uk)). So
in particular, P’ is self-avoiding. Suppose that ||v; — viy1|lco = 2. Then we call the block
r(v;) separated if
Dyy (z,y) > eA(n, B) for all z,y € V! with z ~ Vi, y ~ V7, w & {v;, vip1}

(%

If ||v; — vit1]leo = 1, we call the block r(v;) separated if

Dion | Vi1, U Ve | > eAn, B).

r(w)eG":||lw—uv;| oo >2

Next, we want to upper bound the probability that a block r(v;) is not separated, given the
graph G'. Assume that ||v; — vi11]|oc > 2. Conditioned on the graph G’, the probability
that r(v;) is not separated is bounded by deg (r(v;))? (1 — g1(€)) for large enough n, by
Lemma 5.2 and a union bound over all pairs of neighbors of r(v;). Assume that |v; —
Vit1|loo = 1. Given the graph G’, we have that

P | Dfjpun (Vv’j, U VU") <eAn,B) | &

r(v):||[v—v; ||oo >2

< 3%deg" (r(v:)) (1 = 91()) + (1 — g2(2))

for all large enough n, by Lemma 5.4. No matter whether ||v; — viyilloc = 1 or |lv; —
Vit1lloo > 1, in both cases we have that

Ps (r(vi) not separated | G') < 3d deg’v (r(vi))2 (I—=g1(e)) + (1 — g2(2)).
We define the set
) k—1
Re=|JN(r(w)).

=0
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The set Ry, is a connected set in G/, containing the origin r(vg), and its size is bounded
from above and below by

k < |Ri| < 3%.

Assuming that the event H, holds, we get that the average degree of the set R, is bounded
by 20p8k. A vertex r(v) can be included in several sets N (r(v;)) for different 4, but in at
most 3¢ many. So in particular we have

k—1
S deg (r(v)) < 3% Ril20usk < 97201
=0

and thus there can be at most & many indices i € {0,...,k—1} with degV (r(v)) > 995004.
We now define a set of special indices ZN'D(P’) C {1,...,k — 1} via the algorithm below.
For abbreviation, we will mostly just write ZN'D for ZN'D(P’), but one should remember
that the indices really depend on the chosen path P’.

0. Start with ZN' Dy = 0.

1. Fori=1,... . k—1:
If deg (r(v;)) < 99505 and N (r(v;)) » Ujeznvp,_, N (r(v;)), then define ZN'D; =
IND;_1U{i}. Otherwise set ZN'D; = ZN'D;_;.

2. Set ZND :=ZINDj_.
So in particular we have that for an index i € ZND it always holds that
Ps (r(v;) not separated | G') < 3¢ deg" (r(v:))? (1 — g1(e)) + (1 — g2(2))
< (27%50115)* (1 = g1(2)) + (1 — g2(¢)) = ¢'(¢)

On the event Hy, there are at least £ —1 many indices i € {1,...,k—1} with degV (r(vy)) <
9950p5. Suppose that V," is a block with V" ~ Ur@)en @) V- (Note that all boxes Vi
with r(v) € N (r(v;)) are by definition adjacent to U, () enr(r(n)) Va-) When we include
the index ¢ to the set ZN'D, we can block all the indices j > ¢ with r(v) € N (r(v;)). But
for fixed v, there can be at most 3¢ indices j > i with 7(v) € N (r(v;)). So including one
index i with deg" (r(v;)) < 99505 to the set ZA'D, can block at most 39995014 other

indices. Thus we get that on the event Hj one has for large enough k that

k
k_q k
[IND| > 2 > .
27d50u5 +1 3Od100u5

Whether a block V! is separated in the path P’ depends only on the edges with at least
one endpoint in N (r(v;)). So in particular for different indices i € ZN'D, it is independent
whether the underlying blocks V;;! are separated. Thus we get that

k
Pg <Hz € IN'D(P') : r(v;) is separated }‘ < m ‘ G')

[ZND(P))|

__k
< BINPI (g () T <2 (g (6)) PO < (20p) 7"

where the last inequality holds because of our assumption on ¢ (55). With another union
bound we get that

k
Ps (EIP' in G’ of length k s.t. HZ € IND(P') : r(v;) is separated }‘ < m ‘ ’Hk>
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—k _
< (10u5)* (20u5) ™" = 27F,
where we say P’ in G’ if the path P’ starts at (0) and is contained in the graph G’. Using
that Pg (’ch) < 2-27F we thus get that

Ps <E|P’ in G of length k s.t. |{i € IN'D(P') : r(v;) is separated }| < m) <3.27k

For abbreviation, we define the event G by

k
G¢ = {HP’ in G’ of length k s.t. Hz € IND(P') : r(v;) is separated }‘ < m} .
Assuming that the events G and D¢ (7(0),7((m — 1)e1)) = k both hold, we get that for

large enough k one has Dy (0, (mn —1)ey) > gg(g(o%ﬁ)

So in total we get that for some

large enough &’

Eg [Dygn (0, (mn — 1)e1)] Z Eg [Dygn (0, (mn — 1)e1)Lg, 1{p, (r(0),r ((m—1)e1))=k})
P

eA(n, B)
= 309200415 g};mﬁ 16, 1D, (r(0) r((m—1)er)=H}] (56)

and we can further bound the last sum by

> KE5 [16, 1D (r(0)r((m—1)er))=k}]
k=k'

= Z’fﬂ‘:ﬁ (LD (r(0),r((m=1)er))=k}] Z ’fEﬁ[ gC}H{Dg/<r<o>,r<<m71>e1>>=k}]

=k’ =k’
= Z W [H{DV(;H(O,(ml)el):k‘ﬂ B Z Mg []l{gkc}]
k=Fk' k=K’
oo k'—1 oo
—k
= Z kEg [E{Dvén(o,(ml)el)zk}] - Z kEp |:]1{DV6n(O,(m1)el):k}:| -3 Z k2
k=1 k=1 k=k'

> Es [Dvom (0,(m —1)e1)] = K — 6 > A(m, B)
for small enough ¢ > 0 and m large enough. Inserting this into (56) finishes the proof. [

5.3 The diameter of boxes

In this section, we prove the second item of Theorem 1.1, i.e., that the diameter of the
box {0,...,n — 1}d and its expectation both grow like n?.

Lemma 5.6. For all 5 > 0 one has
n’® x~p Diam <{O, N 1}d> ~pEg [Dz'am <{07 N 1}d)] .

Proof. By Proposition 4.1, it suffices to consider the case when n = 2* for some k € N.
We have

Diam <{0, = 1}d> > Dyg (0, (n— 1)ey)
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and this already implies that for each £ > 0 there exist constants ¢, c. > 0 such that
Ps <c€n9(6) < Diam <{07 con— 1}d>> >1—¢
and
en®® <Eg [Diam <{07 N 1}d>]

uniformly over n. For the upper bound, we make a dyadic decomposition of the box V.
Similar ideas were also used in [21] for one dimension or in [4]. For a constant S > 1, we
say that a box VyQI C VOQIC is S-good if

l l l 3 (=10 k6
— < —
DVle <2 Y, 2 Y+ (2 1)6) S <2> 2

for all e € {0,1}%, where we simply write # for 6(3) from here on. We use the notation

k
o= N {V;l is S-good} and Q5 = ().
=1

k—1
yeVg

On the event Q°, we can bound the graph distance between 0 and any y € VOQk by
considering a path that goes along the boxes in a dyadic decomposition. Let yo, ...,y € Vi
be such that y € Vy%,z for all 4. So in particular yg = y and yr = 0. We also have that

Vy%O C Vy211 C...C VyQ: and thus also 2071y, € Vy%,i for all ¢ > 1. This implies that
201y, 1 = 24y, + 207 Le for some e € {0, 1}d. As all the boxes inside VOQIC were assumed to
be S-good we have

Dy (296,27 yim1) < Dyge (290, 2y + (27 = 1e) +1

ok
VO

' ' A (i—1-k)0
< D i1 (2712y;, 27 2y, + (27— 1)e) +1< 5 = 2k0 4 1.
VQyi 2

Now we have by the triangle inequality

k 3\ (1=1-k)8 y y k 3\ (1=1-k)8 1
< = < = —
Do (o,v)_; S<2> 2k 4 1] < 92 IZ; <2> + 5%

< CyS2k0

where the constant Cy depends only on 6. As D(u,v) < D(0,u)+D(0,v) for all u,v € VOQk,
the previous bound already implies that on the event Q° one has

Diam (V@’“) < 20,52+ (57)

and thus it suffices to bound the probability of (QS )C. We know from Corollary 4.6 that
the r-th moment of D, (Qly, 2ly + (2 — 1)e) is of order 2% for all 7 > 0. So by a union
Y

bound and Markov’s inequality we get that for every fixed box Vy2l

(1-k)o

Ps (Vy2l is not S—good) < Z Ps (DVQL <2ly,2ly + (2 - 1)e> > S (g) 2k€>

Yy
ec{0,1}4
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ad (I—k)4d
> Py ( v (0 0+ (2 — 1)e> "> 8% (;) 24dk>

ec{0,1}¢
4d
Es [Dvﬂ (0,0+ (2" = 1)e) ” ] C . l0% O . 9ldl
< < —
S STQTTeSE (¥ ()

1—k)4d 1—k)4d
_ O (2 oli—kud _ © (4 (=
=54 \3 =< (3
So S

for some constant C' < oo depending only on d and 8. With another union bound we get
that

(1—k)4d
Ps ((Qf)C) < Z Ps <Vle is not S—good) < Z % <§>

_ S
yGVOQIC ! erOQk !

_QQ(k—l)d 4 (l—k)d C g1 \ (k=Dd
g 3 T gt \128

k (k=Dd v
() <X G () <o %)

S

which implies that

for some constant C' < oco. Together with (57), this proves that Diam (VOQk> ~p 2K
Inequality (57) also implies that

Diam <V02k) s \C

whenever % > 1, and this implies that for some finite K € N and all k € N

Diam (V@’“) 0 Diam <V02k) o0 s\ C
N7/ N7 2,
Eg -5 gK+g(Pﬁ s > 8 gK+g(Pﬁ ((Q > )
< O (2C5) 7
<K+ Z ﬁe 00
S=1 o

where the last term is finite as %d > 1. This also shows that

Eg [Diam (V§*)| = 0 (2%)

and thus we finish the proof of Lemma 5.6. O

6 Tail behavior of the distances and diameter

Theorem 1.1 shows that the random variables i (”9(3)) are tight in (0, 0co) under the measure

Pg. In this section, we give more precise estimates on the tail-behavior of the random vari-
ables ﬁ(”‘;fg . We describe this tail behavior via functions f for which sup,cza\ 10y Eg { f (||u(||09(73)) )}

is finite or infinite. This result is also a useful tool in section 7, and in the companion
paper [4].
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Theorem 6.1. For all n < #(m one has

Diam ({0,...,n}%) !
ilégEﬁ [exp (( 50 > >] < 00. (59)

For dimension d = 1, the bound given by (59) is sharp, as the following lemma shows.

Lemma 6.2. For all dimensions d and all B > 0, there exists a constant t > 0 such that
D(0,u) =0
, U 1= _
exp <t < TS > )] = 0. (60)

D, = ﬂ {v ~ w for all w € Z% with [|v — w||ee > 2}
vEBL(0)

sup [Eg
u€Z4\{0}

Proof. We define the event

If the event D), occurs, the shortest path between 0 and u uses nearest-neighbor edges
only and thus has a length of ||u||«. Using the FKG-inequality, we get that

Ps (Dy) > Ps(0 = w for all w € Z¢ with ||wl|e > 2)1Bn () > e=0n

for some constant C' < oco. Thus we see that

D(0,u _
Ps ( ( 0(6)) = IIUHéOG(B)> > Py (D) > exp (~Cllul%)

[l

and from here one can easily verify that (60) holds for ¢ large enough. O

1

Remark 6.3. Conditioning on the event that there is no edge longer than em 1-9(6)n
open in the box B,(0) for ¢ > 0 small enough, one can actually show that for all u € 74
with ||ullcc =n one has

D(0,u) Y
— —0(
Pﬁ(HuHe(ﬁ) >m> zexp( Cm 1 ”))

for some constant C € Rsq, and all large enough n.

For a sequence of positive random variables (X, ),en and some 1 > 0, we have that
o o
E[exp (X)) = / P (exp (X)) > s)ds = / P (X, > log(s))ds
o *
=1 —i—/ P <Xn > log(s)l/") ds=1 +/ P (X, > s)ns" ' exp (s7) ds.
1 0
So in particular, if there exist constants 0 < ¢, C' < oo such that

P (X, > s) < Cexp (—cs") (61)

for all n € N, this implies that sup,cyE [exp (X7])] < oo for all n € (0,7). So in fact we
will often show (61) in the following, as this will already imply statements of the form
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suppey E [exp (X77)] < oo, as in (59). Theorem 6.1 directly implies that that for all n < 5

one has
supEj [exp <<DV°n(O’ (n = 1)e1)>’7>] < 0, (62)

neN n?

whereas (62) does not directly imply any statements about the diameter of boxes as in
(59). However, a slightly weaker statement can be deduced from a slight modification of
(62), as the next lemma shows.

Lemma 6.4. Suppose that

supEj [exp ((Dvon 0, (n - 1)e)>n>} < 0 (63)

neN n?

for some n >0 and all e € {0,1}%. Then there exist constants C,Cy € Rsq such that

Ps <D2’am (Vg') > SCyn® for some @ € {0, ... ,n}> < Cexp(—=957),

am .., —1}d £
exp <<D ({O’ne ’ 1 )> )] < o0 (64)
for all 7 € (0,n).

Proof. We do the proof for n = 2¥ with k € N. The proof for general n € N follows by
Proposition 4.1. For S > 1 and [ € {0,...,k}, define the events

3\ (1=k)0
o= N N {va (zly,Qly (2 - 1)e) <S <§> 2’“’}

yeveh=! ee{0,1}d

which implies that

supEg
neN

and
k
0% =97
1=0

On the event Q° for all 7 < n, and for any y € V§', we can bound the graph distance
between 0 and y by considering a dyadic path between them, and thus we get that on the
event °

k 3\ (=R
Dys (0,y) <> 8 <§> 2" 4k,
=0

and this already implies that

B k 3 (1-k)6
Diam (Vg') <2 (Z S <§> okt | k) < 52k
=0

for some constant Cy < oo and all n < n. So in particular we see that the event
{Diam (Vg) > SCyn? for some n < n} implies that QlS does not hold for some € {0,...,k}.
So with a union bound we get that

Pg <Diam (Vo) > SCyn? for some 71 < n>
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k (I—k)6
3
<y 2t N Py (DVOQZ (0, (2! - 1)e) > S <§> 2k9> : (65)
=0

ec{0,1}¢

By Markov’s inequality and (63) we have for any e € {0,1}¢

3\ (=K 4\ (=09
P | Dy (0, (2! — 1)e) > S <§> 2M ) = Py Dy (0, (2! — 1)e) > S <§> 210

D . (0,2 —1)e)\" (k—1)0n
=Ps | exp i > exp (S" <é> )

210 3

Dy (0,(2' = 1)e) ! NG N
< Eg |exp 510 exp [ =S" 3 < Cpexp | =57 3

for some constant C), < oo. Inserting this into (65) shows that

k (k—1)0n
T 4
Ps <Diam (VO") > SCyn? for some ni < n) < 2d E 2(k_l)an exp (-S" <§> )
=0

< Cexp (—5")

for some constant C' < co. By taking the constant C' large enough we can also guarantee
that the above inequality holds for all S > 0. This already implies that (64) holds for all

n € (0,7). O

Lemma 6.5. For all >0 and all e € {0,1}% one has

Dyn(0,(n—1)e 0-5
itelgEg [exp(( v 7”(L‘9 ))> )] < 00. (66)

Proof. First, we will consider e = e; only. We define a process (ag(n))ren. We start with
ap(n) = 0 and define ag(n) inductively by

ag+1(n) = (ag(n) + 2)
+ sup {Z € Noo : Diay (n)+2)e1+10,....23¢ ((ar(n) +2)er, (ax(n) + 2)er + ze1) < ne} - (67)

The idea behind this definitions is that the graph distance between ap(n)e; and
ap41(n)ep is always upper bounded by n + 2; so in order to bound the graph distance
between 0 = ag(n)e; and (n — 1)ej, one can consider the path that goes from ag(n)e; to
ay(n)e; to az(n)er, and inductively to ax (n)e; for properly chosen K such that ax(n)e; is
close to (n—1)e;. Given the long-range percolation graph, the sequence (ax(n)),cy can be
constructed as follows: for given ajy_1(n), we walk along the ej-axis in positive direction,
starting at (ax_1(n) + 2)e;. We do this until the graph distance between (ax_1(n) + 2)e;
and (ap_1(n) + 2 + 2)e; exceeds a certain threshold (n?), and then we go one step back,
i.e., in negative ej-direction, and then define this point as are;. See Figure 7 for an il-
lustration. This procedure only reveals information about edges with both endpoints in
the slice {y € Z% : aj_1(n) +2 < (y,e1) < ag(n) + 1}, so in particular the differences
(agr+1(n) — ap(n)) are independent of ag(n) for ¥ > k. By translation invariance, the
differences (ar41(n) — ax(n))ey, are independent and identically distributed random vari-
ables. The graph distance between ay(n)e; and ajy1(n)e; is always bounded by n? + 2,
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Figure 7: An example of the process age, ajer, azeq, agey for the
Graph Vg%, We have K = 3, as a2(15) < 14 < a3(15).

as we can go from ag(n)e; to (ax(n)+2)e; in two steps and from there to agy1(n)e; in at
most n? steps. Define
K, =inf{k € N:ag(n) > n}

as the index of the first point ag(n)e; that lies outside of V{§'. Then one has
Dyy (0,(n —1)er) < K,n’ + 2K, < 3K,n®

as one can walk through the path that goes from 0 to aj(n)e;, from aj(n)e; to az(n)es,
and from there in the same manner inductively to ak, —1(n)ej, and from there to (n—1)e;.
So our next goal is to show that K, is typically not too large. We use that for all 8 > 0
there exists an a > 0 such that

PB <ak+1(n) - ak(n) > a> > 0.5, (68)

n

which we will prove in Lemma 6.6 below. We define the indices ko(n), k1(n), ... by ko(n) =
0 and

ar(n) — ag_1(n)

kiv1(n) = inf{k > k;(n) : -

> al.

By construction we have K, < k1 /q)41(n). So in particular we have

[
< 3K < 31/ a(n) =33 (hisa (n) = ki(n)

1=

Q=
i

Dy (0,(n—1)ey)

nf

[e=]

The differences (ki11(n) — ki(n)),>( are independent random variables and are, by (68),
dominated by Geometric (%)—distributed random variables. This already implies that

Y 4
Eg [GXP <tDV0n (077(; 2 1)>] <Eg |exp | 13 kip1(n) — ki(n)
i=0
[al
= | 1 Eg [exp (83(kit1(n) — ki(n)))] < €' < oo (69)
i=0
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for some ¢t > 0 small enough and a uniform constant C' that does not depend on n, as the
differences k;1(n) —k;(n) are dominated by a Geometric (% )-distributed random variable.
This shows that (66) holds for e = e;. To extend this proof to general e € {0,1}%, we use
the same technique as in the proof of Lemma 4.2. For i € {0,...,d}, we define e(i) by

e(i) = ij(e)ei,
j=1

and thus we get by the triangle inequality that

Dyz(0,(n—1)e <§yhnn_n(%4)m_n(»

=1

The random variables Dy ((n—1)e(i — 1), (n — 1)e(i)) are either equal to 0, when e(i —1)
and e(i) coincide, or they have the same distribution as Dyy (0, (n — 1)e1), when e(i — 1)
and e(7) lie on adjacent corners of the cube Vj'. Holder’s inequality implies that

d
Egkm%D%ﬂLM—lkWﬂ]gEgF@(éZD%%M—le—UJn—Udmoﬂ]

i=1

exp dDVn((n —1e(i —1),(n—1e( ))0 5)]5 <Es [exp (dDVOn(O, (n— 1)61)0'5)]

”:j&

and the last term is finite uniformly over all n € N, which follows from (69). O

Lemma 6.6. For all 8 > 0, there exists a constant o > 0 such that for all n € Nyg

PB (ak-i-l(n) - ak(n) > a> > 0.5. (70)

n

Proof. As the differences (aj+1(n) — ax(n))r>o are identically distributed, it suffices to
consider the case k = 0. The proof uses a dyadic decomposition along the e;-axis. Let n
be large enough so that logy(n) < "79; this holds for all n sufficiently large. We can make
this assumption, as the statement (70) clearly holds for small n by taking « small enough.
Consider a > 0 such that an = = 2" for some h € N. By our assumption on n we have

h =logy(an) <logy(n) < &-. We define the events
oh=l_1 o —ig\ 1 . (3 (1—h)6
O = £l Dwi(ﬂeh02+2——lq)_(%§:< ) ) 71<§>
and

h
Q:ﬂm.
=0

For an = € {0,...,2"}, say = = Z?:o 22!, where x; € {0,1} for all [, we consider the
path that goes from 0 to <Z?:h x121> ey, from there to <Z?:h71 x121> e1, and iteratively

to (Z?:o x121> e; = xzey. Using this path from O to xe; through the dyadic points of the

form 2'e;, one gets that on the event  one has for all 2 € {0,...,an}
—ig\ 1 h 73y (1=h)o
DVIH (0, zeq) <22< ) ) n92<§> +h<2*1n9+h§n9,
=0
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where we used that h < ”79 in the last step. Now, we want to estimate the probability

—io\ 1
of the event Q. Let us write C'(0) for the constant (2 S0 (3) Ze) and let C% be a
constant such that

4/6
= Can?
0

Eg [Dvon(o, (n— 1)61)4/9} < Cy (ne)

for all n € N. Such a constant exists by Corollary 4.6. By an application of Markov’s
inequality we get that

l o /3 (I—h)6
P (DVOQZ (0, (2 - 1)e1) > C(0)n <§> )
4 4 4
=Py <DV21 (0, (2 - 1)61) "> 00)in’
0
4 4(h—1) 4 4(h=1)
I 6 a4 (3 _4 w\e —4(3
< Eg [DVOQZ <0, (2 1)e1> } ) n <2> <c)ics <2 ) n <2>
, 3\ 4(h=D)
< C() 0 Cy2%at2 <§> (71)
Define aj := —2 and define ajy; as in (67). Then one has the line of implications

Q= {DVOQCH(O,xel) <n? for all z € {0,...,0m}}

< {agr1(n) > an} = {akJrl(n)n_ a(n) > a} .

This already gives us that

Pg (akﬂ(n)n_ a(n) a) <Py (QY) < 22" Py < v (O, 2 - 1)61) > C(0)n’ <;>(1_h)0>

4 i oh—lodl | 49—4h 3 4(hil) a e
o %Zg 2402 <§> = C%;g(ug) <0.5

for some a > 0 small enough. So in particular this implies (70). O

exp <<Diam ({0, n@ N 1}d)> )] < 00 (72)
exp <<Diam ({0, n0 n 1}d)> )] < 00 (73)

Proof. Assume that (72) holds for some 1 > 0. Then Lemma 6.4 implies that

(71)

QD\»&

Lemma 6.7. Assume that

supEg
neN

for some n > 0. Then

supEg
neN

for all € (0,1 + 6n).

Ps (Diam (Vo) > SCyn? for some 71 € {0, ... ,n}) < Cexp (—=S") (74)
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for some constants C,Cy < co. As before, we define ax(n) inductively by ag(n) = 0 and

ag41(n) =(ar(n) +2)
+ sup {z € N>o : Dig,42)e1410,...,2} ((ar(n) + 2)e1, (ar(n) + 2)er + ze1) < n(’} .

The differences (agy1(n) — ag(n))yey, are independent and identically distributed. For
a € (0,1), we have that

JELEED

- < a> =Pg <D261+{0,___72}d (2e1, (2 + 2)e1) > n? for some z € {2,..., |an)| })

< Pg <Diam ({0, . ,z}d) > n? for some z € {0,..., |an] })

. d 1 0 ¢
=Py (Dlam <{O, cey 2} ) > aiC, Cy(an)” for some z € {0,...,|an]}
(74) 1 \" .
< Cexp (— <a9(3’9> > = Cexp <—Cga ) (75)

for a constant Cé € R-o. Remember that the random variable K, was defined by
K, =inf{k € N:ag(n) > n}
and that
Dyg (0,(n — 1)e1) < Knn® + 2K, < 3K,n’. (76)

Assume that K,, > 2L for some large integer L. Then there needs to exist at least L
indices i € {1,...,2L} such that a;(n) —a;—1(n) < +. Using independence of the random
variables a;(n) — a;—1(n)

1
Ps (K, >2L) < Pg U {ai(n) —ai—1(n) < I for all i € U}
Uc{l,..,.2L}:
[Ul=L

< 2 Am (ai(n) —aii(n) < %) < 2P <a1(n) —ag(n) < %)L

Uc{1,...,2L}: i€U
U|=L

(75)

75 L _ _
< 22LCexp (—C(;LG") < Cexp (—CgL1+9")

for some constants C',Cy € R and all L large enough. From (76) we have the line of
implications

{Dvon (0, (n — ey) > 6Ln9} = {K, > 2L}
and thus we get that for L large enough

Ps (Dvg (0,(n—1)er) > 6Ln’ ) < Py (K, > 2L) < Cexp (~CoL' 7)),

(P02

93

which implies that

sup [Eg
neN




for all 7 € (0,1 + 6n). The same technique as in the proof of Lemma 6.5 shows that

s oo ( (P0G ) <

for all e € {0,1}¢ and all 7 < 1 + 0. Using Lemma 6.4, we can finally see that this also

implies that
Diam ({0,...,n—1}9)\"
sup Eg [exp(( 1am({, 97n })> >]<oo
neN n

for all 7 € (0,1 + 6n). O

With this, we are ready to go to the proof of Theorem 6.1, which works via a boot-
strapping argument.

Proof of Theorem 6.1. Lemma 6.5 and Lemma 6.4 imply that (59) holds for 7 = 0.4. We
define the function f(z) =1+ 6 -z. Lemma 6.7 says that if (59) holds for some 77 > 0,
then it actually holds for all n < f(7). Iterating this argument, we see that (59) holds
for all n < f(k)(0.4), where k € N is an arbitrary integer and f*) is the k-fold iteration
of f. Letting k go to infinity, the value f(*)(0.4) converges to the fixed point z of the
equation = = f(z), which is given by xg = 1719 So in particular we see that (59) holds for
all n < 135 O

7 Comparison with different inclusion probabilities

In this section, we compare the graph distances that result from percolation with the
measure Pg to the graph distances that result from independent bond percolation on
7% where two vertices u,v € Z? are connected with probability p* (3, {u,v}), which is
assumed to be close enough to p (3, {u,v}). The precise condition required for the function
p* (B, {u,v}) is that for fixed [ it satisfies that

p* (B8,{u,v}) =1 for |u —v|| =1 and p* (3, {u,v}) = p(8,{u,v}) + O <m>
(77)

as ||lu — v|| = co. An example of such a set of inclusion probabilities p* (3, {u, v}) is given

by

1 for flu— v = 1
N _
p* (B, {u,v}) = { B_ A1 for lu—vl >1

l[u—v][>*

where we prove in Example 7.2 that (77) is satisfied. These inclusion probabilities were
for example also used in [21] for d = 1.

We write ]P”é for the probability measure resulting from independent bond percolation
with inclusion probabilities (p*(3,{u,v})), ,eza- In the following, we give a proof that
both the graph distance D (0, ) and the diameter of a box Diam ({0,... ,n}d) scale like
[|1z]|%4), respectively n?(®) under the measure Ps.
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Theorem 7.1. For fized § > 0, suppose that p* (B,{u,v}) satisfies (77). Then the graph
distance between the origin 0 and x € Z% satisfies

|2]*? ~p D (0,2) ~p E[D (0, )] (78)

under the measure IP)E. The diameter of cubes satisfies
n’® ~p Diam <{O, . ,n}d) ~p Ej [Diam <{O, . ,n}dﬂ (79)

under the measure ]P”é.

For the proof of (78), we follow a technique that was already used in [21] in a similar
form for a comparison between the discrete and the continuous model of percolation. The
proof of (79) needs more involved methods, and is done in Section 7.1.

Proof of (78). We fix the dimension d and /3 from here on and consider them as constants.
We write £y, for the event when there exists an edge between u and v in the graph sampled
with the measure IP’E, and we write F, , if there exists an edge between v and v in the
graph sampled with the measure P3. With the standard coupling for percolation we can
couple the measures Pg and P} so that uniformly over all u € 7%, v € 79\ {u}

1

P(E},\ Euw) + P (Euo\ Ej,) < C T = o[t

where C < oo is a constant, and where we write P for the joint measure. Thus we also
get
x \C C | x 1
P ((EM) \Eu,v) 4P <(Eu,v) ‘EW}) < Cy—

[ =]

for some constant Co < co. We write w* for the percolation configuration sampled by P
and w for the percolation configuration sampled by Pg. For two points x,y € 7%, let P be
a geodesic between x and y for the environment w. We construct a path between x and y
in the environment w* with the following two rules. For each edge {u,v} € P we give a
path between v and v in the environment w*. Concatenating all these paths then gives a
path between x and y in the environment w*. For the individual sub-paths in w*, we use
the following two rules:

e For {u,v} € P, if £}

w*.

, occurs we use the direct edge between u and v as a path on

e For {u,v} € P, if E7 ,, does not occur, we consider the path that connects u to v
using ||u — v||; many nearest-neighbor edges.

This gives a path P* between x and y in the environment w*. The length of this path
equals

S i+ Y fuvlhi= Y (tm, e vl o)
{u,v}eP: {uv}eP: {uv}eP
E;, ,occurs (E;’U)Coccurs

and thus we get that

E[D(z,yw) |w]< 3 E[1+Hu—vulnwmc ‘w}
{u,v}eP
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S <1+uu oGt H)scgmx,y;w) (s0)

{u,v}eP

for some constant C3 < oo. Markov’s inequality for the conditional measure P (‘w) gives
that for each € > 0 there exists a constant C. such that

P(D(z,y;w*) < CcD(z,y;w)) > 1—¢ .

Interchanging the roles of w and w* one gets that for each € > 0 there exists a constant
C? such that

P(D(z,y;w) < CID(z,y;0%)) > 1 —¢,

which shows that D(z,y;w*) ~p ||l — y||°®). Inequality (80), and interchanging the roles
of w and w*, implies that E [D(x,y;w*)] and E [D(z,y;w)| are at most a constant factor
apart. Thus we get that ||z — y||?®) ~p D(z,y;w*) ~p E[D(z,y;w*)], which finishes the
proof. O

Example 7.2. The inclusion probabilities given by

1 for |lu—v| =1
s A1l for|u—wv|]>1

p* (B, {u,v}) = {

lu—vll?

satisfy (77).

Proof. For all z € v+ C and y € u 4 C, we have by the triangle inequality
lu =] = Vd < |lz = y[| < [lu— o] + Vd,

and this already implies that for [|u — v| > \/E

1
(Hu UH+\/_ /U+C/u+c |z — y|* T = ypadvde = <H —UH—\/E>2d

With a Taylor expansion we see that

1 1 11 <1+0< 1 >>
le —vll £ Vd  llu=vll1 g M flu—vl lu = o]l

1 1
- i)
[ — o lu — ]2

and raising this expression to the 2d-th power already gives that

1
T dydr = +0 <7> 81
Lie LT o O (e (81)

for ||u—v|| — oco. With the Taylor expansion of the exponential function we have 1—e™* =

s+ O(s?) for small s and thus by inserting (81) into the definition of p (8, {u,v}) we get

-8B, —1 __dydx ﬁ 1
=1 v+C JutC g —y||2d = 4+t 00— 82
p(/Ba {’LL,’U}) € Y ||u—v||2d + <Hu_,UH2d+1 ( )
which implies that
X B 1
p (5, {u,v}) HU—UH2d N p(ﬁa{u?v}) +0 HU—UHQdJrl
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Example 7.3. The inclusion probabilities given by

1 for |lu—v| =1
ﬁ(ﬁ’{uav}) = __ B .

1—e llu=l**  for|u—ov| >1
satisfy (77).

Proof. By a Taylor expansion of the exponential function we get

s 3 1 1
1—e Tu—vliZ — @) = p (B, {u, O\l 55 |
6 o+ (moqm) =70t +0 (=)
where p*(8, {u,v}) = W A1 is the function from Example 7.2. We already know from
Example 7.2 that p*(8,{u,v}) satisfies (77). Thus we directly get that p (53, {u,v}) also
satisfies (77). O

7.1 The diameter of boxes

Before going to the proof of (79), we prove a technical lemma that we will use later in this
section. It follows directly from the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy-inequality [16].

Lemma 7.4. Let X1,...,X,, be independent random variables such that |E[X;]| < C for
alli € {1,...,m}. Then for all p > 2, there exists a constant C' = C'(p,C) such that

m p
E ZXi < C'mP? max E [| X;|P] + C'm?.
i=1 ’
Proof. Define Y; = X; — E[X;]. We clearly have
m p m m p m p m p
EID X | =E|D Yi+> E[X]| | <2E | V| |+2°E|> E[X)] ]
1=1 i=1 i=1 i=1 i=1
m P
< 2R (D Y| |+ 2°mCP. (83)
i=1

The process M; = Zle Y; is a martingale and thus we get by the BDG-inequality [16]
that there exists a constant C), such that

m P m p/2 Lo p/2
E|) Vi | <CE <Z y;) = CymP? =) v7
i=1 i=1 me4 /2
< Cym?/? maxc | V2|3 = CymP/ max E[|Y;1]. (84)

For i € {1,...,m}, we have E[|Y;|P] < 2PE[|X;P] + 2P|E[X;] |P < 2PE [| X;|P] + 2P|C|P.
Combining this with (83) and (84), we finally get that

m p

Sox,

=1

< 2PC,mP/? (maprE [ X:]P] + 2p|C’|p> + 2°lmCP < C'mP/? max K [|Y;|P] + C'mP
(2 7

m

> Y

i=1

E + 2°|mCP < 2PCymP/? max E [|Y;|P] + 2P|mC|P
(2

P
] < e

for an appropriate constant C’ depending on p and C' only. U
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Assume that (p*(83,€)), . satisfies (77). From (78) and the fact that Diam({0, - -- ,n}¢) >
D(0,n1) it directly follows that there exists a constant ¢ > 0, and for all £ > 0 there exists
a ¢. > 0, such that

P (Diam ({0, . ,n}d) > c€n9(6)> >1—¢and Ej [Diam <{O, . ,n}dﬂ > en?)
for all n € N. So we are left to show that
P} <Diam ({0, .. ,n}d) < an9(5)> > 1—c and Ej [Diam <{0, .. ,n}d)} < n?® (85)

uniformly over all n € N, for appropriate constants C,C.. In the following, we will show
that

P} (Dvoﬁ (0, (7 — 1)e1) < Sn?® for all 7 € {0, . .. ,n}> > 0.25 (86)

for some constant S and all n € N. From there one can with the same techniques as in
Lemma 6.5 and Lemma 6.4 show that (85) holds. Thus, we will focus on (86) from here
on. We will only do the case where n = 2% for k € N large enough. The general case
follows with Proposition 4.1. We couple the measures IP)E and Pg, using the standard Harris
coupling for percolation. For an edge e € E, we say that it is non-regular if w(e) = 1,
but w*(e) = 0. In words, if the edge is open under the measure Pz, but closed under the
measure ]P”é. Let C7 be a constant such that

P (e is non-regular | w(e) = 1) < %’

where we write |{z,y}| = ||z — y||/ for an edge {z,y}. Such a constant exists by the
assumption (77). We will always use C as this constant in the rest of the chapter. The
rough strategy of the proof of (78) above was to fill in the gaps that occurred through
non-regularities using edges in the nearest-neighbor lattice. Such an approach does not
work for the diameter. Instead, we fill in the gaps using a third percolation configuration
w™, which is contained in w*. For this, we first choose a list of parameters whose origin

will be clear later on. We choose ¢ = 39‘(1 L and we choose 5_ € [0, 3), € > 0 such that

23q(9(67)—9(6)) 1

0(B_)g—1 = 0. d
(8-)q +¢eq=0.5 an 55 21

(87)
which is possible, as the function § — 6(3) is continuous in S [4]. These definitions
seem quite arbitrary at the moment, but they are chosen in a way so that the proof
works. The third percolation configuration w™ is distributed according to the measure
Ps_. So we can couple the three percolation configurations w,w*, and w™ using the
standard Harris coupling for percolation. We write P for the joint measure. We have
that p(S_,e) < p*(B,e) for all edges e that are sufficiently long, which follows directly
from (77). In the following, we will even assume that p(f_,e) < p*(5,e) for all edges e.
Removing this assumption is relatively easy, as all nearest-neighbor edges are open. This
already implies that under this coupling D(z,y;w*) < D(z,y;w™) for all points z,y € Z.
With this, we are ready to go to the proof of (86), which already implies (79).

Proof of (86). Define the event A by

A= ﬂ ﬂ {Dl&m( l; _>§2l9(6*)25k}.

=0 evogkl
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For k large enough, we have P (A) > 0.5, as we will argue now. Using that

Diam <V021 ; w_)
sup £
Sl 210(-)

< 00

by Theorem 6.1, we get that for some constant C

P (AC) =P (az €{0,...,k},a e V2" : Diam <Va21;w*> < 219(6_>2sk)

k 3 .
< Z > (Dlam< 22‘”7) ~ Qle(ﬁ_)ﬂ) <> 2p 21005-)

=0 eyt 1=0
k k
ek ek
<3 2D = e S 9% < 05
=0 =0

for k£ large enough. Assume that A holds, and let a € Vozk_l, u,v € Va2l. Assume that
2m~1 < ||lu — v|| £ 2™. Then u,v are either in the same box V2", or in adjacent boxes
V2" VA" with [lw — wallee = 1. This implies that Dy, (u, v;w™) < 2-2m00-)2ek 41 <

w1

4. ||lu—v]|?-)2F 41, So if the event A holds, then for all u,v € V2
Dvgl (u, v;w™) < 5lu— v]|?B-)2k,

For a € VzlC ' let P be a geodesic between z = 2'a and y = 2'a + (2 — 1)e; in the set

VGQI for the environment w. We construct a path between 2'a and 2'a + (2! — 1)e; in the
environment w* as follows. For each edge {u,v} € P, we construct an open path between
u and v in the environment w*. Concatenating these open paths then gives an open path
between z and ¥ in the environment w*. For the individual sub-paths, we use the following
two rules:

e For {u,v} € P, if £}, occurs we use the direct edge between u and v as a path

between v and v in the environment w*.

e For {u,v} € P, if £, does not occur, we take the shortest path between u to v

within the set Va2l in the environment w™ as a sub-path.

This gives a path P* between 2'a and 2'a+ (2 —1)e; in the environment w*, as we assumed
that all edges contained in w™ are also contained in w*. The path P* is also contained in
V2. Write X {u,0} for the distance DV2l (u,v;w*). The random variable Xy, .y is either 1

or D,y (u,v;w™). We define the random variable X{u - by

, 1 if Xy = 1
X)) = : :
{uv} min (|ju — v|, 5[|u —vHe(ﬂ*)Q‘Ek) else

so in particular we have Xy, ,; < X ~/{u v} on the event A, and this already implies that

Dvgz(x,y;w*)g Z Xiu’v}. (88)
{uv}eP
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The important thing about the random variables X! is that they are independent for
different edges e € P, as it is independent for different edges whether they are non-
regular. Next, we want to estimate the first and the ¢g-th moment of the random variable
X%uvv}' For the expectation we get that

E[X{,0 | w({uo}) =1,4] <1+ Ju—o] 140,

&
[lu = vl|
whereas for the g-th moment we see that

Cq

[ =

i [(Xiuv}) | w({u,v}) =1 A] < 1+ 5|u— v|?F-)ageka
< 14 50 |ju — v||PP-)a—1o%ke < ¢, 2k(0(B-)a—1+eq)

for some constant Cy, as 0(5_)g > 1. Using Lemma 7.4, we see that there exists a constant
C < oo such that

q

Van (xay;W*)q‘Aaw} SE Z X:fu,v} Aaw

{uv}eP
< CDvg’ (x7y;w)q/zcﬂk(e(ﬁf)q—weq) + CDVG?’ (2, ;W)

= ODy (2, y;0) "2 C2% + OD i (2, y5 )1,

E|D

and now taking expectation with respect to w yields
E [Dvagz (x,y;w*)q\A} <E [CDVGQz (2, y;w) Y2 Cy2k0(B-)a=1+e) 4 CDVan (x,y;w)?|A
< Gl = yll"P220% 1 O — y

for some constant C. Here we also used that P (A) > 0.5, and thus for all » > 0 the r-th
moment of Dy, (z,y;w) is of order ||z — y||"%P®) | under the measure P (-|.A). Assume that

|2 — Y|l = 27% with v > 3. Then we get
E | Dyt (@, y5*)7A] < Clla — y|P9/22C00a7142) 4 Gl — ) PP

< <2k('w(26)Q+0.5) 1 97k6(B)a > c’ <2k( +0.5) + Qk”’?‘l) < C//lea4 <"z - quG(B)

for some constants C’, C”,C" < co. The second last inequality holds as 7—32 +05< l; for
v > %. Using Markov’s inequality we see that there exists a constant C' < oo such that

for all | > 3k, a € Vg ', and § > 1

P (D (20,20 + (2 = Der;”) > 20O1LI00O) | 4)

Dy (2'a,2la + (20 — 1)er;w*) \ * 9\ (k=04/3
ve ’ a2
§P<< G > (1.1) | A

9 \ ~(k=D4/3 1\ k-t
< q <CS1 | — .
os (i) sos(55)

On the other hand, for I < 3k we have | < 3(k — ), which implies that

P <DVGQZ <21a, ola + (gl . 1)e1;w*) < Gok0(B)1 1(1-k)0(8) { A>
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<P (Dyu (2o, 20+ (2 = Degeo™) > SO0 10-090) | 4)

Dy (2'a,2'a+ (2! — 1)er;w™) 1 9\ k=13
_ Ve ’ ’ q 2l (0(8)—0(B-))q
_IP(( ST ) > S (1.1> | A

L\ eso)-es) L\ asm-ne-)-6) 1\
< A q < q qo(R— =)= < a1 —
<cs <2l2> 2 cs- (22> 2 <cs (2_1>

where the last inequality holds because of our assumption on 5_ (87). So in total we see

that there exists a constant C' such that for all k € N, [ € {0,...,k}, and a € V2k ' one
has

1 k-l
P (Dya (20,20 + (2 = Dessr) > 5290110-000) | ) < 0570 (2 1) '

Write Q° for the event

E 2k-l_1
ﬂ N { Lo <2lje1,2ljel+(21—1)el;w*> §S2k9(5>1.1(“f>9(5>}

1=0 =0 Vatjey

we get with a union bound that

P(@9)7]4) <

k 2k-l_1

Z Z < Ll (2lje1,2lje1+<2l—1)el;w*)>52k0<ﬁ>1.1<l—k>0<ﬁ>‘,4)

2l]e1

1 k—l1
k—1
<22 CS~ q<21> <0.5

for S large enough. Thus we get that P (QS) >P QS | A) (A) > 0.25. Using a dyadic
path between 0 and (72 — 1)e;, one can show that on the event Q° one has Dys(0, (n —
Dep) < C(0(B))Sn’P) for some constant C(0(B)), depending on #(3) only. This shows
(86) and thus finishes the proof. O

IN

8 Appendix: Proofs for d =1

In this appendix, we show a few lemmas for d = 1, where slightly different techniques
compared to d > 2 are needed. It is well-known that for fixed 8 < 1 one has Eg [D(0,n)] =
Q (n'=#). The next lemma gives a more uniform bound on the growth of Eg [D(0,n)] that
holds for all g € [0, 1] simultaneously.

Lemma 8.1. There ezists a ¢ > 0 such that for all M,n € N and 8 € [0, 1]
Es [Dio,pin-1) (0, Mn —1)] > eM*PEg [Dyg 1) (0,n — 1)] . (89)

Proof. First note that the proof of (42) does not depend on a uniform bound on the second
moment and works as written above. So we can safely apply it in our argumentation here.
By (42) we can choose ¢ > 0 small enough so that

1
Eg [Djgn—1) ([0,:n],[n —wm —1,n —1])] > 51[‘15 [Djon—1)(0,n —1)]
uniformly over 8 € [0,1]. This implies the existence of a ¢’ > 0 such that

Eg [Di—non—1 (V1. V")] = ¢Eg [Djgn_1](0,n — 1)] (90)
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Figure 8: The vertex w is a separation point if all edges e with

le| > 2 are either strictly to the left or right of w, as above.

uniformly over 8 € [0,1] and n € N large enough, as we will argue now. For fixed ¢ > 0
there is a uniform positive probability (in 5 € [0,1] and n € N) that the rightmost vertex
incident to V™ lies inside [0,¢n] and that the leftmost vertex incident to Vi* lies inside
[n —wn —1,n — 1]. Call this event A. Whenever the event A holds, one already has

D[—n,Qn—l] (Vfla ‘/1”) > D[O,n—l] ([Oa Ln] ) [n —wm—1n— 1]) )

and as both the event A and the distance Dy ,,_1j ([0,¢n], [n —tn — 1,n — 1]) are decreas-
ing one has by the FKG inequality

Eg [Di_p2n—1] (V. VI")] > Eg [Di_p2n—1; (V4, V") 14]
> Eg [Dy 1] ([0,en] ,[n—n—1,n —1]) 14]

Ps(A)
> Eﬁ [D[O,n—l] ([Oa L’I’L] ) [’I’L —m—1n— 1])] Pﬁ(A) > 62 Eﬁ [D[O,n—l] (Oan - 1)] )
which shows (90). For long-range percolation on the line segment {0,...,M — 1}, we

call an odd point w € {1,...,M — 2} a separation point if w » {0,...,w — 2}, w =
{w+2,...,M—1},and {0,...,w—1} = {w+1,..., M —1}; See Figure 8 for an illustration.
Even points can simply never be separation points with our definition. These three events
are independent and we can bound the probability of the first event by

_ 0 2 1
Ps(w o~ {0,...,w—2}) >e oo It s tds 5 -1,

The same calculation also works for the second event and shows that Pg (w =~ {w+2,...,M —1}) >
e ! for all 3 € [0,1]. The probability of the event {0,...,w — 1} » {w +1,..., M — 1}
can be bounded from below by

u+1 po+1 1 w M 1
H H AL popdedy B Ju o dedy
0<u<w w<v<M-1

w oo 1 w
> 6*5f0 St mdxdy — 6—5f0 mdy — o~ Blog(w+1) > M8

uniformly over § € [0, 1]. Using the independence of the three relevant events, we get that

P5 (w is a separation point) = Pg(w ~ {0,...,w —2}) - Pg(w =~ {w+2,...,M —1})
Py ({0,...,w—1} e {wH1,..., M —1}) > e 2M P >01M .
For odd w, we call the set V' a separation interval if V' ~ [0,(w — 1)n — 1],V ~
[(w+2)n, Mn — 1], and {0,...,wn—1} = {(w+1)n,..., Mn—1}. Again, an even w can

never define a separation interval. By the scaling invariance of the underlying continuous
model, the probability that V! is a separation interval is exactly the probability that w is a
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separation point for the line segment {0, ..., M — 1}, and this probability is bounded from
below by 0.1M 3. Let w1, ..., w; € {1,..., M—2} be integers such that Vs, 18 a separation
interval for all i. Then each path between 0 and Mn — 1 in the graph {0,...,Mn — 1}
needs to cross all separation intervals of this form and in particular

l

D[O,Mnfl] (0’ Mn — 1) > Z D[(wifl)n,(wi+2)n71] (Vﬁqa VuT;LhLl) .
=1

The fact that V,} is a separation interval reveals no information about the edges with
both endpoints in {(w — 1)n,...,(w + 2)n — 1}, except that there is no direct edge from
{(w—=1)n,...,wn —1} to {(w+ 1)n,...,(w+2)n — 1}. Thus, by taking expectations in
the above inequality and using that both the event {V,} is a sep. int.} and the random
distance Dj(y—1)n,(w+2)n—1] (Vu’j_l, V£+1) are decreasing, we get by the FKG-inequality

M—2
Eﬁ [D[O,Mnfl] (07 Mn — 1)] > Eﬁ Z ]l{VJ} is a sep. int.}D[(wfl)n,(erQ)nfl] (Vur;ih VJ;LJrl)
w=1
M—-2
> Z EB [H{VJ} is a sep. int.}] Eﬁ [D[fn,anl} (Vfl’ Vln)]
w=1
(90) B 1—
> > 0AM PIEs Dy (0,n = 1)] = M PEg [Dpgjp1y(0,n — 1)]

we{l,..,.M—2}:
w odd

for some small constant ¢ > 0 and M large enough. For M small, one can take ¢ small
enough so that (89) holds for such M, by Proposition 4.1. O

With this we are now ready to go to the proof of Lemma 4.5 for d = 1.

Proof of Lemma 4.5 for d = 1. We say that the vertex w € {1,...,m — 2} is a cut point
(for the interval {0,...,m — 1}) if there exists no edge of the form {u,v} with 0 < u <
w<v<m-—1 Forw< 7§ and 8 <2 we have

m 1

u+1 pv+1 1 w
. . - dzd — dzd
P (w is a cut point) = | | I | LT LT apdedy _ A o o dady
0<u<w w<v<m-—1

_ w r2w+1 1 w 1 1
< ¢ PN LA ey _ B e s

—Blog( w2 )
—B(—log(1)+2 log(w+1)—log(2w+1)) _ e 2w+1 < e_ﬁlog(%)

=e
< e Plog(wt1) Blog(2) < gq,~F

and with this we get, by linearity of expectation and symmetry of the process, that

[m/2]
Eg[{w e {1,...,m —2} : wis a cut point}|] <1+ 2 Z Ps (w is a cut point)
w=1
" m 0+s[223 " se2\ {1
S1+8Zw‘5§10+8/ w P dw = ], Aelaia)
w=1 1 10 + 8log(m B=1
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0

Figure 9: The long edges inside the box {0,...,7"*! —1}. The
set B are the two bold black edges.

As the expected number of cut points is monotone decreasing in 3, we get that for the func-
tion f(B,m) =Eg[|{w e {1,...,m —2} : w is a cut point}|] we have the upper bound

%ml_ﬁ <1
f(B,m) < ¢10+8log(m) 1<pB<2. (91)
20 5> 2

We now use a method (that was already used in [21] in a similar form for the con-
tinuous model) in order to bound the second moment of Dvmn+1 (O,m”Jr1 — 1). We say
0

that an interval Vkmn is unbridged if there exists no edge {u,v} with both endpoints in
{0, co,mn - 1} and u < km™,v > (k + 1)m™; Contrary, if there exists such an edge
we say that the interval is bridged. In this case, we also say that the interval is bridged
by the edge {u,v}. So clearly the intervals Vomn, V,;L”fl are unbridged, and the probability
that V™" is unbridged for w € {1,...,m — 2} is exactly the probability that w is a cut
point for the interval {0,...,m — 1}. We now define a set of edges B as follows: Let
i <j€e{0,...,m—1} with |i —j| > 1 satisfy V/*" ~ V]mn and VZTZ o V]”fl; for all
(I1,15) € {0,...,i} x{0,...,m — 1 — 7} \ {(0,0)}. In this situation, we add one edge
between V;mn and V]mn to B. If there are several edges between V;mn and V]mn we choose
the left-most shortest such edge (this rule is arbitrary, any deterministic rule would work
here). An example of this construction is given in Figure 9. So the set B is the set of
possible bridges where we already delete edges that are furthermore bridged by even longer
edges. With this construction, we get |B| < m, as each interval V]mn can be adjacent to at
most two edges in B, and each edge in B touches two intervals. Furthermore, if an interval
ijn is bridged, then there exists an edge e € B so that ijn is bridged by e. Let U’ be
the set of endpoints of edges in B and let

U::Z/{/U{O,m",...,(m—l)m”}u{m"—l,Qm"—l,...,m”“—1}.

Let U = {xg,x1,...,2y}, where zy < ... < z,. By the construction we have || < 4m and
|z;—1 —x;) <m™—1. For x;_1,z; with (z;_1,2;) # (km™ — 1,km™) for all k, we say that
[zi—1,x;] is bridged, if there exists an edge {u,v} € B with v < z;_1 < x; < v. Assume
we have (x;_1,x;) which is not of the form (km™ — 1, km™), say with [z;_1,x;] C V]mn for
some j € {0,...,m — 1}, and [z;_1, x;] is not bridged. Then also ijn is not bridged. On
the other hand, if [z;_1, ;] is bridged, then also V]mn is bridged by some edge in B. In
each interval V]mn there are at most two points in V]mn NU that come from endpoints of
edges in B; Furthermore, the two endpoints of the interval are also in ijn NU. So in total
there are at most 4 points in V]mn NU for all j € {0,...,m — 1}, and thus there are at
most three intervals of the form [z;_1,x;] inside each V]mn This already implies that

{i € {1,...,u} : [wj—1,2;] is not bridged}| < 3|{j € {0,...,m —1}: ijn is not bridged}|.
(92)
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Now we want to construct a path between 0 and m”*t! — 1. Let

T=arg max D, . .1(xi—1,%;).

gz‘e{l,...,u} (oirai (T, 2i)
If there are multiple maximizers, we pick one with z; # km” for all k, and with minimal
x; among those maximizers. So in particular [z;_i,x;] always lies inside some interval
ijn. If [x7—1,2.] is bridged by some edge e = {z,, 2., } € B, say with z;, < x,, then
we consider the path that goes from 0 = zg to x,,, then directly jumps to x,, and from

there goes to , = m™T! — 1. This implies that

T1

D[O7mn+l_1} (O,mN-f—l ZD[% 1,z4] (i1, ) + 1+ Z Dxl 1,%4] (xi—1,mi)
=1 i=1o+1

< umax Dig, 1z (Tiz1, ) < 4m fg?}D[xi_l,xi] (Ti—1,7;)

in this case. For the case where [z,;_1,2;] is not bridged, we consider the path that goes
iteratively from xg to x,. Here we have

Do mn+1_1) (0,m" T — 1)

T—1

<ZD1'1 11'1} (xl 17xl)+D[l"r 1$T] xT 1’1.7_ Z D[$z 17$z] I'Z 1, )
=1 i=7+1

<dmmax Dy, | o (71, %) + max Dy, oy (Tic1,74),

1ET [zi—1,zi] not bridged

and thus we have in both cases that

(Dig,mns1_] (0,m" ! — 1))

2 2
<2 (g D (o)) 2, Pl )
2
2 2
<32m <I?£§D[:v¢1,:vi} (%‘—17%)) +2 Z (Do i) (Tiz1, i)~ (93)

[xi—1,2;] not bridged

Next, we want to bound both terms in the above sum in expectation. To bound the
first term, we use the following observation: If X;,..., X5 are independent non-negative
random variables and 7 = arg max;c(1,.._ ), then

2
E [ (max XZ->
1£ET

Conditioned on U, the random variables (D[xi—lyl'i} (-1, xi))?zl

Proposition 4.1 their expectation is bounded by the expectation of (Dvomn (0,m" — 1)),

<E iXi DX ZZE <m?m ?XE[XZ']Q. (94)

1=1 VD i=1 j#i

are independent and by

up to a factor of 3. As u < 4m, we get with (94) and Proposition 4.1 that

Eg [m;XD[ 1] (%1#’%’)2} =Eg [E [m;xxD[m 1) (Ti—1,x ‘ U”

2
< B (102 maxE (Dl (oic1,) | ]| < 18400785 Dy 0,007 = D] (95)
A
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In order to bound the second summand in (93) in expectation, we use the bound on the
number of unbridged segments (92). Also note that the second moment of Dy, | .1 (i1, ;)

is, by Proposition 4.1, bounded by the second moment of (Dvomn (0,m" — 1)), up to a fac-
tor of 9 = 32. With this we get that

Eg Z (D[xi—l,xi} (mifl,xi))z

[xi—1,zi] not bridged

=Eg |Eg Z (D[xifhmi} (xi—l’wi))2 ‘ u

[xi—1,2;] not bridged

< 9E; [ Dypn (0,m" —1)°| B 3 1
[zi—1,zi] not bridged

< 27Eg [Dvomn (0,m"™ — 1)2] Eg [|{j€{0,...,m—1}: V]mn unbridged }|]
< 27E4 [Dvomn (0, m" — 1)2] 2+ f(B,m)) = Eg [D (0, m" — 1)2] F(Bm),  (96)

where f(8,m) = 27(2 + f(8,m)). Combining (95) and (96), and taking expectations in
(93), we obtain that
2
Eg |Dyner (0, =1)°| < 5000m*Eg | Dyger (0,m" 1))
+2f(8,m)Es [Dvomn (0,m™ — 1)2} .
Iterating this inequality over all k = 1,...,n, we get

n+l1—k

Eg [wa“ (0,m"+ — 1)2} < 5000m4 Zn: (2 f(ﬁ,m)) Eg [Dvomk <0,mk - 1)]2.
k=1

(97)
Using the bounds on f(8,m) from (91), we see that function f(3,m) satisfies
f(B,m) =27(2+ f(B,m)) <4 600(1+log(m)) 1<B<2 . (98)
600 B8 >2

By compactness of each interval [3, 8 + 1], it suffices to show that the uniform bound on
the second moment (35) holds for all 5 > 0 and ¢ € (—cg,cg) for some cg > 0 small
enough, respectively for § =0 and € € [0,cg). To extend the inequality from open sets to
compact intervals, one can cover each compact interval with finitely many open sets and
then take the largest among these finitely many constants that arose from this procedure.
So we are left to show that for all 8 > 0, there exist a constants cg > 0 and Cg < oo such
that for all n € N, all € € (—cg, ¢g), respectively all € € [0,cg) for 8 =0, and all u,v € V’

Egye [Dygp(u,v)?] < CsA(n, B +¢)*. (99)

We start with the case 8 > 1. By Remark 4.4, there exists a 8/ = 6/(3) > 0 such that

Ege [Dvomm (0,m - —1)] = m? OEg,. [Dvomk (0,m* = 1)] (100)
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for all k € N, m large enough, and |e| < 1. Inserting this into (97), we get

[ ymn+L (O,m )2]

< 5000m* kl( (8, ))"H*k (m—%/)"*kﬂ-zﬁ [ Dygrr (0,m™ 1)

2

Now choose m € N large enough and cg € (0,0.1) small enough so that 2f(84-¢, m)m=2¢'%) <
0.5 for all € € (—cg,cg). This is clearly possible for 3 > 1. For 8 = 1, we can choose cg
small enough so that ¢z < '(1), where ¢'(1) is the one defined in (100). By monotonicity
in the first argument of the function f(-,-) one then has f(1 + &,m) < %Omcﬁ for all

€ (—cg, cg), which shows that one can find m, cg so that 2f(1 +¢&,m)m=2'1) < 0.5 for
all € € (—cg,c). This then gives that

n
~ 2
B [Dvomnﬂ (0,m™+" — 1)2} < 10000 (8 — cg,mym* 3" 0.5 Eg,. [Dvmn (0,m" — 1)
k=1

~ 2 ~
< 20000 (8 — 5, m)m* B [Dvomn (0, m" — 1)] < 20000f (8 — cg, m)m*A (m", B + £)?

for all € € (—cg,cg). This shows (99) along the subsequence m,m? m?,... To extend
inequality (99) from this subsequence to all integers, use Proposition 4.1.

Next, we consider the case where § € (0,1). Using Lemma 8.1, we know that there is
a constant ¢ € (0,1) such that

EB Dvom" (O,mn — 1):| > Cm(nfk)(lfﬁ)]Eﬁ [Dvom"_k (O’mnfk _ 1):|

—k
> <cm1_6)n Egs |:Dvmn—k: (O,mn_k — 1)}
0

for all n > k and m € N. Now take m large enough and cg small enough so that
% < 0.5 for all € € (—cs,¢p), and that 0 < f —cg < B+ cg < 1. Using (97) we

get that for such m and € € (—cgs, cg)

) n+1—k

n
9 . 2
B [Dvomn-u (0,m"! —1) } < 5000m* 3 (2 FB,m Eg [Dvomk <0,mk - 1)]

< 5000m* 3 (27(3+em)" " (em =) Ey L Dy 0~ 1))

(98) - 1200 mpt+e—1\"" 2
< 10000/ (8 — cg,m Z( — _€)> Egie [Dvmn (0, m" —1)}

~ 2
< 10000£ (3 — cg,m)m* Z 0.5" FEg,. [Dvomn (0,m" — 1)}
k=1

. 2 2

< 20000£ (8 — 5, m)m* B [Dvmn (0, m" — 1)] <105 R, [Dvmn (0, m" — 1)} :
which shows (99) for numbers of the form m, m?,m?, ... Here, we used that f(3,m) < m—2
for all 8 € R>p, and thus f(ﬂ, m) = 27(2 + f(ﬁ, )) < 27m for the last inequality. To

extend inequality (99) from this subsequence to all integers, use Proposition 4.1. The
proof for = 0 works analogous to the case § € (0,1), and we omit it. O
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Proof of Corollary 4.6 for d =1. We use the same notation as in the proof of Lemma 4.5
for d = 1 above. We have that

+1
Digymniyy (0, ~1) < dm e Digis g (i, m) + (s 14] vt bridged Do g (@im1, i)

and this implies that for any r > 0

(Dggurs1-y (0.m™ ! = 1))
2r
2
< 274 m¥ <rggx Dig; 1w, (milaxi)> +2 Z (D[xi—lyxi} (xifl’xi)) i

[zi—1,zi] not bridged

Taking expectations and the same arguments as in the proof of Lemma 4.5 yield

2
2
Es (max Dy, 1 1] (xil,xi)r> <Ej [16m2 max Eg [D[xi—17$i] (zi—1,2;)" ‘U]

1ET

< 16m?*3* Eg [Dyg o1y (0,m™ —1)7] .

From here, the same proof as before gives that Eg [ Dy, (0,n)"] < C(r)Eg [D[O,n]((),n)]r
for a constant C(r), and 7 of the form r = 2 with natural k. Extending this to all r > 0
works with Holder’s inequality. O
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