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Abstract

We consider a dependent percolation model on the square lattice Z2.
The range of dependence is infinite in vertical and horizontal directions.
In this context, we prove the existence of a phase transition. The proof
exploits a multi-scale renormalization argument that is defined once the
environment configuration is suitably good and, which, together with the
main estimate for the induction step, comes from Kesten, Sidoravicius and
Vares (To appear in Electronic Journal of Probability, (2022)). This work
was inspired by de Lima (Ph.D.Thesis, Informes de Matemática. IMPA,
Série C-26/2004) where the simpler case of a deterministic environment
was considered. It has various applications, including an alternative proof
for the phase transition on the two dimensional random stretched lattice
proved by Hoffman (Comm. Math. Phys. 254, 1-22 (2005)).

Keywords: dependent percolation, multiscale renormalization, random en-
vironment.

1 Introduction

Questions involving percolation and the behaviour of growth processes in ran-
dom environment are very natural and have been object of intense research
activity. In this paper we continue an investigation project that was initiated
in [17] and which consists in the treatment of bond percolation on the square
lattice for a class of environments that present infinite range dependencies. This
class of problems poses different levels of challenge in their rigorous analysis.
One can find motivation back in the study of disordered Ising models, as initi-
ated by McCoy and Wu [20, 21, 18, 19], for which, fixed an inverse temperature
in the phase transition region, one may consider lowering the interactions Jx,y to
a lower value, constant along a random set of horizontal lines, and investigating

∗Departamento de Matemática. Universidade Federal de Minas Gerais, Av. Antônio Carlos
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when the phase transition persists. Another class of examples found motiva-
tion in problems that originated in theoretical computer science [23, 11, 4] or
we may simply have the issue of modelling percolation in an environment that
exhibits a layered structure, with big difference in porosity depending on such
layers. This is for instance the situation with the so called Randomly Stretched
Lattice treated by Jonasson, Mossel and Peres [10] for Zd with d ≥ 3 and by
Hoffman [9] for Z2; and [6]. It is also natural to consider similar problems in the
oriented percolation, like [12], or contact process setup, for which we mention
[3], [15] and [16]. As in most of the previous articles, our proofs rely on a multi-
scale renormalization. Our renormalization method is inspired by [12] which
we use different ways: for a suitable grouping procedure of the environment
configuration and then for the induction step of the estimates.

We now give the precise definition of our percolation model and state our
main theorem. The graph L2 = (Z2

+,E) corresponds to the first quadrant of the
square lattice with the set of nearest neighbour bonds E = {〈(x1, x2); (y1, y2)〉 ∈
Z2

+ × Z2
+ : |x1 − y1|+ |x2 − y2| = 1}. We set, for each i ∈ Z+:

EHi = {〈(i, y); (i+ 1, y)〉 ∈ E : y ∈ Z+}
and

EVi = {〈(x, i); (x, i+ 1)〉 ∈ E : x ∈ Z+},
i.e. EHi corresponds to a ladder of horizontal bonds and EVi corresponds to a
ladder of vertical bonds in E.

The model Pδ,pg,pb has three parameters. The parameter δ controls the
random environment and sets the infinite range dependency. On a suitable
probability space (Ω,A,P), where P = Pδ,pg,pb , we consider a pair of independent
Bernoulli sequences ξ = (ξH , ξV ), with ξH = (ξHi : i ∈ Z+) and ξV = (ξVi : i ∈
Z+), and P(ξHi = 1) = P(ξVi = 1) = δ = 1 − P(ξHi = 0) = P(ξVi = 0). The
random variable ξHi determines the corresponding ladder EHi to be good or bad
according to ξHi = 0 or ξHi = 1, respectively. Similarly for each ladder EVi ,
according to the value of ξVi .

Given the sequences ξ = (ξH , ξV ), we say that all bonds on the vertical
line {(i, y) : y ∈ R} are useless if ξHi−1 = ξHi = 1, analogously all bonds on
the horizontal line {(x, i) : x ∈ R} are useless if ξVi−1 = ξVi = 1. In words, a
bond e is useless if its four orthogonal neighbour bonds belong to bad ladders.
Otherwise, we say that the bond e is useful.

Given the random environment ξ = (ξH , ξV ) and the other two parame-
ters 0 < pb < pg < 1, we define a percolation model by associating for each
bond the state open or closed, independently, and with the following conditional
probabilities, for i ∈ Z and j = H,V :

P(f is open|ξ) =


0, if f is useless,

pg, if f is useful, f ∈ Eji and ξji = 0,

pb, if f is useful, f ∈ Eji and ξji = 1.

(1.1)

In particular, the status open or closed of any two useful bonds on a same
ladder are dependent no matter how distant they are apart.
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We can now state the main result of the paper, giving sufficient conditions
on pb, pg and δ for the origin to percolate with positive probability. Along this
paper we use the standard notation in percolation {x ↔ y} to denote the set
of configurations for which the vertex x is connected to the vertex y by a path
of open bonds, and {x ↔ ∞} denotes the set of configurations for which x is
connected to infinitely many vertices by paths of open bonds; and pc := 1

2 is
the percolation threshold for the square lattice.

Theorem 1.1. For any pg > pc and pb > 0, we can find δ̂(pb, pg) > 0 such that

P{0↔∞} > 0 whenever δ < δ̂(pb, pb). More precisely, for such a choice of the
parameters,

P{0↔∞|ξ} > 0 for almost all ξ. (1.2)

The proof of Theorem 1.1 relies on a multiscale renormalization argument
based on a grouping procedure applicable to the environment ξ, as introduced
in [12]. For the renormalized percolation model, we found convenient to use a
site-bond version with bad layers being treated as bonds.

One consequence of the theorem above is an alternative proof of phase tran-
sition on the Randomly Stretched Lattice in d = 2, as showed by Hoffman [9].

Another consequence of the main theorem is the existence of a phase tran-
sition in a two dimensional Potts model in random environment. This is very
similar to the dependent Ising model studied by McCoy and Wu mentioned
above. That is, similarly to Theorem 1.1, it guarantees a phase transition for
a two dimensional Potts model in a random environment, where there are two
values of (ferromagnetic) coupling constants which are chosen at random follow-
ing the same pattern used in our percolation model. More precisely: given the
parameter δ ∈ (0, 1) and the positive coupling constants J1 and J2, J1 < J2

we associate for each ladder the state good (or 0) or bad (or 1), indepen-
dently, with probability 1 − δ and δ, respectively. As before, let us denote
by (ξe)e∈E(Z2) ∈ {0, 1}E(Z2) the configuration or good and bad bonds. Given the
configuration of all good and bad bonds (ξe)e∈E(Z2 , we associate for each bond
the coupling constants J1 or J2, if this bond belongs to a bad ladder or a good
one, respectively. Let µsδ,J1,J2 be the probability measure for this infinite volume
Potts model with pure s boundary condition. Thus, for any J1 > 0 and J2 large
enough, there is a small δ = δ(J1, J2) > 0, such that the model exhibits a phase
transition; a statement analogous to Theorem 1.1 follows if we use the lemma
below (built on the Fortuin-Kasteleyn measure and ferromagnetic inequalities,
and which relates the independent percolation probability measure, P , and the
Gibbs measure, µsJ , for the Potts model.

Lemma 1.2. Define p(e) by

p(e) =
1− exp[−2J(e)]

1 + (q − 1) exp[−2J(e)]
. (1.3)

Then the origin’s magnetization of the q-states Potts model with couplings J(e)
and the probability of percolation of the origin in the independent percolation

3



process with bond probabilities p(e) are related by the following inequality:

µsJ(σ0 = s) ≥ 1

q
+
q − 1

q
P (0↔∞) . (1.4)

Where J(e) and p(e) are the coupling constant and the probability of the bond e
to be open, for the Potts and Percolation models, respectively.

The proof of Lemma 1.2 can be found in [1] or [8].
In Section 2, we introduce the site bond percolation model and prove some

auxiliary lemmas concerning this model. The grouping procedure from [12] (see
also [11]) is summarized in Section 3. As in that case, conditioning on a very
convenient property of the environment configuration, where bad ladders are
sufficiently spaced, one can develop a multi-scale renormalization procedure. In
Section 4, we define the renormalized lattices at all levels, as well the notion
of open sites and bonds in each level. Section 5 is dedicated to the proof of
Theorem 1.1. Many details are very similar to the proofs in Theorem of [12], in
which case they will be summarized or omitted. We conclude this manuscript
in Section 6 with an application in Percolation of Words, a model introduced in
[2] that generalizes ordinary percolation.

2 Site-bond percolation model on Z2

Given the square lattice G = (Z2,E) and two parameters s, p ∈ [0, 1], we
define the site-bond percolation model as the Bernoulli percolation model on
Ω = {0, 1}V∪E, where sites and bonds are open with probabilities s and p, re-
spectively, and independent of each other. Given u, v ∈ Z2, we use the notation
{u↔ v} to denote the event where there exists a path 〈u = x0, x1, . . . , xn = v〉
such that the sites xi and the bonds 〈xi−1, xi〉 are open for all i = 1, . . . n
(observe that this doesn’t depend if u is open or not); and as usual we define
{u ↔ ∞} = ∪v∈Z2{u ↔ v}. Let θ̃(s, p) = P̃s,p{0 ↔ ∞} be the probability
of percolation (to avoid confusion we use tilde when referring to the site-bond
independent model). Whether s = p we will write only P̃p and θ̃(p). A good
reference for the site-bond percolation model is [5].

We can now state the following two lemmas.

Lemma 2.1. For the Bernoulli site-bond percolation model on Z2, it holds that

the left derivative
(
dθ̃(p)
dp

)−
is 0 when p = 1. Consequently, there exists p∗ < 1

such that θ̃(p) ≥ p for all p ≥ p∗.

Proof. Let Bn = {x ∈ Z2; ‖x‖∞ ≤ n}, ∂Bn = {x ∈ Z2; ‖x‖∞ = n} and
An = {ω ∈ Ω; 0 ↔ ∂Bn}. Since An ↓ {0 ↔ ∞} the sequence of functions,

fn(p) =
P̃p(An)

1−p , converges pointwise on [0, 1) to the function θ̃(p)
1−p , as n→ +∞.

We claim that there exists p0 < 1 such that this convergence is uniform in the
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interval [p0, 1). Indeed, if m ≥ n ≥ n0

fn(p)− fm(p) ≤ P̃p(An0\{0↔∞)}
1− p

≤ 1

1− p

∞∑
i=4n0

Ci(1− p)i.

The last inequality was obtained by a Peierls type argument, where Ci is an
upper bound for the number of circuits on the dual lattice, formed by i sites or
bonds, and containing the origin (for site-bond percolation on Z2 we can take
C = 8). Therefore, taking p0 = 1− 1

2C , for all p ∈ [p0, 1) we have that:

fn(p)− fm(p) ≤ C[C(1− p)]4n0−1

1− [C(1− p)]
≤ C(

1

2
)4n0−2

which shows the uniform convergence of the sequence (fn(p))n in the interval
[p0, 1), for p0 = 1 − 1

2C . It follows that θ̃(p) is continuous on [p0, 1), since the
functions fn(p) are continuous on [0, 1).

Thus, for the left derivative we can write

dθ̃

dp
∣∣
p=1

= lim
p→1−

θ̃(1)− θ̃(p)
1− p

= lim
p→1−

lim
n→+∞

1− P̃p(An)

1− p
= lim
n→+∞

lim
p→1−

1− P̃p(An)

1− p
= lim

n→+∞
Ẽ1[# pivotal sites or bonds in the event An] = 0.

The pre-last identity follows from the Russo’s Formula and the last one from
the fact that for p = 1, the number of pivotal sites or bonds for the event An is
zero, for all n.

From the well known fact that θ̃( 1
2 ) = 0 we see that p∗ > 1

2 .

Definition 2.2. Define ρ ∈ ( 3
4 , 1) and for fixed N > 0, let RN be the set of all

rectangles R in Z2 whose sides have at least N sites and at most 6N − 1 sites.
Let DR be the event where there exists an open (site-bond) cluster contained
in R and satisfying the conditions: i) it contains on each side of the boundary
of R at least ρl open sites, where l is the number of sites for this side; ii) it
contains a circuit made of open sites and open bonds surrounding the center of
the rectangle. We define the function gN (p) as

gN (p) = inf
R∈RN

P̃p(DR). (2.1)

Lemma 2.3. For each ρ ∈ ( 3
4 , 1), there exists p(ρ) < 1, such that

lim
N→+∞

gN (p) = 1

for all p ≥ p(ρ).
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Proof. Let QN be a square in Z2 made of N×N sites, BlrQN the event that there
are at least ρN +1 disjoint paths made of open sites and open bonds, contained
in QN , and connecting the left side to the right side of QN . Analogously, let
BtbQN be the event that there exists at least ρN + 1 disjoint paths made of open
sites and open bonds, contained in QN , and connecting the top to the bottom
of QN .

Equation 2.47 in the Section 2.6 of [7] implies that, for Bernoulli bond per-
colation, there exists p(ρ) < 1 such that for all p ≥ p(ρ),

lim
N→+∞

P̃1,p(B
a
QN ) = 1, a = lr, tb.

With minor modifications, we have the same result (for a different p(ρ)) for
the site-bond percolation model. Thus, given ε > 0 there exists N0 < ∞ such
that

P̃p(B
a
QN ) > 1− ε

7
, for all N ≥ N0, for all p ≥ p(ρ), a = lr, tb. (2.2)

Given R ∈ RN0
, we denote by l ≤ L the lengths of sides of R. With-

out lost of generality, we can suppose that the vertices of R have coordinates
(0, 0), (0, l), (L, l) and (L, 0). Let QL be the square whose vertices have coor-
dinates (0, 0), (0, L), (L,L) and (L, 0); for i = bLl c + 1 ≤ 6 define Qjl , ∀ j =
1, . . . , i−1 the squares whose vertices have coordinates ((j−1)l, 0), ((j−1)l, l), (jl, l)
and (jl, 0), respectively, and Qil the square whose vertices have coordinates
(L− l, 0), (L− l, l), (L, l) and (L, 0).

A simple observation shows that if 3
4 < ρ then BtbQL ∩

(
∩ij=1B

lr
Qjl

)
⊂ DR.

Then, by inequality (2.2), we have that

P̃p(DR) ≥ P̃p
(
BtbQL ∩

(
∩ij=1B

lr
Qjl

))
≥ 1− ε, ∀R ∈ RN0 , ∀ p ≥ p(ρ).

Thus, for all ε > 0, there exists N0 = N0(ε) such that for all N ≥ N0 it holds

gN (p) = inf
R∈RN

P̃p(DR) > 1− ε.

Observe that the event DR implies the existence of an open cluster in R that
contains at least ρ` vertices in each side on R, where ` is the number of sites
on that side. Moreover, if this open cluster does not contain the center of R,
it has a circuit made of sites and bonds surrounding this center. Therefore, if
the center belongs to an infinite open cluster, it must be connected to the net
of open crossings of the event DR. This net of open crossings in the event DR

will be called main cluster.
The next lemma is analogous to Lemma 5.12 in [12] and it concerns special

crossings in a rectangular region. Let R be the rectangle [0, L]× [− l
2 ,

l
2 ], L(R)
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and l(R) be the lengths of the biggest and the shortest side of R, respectively.

We define the event CR = {(0, 0)
R↔ (L, 0)} as the set of configurations for which

there is a path of open sites and bonds inside R, without using bonds on the
boundary of R, connecting the central vertices of the shortest sides.

Lemma 2.4. There exist l0 and κ positive integers and 0 < p̄ < 1 close to 1,
such that for all rectangle R with dimensions l and L, satisfying l0 < l ≤ L ≤ l2,
it holds that P̃p(CR) ≥ pκ for all p ≥ p̄.

Proof. The proof follows the same steps of Lemma 5.12 in [12]. Define i = bLl c
and r = b(L− il)/2c. Let A be the event where the vertex (0, 0) is connected in
[0, l + r]× [− l

2 ,
l
2 ] to at least b l6c vertices in {l + r} × [− l

6 ,
l
6 ] and let B be the

event where the vertex (0, L) is connected in [L− l − r, L]× [− l
2 ,

l
2 ] to at least

b l6c vertices in {L− l− r}× [− l
6 ,

l
6 ]. We can choose 0 < p̄ < 1, positive integers

l0 and κ′ such that P̃p(A) = P̃p(B) ≥ pκ′ , ∀p ≥ p̄ and l ≥ l0.
For j = 1, . . . , i− 2, let Dj be the event where the vertex (0, 0) is connected

in [0, (j + 1)l + r]× [− l
2 ,

l
2 ] to at least b l6c vertices in {(j + 1)l + r} × [− l

6 ,
l
6 ].

Since P̃p(Dj |A ∩D1 ∩ · · · ∩Dj−1) ≥ 1 − exp(−cpl), ∀j = 1, . . . , i − 2 for some
constant cp bounded away from zero for p ≥ p̄, we can conclude that (observe
that r + (i− 1)l = L− r − l)

P̃p(CR) ≥ P̃p(A ∩D1 ∩ · · · ∩Di−2 ∩B) ≥ pκ

taking κ > 2κ′.

Remark 2.5. Increasing the constant κ if needed, the statement of Lemma 2.4
extends uniformly for p ∈ [p̄, 1] for any fixed p̄ > pc.

We also recall a simple remark that holds for Bernoulli percolation, and
which follows at once from coupling. This is Lemma 5.8 in [12]. (Of course
there is a natural extension if one takes different parameters for site and bond
occupation variables, though we don’t really need to do this.)

Lemma 2.6. Consider site-bond percolation on a graph G. Denote by Pp the
probability measure under which all sites and bonds are independently open with
probability p, and let E be some increasing event. If p0, p

′
0 ∈ [0, 1] and p̃ =

1− (1− p0)(1− p′0), then

Pp{E} ≥ 1− (1− Pp0{E})(1− Pp′0{E}) for all p ≥ p̃. (2.3)

3 The environment. Grouping

Our proof is based on a multi-scale renormalization scheme which depends on
a grouping procedure of the bad ladders as introduced in [12]. In this section
we summarize the main points of this procedure and refer to [12, Section 2] for
the full details.
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Notation.
(i) If C ⊂ Z+ is a finite set, span(C) denotes the smallest interval (in Z+)
that contains C; min(C) (max(C)) denotes the minimum (maximum, resp.)
element of C; diam(C) = max{|x − y| : x, y ∈ C} denotes the diameter of C,
and |C| denotes its cardinality. (ii) We use d(A,B) to denote the usual Euclidean
distance between two sets A and B.

The grouping procedure.
Given ξ = (ξx)x∈Z+

, an i.i.d. sequence of Bernoulli random variables with
P (ξx = 1) = δ, the algorithm consists in building a sequence (Ck)k of (suc-
cessively coarser) partitions of Γ = {x : ξx = 1}. To the elements C of each
partition, called blocks, an adequate weight or mass m(C) is attributed and
there is also the notion of level `(C), which corresponds to the step at which the
block is formed (which somehow reflects its complexity).

The construction depends on a positive parameter M (to be thought as a
large integer) and the following are the basic properties, valid for all blocks C
at each grouping step k

(i)
C = span(C) ∩ Γ. (3.1)

(ii) To each C ∈ Ck,

d(C, C′) ≥ Lmin{m(C),m(C′),k}, for all 1 ≤ k and C, C′ ∈ Ck. (3.2)

(iii)
`(C) < m(C) for all C ∈ Ck, for all k. (3.3)

The construction in [12] goes as follows:

Step 0. C0 = {{x} : x ∈ Γ} is simply the partition of Γ into sets of cardinality
one. Each of these has mass one. For convenience we label the elements of
Γ = {xj}j≥1 in increasing order.

Step 1. At this step one considers all 1-runs of elements of Γ, i.e. successive
elements of Γ, xi, xi+1.., xi+n−1 such that xj+1−xj < M , for j = i, . . . , i+n−2,
and xj+1 − xj ≥ M for j = i − 1, j = i + n − 1 (without the first condition
in case i = 1). The blocks of level 1 are formed by these 1-runs and the mass
of such a block coincides with the cardinality of the corresponding run, whose
elements were named constituents in [12]. C1 is formed by the blocks of level 1
and also by those {xj} of C0 that did not enter any 1-run.

Step k + 1. Having defined the partitions Ck′ for k′ ≤ k and assuming the
validity of (3.1), (3.2) and (3.3) when restricted to k′ ≤ k, one considers (k+1)-
runs of blocks in Ck with mass at least k+ 1: if C1, C2, . . . denotes the sequence
of all the blocks in Ck with mass at least k+ 1, labeled in increasing order, the
set r = {Ci, Ci+1, . . . , Ci+n−1} is said to be a (k+1)-run of length |r| = n, where
n ≥ 2, if

d(Cj , Cj+1) < Lk+1, j = i, . . . , i+ n− 2,
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and in addition

d(Cj , Cj+1) ≥ Lk+1

{
for j = i− 1, j = i+ n− 1, if i > 1

for j = i+ n− 1, if i = 1.

A block of level k + 1 is any set of the form

C = span(
⋃
C∈r

C) ∩ Γ, (3.4)

where r is any (k + 1)-run as above. The mass attributed to C is

m(C) =
∑
C∈r

m(C)− k(|r| − 1). (3.5)

The blocks of Ck that form the (k+ 1)-run in (3.4) are called constituents of C.
The partition Ck+1 is formed by all the blocks of level k + 1 and all the

blocks in Ck that are not contained in any block of level k + 1.

That the above definition is well set and that properties (3.1), (3.2) and (3.3)
hold at all steps is proven in [12, Section 2], where further properties of the
blocks in Ck, valid for all k, are also given. We recall only the most important
points and refer to [12] for a full description and proofs.

The point is that for a suitable relation between δ and M (see below) the
above grouping procedure stops, i.e. with probability one, each x ∈ Γ can be
incorporated into blocks of higher levels only finitely many times (see Remark
3.9 below). That is, the grouping procedure converges, yielding also a limiting
partition that we may call C∞ for which (3.1), (3.2) and (3.3) are also valid for
this partition (i.e. can take k = ∞ in (3.2)). It is convenient to demand a bit
more, taking the origin as basic reference. This is the content of the following
result, which has a crucial role in the renormalization method.

Lemma 3.1. ([12, Lemma 2.4, Lemma 2.8]) Let (ξx)x∈Z+
be an i.i.d. Bernoulli

sequence with P (ξx = 1) = δ > 0. Define

χ(ξ) := inf

k ≥ 0: min(C) ≥ Lm(C) for all C ∈
⋃
`≥1

C` with m(C) > k

 ,

(3.6)
with χ(ξ) =∞ if the above set is empty.

If 3 ≤M < (64δ)−1/2 we have

P(χ <∞) = 1 (3.7)

and
P(χ = 0) > 0. (3.8)

9



Remark 3.2. For each x ∈ Γ, let κ(x) be the random index defined by

κ(x) = sup

`(C) : x ∈ C ∈
⋃

0≤k<∞

Ck

 . (3.9)

Since m(C) > `(C) for each C as in (3.9), an immediate consequence of (3.7) is
that P(κ(x) <∞) = 1 under the conditions of Lemma 3.1.

Definition 3.3. Given a positive integer M ≥ 3, the configuration ξ ∈ {0, 1}Z+

as above is said to be M -spaced if χ(ξ) = 0 for the grouping procedure with scale
parameter M .

Applying to our model.
From the independence of ξH and ξV in our environment configuration ξ =
(ξH , ξV ), we have immediately the following

Corollary 3.4. Under the conditions of Lemma 3.1,

P(ξH , ξV are M-spaced) > 0. (3.10)

Throughout the rest of the paper we use Pξ to denote the percolation model
conditioned on the environment, i.e. Pξ(A) = P(A|ξ).

Remark 3.5. Notice that {ξ : Pξ{0↔∞} > 0} is a tail event. Thus, we have
the following consequence of Corollary 3.4: Given pg > pc and pb > 0, the
statement of Theorem 1.1 for δ suitably small follows, if we prove that we can
find M = M(pg, pb) finite so that

Pξ{0↔∞} > 0,

for any environment configuration ξ = (ξH , ξV ) with ξH and ξV M -spaced.

4 Renormalization

Given a positive integer N (to be fixed later) and M = 3N , let ξ = (ξH , ξV )
be M -spaced binary sequences, and let CH

k and CV
k , for k ∈ N, be the corre-

sponding partitions of {x : ξHx = 1} and {x : ξVx = 1} obtained at step k of the
grouping procedure explained in the previous section.

We now describe the renormalization procedure that will be used. It is
determined by the partitions (CH

k )k and (CV
k )k and shares some similarities

with that used in [12].

4.1 The renormalized lattice

Given C an element of CH
k or CV

k , for k ∈ N, we define its start and end points
of C as

α(C) = min{l ∈ Z+; l ∈ C},
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ω(C) = max{l ∈ Z+; l − 1 ∈ C}.

We now define the sites and bonds of our renormalized lattices.

Step 0: The sites and bonds at step 0 are simply the sites and bonds of the
original lattice L2.

Step 1: Given the partitions CH
1 or CV

1 , consider each rectangular region
between two consecutive blocks of horizontal bonds, say CH1,i and CH1,i+1, and

two consecutive blocks of vertical bonds, say CV1,j and CV1,j+1, is subdivided into
rectangles whose sides have at least N sites (of step 0) and at most 2N −1 sites
(of step 0) in the following manner. Define lH1,i and lV1,j as

lH1,i =

⌊
α(CH1,i+1)− ω(CH1,i)

N

⌋
≥ 3,

lV1,j =

⌊
α(CV1,j+1)− ω(CV1,j)

N

⌋
≥ 3,

and for r = 1, . . . , lH1,i − 1 and t = 1, . . . , lV1,j − 1, consider the set of following

lH1,i · lV1,j rectangles:

[(r − 1)N + ω(CH1,i), rN + ω(CH1,i)− 1]× [(t− 1)N + ω(CV1,j), tN + ω(CV1,j)− 1],

[(lH1,i − 1)N + ω(CH1,i), α(CH1,i+1)]× [(t− 1)N + ω(CV1,j), sN + ω(CV1,j)− 1],

[(r − 1)N + ω(CH1,i), rN + ω(CH1,i)− 1]× [(lV1,j − 1)N + ω(CV1,j), α(CV1,j+1)],

[(lH1,i − 1)N + ω(CH1,i), α(CH1,i+1)]× [(lV1,j − 1)N + ω(CV1,j), α(CV1,j+1)].

Definition 4.1 (Site of step 1). The site s of step 1 associated to the rectangle
R is the subgraph of L2, denoted by L2(s), formed by all sites and bonds of step
0 contained R. We define span(s) = R, the span of s. Given a site s of step 1,
we define its starting and ending coordinates

αH1 (s) = min{i ∈ Z+ : ∃j ∈ Z+, (i, j) ∈ span(s)},
ωH1 (s) = max{i ∈ Z+ : ∃j ∈ Z+, (i, j) ∈ span(s)},
αV1 (s) = min{j ∈ Z+ : ∃i ∈ Z+, (i, j) ∈ span(s)}

and
ωV1 (s) = max{j ∈ Z+ : ∃i ∈ Z+, (i, j) ∈ span(s)}.

Observe that each site of step 1 is a rectangular region, made of sites and
bonds of step 0, whose sides have at least N and at most 2N − 1 sites of step
0, and that all the edges of step 0 in this rectangle belong to good ladders. We
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consider the natural isomorphism between the set of sites of step 1 and Z2
+.

We may associate the origin to the site which contains (0, 0) 1 and then move
according to the order in each coordinate. Two sites s1 and s2 of step 1 are said
to be adjacent if the previously described natural isomorphism maps them to
adjacent sites of Z2

+.

Definition 4.2 (Bond of step 1). Let s1 and s2 be a pair of adjacent sites of
step 1. There are two possibilities:

1. (Horizontal bond of step 1) If span(si) = [ci, di] × [a, b] for i = 1, 2, and
d1 < c2 with [d1, c2] = [α(CH), ω(CH)] for some CH ∈ CH

1 . We define the
horizontal bond of step 1, e = 〈s1, s2〉, as the subgraph of L2, denoted by
L2(e), restricted to the rectangle [α(CH), ω(CH)]× [a, b] and after removal
of the bonds

{〈(α(CH), j); (α(CH), j + 1)〉 : j = a, a+ 1, . . . , b− 1}

and
{〈(ω(CH), j); (ω(CH), j + 1)〉 : j = a, a+ 1, . . . , b− 1},

that is, those bonds of level 0 that belong to s1 or s2.

2. (Vertical bond of step 1) If span(si) = [a, b]× [ci, di], i = 1, 2 with d1 < c2,
where [d1, c2] = [α(CV ), ω(CV )]. The vertical bond of step 1, 〈s1, s2〉 is
defined analogously to the previous case, now considering the rectangle
[a, b] × [α(CV ), ω(CV )] and removing the bonds of level 0 that also belong
to s1 or s2 (See Figure 1).

s1 s2

(c1, a)

(d1, b)

(c2, a)

(d2, b)

Figure 1: The black thick lines correspond to the horizontal bond of step 1.

A bond of step 1 is said to be good if the corresponding block (CH or CV )
has mass 1. Otherwise the bond of step 1 is said to be bad.

1Our assumption implies that α(Ca∞,1) ≥ 3N , for a = V,H so that there is one site of step
1 containing the origin.
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Notice that the subgraph of L2 that defines any good horizontal bond of step
1 consists only of a segment of a ladder made of horizontal bonds, whilst for
bad horizontal bonds, this subgraph contains horizontal bonds of at least two
bad ladders. Similarly for the good vertical bonds of step 1.

The renormalized lattice made of sites and bonds of step 1 is isomorphic
to L2 and will be denoted by L2

1. We now define the renormalized lattices of
further steps.

Step k(k ≥ 2): The sites and bonds of step k will be defined from the sites and
bonds of step k − 1 as follows:

Given the partitions CH
k and CV

k , consider each rectangular subgraph of
L2
k−1 between two consecutive blocks of horizontal bonds with mass at least k,

say CHk,i and CHk,i+1, and two consecutive blocks of vertical bonds with mass at

least k, say CVk,j and CVk,j+1. Let us denote by (sm,n), with m = 1, . . . , i∗ and

n = 1, . . . , j∗, the sites of step k−1 contained in this subgraph. Since ξH and ξV

are 3N -spaced, and each site of step k− 1 contains at most (2N − 1)× (2N − 1)
sites of step k−2, it holds that i∗, j∗ ≥ 3N , as one can easily verify by induction
in k.

We subdivide this rectangular subgraph of L2
k−1 at the following manner:

define lHk,i = b i
∗

N c, l
V
k,i = b j

∗

N c and consider the lHi .l
V
j rectangles in Z2

+:

[αHk−1(s(r−1)N+1,1), ωHk−1(srN,1)]× [αVk−1(s1,(t−1)N+1), ωVk−1(s1,tN )], (4.1)

[αHk−1(s(lHk,i−1)N+1,1), ωHk−1(si∗,1)]× [αVk−1(s1,(t−1)N+1), ωVk−1(s1,tN )],

[αHk−1(s(r−1)N+1,1), ωHk−1(srN,1)]× [αVk−1(s1,(lVk,i−1)N+1), ωVk−1(s1,j∗)] and

[αHk−1(s(lHk,i−1)N+1,1), ωHk−1(si∗,1)]× [αVk−1(s1,(lVk,i−1)N+1), ωVk−1(s1,j∗)],

for r = 1, . . . , lHk,i − 1 t = 1, . . . , lVk,j − 1.

For any (i, j) ∈ Z2, given R, any of the rectangles in (4.1), we define a site
of step k at the following way:

Definition 4.3 (Site of step k). The site s of step k associated to R is the
subgraph of L2

k−1, denoted by L2
k−1(s), formed by all sites and bonds of step

k− 1 whose span is contained R. We define span(s) = R, the span of s. Given
a site s of step k, we define its starting and ending coordinates

αHk (s) = min{i ∈ Z+ : ∃j ∈ Z+, (i, j) ∈ span(s)},
ωHk (s) = max{i ∈ Z+ : ∃j ∈ Z+, (i, j) ∈ span(s)},
αVk (s) = min{j ∈ Z+ : ∃i ∈ Z+, (i, j) ∈ span(s)}

and
ωVk (s) = max{j ∈ Z+ : ∃i ∈ Z+, (i, j) ∈ span(s)}.

Observe that each site of step k is a rectangular region, made of sites and
bonds of step k− 1, whose sides have at least N sites of step k− 1 and at most
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2N−1 sites of step k−1. Observe that there is an obvious isomorphism between
the set of sites of step k and Z2

+, so we say that two sites of step k are adjacent,
if under this isomorphism they are adjacent sites of Z2

+. The bonds of step k
are defined as in the step 1 with very minor modifications.

Definition 4.4 (Bond of step k). Let s1 and s2 be a pair of adjacent sites of
step k. There are two possibilities:

1. (Horizontal bond of step k) If span(si) = [ci, di] × [a, b] for i = 1, 2, and
d1 < c2 with [d1, c2] = [α(CH), ω(CH)] for some CH ∈ CH

k . We define the
bond of step k, e = 〈s1, s2〉, as the subgraph of L2

k−1, denoted by L2
k−1(e),

restricted to the rectangle [α(CH), ω(CH)]× [a, b] and after removal of the
bonds

{〈(α(CH), j); (α(CH), j + 1)〉 : j = a, a+ 1, . . . , b− 1}

and
{〈(ω(CH), j); (ω(CH), j + 1)〉 : j = a, a+ 1, . . . , b− 1},

that is, excluding those bonds of level 0 that also belong to s1 or s2.

2. (Vertical bond of step k) If span(si) = [a, b]× [ci, di], i = 1, 2 with d1 < c2,
where [d1, c2] = [α(CV ), ω(CV )]. The vertical bond of step k, 〈s1, s2〉, is
defined analogously to the previous case considering the rectangle [a, b] ×
[α(CV ), ω(CV )] and removing the bonds of level 0 that also belong to s1 or
s2.

A bond of step k is said good if the mass of the corresponding block (CH or
CH) is at most k. Otherwise, the bond of step k is said to be bad.

The renormalized lattice made of sites and bonds of step k− 1 is isomorphic
to L2 and will be denoted by L2

k. Concluding the definition of the renormalized
lattices in all scales.

4.2 Percolation on the renormalized lattice

Since our original model model is a bond percolation model, we define all
site of step 0 as open and each bond of step 0 is open is, and only if, it is opened
in the original percolation model.

Sites and bonds of further steps will be open or closed depending on cer-
tain conditions in the previous steps. Hence, for any step k ≥ 1, consider the
following definitions:

Definition 4.5 (Open sites of step 1). A site s of step 1 is said open if the
event D described in Definition 2.2 occurs on the graph L2(s); the main cluster
(made of sites and bonds of step 0) defined by event D is called the skeleton of
s and will denote by skel(s). Otherwise the site is said closed.

Definition 4.6 (Open bonds of step 1). A good bond e = 〈s1, s2〉 of step 1
is said open if the sites s1 and s2 are open and there exists at least one open
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bond (of step 0) in L2(e) connecting the skeletons of s1 and s2, as described in
Definition 2.2; the set of all these open bonds of step 0 connecting skel(s1) and
skel(s2) is called the skeleton of e and will denote by skel(e). Otherwise this
(good) bond of step 1 is said closed.

Remark. We shall not try to connect the bad bonds of step 1, postponing this
to a larger scale.

Definition 4.7 (Open sites of step k ≥ 2). A site s of step k is said to be
open if the event D occurs in the subgraph L2

k−1(s); in this case, we define the
skeleton of s as the union of the skeletons of all sites and bonds of level k− 1 in
the main cluster defined by the event D in L2

k−1(s). Otherwise this site is said
closed.

Observe that for any step the skeletons are made by open sites and bonds
of level 0.

Definition 4.8 (Open bonds of step k ≥ 2). A good bond e = 〈s1, s2〉 of step k
is said open if the sites s1 and s2 are open and there exists a path of open sites
and bonds of step 0 connecting the skeletons of s1 and s2; the set of all paths
of step 0 connecting skel(s1) and skel(s2) is called the skeleton of e and will
denote by skel(e). Otherwise this (good) bond of step 1 is said closed.

As in the previous steps, we shall not try to connect the bad bonds of step
k, postponing this to a larger scale.

5 Proof of Theorem 1.1

As indicated in the Introduction, the proof takes Remark 3.5 into account.
Initially, we consider the case when pg is large enough.

5.1 Restricted crossing. Proof of Theorem 1.1 for large pg

Lemma 2.3 implies at once that the probability of a site of step 1 to be open
can be made arbitrarily close to one, provided N will be chosen large enough.
Also, if s1 and s2 are two adjacent open sites of step 1 such that < s1, s2 > is
good, this implies that we find at least ψN pairs of bad bonds of step 0 with one
endpoint (site of step 0) in the skeletons of s1 and the other in the skeleton of s2.
Opening at least one of these bonds would immediately connect the skeletons of
s1 and s2. Therefore p1 = 1− (1− pb)ψN is a lower bound for the (conditional)
probability of the bond < s1, s2 > to be open. If in our environment we had
only bad layers of mass 1, a trivial one-step renormalization would bring us to a
super critical site-bond model as in Section 2, with p̃1 = min{gN (pg), p1} that
tends to one as N tends to infinity. It is also not so difficult to see that if for
all k ≥ 1, every block C of mass k would be a run of k consecutive ones in the ξ
sequence, we would apply the same type of reasoning at all scales or steps and
would conclude that there is percolation for such environments. This includes
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a class of hierarchical type of environments. Developing the previous argument
at all scales (or steps), and considering the behavior of gN (pk) where pk quickly
tends to 1, e.g. as pk = 1− (1− pk−1)ψN the statement is obtained. Full details
in this case are given in Section 2.2.2 of [17].

Nevertheless, our random environment ξ presents us with a substantially
more involved situation. There are basically two main differences:

• Even for simple blocks C of level 1, for which its mass m(C) = k coin-
cides with its cardinality, we should observe that the bad ladders are not
all consecutive. This is not a true problem, but we need to connect a
pair collinear points in the corresponding skeletons of s1 and s2, fixed on
opposite sides of the good bond < s1, s2 > of step k with a controllable
probability cost. For that we proceed by using only order

√
N collinear

pairs which are well separated so that Lemma 2.4 can guarantee the con-
nections using disjoint sets of edges and within the graph that defines the
edge. Proceeding in this manner we can again reproduce a small variation
of the argument used for the previous case, at the expense of a factor of

order 1− (1− pgκ(k−1))N
k/2

for each pair s1 and s2 of open adjacent sites
of step k. Since this grows to 1 fast enough, it is possible to extend the
previous argument without too much pain.

• Far more complicated is the fact that, depending on its level, the cardi-
nality of block C can indeed be much larger than its mass. The motivation
behind that definition is that a larger good interval in the middle allows
for better growth, and this explain the mass does not count all the layers
that correspond to an i ∈ C, i.e. for which ξi = 1. This forces us to
find a much better description of the crossings through the corresponding
bond that corresponds to C. On the other hand, recall that in our graph,
we have removed each full line of orthogonal edges in the middle of two
consecutive bad ladders. This not only makes our main result stronger,
but justifies the way we handle the difficulty. When passing through a
bad ladder of level 1, a path needs to move as described in the previous
paragraph i.e. crossing consecutive bad bonds in a straight manner. We
use this at all steps, giving space between the paths under consideration
when crossing good layers of any step. Thus, when discussing percolation
through a bond (say horizontal) which corresponds block CH of mass m
and some level ` < m, we may indeed use only “directed” movements at
the proper scales. This brings us to the context treated in [12], and we
may indeed use the recursion developed there, which involves a suitable
decomposition of CH . The construction developed in sections 6 and 7 of
that paper, and which consists of a very specific procedure for checking
connections, works here as well. This will be described next.

We now establish conditions on the scale parameter N . Let ρ, ψ and p′ be
such that 3

4 < ρ < 1, ψ = 2ρ − 1 > 1
2 and p′ := max{p∗, p(ρ)}, where p∗ and

p(ρ) are given by Lemmas 2.1 and 2.3, respectively.
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We can now define p0 (the lower bound for pg in this proof) as p0 =
max{p′, p′′}, where p′′ will be defined in Lemma 5.4 below and pk = 1 − (1 −
p0)k+1 for all k ≥ 1. Given such p0 < 1, Lemma 2.3, gives N ′ large enough so
that

gN (p0) > 1− (1− p0)2, ∀ N ≥ N ′ (5.1)

and N ′ ≥ l0
9 , where gN is the function defined Definition 2.2 and l0 is given by

Lemma 2.4. Using Lemma 2.6 we have at once that for all N ≥ N ′

gN (pk) ≥ pk+1,∀k ≥ 0. (5.2)

Lemma 5.1. (Main estimate) Let pb > 0 and pg = p0 as defined above.
There exists M0 = M0(pg, pb) such that for all M ≥M0 whenever ξ = (ξH , ξV )
is an M -spaced environment configuration we have: (i) For any k ≥ 0 and any
site s of step k

Pξ{s is open } ≥ pk, (5.3)

where p0 = pg and for all k ≥ 1, pk = 1− (1− p0)k+1.
(ii) If s1 and s2 are two adjacent sites of step k and < s1, s2 > is a good bond
of step k, then

Pξ{(< s1, s2 > is open |s1 and s2 are open )} ≥ pk. (5.4)

Proof. We choose M0 = 3N , where N is given by equation 5.9 below (indeed,
N is a function of pb and pg). There is nothing to prove when k = 0. For sake of
discussing the general argument, we start by considering the step k = 1, which
will give us a lower bound for M0, and then we will proceed with the induction
step. Indeed, according to Lemma 2.3, we see that if s1 is a site of step 1, then
(recall that M ≥ 3N)

Pξ{s is open } ≥ gN (pg) ≥ 1− (1− pg)2, (5.5)

provided M is taken as indicated above (see (5.1)). It is also simple to see that
(5.4) holds for k = 1. Indeed at this step, while conditioning on the two sites of
step 1 being open, we have at least ψN edges < x1, x2 > of step 0, and where
xi ∈ skel(si) for i = 1, 2. It suffices to have one of these edges to be open.
Therefore the left hand side of (5.4) is bounded from below by 1 − (1 − pb)ψN
and, as already mentioned, it suffices to take N so that (1− pb)ψN ≤ (1− pg)2.

To achieve the induction step, notice that the validity of (5.3) and (5.4) at
step k implies that of (5.3) at step k+ 1 as one sees from (5.2). Thus the main
point in the induction step consists in the proof of (5.4) at step k + 1.

At this point we follow the argument given in [12] since our problem can be
translated to that situation, as we now explain. To fix notation, and without
loss of generality we consider < s1, s2 > as a good horizontal bond of step k, i.e.
it corresponds to a block C = CH with m(C) = k, and we think of s1 located to
the left of s2.

In (5.4) we are conditioning on the two adjacent sites s1 and s2 being open,
and speak about the probability to have skel(s1) and skel(s2) connected by an
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open path through < s1, s2 >. Translating it to the construction in [12], this
corresponds to

Pξ(Ψk !
B(C) Υk) ≥ pk, (5.6)

where Ψk represents the set of sites (of step 0) on the right vertical side of
skel(s1) and analogously Υk represents the set of sites (of step 0) on the left
vertical side of skel(s2). They are therefore separated by the bond < s1, s2 >
which is defined on a segment of the vertical layer defined by a block C with
m(C) = k, and which we denote as B(C). We recall that only the portion of
B(C) contained in < s1, s2 > is allowed in (5.6). The precise definition of this
event is given below; it follows [12] and corresponds to the notion of Ψk and Υk

being chained introduced therein.
As already mentioned, the main difficulty is that a layer that corresponds

to a block of mass m can include a much larger number of single bad layers,
depending on its level. To deal with this, and to provide an induction estimate,
in [12] one first makes a more detailed description of a block C of a given mass
m and level `. A preliminary fact is that a block C of mass m and level ` has
at most m − ` + 1 constituents, as one easily sees. Also, the interval between
two constituents of an `-run, also called porous medium of level ` contains only
blocks of smaller masses. [12, Lemma 6.4] says that any block C of mass
m ≥ 2 has a representation, thereby called descending decomposition, described
as follows: if C has mass m one can always find a sequence of integers min(C) =
f1 < g1 < f2 < g2 < ... < fv < gv ≤ max(C) − 1, in such a way that if one
restricts the environment to the interval [fs, gs], then Γ ∩ [fs, gs] is a unique
block, call it C̃s, and m(C̃s) = m̃s, where m− 1 = m̃1 > m̃2 > ... > m̃v and the
intervals [gs−1, fs − 1] are porous media of level m̃s for the given environment
configuration, with

M m̃s ≤ fs − gs−1 ≤M m̃s+1; max(C)−M < gv, [gv + 1,max(C)− 1] ∩ Γ = ∅

This collection m̃1, ...m̃v, also called itinerary, provides a proper way to proceed
inductively so as to build an open path crossing the corresponding bad layers,
as done in [12, Section 7].

The proof (by induction) of the estimate (5.6) can be obtained here exactly
in the same manner as that of [12, Theorem 5.15]. It corresponds to the prop-
erty thereby denoted by (bk) and is obtained with the help of a more detailed
description through properties (bk)′ and (bk)′′ in [12, Proposition 7.1]. Our
model is not oriented, but since we have removed the edges that are perpen-
dicular to two consecutive bad layers, it is not so surprising to use the same
type of restricted paths: the paths move straight within bad layers, in good
regions one uses Lemma 2.4 with care to consider disjoint regions so as to keep
the needed independence used for the probability estimates. In order to achieve
these estimates, one looks at suitable crossings at proper scales, and consider
suitable subsets of Ψk and Υk, forming hierarchical collections Ψk = {Ψj}0≤j≤k
and Υk = {Υj}0≤j≤k of subsets of Ψk and Υk, respectively. For each j, these
subsets are formed by elements of Ψk (Υk) that belong to the sites of scale j
(0 ≤ j ≤ k) contained in skel(s1) (skel(s2), respectively). The important thing
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is that, given that s1 and s2 are open, each time we go down the scale (from
j to j − 1), we can select only pairs that are well separated in the vertical co-
ordinate, (at distance of order

√
N) and will have enough such pairs, at least

J := bψ3
√
Nc of them. This set will be denoted by M(Ψk) and M(Υk).

The following corresponds essentially Definition 6.13 in [12].

Definition 5.2. When C has mass m, level ` and k ∈ {` − 1, ...,m − 1} the

definition for Ψk and Ψk being chained through the horizontal edge determined
by C means:
(i) When k = 0, we must have ` = 1 and m is exactly the total number of bad
layers of step 0 contained in C we might separate in two cases:
• If C is a sequence of m bad layers of step 0. Recall that Ψ0 and Υ0 are

sites of step 0 which have the same vertical coordinates. The property of Ψ0 and
Υ0 being chained corresponds simply to the existence of a straight (horizontal)
open path connecting them.
• If C has a certain number of constituents (each of them being as in the

previous case). We then demand the existence of straight horizontal paths within
each of the bonds determined by the constituents of C and that in between them
(good layers) we have an open path restricted to a strip of width

√
N .

(ii) When k ≥ 1, we still have to distinguish the case k ≥ ` from that when

k = `− 1: (a) In the first case, we have to consider J pairs Ψk−1 and Υk−1 of
separated matching pairs of scale k − 1 and simply require that the property of
being chained is valid for one of them. (b) When k = `− 1 we need to consider
the way C is formed, i.e. considering its constituents C1, . . . , Cr, their masses
mv and levels `v, with v = 1, ...r. We then require the existence of open sites
of step k s′1, . . . , s

′
r such that: (b1) each s′v and s′v+1 form a matching pair with

respect to the horizontal edge determined by Cv; (b2) Ψk and Υk(s′1) are chained

through the edge determined by C1, Ψk(s′v) and Υk(s′v+1) are chained through

the edge determined by Cv, for v = 2, ..., r − 1, and Ψk(s′r) and Υk are chained
through the edge determined by Cr; (b3) For each v = 1, . . . , r, there is an open
path of step k, from s′v to s′v+1. This path is contained in a strip of order

√
N

in terms of the scale for step k i.e. of order Nk+
1
2 .

Notation. Let κ > 0 given by Lemma 2.4 and for m ≥ 1 we recursively set:

p0,m := pmb p
κ(m−1)
g ,

pj,m := (1− (1− pj−1,m)J)p
κ(m−j−1)
j , 1 ≤ j ≤ m− 1, (5.7)

pm,m := 1− (1− pm−1,m)J ,

where J = bψ3N
1/2c, with ψ = 2ρ − 1 as introduced before, and we recall

pj = 1− qj , qj = qj+1
0 , p0 = pg, q0 = 1− pg, as in Theorem 1.1

Taking the previous definition into consideration, the same proof used in
[12, Proposition 7.1] gives us that the following two statements hold true at
all steps m, where the notion of hierarchical sets refer to the one given above,
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assuming two adjacent open sites of step m, s1 and s2, with the edge < s1, s2 >
that corresponds to a layer C, of mass m. The proof is probably one of the
most delicate parts of [12]. The detailed structure of a block C as its descending
decomposition described above plays an important role. Another important
ingredient is the way to reconstruct the probabilities pj,m+1 from those of scale
m, through the algorithm described as checking procedure in [12, Definition 7.4].

Proposition 5.3. Under the conditions of Theorem 1.1. and the just described
setup, i.e. given two adjacent open sites of step m, s1 and s2, with the edge
< s1, s2 > that corresponds to a layer C, of mass m, we have the validity of
(bm)′ and (bm)′′ as defined below.
For m ≥ 1:
(bm)′ For every block C ∈ C` of mass m and level `, every j ∈ {`−1, . . . ,m−1}
and every choice of hierarchical j-sets Ψj ,Υj defined as above, one has

Pξ(Ψj !
B(C) Υj) ≥ pj,m. (5.8)

For m ≥ 2:
(bm)′′ For every B(C), j and Ψj ,Υj as in (bm)′, let M(Ψj) (and similarly

M(Υj)) be the collection of the J checked subsets of Ψj in each scale; and every
s ∈ {0, . . . , j − 1}, the conditional distribution (under Pξ) of the number of

Υs
〈µ〈j,s+1〉,i〉 ∈ M(Υj) that are chained to Ψj, given that Υs+1

µ〈j,s+1〉
is chained to

Ψj, where Fp denotes the distribution of a Binomial random variable with J
trials and success probability p, conditioned to have at least one success. That
is,

|{i : Υs
〈µ〈j,s+1〉,i〉 ∈M(Υj) : Υs

〈µ〈j,s+1〉,i〉chained to Ψj}|
∣∣∣[Υs+1

µ〈j,s+1〉
chained to Ψj

]
� Fps,m ,

with � standing for stochastically larger in the usual sense.

We refer to [12] for the proof of this proposition.

Conclusion of the induction step in (5.4).
Back to Lemma 5.1 we need to see how to proceed the induction step in

(5.4) from the estimates in Proposition 5.3. This involves the same checking
procedure as in the proof of the previous proposition, together with the choice
of our initial parameters. The details are very similar to the corresponding
result in [12].

Taking into account the previous arguments and the notation introduced in
(5.7), it suffices to check that for all m ≥ 2,

C(1− pm−1,m)
ψ
6 N ≤ qm, (5.9)

where C is a fixed universal constant.
Indeed, and since N has been taken large enough, it suffices to prove that

pm,m ≥ pm (5.10)
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for all m ≥ 2. To check this, let

Θ =

∞∏
k=0

pk > 0

which is an increasing function of pg.
One goes back to the checking procedure described in the previous proof,

where now we have replaced m + 1 by m for notational convenience. Now
we leave the testing with probability p̃ := pmb for the final step of the 0-boxes.
Combine this with the trivial observation that if one has t independent Bernoulli
random variables with success probability pp̃, then the probability of no success
is bounded from above by

(1− p̃)btp/2c + e−tIp(p/2)

where Ip(x) := x log(x/p) + (1 − x) log(1 − x)/(1 − p) for x ∈ (0, 1) and t is a
positive integer. Following the previous checking procedure at all steps i from 0
to m− 2, each i-box is tested (independently of anything else) with probability

p
κ(m−i−1)
i , and at the end the 0-box has to be approved with probability p̃, we

end up with

1− pm,m ≤ (1− pmb )4(J/2)m
∏m−2
i=0 p

κ(m−i−1)
i (5.11)

+

m−1∑
i=1

exp[−4(J/2)i+1
i∏

j=2

p
κ(j−1)
m−j f(piκm−i−1)], (5.12)

where

f(p) = Ip(p/2) =
(

1− p

2

)
log

(
2− p
1− p

)
− log 2.

One sees that N0 = N0(pg, pb) large can be taken so that for all m ≥ 2 and all
N ≥ N0, the term (5.11) is bounded from above by 1

2qm. The lemma below
controls the term (5.12).

Lemma 5.4. For the sequence (pk)k∈N defined above, it holds the inequality

m−1∑
i=1

exp

−4
(J

2

)i+1
i−1∏
j=1

pjκm−j−1f(piκm−i−1)

 ≤ 1− pm
2

, ∀k ∈ N. (5.13)

Proof. This proof follows the same steps of the end of Section 7 in [12]. We
have that
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m−1∑
i=1

exp

−4
(J

2

)i+1
i−1∏
j=1

pjκm−j−1f(piκm−i−1)


=

m
2 −1∑
i=1

exp

−4
(J

2

)i+1
i−1∏
j=1

pjκm−j−1f(piκm−i−1)


+

m−1∑
i=m

2

exp

−4
(J

2

)i+1
i−1∏
j=1

pjκm−j−1f(piκm−i−1)


The second term of the r.h.s. can be bounded above by

m

2
exp

−4

(
J

2

)m
2

(

∞∏
j=1

pj)
mκf(p

(m−1)κ
0 )

 ≤ 1− pm
4

(5.14)

since our choice of p′′ close to one; for the first term, we can give the upper
bound

m

2
exp

−2J(

∞∏
j=1

pj)
κf(p

m
2 κ
m
2

)

 ≤ m

2
exp

[
−4f(p

m
2 κ
m
2

)
]

in the last inequality we are also taking p′′ close to one and assuming that J > 1
(that is, N > 36).

Then, it is enough to show that

m

2
exp

[
−4f(p

m
2 κ
m
2

)
]
≤ 1− pm

4
(5.15)

or equivalently

4f(p
m
2 κ
m
2

) ≥ −(m+ 1) ln(1− p′′) + ln(2m) (5.16)

using the definition of f , we need to show that

− ln(1− p
m
2 κ
m
2

) ≥ 1

4
[ln(4m)− (m+ 1) ln(1− p′′)] (5.17)

Observe that

1− p
m
2 κ
m
2

= 1−
mκ
2∑
i=0

(mκ
2

i

)
(−1)i exp

[
i(
m

2
+ 1) ln(1− p′′)

]
(5.18)

=

mκ
2∑
i=1

(mκ
2

i

)
(−1)i+1(1− p′′)i(m2 +1) (5.19)

≤
mκ
2∑
i=1

(mκ
2

i

)
(1− p′′)i(m2 +1) ≤ 2

mκ
2 (1− p′′)(m2 +1) (5.20)
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Taking logarithms into the equation above

− ln(1−p
m
2 κ
m
2

) ≥ −mκ
2

ln 2− (
m

2
+1) ln(1−p′′) ≥ −1

4
(m+1) ln(1−p′′) (5.21)

In the last inequality, we are using again that p′′ close to one to show that
κ
2 ln 2 < − ln(1 − p′′). This proves equation 5.17 and finishes the proof of
Lemma 5.4.

Recalling Remark 3.5, this gives the proof of Theorem 1.1 for pg large enough
and pb > 0.

5.2 Proof of Theorem 1.1 for pg > pc

Recalling Remark 3.5, it suffices to prove:

Theorem 5.5. For any pb > 0 and pg > pc, there exists M0(pg, pb) finite so
that for all M ≥M0,

Pξ{0↔∞} > 0,

for any environment configuration ξ = (ξH , ξV ) with ξH and ξV M -spaced.

Outline of the proof. The extension for pg > pc follows essentially the same
steps contained in Section 8 of [12]. It is enough to extend Lemma 5.1 for any
p0 > pc. The central point is to modify the renormalized lattice at step 1 in
such a way that each site and bond of step 1 will be open with probability at
least p̂ = max{p′, p′′}; therefore, the same argument as the proof of Lemma 5.1
follows.

We summarize the main points of this modification, full details can be found
in Section 8 of [12].

Replace ρ by ρ̂ ∈ (0, θ(pg)). We modify the definitions of site and bond
of step 1. Constructing the renormalized lattice of step 1 as described in Sec-
tion 4.1, the graph that defines a site of step 1 is taken as the subgraph contained
in a centralized square of side 0.9N , and the graph that defines the bond of step
1 will incorporate the external layer of width at least 0.1N between the new
sites of step 1 that defines its end-vertices.

Each site of step 1 is open if its skeleton has at least 0.9ρ̂N sites of step
0 on each side of its boundary; each bond of step 1 is open if there exists an
open path of bonds of step 0 connecting the skeletons of its end-sites of step 1;
observe that all sites and bonds of step 1 are open independently. Increasing
N if needed, we see that each site and bond of step is open with probability at
least p̂. Finally, take M0 = 3N .

6 An application

In standard percolation models one associates a binary random variable (open
or closed) to each vertex or bond of a given graph, and one of the basic questions
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regards the existence of an infinite open connected component of containing a
given vertex. A natural generalization of this consists in seeking for the existence
of an infinite self-avoiding path along which one observes a given infinite binary
sequence φ = (φ1, φ2, . . . ). This problem was carefully set in [2], where the
authors provided, among other contributions, results for Zd with large d. It was
also studied in [13] and [14] for two important classical examples: the triangular
lattice and the closed packed graph of Z2.

Our goal is to discuss a situation related to the kind of environment treated
in this paper, and which can be seen as an application of the result in [12],
sharing as well some of the ideas that brought to [11].

Definition 6.1. Let Ω := {0, 1}V, where V denote the set of vertices of an
infinite locally finite graph. Given a sequence φ = (φ1, φ2, . . . ) ∈ {0, 1}N =: Φ
we say that φ is seen in the configuration ω ∈ Ω from the vertex v0 if there exists
a self-avoiding path γ = (v0, v1, . . . ) in the graph (i.e. the vi are all distinct and
for each i, vi and vi+1 are adjacent) such that ω(vi) = φi for all i ≥ 1. One
says that φ is seen in ω if there exists a vertex v0 such that ξ is seen in ω from
v0.

For α, β ∈ [0, 1], we now consider the corresponding Bernoulli measures Pα
on (Ω,A) (the environment) and µβ on (Φ,B) (space of words), where A and B
denote the corresponding Borel σ-fields. That is, under Pα, the ω(v), v ∈ V are
i.i.d. with Pα(ω(v) = 1) = α. Similarly, under µβ , the φi, i ∈ N are i.i.d. with
µβ(φi = 1) = β.

As proven in [2], one knows that
• Λ := {(φ, ω) : φ is seen in ω} ∈ B ×A.
• Let gα(φ) := Pα{ω : φ is seen in ω}. Then gα(φ) ∈ {0, 1}, for all φ ∈ Φ. When
gα(φ) = 1 we just say that φ percolates.
• Let h(α, β) := µβ{φ ∈ Φ: gα(φ) = 1}. Then h(α, β) ∈ {0, 1}. When h(α, β) =
1 we simply say that the random word percolates.

Given a concrete graph, one might hope to study the function h. Here we
focus on the graph Z2

+ mentioned in the beginning of the paper, to which we
now give an orientation for the edges, i.e. the only allowed paths are those
that move at each step one unit upwards or one unit to the right. If we were
thinking of the word φ = (1, 1, . . . ) the its percolation would correspond to the
usual oriented site percolation on Z2

+, for which one knows there is a critical
value p̃c ∈ (0, 1)

From the above definitions, the following general properties follow at once:

Proposition 6.2. Let G a locally finite graph and pc(G) = sup{α ∈ [0, 1] :
gα(1, 1, . . . ) = 0}, the site percolation threshold of G. Hence, it holds:
(i) h(α, β) = h(1− α, 1− β) for all (α, β) ∈ [0, 1]2.
(ii)

h(α, 1) =

{
1, if α > pc(G),

0, if α < pc(G).
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(iii)

h(1, β) =

{
1, if β = 1,

0, if β 6= 1.

(iv) If G = Zd+, with d ≥ 2, then

h(α, β) = 0 if αβ + (1− α)(1− β) ≤ 1

d
(6.1)

Proof. Itens (i)-(iii) are trivial. For the proof of (iv), let us consider the product
space Ω × Φ,A × B,Pα × µβ) where we take the filtration (Fn)n, with Fn the
σ-field determined by the variables (φi, i ≤ n) and the (ω(x), ‖x‖1 ≤ n), where
‖ ·‖1 is the `1-distance on Zd. If Zn denotes the cardinality of the set of vertices
v with ‖v‖1 = n and for which there is a path γ = (0, v1, . . . , vn) with vn = v
and such that ω(vi) = φi for all i = 1, . . . , n. Then Zn is clearly Fn-measurable
and integrable. On the other hand, a simple computation gives that (writing E
for the expectation with respect to Pα × µβ)

E(Zn+1|Fn, φn+1) = (1[φn+1=0]d(1− α) + 1[φn+1=1]dα)Zn

from which it follows that E(Zn+1|Fn) ≤ dcZn, so that under the condition on
(iv), the sequence {Zn}n is a positive supermartingale with E(Z1) ≤ 1. This
implies that Zn tends a.s. to 0 under Pα × µβ . Thus

Pα × µβ{(ω, φ) : φ is seen in ω} = 0.

We now use Fubini’s theorem to write

0 = Pα × µβ{(ω, φ) : φ is seen in ω}

=

∫
Φ

∫
Ω

1{(ω,φ) : φ is seen in ω}dPαdµβ

=

∫
Φ

Pα{ω : φ is seen in ω}dµβ

=

∫
Φ

gα(φ)dµβ(φ) = µβ{φ : gα(φ) = 1} = h(α, β),

which concludes the proof.

Going to the specific case of Z2
+ with all the edges being oriented in the

increasing direction, one can add the following result as a direct consequence of
Theorem 1.1 in [12].

Proposition 6.3. Let G = Z2
+, oriented as described above. If α > p̃c one can

find β0(α) < 1 such that h(α, β) = 1 for all β ≥ β0(α).

Proof. Given the pair (ω, φ), we say that v is open is ω(v) = φ‖v‖1 and closed
otherwise. We also declare each line rn = {v ∈ Z2

+ : ‖v‖ = n} as good or bad
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according to φn = 1 or φn = 0.2 It is easy to see that this defines an oriented
site percolation model as investigated in [12]. We have

δ = P{r is bad } = 1− β

pg = P{v is open |r‖v‖1 is good } = α

pb = P{v is open |r‖v‖1 is bad } = 1− α

On the other hand, Theorem 1.1 from [12] tells us that for each α > p̃c, there
exists β0(α) < 1 such that for all β > β0 there is a positive probability of
an infinite open path starting at the origin. According to our definitions, this
implies

Pα × µβ{(ω, φ) : φ is seen in w} = 1, for all β > β0(α),

for all β > β0(α). From this, and using Fubini’s theorem as above we conclude
the proof.

Remark 6.4. (i) Of course, the statement of Proposition 6.3 extends to Zd+
(oriented) for all d ≥ 2.
(ii) In [13], the authors considered the triangular lattice (which is Z2 with added
edges between (i, j) and (i + 1, j + 1) for each i, j. In this case the critical
parameter for site percolation is 1/2. They proved that for α = 1/2 and β ∈
(0, 1), µβ almost all words are seen.
(iii) In [14] the authors studied percolation of random words on the graph Z2

cp

(usually called closed packed Z2), i.e. there are edges added between any pair
(i, j) and (i−1, j+1), as well between (i, j) and (i+1, j+1). This is a graph for
which the critical parameter for site percolation is less than 1/2. In particular,
when α = 1/2 the words (1, 1, . . . ) and (0, 0, . . . ) percolate. In [13] they proved
that if pc(Z2

cp) < α < 1− pc(Z2
cp) than all the words are seen, i.e.

Pα{ω : all words are seen in ω} = 1

It makes sense to investigate whether something similar holds for other graphs
for which the critical parameter for site percolation is smaller than 1/2. As
mentioned earlier, results for large dimensions were given in [2] and recently
extended for Zd for all d ≥ 3 in [22].
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