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A bstract

W e investigate Laplacians on supercriticalbond-percolation graphs with di�erent

boundary conditions at cluster borders.The integrated density of states of the

Dirichlet Laplacian is found to exhibit a Lifshits tailat the lower spectraledge,

whilethatoftheNeum ann Laplacian showsa van Hove asym ptotics,which results

from thepercolating cluster.Attheupperspectraledge,thebehaviourisreversed.
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1 Introduction and sum m ary

EversinceM ark Kacposed thequestion \Can oneheartheshapeofadrum ?"

[15],there hasbeen a greatdealofinterest in �nding relations between the

geom etry ofa m anifold ora graph and spectralproperties ofthe Laplacian

de�ned on it.Theim pressiveworks[8{10,6,3],which havebeen chosen by way

ofexam ple,witnessthe steady progressachieved in recentyearsand provide

furtherreferences.W hereasLaplacianson m anifoldsdom inated the scene in

the earlier years,the rise ofspectralgraph theory [23,22,11,5,7]in the late

1980s and 90s has contributed to deepen our understanding ofthe discrete

case.
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Spectraltheory ofrandom graphs,however,isstilla widely open �eld.The

very recent contributions [21,2,14]take a probabilistic point ofview to de-

rive heat-kernel estim ates for Laplacians on supercritical Bernoulli bond-

percolation graphs in the d-dim ensionalhyper-cubic lattice. On the other

hand,traditionalm ethodsfrom spectraltheory areused in [19]to investigate

theintegrated density ofstatesofLaplacianson subcriticalbond-percolation

graphs.Depending on the boundary condition thatischosen atclusterbor-

ders,two di�erenttypesofLifshitsasym ptotics atspectraledgeswere found

[19].Forexam ple,theintegrated density ofstatesoftheNeum ann Laplacian

behavesas

\ N N(E )� N N(0)� expf�E � 1=2g " as E #0 (1.1)

atthelowerspectraledgeforbondprobabilitiespbelow thepercolationthresh-

old pc.W e have put quotation m arks here,because,strictly speaking,one

should take appropriate logarithm son both sides.The Lifshitsexponent1=2

in (1.1)isindependentofthespatialdim ension d.Thiswasexplained by the

factthat,asym ptotically,N N isdom inated by thesm allesteigenvalueswhich

arise from very long linearclusters in thiscase.In contrast,fortheDirichlet

Laplacian and p< pc,itwasfound that

\ N D (E )� expf�E � d=2g " as E # 0: (1.2)

W e note that N D (0) = 0.The Lifshits exponent in (1.2) com es out as d=2,

becausethedom inating sm allDirichleteigenvaluesarisefrom largefully con-

nected cube-orsphere-like clusters.Thus,depending on theboundary condi-

tion (and the spectraledge)di�erentgeom etric graph propertiesshow up in

the integrated density ofstates.W e referto the literature cited in [19]fora

discussion ofotherspectralpropertiesofthese and closely related operators,

for the history ofthe problem and what is known in the physics literature.

Lifshitsasym ptoticsforaNeum ann Laplacian on Erd}os{R�enyirandom graphs

arestudied in [18].

In this paper we pursue the investigations of[19]and ask what happens to

(1.1)and (1.2)in thesupercriticalphase ofbond-percolation graphs.Clearly,

onewould notexpectthecontribution ofthe�niteclusterstoalterthepicture

com pletely.But forthe in�nite percolating cluster,the story m ay be di�er-

ent.Indeed,we willprove thatthe percolating cluster produces a van Hove

asym ptotics

\ N N(E )� N N(0)� E d=2 " as E #0 (1.3)

in the Neum ann case for p > pc.There is also an additionalLifshits-tail

behaviourdueto�niteclusters,butitishidden underthedom inatingasym p-

totics (1.3).Loosely speaking,(1.3) is true because the percolating cluster

lookslike the fullregularlattice on very large length scales(biggerthan the

correlation length)forp> pc.On sm allerscalesitsstructureism orelikethat
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ofa jagged fractal.TheNeum ann Laplacian doesnotcareaboutthesesm all-

scale holes,however.Allthat is needed for(1.3)to be true is the existence

ofa suitable d-dim ensional,in�nite grid.In contrast,theDirichletLaplacian

doescareaboutholesatallscalessothat(1.2)continuestohold forp> pc,as

we shallprove.Low-lying Dirichlet eigenvalues require large fully connected

cube-orsphere-like regions,and thisisa large-deviation event.

Closely related large-deviation results for Laplacians on percolation graphs

have been obtained in [1,4].To be precise,[1,4]referto the Pseudo-Dirichlet

Laplacian � eD
in the sense ofourDe�nition 2.1(ii)below.Considering both

site-and bond-percolation graphs,and using a discreteversion ofthem ethod

ofenlargem ent ofobstacles,Antal[1]derives the long-tim e asym ptotics for

the m ean (i.e.annealed) hitting-tim e distribution ofthe set ofabsent sites

(resp.bonds)fortherandom walk generated by � eD
.Biskup and K�onig work

in the setting ofthe parabolic Anderson m odel,which contains� eD
on site-

percolation graphsasaspecialcase.In particular,they establish aLifshitstail

forthecorresponding integrated density ofstates,seealso Rem ark 2.6(v).

Thispaperisorganised asfollows.In thenextsection wegivea precisestate-

m entofourresultsin Theorem s2.5 and 2.7.Section 3 isdevoted to theproof

ofTheorem 2.5.In thisproofwefollow thestrategy laid down in [24],seealso

[25].The goalthere was to establish Lifshits tails in the context ofrandom

Schr�odingeroperators.Finally,Section 4 containsthe proofofTheorem 2.7,

whereweapply therecentdeep heat-kernelestim atesfrom [21,2,14].

2 D e�nitions and precise form ulations

To set up the m athem atical arena, let us �rst recall som e notions from

Bernoullibond percolation.Ford 2 N ,a naturalnum ber,we denote by L
d

the (sim ple hyper-cubic) lattice in d dim ensions.Being a graph,the lattice

L
d = (Zd;Ed)hasthevertexsetZd and theedgesetEd given by allunordered

pairs fx;yg ofnearest-neighbour vertices x;y 2 Z
d,that is,those vertices

which have Euclidean distance jx � yj:=
�
P d

�= 1 jx� � y�j
2
�1=2

= 1.Here,el-

em ents ofZd are canonically represented as d-tuples x = (x1;:::;xd) with

entriesfrom Z.Next,we considerthe probability space 
 = f0;1gE
d

,which

isendowed with theusualproductsigm a-algebra,generated by �nitecylinder

sets,and equipped with a productprobability m easure P.Elem entary events

in 
 are sequences ofthe form ! � (! fx;yg)fx;yg2Ed,and we assum e theiren-

triesto beindependently and identically distributed according to a Bernoulli

law P(!fx;yg = 1)= p with bond probability p 2]0;1[.To a given ! 2 
,we

associatean edgesetE (!) :=
n

fx;yg2 E
d :!fx;yg = 1

o

.
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A bond-percolation graph in Zd isthem appingG :
 3 ! 7! G (!) := (Zd;E (!))

with values in the set ofsubgraphs ofLd.Given x 2 Z
d,the vertex degree

dG (! )(x)countsthenum berofedgesin G (!)which sharex asacom m on vertex.

D e�nition 2.1. The random operators D : 
 3 ! 7! D (!),respectively

A : 
 3 ! 7! A (!),are called vertex-degree operator,respectively adja-

cency operator,ofbond-percolation graphs in Z
d.Their realisations,D (!) :

‘2(Zd)! ‘2(Zd),respectively A (!) :‘2(Zd)! ‘2(Zd),acton theHilbertspace

ofcom plex-valued,square-sum m ablesequencesindexed by Zd according to

D (!)’(x):= dG (! )(x)’(x);

A (!)’(x):=
X

y2Zd:fx;yg2E (! )

’(y); (2.1)

for all’ 2 ‘2(Zd),allx 2 Z
d and all! 2 
.W ith these de�nitions,we

introduceLaplacianson bond-percolation graphsforthreedi�erent\boundary

conditions" atnon-fully connected vertices

(i) Neum ann Laplacian: � N := D � A;

(ii) Pseudo-DirichletLaplacian: � eD
:= � N + (2d11� D )= 2d11� A;

(iii) DirichletLaplacian: � D := � N + 2(2d11� D ):

Here 11 standsfortheidentity operatoron ‘2(Zd).

R em arks 2.2. (i) The m otivation and origin ofthe term inology for

the di�erentboundary conditionsare discussed in [19]{ togetherwith som e

basicpropertiesoftheoperators.

(ii) The random self-adjoint Laplacians are ergodic with respect to

Z
d-translations.Hence,their spectra and the spectralsubsets arising in the

Lebesguedecom position areallequaltonon-random setswith probabilityone.

In particular,thespectrum isP-alm ostsurely given by spec(� X)= [0;4d]for

allX 2 fN;eD;Dg,aswasshown in [19].

Next,wede�nethequantity ofourm ain interestforthispaper,theintegrated

density ofstatesof� X.To thisend let�x 2 ‘2(Zd)be the sequence which is

concentrated at the point x 2 Z
d,i.e.�x(x) := 1 and �x(y) := 0 for all

y 2 Z
d nfxg.M oreover,� standsfortheHeaviside unit-step function,which

we choose to be right continuous,viz.�(E ) := 0 for allrealE < 0 and

�(E ):= 1 forallrealE > 0.

D e�nition 2.3. For every p 2]0;1[and every X 2 fN;eD;Dg we callthe
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function

N X :R 3 E 7! N X(E ):=

Z




P(d!)h�0;�
�

E � �
(!)

X

�

�0i (2.2)

with valuesin theinterval[0;1]theintegrated density ofstatesof � X.

R em arks 2.4. (i) The integrated density ofstates N X is the right-

continuousdistribution function ofa probability m easureon R.Thesetofits

growth pointscoincideswith theP-alm ost-surespectrum [0;4d]of� X.

(ii) Itisshown in [19]thattheLaplaciansarerelated to each otherby

a unitary involution,which im pliesthesym m etries

N eD
(E )= 1� lim

""4d� E
N eD

(");

N D (N )(E )= 1� lim
""4d� E

N N (D )(")
(2.3)

fortheirintegrated densitiesofstatesforallE 2 R.The lim itson the right-

hand sidesof(2.3)ensurethatthediscontinuity pointsofN X areapproached

from thecorrectside.

(iii) By ergodicity,De�nition 2.3 ofthe integrated density ofstatesco-

incideswith the usualone in term sofa m acroscopic lim itofa �nite-volum e

eigenvalue counting function.M ore precisely,let� � Z
d stand forbounded

cubescentred attheorigin with volum ej�j.Forevery X 2 fN; eD;Dg let� X ;�

bethe�nite-volum erestriction of� X to ‘2(�)introduced in Def.1.11 in [19].

Then thereexistsa set
0� 
 offullprobability,P(
 0)= 1,such that

N X(E )= lim
�"Z d

"

1

j�j
trace

‘2(�)
�
�

E � �
(!)

X ;�

�
#

(2.4)

holdsforall! 2 
0and allE 2 R ,exceptforthe(atm ostcountably m any)

discontinuity pointsofN X,see Lem m a 1.12 in [19].In Section 3 we willcon-

structanother�nite-volum erestriction of� eD
,forwhich (2.4)holds,too.

Letpc � pc(d)denotethecriticalbondprobabilityofthepercolationtransition

in Zd.W erecallthatpc = 1ford = 1,otherwisepc 2]0;1[,seee.g.[13].Despite

the title ofthispaper,our�rstm ain resultcoversthe non-percolating phase

p2]0;pc[and thecriticalpointp= pc,too.

T heorem 2.5.Assum e d 2 N and p 2]0;1[.Then the integrated density of

states N X ofthe Laplacian � X on bond-percolation graphs in Z
d exhibits a

Lifshitstailatthe lowerspectraledge

lim
E #0

lnjlnN X(E )j

lnE
= �

d

2
for X 2 feD;Dg (2.5)
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and atthe upperspectraledge

lim
E "4d

lnjln[1� N X(E )]j

ln(4d� E )
= �

d

2
for X 2 fN;eDg: (2.6)

R em arks 2.6. (i) The theorem follows directly from the upper and

lower bounds in Lem m a 3.1 below, together with the subsequent Re-

m ark 2.6(ii).In fact,the bounds ofLem m a 3.1 provide a slightly stronger

statem entthan Theorem 2.5.

(ii) TheLifshitstailsattheupperspectraledgearerelated to theones

atthelowerspectraledgeby thesym m etries(2.3).

(iii) In thenon-percolating phase,p2]0;pc[,thecontentofthetheorem

isknown from [19],where itisproved by a di�erentm ethod.The m ethod of

[19],however,doesnotseem to extend to thecriticalpointorthepercolating

phase,p2]pc;1[.

(iv) The Lifshitsasym ptotics ofTheorem 2.5 are determ ined by those

parts ofthe percolation graphs,which contain large,fully-connected cubes.

Thisalsoexplainswhy thespatialdim ension enterstheLifshitsexponentd=2.

(v) W eexpectthat(2.5)can bere�ned in thecaseX = eD asto obtain

theconstant

lim
E #0

lnN eD
(E )

E � d=2
=:�c�(d;p): (2.7)

An analogousstatem ent is known from Thm .1.3 in [4]forthe case ofsite-

percolation graphs.M oreover,itisdem onstrated in [1]thatthebond-and the

site-percolation caseshavesim ilarlarge-deviation properties.

Oursecond m ain resultcom plem entsTheorem 2.5 in thepercolating phase.

T heorem 2.7.Assum e d 2 N nf1g and p 2]pc;1[.Then the integrated den-

sity ofstatesofthe Neum ann Laplacian � N on bond-percolation graphsin Zd

exhibitsa van Hoveasym ptoticsatthe lowerspectraledge

lim
E #0

ln[N N(E )� N N(0)]

lnE
=
d

2
; (2.8)

whilethatoftheDirichletLaplacian � D exhibitsoneattheupperspectraledge

lim
E "4d

ln[N �
D (4d)� N D (E )]

ln(4d� E )
=
d

2
; (2.9)

where N �
D (4d):= lim E "4dN D (E )= 1� N N(0).

R em arks 2.8. (i) The theorem follows directly from the upper and

lower bounds in Lem m a 4.1 below,together with the sym m etries (2.3).In

fact,the bounds ofLem m a 4.1 provide a slightly stronger statem ent than
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Theorem 2.7.Lem m a 4.1 relies m ainly on recent estim ates [21,2,14]for the

long-tim edecay oftheheatkernelof� N on thepercolating cluster.

(ii) The reference value N N(0)in (2.8)results from the m ean num ber

density ofzero eigenvaluesoftheNeum ann Laplacian [19].Itisgiven by

N N (0)= �(p)+ (1� p)2d; (2.10)

where �(p)isthe m ean num ber density ofclusters,see e.g.Chap.4 in [13],

and (1� p)2d them ean num berdensity ofisolated vertices.

(iii) The counterpart of Theorem 2.7 for the non-percolating phase,

p2]0;pc[,wasproved in [19].There,N N wasshown to havea di�erentkind of

Lifshitsasym ptoticswith a Lifshitsexponent1=2 atthe lowerspectraledge,

see also Section 1,and the sam e is true for N D atthe upper spectraledge.

This type ofLifshits behaviour is caused by large (isolated) linear clusters,

which explainswhy the spatialdim ension doesnotinuence the Lifshitsex-

ponent.This behaviour is also present for p 2]pc;1[,but hidden under the

m oredom inantvan Hoveasym ptoticscaused by thepercolating cluster.

(iv) At the criticalpoint p = pc,the behaviour of N N at the lower

spectraledge,respectively thatofN D atthe upperspectraledge,isan open

problem .

3 ProofofT heorem 2.5

In thissection weprovetheLifshits-tailbehaviourofTheorem 2.5.Thanksto

thesym m etries(2.3),itsu�cesto considerthelowerspectraledgeonly.

Lem m a 3.1.For every d 2 N and every p 2]0;1[there existconstants "D ,

�u,�l2]0;1 [such that

expf��lE
� d=2g 6 N D (E )6 N eD

(E )6 expf��uE
� d=2g (3.1)

holdsforallE 2]0;"D [.

Proof. The left inequality in (3.1),i.e.the lower bound on N D ,was proved

in Lem m a 2.9 in [19].The m iddle one sim ply reectsthe operatorinequality

�
(!)

eD
6 �

(!)

D ,which isvalid forall! 2 
.So itrem ains to prove the upper

bound on N eD
.

W efollow thestrategy oftheproofin [24],seealsoChap.2.1in [25].Todoso,

wehaveto �x som enotation,�rst.Given a bounded cube�� Z
d and x 2 �,

weintroducetheboundary degree

b@�(x):=
�
�
�

n

fx;yg2 E
d :y =2 �

o�
�
� (3.2)

7



asthe cardinality ofthe setofedgesin the regularlattice Ld thatconnectx

with Z
d n�.The restriction G

(!)

�
:= (�;E

(!)

�
)with E

(!)

�
:=

n

fx;yg 2 E (!) :

x;y 2 �
o

ofany realisation G (!) ofa bond-percolation graph to � isobtained

by keepingonly verticesand edgeswithin �,and d
G
(! )

�

(x)6 2d� b@�(x)stands

forthe associated vertex degree ofx 2 �.In particular,E d
� :=

n

fx;yg 2 E
d :

x;y 2 �
o

istheedgesetofthefully connected cubeLd
�
:= (�;E d

�
),thatisthe

restriction oftheregularlatticeLd to�.Finally,let‘2(�)betheHilbertspace

ofcom plex-valued (�nite)sequences indexed by �,and,given any subgraph

G := (�;E)ofL d
�,we introducetheoperatorH G :‘2(�)! ‘2(�),’ 7! H G ’,

where

H G ’(x):= �
X

y2�:fx;yg2E

’(y) +
�

2d� b@�(x)
�

’(x)

=
X

y2�:fx;yg2E

�

’(x)� ’(y)
�

+
�

2d� b@�(x)� dG (x)
�

’(x) (3.3)

forall’ 2 ‘2(�)and allx 2 �.Now,wede�netherestriction ofthePseudo-

Dirichlet Laplacian � eD
to the cube � with Neum ann conditions along the

boundary @� of� asthe random bounded self-adjointoperatorH � with re-

alisationsH
(!)

�
:= H

G
(! )

�

forall! 2 
.

Nextweclaim that

N eD
(E )= inf

�� Z d

"

1

j�j

Z




P(d!0) trace
‘2(�)

�(E � H
(!0)

� )

#

(3.4)

holdsforallE 2 R.This isso,because (i) the operatorH
(!)

�
di�ers from

the�nite-volum erestriction �
(!)

eD ;�
in Rem ark 2.4(iii)by a perturbation whose

rank isatm ostofthe orderofj@�j,the surface area ofthe cube �.Hence,

(2.4)rem ains true forX = eD and with �
(!)

eD ;�
being replaced by H

(!)

� on its

right-hand side,

N eD
(E )= lim

�"Z d

"

1

j�j
trace

‘2(�)
�(E � H

(!)

� )

#

: (3.5)

(ii) On the otherhand,H
(!)

�
isdesigned in such a way thatH

(!)

� 1
� H

(!)

� 2
6

H
(!)

� 1[� 2
holdson‘2(�1[�2)forallboundedcubes�1;�2 � Z

d with�1\�2 = ?

and forall! 2 
.Hence,�(E � H
(!)

� )givesrisetoasubergodicprocessand we

conclude from the Ackoglu{Krengelsubergodic theorem thatthe right-hand

sideof(3.5)equalstheright-hand sideof(3.4){again forallcontinuity points

ofthe lim itand uniform ly for! in a setofprobability one.(iii) From this

we have (3.4)forallcontinuity pointsofboth sides.Butsince both sidesof

(3.4)are right-continuous functions ofE ,equality holds forallE 2 R,and

thederivation iscom plete.
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From (3.4)weinfertheupperbound

N eD
(E )6 inf

�� Z d

P[E � 6 E ]; (3.6)

wherethenon-negativerandom variableE � standsforthesm allesteigenvalue

oftherandom operatorH �.

The aim is to obtain a sim ple large-deviation estim ate for the probability

in (3.6).Thiswillbe achieved with the help ofanalytic perturbation theory

along the linesof[24],see also Sec.4.1.10 in [25].W e write H 0;� := H
L
d

�

for

theNeum ann Laplacian ofthefully connected cubeLd
� and W � := H � � H 0;�.

Given t2 [0;1],weintroduce

H �(t):= H 0;� + tW � (3.7)

sothatH �(1)= H �.W ewanttoconstructan upperbound fortheprobability

thatE � issm all.Denoting the bottom eigenvalue ofH �(t)by E �(t),we use

thefollowing ideas.

(a) The function [0;1] 3 t 7! E �(t) is non-decreasing, E �(0) = 0 and

E �(1)= E �.

(b) This function can be linearised,ifits argum entissm allenough.M ore

precisely,there existconstants �;� 2]0;1 [,which depend only on the

spatialdim ension d,such that

jE �(t)� tE 0
�(0)j6 �t2j�j2=d (3.8)

forallt2 [0;�j�j� 2=d].Here,wehavesetE 0
�(0):=

d

dt
E �(t)

�
�
�
t= 0
.

(c) TheslopeE 0
�(0)obeysalarge-deviationestim ate.Givenany�2]0;1� p[,

thereexistsa constant2]0;1 [,which dependson p and d,such that

P[E 0
�(0)6 �]6 e� j�j: (3.9)

W ewillprove(a)with aPerron{Frobeniusargum entinLem m a3.2anddiscuss

observations(b)and (c)below.Forthe tim e being,letusgo on to estim ate

theprobability thatE � issm all.

Suppose E �(t)6 E .Then we conclude from (a),the triangle inequality and

(b)that

E 0
�
(0)6

E �(t)

t
+

�
�
�
�

E �(t)

t
� E 0

�
(0)

�
�
�
�6

E

t
+ �tj�j2=d; (3.10)

provided tis sm allenough.So we need to adjust t� tE and � � � E such

thattE 6 �j�E j
� 2=d.M oreover,weaim to achieve thattheright-hand sideof

(3.10)isbounded from aboveby som e�< 1� p.Thisisaccom plished in the
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following way.W ithoutrestriction wecan assum ethat,in addition,�< 2��.

Then wesettE := �=(2�j� E j
2=d)and choosethesizeofthecubesuch that

�

2(�E )1=2
� 16 j�E j

1=d
6

�

2(�E )1=2
: (3.11)

Forthisto m ake sense,the right-hand side of(3.11)hasto exceed 2.So,we

restrictourselvestolow energies,sayE 2]0;"D[,and sum m arisethisargum ent

as

E � E
(tE )6 E im plies E 0

� E
(0)6 �< 1� p: (3.12)

Notethat"D dependsonly on p and d.

Altogether,we infer from Eq.(3.6),observation (a),im plication (3.12) and

observation (c)that

N eD
(E )6 P[E � E

(tE )6 E ]6 P[E 0
� E
(0)6 �]6 e� j� E j6 e� �uE

� d=2

; (3.13)

where�u 2]0;1 [isa constantthatdependsonly on p and d.

Next,we verify observations (b) and (c) above.Observation (b) relies on a

determ inisticresultfrom analyticperturbation theory.Tothisend weconsider

the operator fam ily H (z) := H 0 + zH 1 for z 2 C.Here,H 0 := H 0;� is the

Neum ann Laplacian ofLd
�
and H 1 := W

(!)

�
the perturbation with ! 2 


arbitrary,but �xed.The bottom eigenvalue 0 of H 0 is an isolated sim ple

eigenvalue.Itsisolation distance# := dist
�

0;spec(H 0nf0g)
�

isdeterm ined by

them agnitudeofthesm allestnon-zero eigenvalueofH 0.Thisdistanceobeys

the estim ate # > cj�j� 2=d for som e constant c 2]0;1 [,which follows from

reducing theeigenvalueproblem forH 0 tothatofa linearchain by separation

of variables and applying a Cheeger-type inequality, see e.g.(2.6) in [19].

M oreover,wehave theuniform bound kW
(!)

�
k 6 2d fortheoperatornorm of

theperturbation sothatH (z)hasoneisolated eigenvalueE (z)in thecom plex

disc B #=2(0) provided z < #=(4d).W e refer to [17],Chap.II,x1,Secs.1,2

and Chap.VII,x3,Secs.1,2 and 4 fora detailed exposition ofthe general

m ethod.Elem entary function theory then gives an estim ate for the second

derivative ofE (z),and Taylor’stheorem yields(b).Detailsofthe argum ent,

geared towardsourapplication here,can also befound in Sec.4.1.10 in [25].

Concerning observation (c),we refer again to analytic perturbation theory.

TheFeynm an{Hellm ann form ula yields

E
0
�(0)= h’0;W �’0i; (3.14)

where ’0 := j�j� 1=2,the norm alised vectorin ‘2(�)with equalcom ponents,

is the ground state ofthe unperturbed operator H 0;�.Therefore,recalling
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W � = H � � H 0;� = H G�
� H

L
d

�

and thede�nition in (3.3),wehave

E
(!)

�

0(0)=
1

j�j

X

x2�

X

y2�:

fx;yg2Ed
�
nE

(! )

�

1 =
2

j�j

X

fx;yg2Ed
�

(1� !fx;yg)

>
1

jEd
�j

X

fx;yg2Ed
�

(1� !fx;yg) (3.15)

for all! 2 
.W e recallthat the ! fx;yg’s,which indicate the presence of

an edge in the bond-percolation graph,are i.i.d.Bernoullidistributed with

m ean p.Hence,(3.9)followsfrom standard large-deviation estim ates,seee.g.

inequality (27.4)in [16]orThm .1.4 in [26].

So farwehave deferred theproofofobservation (a)in theabovedem onstra-

tion.Thisisa determ inistic resultwhich weaddressnow in

Lem m a 3.2.Let� � Z
d be a bounded cube,letG = (�;E)be a subgraph of

thefully connected cubeLd
�
and letH G bethe�nite-volum eLaplacian (3.3)on

‘2(�).Fort2 R lete(t)be the sm allesteigenvalue of

h(t):= H
L
d

�

+ tW ; (3.16)

where W := H G � H
L
d

�

.Then the function [0;1]3 t7! e(t)isnon-decreasing.

Proof. W eobserve from thede�nition ofW and (3.3)that

W ’(x)=
X

y2�:fx;yg2E d

�
nE

’(y) (3.17)

forall’ 2 ‘2(�)and allx 2 �.Given t2 [0;1]letusrewriteh(t)= H G � (1�

t)W =:2d11� a(t).In particular,a(1)= 2d11� H G actsas

a(1)’(x)=
X

y2�:fx;yg2E

’(y) + b@�(x)’(x) (3.18)

forall’ 2 ‘2(�)and allx 2 �.Equations (3.17)and (3.18)show thatthe

self-adjointlinearoperator

a(t)= a(1)+ (1� t)W ; (3.19)

which lives on the �nite-dim ensional Hilbert space ‘2(�), has only non-

negative m atrix elem entsh�x;a(t)�yiforallx;y 2 �.Togetherwith the m in-

m ax principle,thisim pliesthatonecan choosetheeigenvector(s)correspond-

ing to the largesteigenvalue ofa(t)in such a way thatalltheircom ponents

11



in the basisf�xgx2� are non-negative.Hence,the sam e istrue forthe eigen-

vector(s)corresponding to thesm allesteigenvalue ofh(t).Thus,anotherap-

plication ofthem in-m ax principleyields

e(t2)= inf
06= ’2‘2(�)

’(x)> 0 8x2�

h’;h(t2)’i

h’;’i
= inf

06= ’2‘2(�)

’(x)> 0 8x2�

h’;h(t1)’i+ (t2 � t1)h’;W ’i

h’;’i

> e(t1) (3.20)

forall06 t1 6 t2 6 1,becausethescalarproductinvolvingW isnon-negative

by (3.17).

4 ProofofT heorem 2.7

In thissection we prove the van Hove asym ptoticsofTheorem 2.7.Again,it

su�cesto considerthe lowerspectraledge,because ofthe sym m etries(2.3).

Thatasym ptoticsfollowsfrom

Lem m a 4.1.Assum e d 2 N nf1g and p 2]pc;1[.Then there existconstants

"N,Cu,Cl2]0;1 [such that

ClE
d=2

6 N N(E )� N N(0)6 CuE
d=2 (4.1)

holdsforallE 2]0;"N[.

To prove Lem m a 4.1 we separate the contribution ofthe percolating cluster

to N N from thatofthe�niteclusters.

D e�nition 4.2.Let
1 denotetheeventthattheorigin belongsto theper-

colating clusterand,forE 2 R,de�ne

N N ;1 (E ):=

Z


 1

P(d!)h�0;�
�

E � �
(!)

N

�

�0i; (4.2)

which isthe contribution ofthe percolating clusterto the integrated density

ofstatesoftheNeum ann Laplacian.W ewrite fN N ;1 (t):=
R1
0
dN N ;1 (E )e

� E t

foritsLaplacetransform ,wheret2 [0;1 [.

Asiswellknown,the Laplace transform of(4.2)can be related to the m ean

return probability ofacontinuous-tim e,sim plerandom walk fZtgt2[0;1 [on the

percolating cluster.M ore precisely,thisrandom walk isthe M arkov process

on Z
d de�ned by the following set ofrules:Suppose the process is at x 2

Z
d.Then,after having waited there for an exponentialtim e ofparam eter

one,one ofthe 2d neighbours ofx in Z
d,say y,is chosen at random with

probability 1=(2d).If!fx;yg = 1,then the process jum ps im m ediately to y,
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otherwisetherewillbeno m ove.Theprocedurethen startsafresh.Assum ing

thatZ0 = x0 2 Z
d isthe starting pointofthe process,we denote itslaw by

P(!)
x0
.The process Zt is generated by the Neum ann Laplacian in the sense

thatthetransition probability forgoing from x to y within tim etisgiven by

P(!)
x0
(Zs+ t= yjZs = x)= P(!)

x (Zt= y)= h�y;e
� t�

(! )

N
=(2d)�xiforalls2 [0;1 [

and allx0 in the sam econnected com ponentasx and y.From thisitfollows

that
fN N ;1 (t)=

Z


 1

P(d!)P
(!)

0 (Z2dt = 0): (4.3)

Hence,
�

P(
1 )
�� 1

fN N ;1 (t)isthe(conditional)m ean returnprobabilityattim e

2dtfortheprocesson thepercolating clusterforp2]pc;1].

Averaged transition probabilitiesofZt orrelated random walkshaverecently

been studied in [21,2,14]with elaborate m ethods.W e state a specialcase of

theresultsas

Proposition 4.3.Assum e d 2 N nf1g and p 2]pc;1[.Then there existcon-

stantscl;cu 2]0;1 [and t0 2]1;1 [,allofwhich depend only on p and d,such

that

clt
� d=2

6
fN N ;1 (t)6 cut

� d=2 (4.4)

holdsforallt2 [t0;1 [.

R em ark 4.4.Inview of(4.3),thelowerboundinProposition4.3canbefound

as Eq.(30) in Appendix D in [21].That paper also contains a \quenched"

upperbound,i.e.an upperbound forP(!)
x (Zt= y),which isvalid forP-alm ost

every ! 2 
1 .Unfortunately,it is not clear how to take the probabilistic

expectation thereof,thatis,to getan \annealed" upperbound.On theother

hand,theauthorsof[14]proveanannealedupperboundintheirThm .8.1.But

this bound includes an additionallogarithm ic factor.The strongest results,

both annealed and quenched,are those ofBarlow [2],and (4.4) is a special

casethereof.However,hisresultsapply to a random walk which isgenerated

by D � 1� N instead of� N .Hence,som e additionalcom m ents are needed to

adapthisresults,and weaddressthisissuenow.

ProofofProposition 4.3. According to thepreceding rem ark the proposition

isestablished,ifweshow thatBarlow’squenched upperbound forthereturn

probability,i.e.the specialcase x = y ofthe upperbound in Thm .2 in [2],

appliesalsototherandom walkgenerated by� N.Eventually,theupperbound

in Thm .2 in [2]isreduced to Prop.3.1 in [2]via Thm .1,Prop.6.1,Thm .5.7

and Thm .3.8 { thelatterbeing nothing buttheo�-diagonalgeneralisation of

Prop.3.1,so wedo notneed ithere.Thereduction doesnotm akeuseofany

speci�cpropertiesoftherandom walk’sgenerator.Hence,allthatrem ainsto

check isProp.3.1.in [2].Itturnsoutthatsom eoftheconstantsin theproof

ofProp.3.1 m ust be m odi�ed for our purpose,but this does not have any

consequences.In addition,theproofofProp.3.1 also requiresestim ates(1.7)
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and (1.8)ofLem m a 1.1 in [2].Estim ate (1.8)followsfrom estim ate (1.5),as

isargued in the proofofLem m a 1.1(b)in [2].Thisargum entappliesin our

situation,too.So,in theend,wehaveto verify thevalidity of(1.7)and (1.5)

in [2]fortherandom walk generated by � N.

Estim ate (1.5)isseen to hold asa specialcase ofCor.11 in [12].The upper

bound in estim ate (1.7)can be inferred,forexam ple,from Thm .II.5 in [8],

which isa generalresult forultracontractive M arkov sem igroups.(Actually,

wereferto the�rstofthetwo theorem swith thesam enum berII.5 in [8].)To

verify statem ent(ii)ofthattheorem ,onem ay usetheapplication following it

togetherwith thereasoning in Cor.V.2 and itsproofwith thechoice (x)=

x.This choice corresponds to a weak isoperim etric inequality which m erely

reectsthatthepercolating clustercontainsan in�nitely longpath.From this

pointofview,theweak t� 1=2-decay oftheupperbound in estim ate(1.7)does

notcom easa surprise.Finally,thelowerbound in estim ate(1.7)arisessolely

from the uniform growth condition jB (x;R)j6 const:R d forthe volum e ofa

ballaround x 2 Z
d with radius R.Such type ofresults are wellknown for

heatkernelson m anifoldsand also fordiscrete-tim e random walks[20,9,10].

To em ploy them here,wedecom pose

Px(Zt= x)=

1X

n= 0

h�x;K
n�xiPx

 

therearen attem pted

jum psup to tim et

!

; (4.5)

using thestochastic independence ofallbuilding blocksofZt.Here,thecon-

traction K := 11� � N =(2d)isthetransition m atrix ofadiscrete-tim erandom

walk on Zd,which controlsthe directionsofthe jum psofZt.The num berof

attem pted jum psup totim etisgoverned by aPoisson distribution with m ean

t.Using this,thelowerbound in (1.7)followsfrom Thm .3(ii)in [20]applied

to K .

In orderto apply Proposition 4.3 in theproofofLem m a 4.1,wewillusetwo

elem entary Tauberian inequalities.

Lem m a 4.5. Let � be a positive Borelm easure on R
+ = [0;1 [.Suppose

there are constantst0;�;cl;cu 2]0;1 [such thatthe Laplace transform e�(t):=
R

R
+ �(dE )e

� E t existsforallt2 [t0;1 [and obeys

clt
� �

6 e�(t)6 cut
� �: (4.6)

Then there existconstantsCl;Cu 2]0;1 [such that

ClE
�
6 �

�

[0;E ]
�

6 CuE
� (4.7)

holdsforallE 2]0;t� 10 ].
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Proof. W e express �([0;E ]) =
R

R
+ �(d�)�(1� �=E ) in term s ofthe right-

continuousHeavisideunit-step function and observetheelem entary inequality

e� �x � e� (�� 1)e� x 6 �(1� x) 6 e1� x,which is valid forallx 2 R
+ and all

� 2 [1;1 [.The upper bound in (4.7)is obvious now.Forthe lower bound,

one has to choose � large enough such thatthe constant,which arises from

theapplication ofboth estim atesin (4.6),isstrictly positive.

ProofofLem m a 4.1. W esetN N ;�n := N N � N N ;1 forthecontribution ofthe

�niteclustersto theintegrated density ofstatesand observe

N N(E )� N N(0)= [N N ;�n(E )� N N ;�n(0)]+ N N ;1 (E ) (4.8)

forallE 2 R.

Proposition 4.3 and Lem m a 4.5 establish the desired van Hove bounds for

N N ;1 .Therefore,itrem ainsto show thatthe �nite clustersdo notspoilthis

behaviour.SinceN N ;�n(E )� N N ;�n(0)> 0forallE 2 [0;1 [,only an appropri-

ateupperbound isrequired forthecontribution ofthe�niteclusters.W eshall

show in Eq.(4.10)below thatN N ;�n(E )� N N ;�n(0)obeyseven a Lifshits-type

upperbound,which willthen com pletetheproof.

TheLifshitsbehaviourforthecontribution ofthe�niteclustersin theperco-

lating phase arisesfrom the cluster-size distribution { in the sam e way asit

wasshown to arisein thenon-percolating phasein [19].Indeed,wehave

N N ;�n(E )� N N ;�n(0)6 P

n

! 2 
�n :jC
(!)

0 j> (dE )� 1=2
o

(4.9)

for allE 2]0;1 [.Here 
�n := 
n
 1 is the event that the origin belongs

to a �nite cluster,say C
(!)

0 ,and jC
(!)

0 jdenotes the num ber ofits vertices.

Inequality(4.9)followsfrom repeatingthestepsthatleadtothe�rstinequality

in Eq.(2.24) in [19]with N N ;�n instead ofN N .For p > pc the cluster-size

distribution on theright-hand sideof(4.9)decayssub-exponentially according

to Thm .8.6.5 in [13]so thatweobtain

N N ;�n(E )� N N ;�n(0)6 c1expf��E
� (d� 1)=2dg (4.10)

forallE 2]0;1 [with som e constantsc1;� 2]0;1 [,which depend only on p

and d.Thiscom pletestheproof.
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