arXiv:math/0403134v1 [math.PR] 8 Mar 2004

On symmetric random walks with random conductances
d
on Z

L. R. G. Fontes * P. Mathieu
October 25, 2018

Abstract

We study models of continuous time, symmetric, Z%valued random walks in random
environments. One of our aims is to derive estimates on the decay of transition probabil-
ities in a case where a uniform ellipticity assumption is absent. We consider the case of
independent conductances with a polynomial tail near 0 and obtain precise asymptotics
for the annealed return probability and convergence times for the random walk confined
to a finite box.

1 Introduction

We study continuous time, irreducible, symmetric, nearest neighbor random walks in random
environments on Z¢. Our aim is to derive estimates on the decay of transition probabilities in
the absence of a uniform ellipticity assumption.

The paper has four sections (other than this introduction). Sections 2 and 4 deal with
the decay of the mean or annealed return probability. In Section 2, we consider quite general
reversible random walks in a random environment and we establish a comparison lemma for
the annealed return probability. The proof is based on a trace formula (in fact an extension
of the trace formula for central probability for random walks on amenable groups, see [9]). In
Section 4, we derive sharp bounds on the decay of the annealed return probability from direct
investigation of traces and eigenvalues when the rates are i.i.d. random variables chosen from a
law with polynomial tail near 0. We then prove that one might get the classical t~%? decay or
a slower decay of the form ¢~7, where v < d/2 is related to the tail of the law of the rates near
0. In Section 5 we deal with the quenched decay and obtain a partial result (Theorem 5.1) that
nonetheless establishes a difference with respect to the annealed decay for small values of ~.

In Section 3, we discuss finite volume random walks taking their values in a torus. We
obtain some quenched estimates on convergence times when the random rates are i.i.d., chosen
from a law with polynomial tail near 0. These follow from sharp bounds on the spectral gap.
In particular we prove a universal lower bound for the spectral gap of a symmetric random

*IME-USP. Rua do Matao 1010, 05508-090, Sao Paulo, SP, Brazil, Irenato@ime.usp.br
fCMI, 39 rue Joliot-Curie, 13013 Marseille, FRANCE, pierre.mathieu@cmi.univ-mrs.fr


http://arxiv.org/abs/math/0403134v1

walk on a torus of side length N (Proposition 3.20 below) which allows to separate the effects
of the usual diffusive N2 factor and the contribution of small values of the rates.

The paper is written in such a way to ease independent reading of the different parts at
the cost of some repetition. Sections 2 and 3 are self-contained; only the spectral gap lower
bound (3.35) from Section 3 is needed to proceed through Section 4.

2 A comparison lemma for the annealed return proba-
bility

We study a family of symmetric, irreducible, nearest neighbors Markov chains taking their
values in Z? and constructed in the following way. Let Q be the set of functions w : Z9xZ? — R,
such that w(z,y) > 0 iff z ~ y, and w(x,y) = w(y,x). (y ~ = means that x and y are nearest
neighbors.) We call elements of {2 environments.

Define the Markov generator

G f(w) =Y wlx,y) [fy) - flo)]. (2.1)

Y~z

As usual, {X;, t € R, } will be the coordinate process on path space (Z4)®+ and we use the
notation P¥ to denote the unique probability measure on path space under which {X;, ¢t € R, }
is the Markov process generated by (2.1) and satisfying X, = x. Under P¥, Xy = z; then
the process waits for an exponentially distributed random time of parameter Zyww(x,y)
and jumps to point z; with probability w(x,z1)/ Zywx w(z,y); this procedure is then iterated
choosing independent hoping times. Equivalently, one can define P¥ using the theory of sym-
metric Dirichlet forms, see [4]. The reference space is then L?(Z?), equipped with the counting
measure. For functions f and ¢ with finite support, let

D(fg) =5 3 wlwy) @)~ Fw)] o) — o))

x~yeZd

The bilinear form D¥ is closable and its closure is a regular, symmetric Dirichlet form. Thus,
there exists a Hunt process associated to D¥. Note that points have non zero capacity. There-
fore, the measure P is uniquely determined by D*“. It is easy to prove that both constructions
yield the same law P%.

Since w(z,y) > 0 for all neighboring pairs (x,y), X; is irreducible under P¥ for all . The
counting measure on Z< is reversible because we have assumed that w(x,y) = w(y, x).

We now choose the rates w at random, according to a translation invariant law Q on ).

In the sequel Q.P¥ will be used as a short hand notation for the annealed law defined by
QP¢[-] = [ P¥[-]dQ(w). Note that X; is Markov under P¥ for any w, but is not Markov
anymore under Q.P¥ for nontrivial Q. Let P* = P§ and Q.P* = Q.P§.

We are interested in estimating the decay of the annealed return probability Q.P*[X, = 0],
as t tends to 4o00.

As a subset of (]RJF)ZdXZd, () is a partially ordered set. By duality, one can define a partial
order on the set of probabilities on € in the following way. Given two probabilities, Q and Q’,
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we say that Q' > Q if, for any measurable, bounded, increasing function f : Q@ — R, we have
Q' (f) > Q(f). (f is increasing if, whenever w,w’ € Q satisfy w'(z,y) > w(z,y) for all z,y, then

fW) = fw))

Remark 2.1 The function w — P“[X; = 0] is not monotonous in w. It is clearly not increas-
ing. It is also not very difficult to find subgraphs of Z¢ for which the removal of an edge decreases
the value of P*[ Xy = 0] (left as an exercice), which implies that the function w — PY[X; = 0]
18 not decreasing.

Lemma 2.2 Let Q and Q' be two probabilities on Q such that Q' > Q. Assume that for
Q' + Q-almost all w, the Markov chain X; is conservative under P“. Then, for all time t, we

have
QI.PW[Xt == O] S @]P)W[Xt == 0]

Proof We prove that Q.P“[X; = 0] can be written as a supremum of the Q-expectation of
decreasing in w functions. More precisely, let By = [—~N, N|? be the box centered at the origin
and of radius N. Let G**V be the restriction of the operator G¥ to By with Dirichlet boundary
conditions outside By (that is, GV is the generator of the process which coincides with the
one given by G“ until the latter process leaves By for the first time, and then it is killed).
Then —G“" is a positive symmetric operator. Let {u¥(By),i € [1,#By]} be the set of its
eigenvalues labeled in increasing order. We shall prove that

Q.P¥[X, = 0] = sup #}BN@ ;e—ﬂﬂBN)t] : (2.2)
Let
E-N(f,9) :% Z: w(z, y) [f (@) = FW)lg() —gW)] + Y fla)g(x) D wlx,y)
eyeBy v€Bn VBN

be the Dirichlet form of —G“". From the min-max caracterization of u%(By), we have

- EWN(F )
J(By) = max min=———7"~,
1 (Bn) froficr  f ZmGBN (@)

where the 'max’ is computed on choices of ¢ — 1 functions defined on By and the 'min’ is
computed on functions f such that, for all j € {1,...,i =1}, >° 5 f(2)f;(y) = 0. For any
function f, E*N(f, f) is clearly increasing in w, therefore for given N, and i, u¥(By) is an
increasing function of w and Y, e #' (BNt ig decreasing in w. Thus (2.2) implies the lemma. [J

Proof of (2.2) Let 7y be the exit time of X; outside By. Note that ). e~ H (BNt ig just the
trace of the semi-group of the process X; killed when leaving the box By, i.e.,

Ze_“iw(BN)t = Z P2 Xy =zt < 7w

7 r€EBN



We compute Q.IP§[X; = 0] using that, from the translation invariance of the probability Q,
we know that Q.P¥[X; = x| does not depend on x. Therefore

) _ _ 1 ) _ W
QPY[X,=0] = Yo mg;NQ.IP’m[Xt = 2] > #BN g;NQIP (X, = z;t < 7]
_ 1 —us (BNt
- #BN@ ;e H ]

proves the lower bound.
As far as the upper bound is now concerned, note that

1
PwX - — rr—— PMX =
@ 0[ t O] #BN EZB @ Z‘[ t xz
z€By
1 1
= E ;3; @-P;[Xt:x§t<TN+k]+M ; QPY[X: = x;t > Tnii
x N x N
1
< — .IP’“ - IP’“ >
S ZBa e; QP [Xy = a5t < Tvpr] +#BNZ@ t 2> TNk
T N+k SCEBN
We have

Z QPYX, =zt <7yik] =Q [Z e Hi (By+k) t] < #Bn_ik sup

ZBEBN+k

Z e~k (Bum) ] )

i

#BM

i

Let n; be the number of jumps the process X; performs by time ¢t. For x € By, under P¥,
t > Tnik implies that n, > k. Therefore

QP> Tv] <) QPYny > K]

r€EBN ze€BN

= #ByQP[n, > k),

using the translation invariance in the last equality.
So far, we have obtained the bound

# BN+

QRN =0l < Tt o 0

+QP¥[n, > K].

E e~ K (Bum)t

%

First let N tend to +oo, then let k tend to +oo to deduce that

E e~ Hi (Bum)t
i

Now the conservativeness assumption and the fact that there are no instantaneous points
of X; in Z% imply that P*[n; = +o00] = 0 Q-a.s. J

QP5[X, =0] < SUp BM

+ Q P~ [nt ‘I‘OO]




3 Times of convergence to equilibrium of random walks
on the torus

Let Sy be the discrete, d-dimensional torus of side length N. When convenient, we consider
Sy as a subset of Z?. We construct a family of Markov chains taking their values in Sy. Let
w: Sy — R%, and define the Markov generator

LN fla) =Y lw(x) Aw()] [fy) = f(@)), (3.1)

Y~z

where the sum is over sites y which are nearest neighbors to x (relation that is denoted y ~ x).
Let {X;, t € Ry} be the process with distribution P“" generated by (3.1) and the condition
Xo = z. Since w(x) > 0 for all z, X; is ergodic under PV for all z. The unique invariant
probability measure is the uniform law, denoted by ny. Furthermore, 7y is reversible.

We choose the family {w(z), = € Z4} i.i.d. according to a law Q on (R* )%’ such that

w(z) <1 for all ; (3.2)
Q(w(0) <a) ~a”asal0, (3.3)
where v > 0 is a parameter.

Remark 3.1 We note that this generator has the same form as G¥ in (2.1) by making w(x,y) =
w(z) Aw(y), but for a process in finite volume. We could have defined w on edges, instead of
points, as in the previous section, with i.1.d. values for different edges, and the same technique
would apply, with similar results, and heavier computation.

Remark 3.2 Ifw(0) were a Bernoulli random variable, then we would have a random walk on
a (independent, site) percolation cluster (provided we started in an occupied site). See [6].

Our main results refer to the following convergence times. For € € (0, 1), let

le’N = inf{t > 0: sup sup |[ECN[f(X,)] —nn(f)| < €} (3.4)
€Sy |f]<1
T = if{t>0: sup sup BN f(Xo)g(X0)] = v (F)n(9)] < €}, (3.5)
<1l|g|<

where E£V is the expectation with respect to P and E&N(-) = [ESN () diy(z).

Remark 3.3 The first convergence time is a worst-case one, that is, it is the longest conver-
gence time among all initial conditions. The second one is an average convergence time among
all initial conditions (under uniform weighting).

Remark 3.4 Clearly, Ty < TN for all w.
Theorem 3.5 For ally >0 and € € (0,1), we have Q-a.s.

log TN d

lim su 2V —, 3.6

Noone) logN ™ g (3.6)
log T} d

lim inf —2L ov L. (3.7)
N—oo log N v



Theorem 3.6 For ally >0 and € € (0,1/4), we have Q-a.s.

imsup 5T < (3.8)
o logN < 7 '
o logT;’N

llNIILIOIéf log N 2. (3.9)

In fact, for all € € (0,1/4), there exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that for all w
lim inf N72T3N > ¢. (3.10)
N—oo
Remark 3.7 If w(0) were bounded away from zero, that is, if w(0) > ¢; Q-a.s. for some
constant ¢y > 0, then lim supy_, o N_QT{"’N < ¢y Q-a.s. for some constant cy > 0.
Remark 3.8 Theorems 3.5 and 3.6 establish that Q-a.s.

w, N w,N
im 280 oy g gim 8T (3.11)
N—oo log N v N—oo log N

We thus have distinct asymptotic behaviors of le’ and T;’ when d/~v > 2. A heuristic
arqgument to justify that follows. When d/~v > 2, le’N, as a worst case convergence time, s
greater than or equal to the convergence time starting at a site with minimal w, whose order
is clearly smaller than or equal to N~%7. On the other hand, choosing a site uniformly at
random as a starting point will miss the low w sites and, starting at high w, the walk will get to
equilibrium faster than it will get to any low w site. It will be as if there were no low w sites,
and that means Ty is of order N* (see Remark 3.7).

From now on, we shall drop the "N’ in some of our notation. For example, we use the short
hand notation S = Sy.

3.1 Proof of (3.10)

Let A ={z = (21,...,24) € S: 21 € [0,N/2]}, T4 = inf{t > 0: X; € A} and, for A > 0,
he(X) = EN(e=*4). Choosing f = 14 and g = 14¢, we have
b N[ (X0)g(Xo)) = nn (F)nn(9)] = v (A)nw (AS) = PoN (Xo ¢ A, X, € A)
HEARS

> v (A)in (A%) = Po (Xo ¢ A, Ta <) = ny(A)nn (A°) — inf v (Lach®(A)e™. (3.12)

We now estimate ny(14ch”(N)). We will compare with the case w = 1, which corresponds to
the usual random walk on Sy. The Dirichlet form of X, is given by

EN(f f) =5 Nd > W ) (@) = () (3.13)

r~yeSs

It is clear that £V (f, f) is nondecreasing in (the natural partial ordering of) w. We have also
that, for A > 0,

My (9 (N)) = inf E2N(f, f) + Mn (f2). (3.14)

fla=1



Since EYN(f, f) < EX(f, f), where 1 is the identically 1 vector indexed by S, we have that
(B2 (N) < nw (R (N)). (3.15)

Since T is a hitting time for an ordinary rate 1 random walk on Z under P!, the invariance
principle yields that for all A > 0

(RN 2) = 5+ 6(0) (3.16)

as N — oo, where ¢(\) — 0 as A — oo. We also have that ny(h*(N)) = ny(A) + nn(1ach?(N))
and ny(A) — 1/2 when N — oo. Thus, from (3.14), (3.15) and (3.16),

1 1
lim sup ny (AY(N72N)) = 5+ lim sup ny (Lach®(N72N)) < 5+ P(N) (3.17)

N—oo N—o0

and it follows that

My (Lach®(N72X)) < ¢(N). (3.18)
We conclude that
liminf sup [E&N[f(Xo)g(Xen2)] — nn (f)nn(9)] > Lo ep(1/c). (3.19)
N=voo ) Jgl<1 4

Since ¢(1/c) — 0 as ¢ — 0, we get that for all € < 1/4, liminfy_,o N72T5" > ¢*, where ¢* is
any positive constant satisfying ¢(1/¢*) < (1/4 —¢€)/e. O

3.2 Proof of (3.8)

We make use of generalized Poincaré inequalities [7], which we recall now. Let B denote the
set of nearest neighbor bonds of S, i.e., B = {(z,y) : v,y € S,x ~ y}. For z,y € S, define
r“(b) = N~ w(x) Aw(y)), if b € B, and r*(b) = 0, otherwise. The Dirichlet form of £V on
Ly(S,nn) can be written as

EN(f ) = 5 S Pr),

beB

where dpf = f(z) — f(y) and the sum ranges over b = (z,y), =,y € S.
For p € (0,2), let ¢ be such that 1+ 1/¢ = 2/p and

N (p) = sup v (f2)*7 ) (3.20)

20w (f=0 EN(F, AIFIIL

We then have
TN < qe Vi (p) (3.21)

for all p € (0, 2).

Remark 3.9 In the notation of [7], 7N (p), as defined in (3.20), equals 1/K*(p).
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For all z,y € S, let 7., be a nearest neighbor path from x to y and let £* = sup, , |7,,| be
the length of the longest path.
Consider now a partitioning of S = BU G and let

Tw,N — su Zb:(x,y)erG(dbf)277N(x)77N (y)
¢ f;‘ég > veaxa(df)?re(b)

Lemma 3.10

1
7N (p) < 2¥93%/Pp N (B)¥P0* sup

+ 22/q7_w,N
b=(z,y)-a~y T (D) ¢

In the next lemmas, for given 0 < £ < 1, we choose GG as the largest connected component
of the set {z : w(x) > £} (following a deterministic order in case of ties).

Lemma 3.11 For £ > 0 small enough, there exists a positive number c; that depends only on
d such that Q-a.s.

liminf N2/79N > &¢y.
N—o0 /G _g !

Lemma 3.12 For & > 0, there exists a number co(§) such that c3(§) — 0 as & — 0 and Q-a.s.

limsup ny(B) < c(§),

N—oo

where B = S\G.

Lemma 3.13 There exists a finite number c3 depending only on d such that Q-a.s., for all N

large enough

inf w(x) > N~%4.
zes

In the proof below, we will see that c3 can be taken as % + € for arbitrary € > 0.
We postpone the proofs of the above lemmas until after the proof of (3.8).

Proof of (3.8). With w and £ > 0 fixed, we choose N big enough so that the conclusions of
Lemmas 3.10, 3.11, 3.12 and 3.13 hold. Then, using also (3.21),

TN < ge e (p) < K2 e @PPNT I 4 () TaC N (322)

Assuming that £ is small enough, let p satisfy
2 (d—1+4c3)logN +log(cif)

P log ¢3(§)~" — log 3

With this choice, the two summands in the expression within braces in (3.22) are equal and
thus (3.22) equals

9€0 ) oy log(ci€) ox (d—1+4 c3)log(4e™) o
3 (8 O o e @) T~ Tog 3 pﬂ“ log(c2(8)) " — log3 }lgN}‘ (3:23)
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Combining (3.22-3.23), we get

w,N - 1
lim sup log T, < (d—1+c3)log(4e™ ) .
Noo  log N log(c2(€))~" — log 3

Since this holds for all £ > 0 sufficiently small and ¢y(§) — 0 as & — 0, the result follows. [

Proof of Lemma 3.10. This is very similar to the results of part III in [8]. We estimate the
three terms in the decomposition

nN<f2>=<§Z+ > +§Z)(f(x)—f<y>>2nN<x>nN<y> ST (324)

z,yeG  x€GyeB z,yeB

in turn.

I < %(2I|fHoo)2‘pZ(f(x)—f(y))pmv(x)mv(y)

z,yeG
Holder v
< 2P| ( > (fla) - f(y))mv(x)mv(y)>
z,yeG
< 2 (2620 ) (3.25)

I < T Yo (fl@) = f)Pav(@)n(y)

zeG,yeB
Holder P
< (2||f||oo)2_p< > (f(z)—f(y))mv(z)mv(y)> (nn(G)nn(B))' 7
zeG,yeB

xeG,yeB  bemg y

< @l | D Zdbfw:cm@) v (B)7

p

z€G,yeB:

SR PDY nN<x>nN<y>)nN<B>lp

v 2\ P/2
. p/2
Hlsd 2l fllo)*™P (Zldbflzr“’(b)> (Z(T“(b))l< > mv(:c)mv(y)>> v (B)' P

p/2

< @I 8 ) (s ) (B x

p/2
X (Z > mv(x)mv(y)) nn(B)'

zeG,y€eB:
mr,ydb



p/2
< 2 (2N D)) (Ean(B)P ()

p/2
= (B (£ s o)) (3.26)
where the last inequality follows from

oo w@nnw) = D Imeylnv(@)nn(y) < Cnv(B).

b xig,;;aef zeG,yeB
Similarly,
p/2
111 < 2172 | 2= (B )(5‘“’N(f,f)sup(r“’(b))‘lﬁ*) . (3.27)
b

We conclude from (3.24), (3.25), (3.26) and (3.27) that

p/2
(/) < {WB) (suptreon e )+ ()™ }21_”/2||f\\§;”(5‘“”(f, fYE
Thus,

w,N(

IA

7 (p)

p/2 /2 2/p
627"y (B) <sup(rw(b))—le*) 2102 ()

b

< 951 {(37}N(B))2/pS%P(Tw(b))_lﬁ*—|—7'8N}

b

— 94t {(37]N(B)>2/p sup(r“ (b))~ + Tg’N} ) dJ

Proof of Lemma 3.11. Since w(-) > ¢ on G, we have

ol #Gg & <&t

where

P A sup Zb:(w,y)EGXG(dbf)2(#G)_2
¢ f£0 ZberG(dbf)z(#G)_l

is the inverse of the spectral gap for the ordinary rate 1 random walk on G. From Cheeger’s
inequality, we get that

TG < 8ug,
and therefore
N <ge1=2, (3.28)
where the isoperimetric constant Z¢ is deﬁned by:
o gy PA#C\A
ace #GHOGAT
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where 0gA = {(z,y) : * ~y,x € A,y € G\ A} is the bond boundary of A with respect to
G. The statement of the Lemma will thus follow if we can prove that N E&l is bounded from
below for large N by some constant that only depends on the dimension. We shall rather show
that

Y Q(E¢ > aN) < oo, (3.29)
N

for some . One then uses the Borel-Cantelli Lemma to deduce from (3.29) that, Q.a.s., for
large N, we have Z¢ < aN and therefore, as follows from (3.28), 7o < 8¢~ 1a2N2.
Following [6], Subsection 3.1, we note that we can restrict ourselves to connected A’s such

that G\ A is connected.

Since #0gA > 1, we have ié%gc\ﬁ < $N assoon as #A < §N or #G\ AL 5N. Thus we
may also assume that #A4 > §N and #G\ A > §N.

The same argument as in [6], Subsection 3.1, based on the classical isoperimetric inequality
on S, shows that (3.29) follows from

4F
2.0 (o0 Fmeromseomzg 2°) <= (330

In (3.30), B = {(z,y) : z,y € S,x ~ y} denotes the set of nearest neighbor bonds of S. The
sup is computed on *x-connected sets F' C B such that #F > ay N %, for some constant oy
that depends on « and the dimension. B N

Given such an F', choose a subset, say F, such that b = (z,y) #V = (/,y) € F =« # a2’
and y # y'. Since any point has at most 2d neighbors and #F > a; N %, we may assume that
F > ay#F, for some positive as.

Now, for all A > 0

A
=y

*

=

8
NN
m

%

£

=
Yay

§
§
= Qf Y 1w(x)>§1w(y)>§<#F/a)

(zy)EF
\ _
eE#F(l — 4+ 6_)‘7T2)#F

eg#F(l _ 2 + e—)\ﬂ_2)a2#F’

IA A

where 7 = Q(w(z) > €).
By the above inequality, and the fact that the number of distinct *-connected subsets F'
with #F = n is bounded above by N%e®" for some a3 [10], we get

sup

4
@( F #H(z,y) € Fiw(r) > {w(y) > &} Za)

) -1 21 o—A2
< Nd § e[a3+)\a +ag log(1—m*4e~*7%)|n

d—1
n>a1 N~ d

_ d —ayn
= N g e ,

d—1
n>a1 N d
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where oy := —[az + Aa~! + aylog(1 — 72 + e *7?)] > 0, provided we choose X and « such that
az + A/a < dag and € < &, for & close enough to 0, depending on «a, A, a, a3 and  only. O

Proof of Lemma 3.12. Consider the site percolation model on Z? where a site z is occupied
if w(x) > £ Let & be positive and satisfy Q(w(z) > &) > p., the critical density for the
a.s. appearance of an infinite connected component C'. Then, if § < &, C exists a.s. Let
C’N =0nN SN, where SN is Sy viewed as a subset of Z¢4 (that is, without the boundary
identification), say, Sy = (—N/2, N/2]*NZ%. Let Cy be Cy viewed as a subset of the torus Sy
(that is, with the boundary identification). Then, it follows by standard ergodicity arguments
that limy ey (Cy) = 0(€) :== Q(0 € C) Q-as. Since A(€) — 1 as € — 0 (a well known
result [5]), the result would follow if Cy were connected, which it is not necessarily.

Consider then CN = C’N VN We claim that CN is connected in SN, and thus also in

Sy, for all large enough N Q-a.s. Indeed, in the event that C\y is not connected 1n~S ~, there
exist two sites at the boundary of S N—|vV/N| that are connected to the boundary of Sy but are

not connected to one another. This implies that there exists a site # at the boundary of Sy
whose (occupied) cluster (in Sy) has a boundary (of vacant sites) of size at least |v/N|. Now,
the (bond) boundary of any finite cluster of a site in Sy can be identified with a surface of
plaquettes around the given site, each plaquette crossing orthogonally a boundary bond. For
each such plaquette, there corresponds thus an inner occupied site and an outer vacant one.
For a given such surface of plaquettes of size (total number of plaquettes) n, there is at least
n/(2d) distinct outer vacant sites (since a vacant site can not be adjacent to more than 2d' In
the case of 7, the surface of plaquettes will intersect the boundary of Sy in a closed curve. It
will also have to cross the region between the boundaries of Sy and S _|vw)- For this reason

it will contain at least |v/ N | plaquettes.
From the arguments in the latter paragraph, we get the following estimate.

Q(Cy is not connected in Sy)
< Y scody Zl"aroundx Q(all the sites at the outer boundary of I' are vacant),  (3.31)

#I'>|VN]|

where the latter sum above is over surface of plaquettes I' around . The number of distinct
such surfaces which have size n can be estimated to be exponential in n [10]. Proceeding with
the estimation we get that the right hand side of (3.31) equals

> 5edy Qun> VN Zra‘rro‘ulldz: Q(all the sites at the outer boundary of I" are vacant)
<N va € Q(w(0) < )],

where v depends only on d. Thus, by taking 0 < £ < &, small enough, the probability in the
left hand side of (3.31) can be made summable and the claim at the beginning of the previous
paragraph follows by Borel-Cantelli. The lemma then follows. [J

Proof of Lemma 3.13. We will prove that Q-a.s.
loginf, w(z) d
im ————— = —
N—o00 log N vy
L Actually, n/(2d — 1) is a better bound.
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For that, let ¢ < d/7. Then
Q(infw(z) > N~¢) = [Qw(z) > NV < (1 — e, N-)N < gV (3.32)

T

for N large enough and some constant ¢;. Thus the Borel-Cantelli lemma implies the upper
bound in (3.32).
Now, let ¢ > d/v. For e* < N < e*1 we have

inf w(z) > inf w(@)A inf  w(z).
reSN SUESek: Z‘Esek+1\sek

Therefore,

Q (EIN cef, ") inf w(x) < N_c)

TESN

ZBESEk Z‘Esek \Sek

< Q ( inf w(z) < e‘C’“) +Q ( inf  w(z) < e—ck)

d(k+1)_edk)

= (1=(1=ce)) 4 (1= (1= cre %) < ¢pem (@ Dk (3.33)

and the result follows from Borel-Cantelli and the summability of the probabilities on the left
hand sides of (3.32) and (3.33), implied by their right hand sides. [

3.3 Proof of (3.7)

From le’N > T;’N and lim inf y_, o N_QTQW’N > ¢ Q-a.s., we deduce that lim inf y_, N_Qle’N >
¢ Q-a.s. and, thus, liminfy_, . log le’N/logN > 2 Q-a.s.

We argue now for the inequality lim inf y_,. log 7% /log N > d/ Q-a.s. Let z € S. During
an exponential time of parameter > . w(y) A w(z), the process X starting at = stays still.
Therefore,

sup ESYF(Xe) —an(f)] > PYN(Xy=2) - N1
fl<1
> 6—tEyNzw(y)/\w(x) _ N—d > e—2d/.u(x)t o N_d,

ie.,
1
TN > 5 SuP w(z) " log(e + N~

Therefore,

log TN S log sup, w(x)™*
logN — log N

Now, let 0 < 0 < 1 be arbitrary.

+o(1).

Q (log supw(x) ™t < (1 — 5)%]0g N) = [Q(w(x) > N—(1—5)d/7)]Nd <[1- N—(l—é’)d]N‘i’

T

for any 1 > ¢’ > §, provided N is large enough. Thus, the above probability is summable in N
for any 0 > 0, and the result follows by Borel-Cantelli. [

13



3.4 Proof of (3.6): Spectral gap estimates
Let

2
TW’N e Sup M

20y (=0 EN(f, f)

be the inverse of the spectral gap. From general facts [12], we have

BN [£(X0)] — nn ()] < ()™ 2e7 ™,

where f is any function uniformly bounded by 1. Thus

li )
111\?_?01? logN 7 Nooo logN

Using a formula of Saloff-Coste (see Theorem 3.2.3 in [12]), we get

GRS Z

w,N < — / .

N < N7 B w(b) = 72l rl?eal;{ w( = W v) N (b, ¥), (3:34)
T,y Db

where w(b') = w(x")Aw(y') for b’ = (2',y') € B, W : B — (0, 00) is an arbitrary weight function,
{msy : (z,y) € S x S} is an arbitrary complete set of paths (7, , is a path with end points x
and y), for an arbitrary path 7 in S, [7|,, = >, 1/W(b), and N (b, V') := #{(z,y) € S x S :
bt € myyt.

It remains to estimate the right hand side of (3.34). The key point here is the choices of the
weight function and the complete set of paths. Roughly speaking, the latter will be taken in
such a way that no path in it has interior sites with low values of w; and the former will give
low weight to bonds with low values of w. We are precise next.

Definition 3.14 Given € > 0, a site x € S will be called e-good if w(x) > N~¢. Otherwise, it
will be called e-bad. A bond b = (x,y) € B will be e-good if x and y are e-good. Otherwise, it
will be called e-bad.

Definition 3.15 Given L > 0 and a path m € S connecting given sites x,y, a site z in m will
be called an L-interior site of 7 if ||z — ||, ||2 — Yl|oo > L.

Definition 3.16 Given L,e > 0 and T', a set of paths of S, T" will be called (L, €)-good if all
the paths of I' have all their L-interior sites, if any, e-good.

We now construct for every N a complete set of paths for Sy which will turn out to be
almost surely (L, €)-good for all large enough N and which will have other properties leading
to the validity of (3.6).

We start with an auxiliary set of paths.

Definition 3.17 For z,y € S, let 0y, be the path given by moving sequentially in the 1-st,
2-nd,..., d-th coordinate direction one step at a time, along the longest segment (and according
to an arbitrary predetermined order in case of a tie), from x to y, until the coordinates are
successively matched.

14



For example, if d = 3, N = 100, Sy = {1,2,...,100}® (with the boundaries appropriately
identified), z = (1,1,1) and y = (2, 20, 80), then 7, , = 71 U2 U3 is the union of the segments

v = {(1,1,1)=(100,1,1),(99,1,1),...,(3,1,1),(3,1,1)}
v = {(2,1,1)=(2,100,1),(2,99,1),...,(2,21,1), (2,20, 1)}
v = {(2,20,1),(2,20,2),...,(2,20,79),(2,20,80)}.

Now for L > 0 we define the L-sausage S, = Sp(x,y) with base n,, and width L as follows.
We suppose N > 3L. Let iq,40,...,7, 1 < k < d be the coordinates where x differs from y
in increasing order, so that 7, , is the union of the segments =, ..., 7, each of length at least
N/2, with ~; parallel to the coordinate direction i. If k < d, then let * = min{i : 1 < i <
d and i # i, 1 < k < d} and

SL = {(Zlv"'7Zi*—l>wi*7zi*+1>'"7Zd):

Zi* S Wi S Zix + L— 1, (Zl, ce ey Rix 1y Rixy Rk ATy - - .,Zd) c nx,y}-

If £ =d, then let

Sy = {(w, ... 20) i <wi <z +L—1,(21,...,20) € Uy},
S; = {(wl,zg...,zd):zl—L—l—lSwlgzl,(zl,...,zd)EU?Zﬂj}.

Now let R; be the uniquely defined rectangle with base v; and width L such that either Ry NS}
or RyNS} isa L x L square (one and only one of these possibilities occurs). In the latter case,
S = Ry USY; in the former one, Sp, = R, U S

Figure 1: Thick polygonal is 7, ,; rectangle delimited by dashed lines is R;; strip delimited by
thin lines is S7

Remark 3.18 Notice that S;, can be seen as either a single bidimensional? strip of length at
least N/2 and at most AN and width L, when k < d, or the union of two such strips (one of
which is the rectangle Ry ), when k = d.

2Even if living in k-dimensional space.
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Given € > 0 and a strip S of length at least N/2 and at most dN and width L, we consider
the site percolation model in § in which a site is open if and only if it is e-good and define
the event As = Ag(L) that there exists an open path connecting the two smaller sides of S
(within §). Then one argues as usually that A% is the event that there exists a x-closed path
connecting the two larger sides of S (within S). It is clear that As(L) C As(L')if L < L'.

Now consider the event Ay = Ay(L) that As occurs for all the strips involved in the
sausages Sp(x,y) for all z,y € S. Clearly, Ay(L) C Ay(L))if L < L.

Definition 3.19 Let
lc=1inf{L : 3L < N and Ayx(L) occurs},

with the convention that inf ) = oo.

The following result will be proven below.

Proposition 3.20

1
N <O+ 1)% <N2+E + max ) : (3.35)
zes (.U(ZIZ')

where C' > 0 depends only on d.

This (deterministic) result, together with the following (probabilistic) one yields (3.6), after
one uses Lemma 3.13 and Borel-Cantelli.

Lemma 3.21 For all large enough N

d+1 c
]P)(€5> ’74 e -‘) < N1to’

where ¢ depends only on d and 6 > 0 is independent of N.

Proof of Lemma 3.21 For L > 0 fixed, we have that

P(AS(L)) < dN max P(z is connected within S by a x-closed path to S),
z€S

where S and S are the two larger sides of S. Now the latter probability can be bounded above
in a standard way by
SN

I>L

where ); is the number of distinct x-paths of length [ within & and starting at z. This is
bounded above in a standard way by 7 and thus

P(AG(L)) < dN Y (TNT) < eN'IE2,
I>L

for some constant ¢ and all large enough N.
Then
P(Aﬁv([/)) < CN2d+1—~/eL/2'

The result now follows from the observation that {¢. > L} C A% (L). O
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3.5 Proof of Proposition 3.20

We assume ¢, < oo; otherwise, the bound is obvious. We choose the weight function W. For
b € B, we make

L if b is e-bad.

W) = {1, if b is e-good,
N

We now choose a complete set of paths for S, I'. Since /. < oo, we have that for all z,y € 5,

there will be a (¢, €)-good path within Sy (x,y) connecting x and y, so we choose one of them

(according to some arbitrary predetermined order), call it 7, ,, and make
I'={m,,;x,y €S}

We now use the above W and I''in (3.34). Let By = {b € B: bis e-good} and By = {b€ B: b
is e-bad} = B\ B;. Then
TN <7 T T TS, (3.36)

where, for ¢,7 =1, 2,

w __ —d W(b) 1 /
%_Nﬁﬁw@ggmwmwy

For z,y € S, let Q,, resp. @, denote the ¢, x (. square contained in Sy (z,y) with z, resp. y,
as one of its corners.

Remark 3.22 Notice that for every x,y € S, all bonds of 7, \ (Q. U Q,) are e-good.

Given b,b0" € B, let M(b,0') = #{(x,y) € S x S : b,b' € n,,}; see Definition 3.17.

Estimation of 7}.

T < NTlmax Y N(b, V),
beB

Now for every b,/ € B

N©.V) < ##{(x,y) € S x F: bV € Sp(x,y)}
< #{(z,y) € SxS: a,d €n,, for some a,a’ € B: dist(a,b) v dist(a’, V') < £}
< > M(a,d).

a,a’: dist(a,b)Vvdist(a’,b) <l
where dist is the usual Hausdorfl distance between sets. Thus
T < AN My (3.37)

where My := N %maxqes Y5 M(a,d).

To estimate My, we start with the observation that since our paths are described in an
oriented way, we must specify which of a or a’ is traversed first and in which direction. Given
a = (w, z), we have

Z M(a,d") = Z #{(x,y) : a,d’ €y, in the order w, z,w', 2’} (3.38)

a'=(w',z")eB a’'eB
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+ Z #{(x,y) : a,d’ €y, in the order z, w,w’, 2’} (3.39)

a’eB

+ Z #{(x,y) : a,d" € N, in the order w', 2', w, z} (3.40)
a’'eB

+ Z #{(z,y) : a,d’ €y, in the order w', 2,/ z,w}.  (3.41)
a’'eB

We estimate the sum in (3.38). The estimation for the ones in (3.39-3.41) is similar. Let j
be the coordinate where w, z differ, that is z; = w; if ¢ # j and z; = w; 1. Then the ordering
imposes that 2 = w} = w; if ¢ < j. The sum in (3.38) can then be decomposed as follows.

d
Z Z M'(a,d’), (3.42)

k=j a’€Ay,
where M'(a,d") = #{(z,y) : a,d’ € n,, in the order w, z,w’, 2’} and
Ay ={(W'2)YeB:zi=w,=w;, ifi<j;z; £ w;, if j <i<kjz=w;, if k <i<d}.
It is clear that |A| < N*=*1 Now, for a’ € Ay

M'(a,a) #{lreS: x=wfori>jyx#{yeS y ==z fori<k}

<
< NINd—F+HL

Thus (3.42) and (3.38) are bounded above by dN?**¢. After a similar reasoning for (3.39-3.41),
with the same bounds, we finally get from (3.37) that

78 < 4dPI N (3.43)

Estimation of 7.

W e—d+1 / )
7y < N max bIEZB N (b, )
2

By Remark 3.22, if ¥ € By is in 7,, € I, then 0/ must be either in @), or in ), (see definition
right above Remark 3.22). Thus

N Y) < #{(z,y) € SxS: a€mn,, for some a € B and dist(a,b) V dist(z, ") < £}
+ #{(x,y) € SxS: a€n,, for some a € B and dist(a, b) V dist(y, d") < .}

< > [T (a,2) + T (a, 2)],

a€B,zeS: dist(a,b) vdist(z,b") <l

where .
Ja,z)=#{reS:aen,}, JTaz)=#{yeS:aecn,,}
We conclude that



< 2d nre—d+1 5
< const (2°N max Z J(a,z) + max Z J(a,2)|, (3.44)

zeS z€S

since

W(z) := #{V € B : dist(z,0) < £} < const (7.

We estimate the first max term in (3.44). The other one is treated similarly, with the same
bound. Let a = (u,v). We decompose J(a, z) in J'(a, z) and J"(a, z), where

J'(a,2) = #{z€S: a€mn,,, with u traversed before v},
J"(a,z) = #{x€8:ae€n,,, with v traversed before u}.

We estimate max,ez Y g J'(a, 2). The expression involving J"(a, 2) is treated similarly, with
the same bound. Let j be the coordinate where u and v differ. Then z must satisfy z; = u,, if
1 <1i<j—1. We conclude that there are at most N4+ such z’s. For each one, if a € N,z
then x must satisfy x; = u;, if 7 +1 < i < d. We conclude that there are at most N7 such 2’s.
Thus,

maij/(a7 z) < max Nj Nd—j+1 — Nd+1,

aeB = 1<j<d
We conclude that
73, < const (I N, (3.45)
Estimation of 73}.
7 < (mar g ) N p o)

We now estimate the max of the sum above, in much the same way as we estimated
maxpes Y e, N(b,0') above. By Remark 3.22, if b € B, is in 7,, € I', then b must be
either in @), or in @),. Thus

NOY) < #{(z,y) € SxS: a€n,, for some a € B and dist(a,b’) V dist(z,b) < £}
+ #{(x,y) € SxS: a€n,, for some a € B and dist(a, V') V dist(y, b) < £.}
< Z [T (a,2) + T (a, 2)].
a€B,zeS: dist(a,b’)vdist(z,b) <l
Thus,

beBy

max ZN(b, V) < const [I?Eag Z J (a, 2)W(a) + max Z J(a, z)W(a)]

b'eB a€B acB
< 2d >
< const £2 [I?eagx ; J(a,z) + max ; J(a, z)] : (3.46)

where

Wia) = #{¥ € B : dist(a,b') < £} < const (.
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We estimate the first summand within square brackets in (3.46). The second one can be
similarly estimated with the same resulting bound.

!/ 1
max ; J(a,z) < max ; J'(a,z) + max ; J"(a,z) (3.47)
and we estimate the first summand within square brackets in (3.47) only. The second one can
be similarly treated with the same bound. Let z € S be fixed and j be the coordinate where
w and v differ, where (u,v) = a. Then w must satisfy u; = z;, if 1 <1i < j — 1. We conclude
that there are at most N9 7*! such u’s. For each one, if a € Nz, then x must satisfy z; = u;,
if j +1 < i <d. We conclude that there are at most N7 such z’s. We then conclude that

z€S ZES £
a€B

d
maxZJ'(a, z) < maxz Z J(a,2) < AN NI = 4 NI
7j=1

a=(u,v)EB
u and v differ in j

which eventually yields

1
w < 2d . :
751 < const L2 (Iglgg{ w(x)) (3.48)
Estimation of 735.
w < —d / ) .
TS5 < (rgggg w(x)) N max g N (b, V) (3.49)

By Remark 3.22, if b, b’ € By is in 7, ,, € I, then ¢’ must be either in @), or in @), (see definition
right above Remark 3.22). Thus for b € By, we have

DONGY) <Y D [1{b Y € QI H1{b, Y € Q}+1{b € Qu, V' € Q}+1{b € Q' € Q.}].

b eBa z,yeS b’ eBs

DD LY EQI<D D Hbe Q) Y Y € Q) (3.50)

z,yeS b eBy yeS zes b eBa

Now

The two inner summands in the left hand side of (3.50) are uniformly bounded by const £2, so the
left hand side of (3.50) is bounded by const ¢?¢ N¢. For similar reasons, the same bound holds

for >, es D e, HbV € Qub, 2o, jesDoyen, b € Qo € Qyf and 3-, o> e, H{b €
Qy, 0 € Q,}, and thus, from (3.49)

1
v < 2d . :
75y < const L2 (I?SSX w(:c)) (3.51)

The result of Proposition 3.20 now follows from (3.43), (3.45), (3.48), (3.51) and (3.36). O

4 Decay of the annealed return probability for random
walks on Z¢

We go back to the study of Markov chains taking their values in Z¢. Let w : Z¢ — R?, and
define the Markov generator

Lof () =) wlz) Aw)] [fy) = f(2)]; (4.1)

y~z
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where the sum is over sites y which are nearest neighbors to x.

As in Section 2, {X;,t € R,} will be the coordinate process on path space (Z%)®+ and
we use the notation P¥ to denote the unique probability measure on path space under which
{Xy, t € R} is the Markov process generated by (4.1) and satisfying X, = x.

As in Section 3, we choose the family {w(z), z € Z?} at random, according to a law Q on
(]R*Jr)zd such that

the random variables {w(z), z € Z%} are i.i.d. ;
w(z) < 1 for all z;
Qw(0) <a) ~ aasal0, (4.2)

where v > 0 is a parameter.

Remark 4.1 We note that this generator has the same form as G¥ in (2.1) by making w(x,y) =
w(x) Aw(y), and also the same form as LN in (3.1), but in infinite volume. There would also
be similar results for w defined on edges, instead of points, with i.1.d. values for different edges,
and the same technique would apply.

Remark 4.2 Ifw(0) were a Bernoulli random variable, then we would have a random walk on
a (independent, site) percolation cluster (provided we started in an infinite occupied cluster).

See [6].

In the sequel Q.P¥ will be used as a short hand notation for the annealed law defined by
QP¢[-] = [ P¥[-]dQ(w). We are interested in estimating the decay of the return probability
under Q.P¥, Q.P[X,; = 0], as t tends to +o00. It is actually quite easy to derive lower bounds
for Q.P[X; = 0]. Indeed, on one hand, one can use the comparison lemma 2.2 with the usual
nearest neighbor random walk on Z¢ to prove that

QP*[X; = 0] > ct™¥2, (4.3)

for some contant ¢ that depends on the dimension d. There is another way to prove (4.3),
as follows. It is known [3] that, under Q.P¥, X, satisfies the central limit theorem. Together
with the reversibility and the translation invariance of the law @Q, the C.L.T. implies (4.3) (See
Appendix D, in [6]).

On the other hand, for any realization of w, the first jump of X; follows an exponential law
of parameter  _,w(0) Aw(y) < 2dw(0). Therefore

PY[X; = 0] > PY[X, = 0,Vs < t] = et 2um0@00e) > =20}t

Taking expectation w.r.t. Q and using the condition (4.2) on the law of w(0), a simple compu-
tation leads to a lower bound of the form

QP[X, = 0] > ct™. (4.4)

As is indicated in the next statement, these lower bounds turn out to be of the correct
logarithmic order.
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Theorem 4.3

po g QPUIX =0 <d ) | (5)

A
t—00 logt 2 7

Remark 4.4 From the point of view of statistical mechanics — here the statistical mechanics
of a disordered system — we consider Theorem 4.3 as a (nice) example of a dynamical phase
transition.

Remark 4.5 Such tools as Sobolev embeddings, isoperimetric or Nash inequalities of constant
use for estimating transition probabilities of Markov chains, see [2], cannot be directly applied
here because of the lack of ellipticity of the transition rates w. Thus (4.5) is also an example of
exotic "heat kernel decay’ for a non uniformly elliptic generator.

Remark 4.6 A fruitful technique to handle r.w.r.e. is to isolate the effect of the fluctuations of
the environment w in a given scale. See for instance random walks in Poisson environments [11]
where one single eigenvalue dominates the rest of the spectrum. There does not seem to exist
such a separating scale in our model.

In view of (4.3) and (4.4), only the upper bound is missing in the proof of (4.5).
We use spectral theory. We rely on a trace formula similar to the one obtained in Section 2
and on our spectral gap estimates from Proposition 3.20.

4.1 Trace formula

We express the annealed return probability as a trace. The argument is the same as in Section 2,
except that we restrict ourselves to computing the trace on cubes whose radius can be chosen
as a function of time. This is possible because rates are assumed to be uniformly bounded.
Let £ > 0. In the sequel, we shall use the notation N = t4+8/2, (In fact, N should be
defined as the integer part of t(+€)/2 but, for notational ease, we will omit integer parts.)
Let By = [N, NJ]¢, be the box centered at the origin and of radius N. Let £ be the
restriction of the operator £ to By. Thus £~ is defined by

LoV fla) =y @) Awy)] Lfy) = f@)], (4.6)

y~z

where the sum is now restricted to neighboring points x and y in By and we impose peri-
odic boundary conditions. —£%% is then a symmetric operator. We denote by {\?(By),i €
[1,#By|} the set of its eigenvalues in increasing order.

Let 7 be the exit time of X; outside By.

We compute Q.Pg[X; = 0] using the translation invariance of the probability Q. Since
Q.P¥[X; = x| does not depend on z, we have

1

N rEBN
1 1
= — Z QPY[X, =2t < o] + —— Z QPY[X, = x;t > Ton]
#Bn #Bn 5
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Z@Pw _SL’t<T2N—|——Z@P t>7’2N]

B
SCEBQN # N r€EBN

If under PY, x € By, we have t > 7oy, then the process must have left the ball z + By before
time t. Since the probability Q.P¥[ds < t s.t. X5 ¢ x + By| does not depend on z, we have
that @ ]P)w[t > TQN] < @ ]P)w[t > TN].

We note that ZmeBzN “1X; = x;t < Ton] is the trace of the semi-group of the process X,
killed when leaving the box By, i.e., with Dirichlet boundary conditions outside Bay. It is
therefore dominated by the trace of exp(tL*?"), that is

Z ]P)L;[Xt = .f(f,t < TQN] S Ze_Af(B2N)t.

rEBoN

Thus, we have proved that

QPy[X, = 0] < MZQ [e (B2 4 Q.P[t > 7).

From the Carne-Varopoulos inequality, it follows that

Pe[t > 7y] < 2tN4H e e, (4.7)

where c is a numerical constant, see Appendix C in [6]. With our choice of N = t1+9/2 we get
that P¥[t > 7y| decays faster than any polynomial as ¢ tends to +oo.
Thus Theorem 4.3 will be proved if we can check that

lim lim sup log Q[3, e ] <0V (g — 7) : (4.8)

£-0 4 ioo logt

4.2 Min-Max

(' is a constant that depends only on d and Q. For constants depending on other parameters,
we indicate it.

Let us first recall the lower bound on the first non trivial eigenvalue of an operator of the
form £“V. In Section 3, we proved that

1 1
< C [ N?**" + su —) dy. 4.9
(B ( @) (4.9)

In (4.9), € is any positive number; C is a constant depending on the dimension only; d¥ is a
measure of the set {z € By : w(z) < N~°}.

With the notation of Section 3, Proposition 3.20, d¥ = (¢.41)%?. (But note that ¢. depends
on N.) Thus d¥ is a random variable, i.e., depends on ¢, N and also w.

Using the properties of Q, we get that, for some constant ¢, that depends on Q only, we
have

QY > A) <

(4.10)
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where A can be chosen such that A > 4d and N is supposed to be large enough. (How large
depends on the dimension only.) A proof of (4.10) can be found in the proof of Lemma 3.21.
From the min-max caracterization of the eigenvalues of symmetric operators, we have

1Y ayeny [@(@) Aw(y)] [f () = fy)]”

A7 (By) = max min - :

Prverdi £ 2 > weny F2()

where the 'max’ is computed on choices of ¢ functions defined on By and the 'min’ is computed
on functions f such that, for all j € [1,1], >_ .5 f(2)fi(x) = 0.

Thus, in the computation of XY\, (By), we may impose at most ¢ different linear constraints
on the test function f. We consider two kind of conditions.

Let k € N*. We chop Z¢ into a disjoint union of boxes of radius k, say Z¢ = U, 4B, where
B. = (2k + 1)z + By. We now choose for some of the function f;’s, the indicator function of
the boxes B, that intersect By, i.e., we require that

> fla)=

r€EBNNB,

for all z € Z% such that By N B, # (). The number of such z’s is at most

<2N+1+2k+1)d
Ng =

2k +1
Clearly,
Yo L=> > Fl
r€BN z xEBNNB;
and

Yo w@AwW)(f@) = f)?P=Y Y @) Aw@] (@)~ f)P

Therefore
D myeny W(@) Aw)] [f(z) — f(y)]? o iy Zevenyns: W) AW [f(@) — Fly )J?
ZxEBN f2(x) Sz ZJ:EBNOBZ f2(ll§') ’

where, for each z € 2%, 3 5 5 f(x) = 0.

Next, let us choose n; points in By, say 91, ...,0,,. We choose for some of the f;’s, the
indicator function of the points ¢; and their neighbors in By, i.e., we specify that f(z) = 0,
for © € {61,...,9,, } or x ~ §;, for some j. This recipe leads to, at most, (2d + 1)n; different
conditions. We note that, for such a function f, the value of the Dirichlet form

Y W@ rw)]lf(@) - f)

r~yEBN

does not depend on the value of w(d;) anymore. Therefore, we may assume that w(d;) = 1, for
j € [1, nl].
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Thus we see that, if i > ny + (2d 4+ 1)n4, then

)\;-U+1(BN) Z min )‘LQD(BN N Bz),

where @ is a new environment obtained by modifying the value of w to 1 on all points ¢; and z
ranges through those points in Z¢ such that B, intersects By.

We now choose for §; the points in By where w achieves its lowest values. Let us use (4.9)
to estimate each eigenvalue 3 (By N B,):

<C (kﬂ& + sup L) dv. (4.11)

z€BN w(x)

N (Bw)

We used dY as a uniform upper bound for the minimal side length of strips for which the
event Ay (L) in Definition 3.19 occurs.
Supyep, 1/w(r) denotes the maximal value of 1/w(x), i.e.,

SUp LN max{h: #{xr € By : w(zx) =1/h} > ny + 1}.
z€BN W(x)

4.3 Proof of Theorem 4.3

Remember that we have already chosen some parameter £ > 0 (that we want to choose close to

0 and which is related to ¢t by N = t(1+%/2) and another parameter ¢ > 0 which is arbitrarily

close to 0. We need a third parameter a € (0,1). The constant A in (4.10) is at our disposal.

We also still have to choose n; and ny, depending on i and such that i > ny + (2d + 1)n;.
Write

Q _Z 6—>\§”(Bw)t]

Q| e >

i

IA

" ,l'a/d 2
+30 [ o) = 5 ()

‘a/d 2
+ >0 [e‘WBN”; d¥ < Aand \(By) < N~ (Z_) ]

N

< (2N +1)4Q[dN > A] +Ze‘NS<#> '

ia/d 2
+ ;@ [d{j < Aand X*(By) < N°° ( v ) : (4.12)
Using (4.10), we see that we can choose A in such a way that
log[(2N +1)'Q(dY > A
lim sup 28IV F VT2 D], (4 (4.13)
t—~+00 10gt 2
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An easy computation shows that

lo —N— s<la/d>2t d
. g} : € E 5
lt_H_Soop 1()gt 2 ( 2 ) ( )

N2
Let us now bound the last term in (4.12). Assume that d¥ < A and \*(By) < N~¢ (Z]éd) :

From (4.11), we must have

a n 1
Nev2i—% < ¢ (k2+€ + sup —) A
r€BN W(I)

We choose ny = 1* and assume that ¢ is large enough, how large depending on the dimension,

a and 7 only, which we may do. Then k**¢ < N2+&i~ -y Therefore, we must have
€+2 1
N K < C sup
zeBy W (x)

with a possibly different value for C.
From now on, we deal separately with the cases of large or small values of 7.
Case v > %l. We then choose € < 2% anda=1— % + 5
The computation goes as follows (the value of C' changes from line to line)

‘a/d 2
>e [dév < Aand X?(By) < N (ZN ) ] >0 [c ip sz N }

rEBN
n 1
< C > N€+2_2"} = [ { C st > Ns+2—2aH
- ZQ[ iy <:c> QIF 7 C5P o 2
< CQ {# {Z C sip —— > Na”—?“H = C(2N + 1)Q [—1 > NHHQ]
veBy W(T) w(x)
< CNdN—'y(e+2 2a) CN_SE_'Y (415>

where the second inequality follows because i < (2N + 1)?, and the third one because n; =
(1 —1*)/(2d+ 1) and a < 1. Thus we deduce from (4.15), (4.12), (4.13) and (4.14) that

1 e~ (Bn)t d
lim sup 0eQ [le ‘ } (f + -+ 86)
t——+o00 og t 2 2

Let ¢ tend to 0 and then ¢ tend to 0 to deduce (4.8). This ends the proof of Theorem 4.3 in
the case v > %l.
Case 7 < g. Let 6 € (0,7), to be chosen later. We have

25 Q|dY < Aand A7 (By) < N7° ( a/d> ] <>,Q [CsupmeB o 2 Net2=
5
< N@a—e=20 5 [(supZéBN ﬁ) } ,
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since i < (2N + 1)¢. Remember that ny = i® is much smaller than n; = (i —i?)/(2d + 1) for
large values of i, say i/(4d +2) <ny <i/(2d+1). Let x¢, ...z}, ...7(an11)a_1 be an enumeration
of the points in By such that the sequence w(z;) is increasing. Thus

s?fp L = ! < 1
veBy W(T)  w(Tn) T w ($i/(4d+2)) .
Therefore
1\’ 1\’ .
ZQ [(mselgj)v ($)) ] < (4d+2) xGZBNQ [(m) ] = ¢s(4d +2)(2N + 1),

5
where ¢ = Q [(W(I ) } Note that Q [(W(I ) } is finite and does not depend on x. Therefore

ia/d

> @ [dff < Aand X (By) < N°¢ ( ¥

) ] S C(;N(2a_€_2)6(2N—|—1)d.

Gathering this last inequality with (4.13) and (4.14), we get that

log @ [, e (2]

i
ltrﬁfip logt
< max{;l—% d <§—|— +€2£) ;—g[d—l—(Qa—z—:—Q)(ﬂ}, (4.16)

with a € (0,1) and 6 € (0,7). First replace § by 7. Then let ¢ tend to 0 and choose a = %.

The upper bound in (4.16) becomes max [% — vy B (d - 27y) + %]. Finally let £ tend to
0 and conclude that

—AY(Bw)t d

e

lim lim sup Q% ] <= =7,
£=0 100 logt 2

and Theorem 4.3 is now proved in the case v < g. O

5 Quenched decay of the return probability

In this section, we investigate the quenched decay of the return probability. Model and notation
are the same as in Section 4: a random walk among i.i.d. random conductancies with a power law
with an exponent v. Now we are rather interested in the asymptotics of the return probability
PY[X; = 0] in Q probability. Let us set a. to be the best exponent « such that

QP[X:=0]<t™*] >1last— 0. (5.1)

From Theorem 4.3, it is clear that a. > g A y. We can do better in the case 7 < %l:
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Theorem 5.1 For any v < %l then o, > 7.

Remark 5.2 Although rather unsatisfactory — because it does not give the true vaalue of a,
— Theorem 5.1 shows that the typical decay of the return probability is strictly faster than the
averaged decay. Such a situation is sometimes called in the litterature a "high disorder regime’.

Remark 5.3 The proof of Theorem 5.1 actually yields the lower bound

d 1+~
o, > — .
21+4d/2

(5.2)

There is no reason to believe that this bound is sharp for a given value of . Notice however
that, in the regime v — g, we get the inequality o, > %, which seems to be sharp.

Let us sketch the proof: we use the fact that, with large Q probability, the origin lies in an
infinite percolation cluster, say C, of 'good’ sites, where w is bounded from below. Estimates
on the return probability for random walks on percolation clusters have been proved in [6] (See
also [1] ). One strategy would then be to try to couple the random walk in the environment w
with the random walk on C: we have no idea on how to do that. We rather rely on spectral
theory to compare the behaviours of the eigenvectors for the two random walks. Note that from
the results of [6] follow precise estimates on the eigenvalues of the discrete Laplace operator on
C. The core of the proof is to show that eigenvectors of the generator of the random walk in the
environment w, when they correspond to small enough eigenvalues, are concentrated outside C,
and therefore do not contribute too much to the asymptotics of the return probability as soon
as the random walk starts outside C.

5.1 Proof of Theorem 5.1. Step 1

Let a < glitl}?' Choose two parameters € > 0 and £ > 0. We shall use the notation N =

t(+8)/2 " (In fact, N should be defined as the integer part of t17¢/2 but, for notational ease,
we will omit integer parts.) All the limits to be taken are to be understood as t — oo or,
equivalently N — oo.

Let C¥ be the largest connected component of the set {x € Z¢ : w(z) > N~°}. We assume
that N is large enough so that Qw(x) > N7¢| becomes larger than the critical percolation
probability on Z¢. Then C“ is the unique infinite connected component of the set {z € Z¢ :
w(z) > N7¢}, see [5]. We denote by C% the largest connected component of the intersection
C¥ N By, where By = [-N, N|¢.

In the next step of the proof, we will define a set of environments, denoted 2y, such that
Q[Qy] — 1. We further have the property Q[%] — 1.

Calling {\(By),i € [1,#By]} the eigenvalues of —£“ in increasing order, and {¢*,i €
[1,#By]} the corresponding eigenvectors with due normalization in L*(By), a very similar
computation as in Subsection 4.1 leads to the following series of inequalities.

We first use the invariance by translation of Q.

QPF[X: = 0] = t7°] = QP [X¢ = 2] > 77
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holds for any x € By. Therefore

QP = 0) 2 £ = = 3 QP =] 2 £

#B rE€BN
Note that
QPY[X; =] >t <QIPY[X; = z;t < Ton] > t7%/2] + Q[PL[t > Ton] > t7%/2],

where 7oy is the exit time of Byy. Since sup, sup, PY[t > 7on| decays faster than any polyno-
mial, see (4.7), we have

1

li PYIX, =0 >t <l
im sup Q[Pg[X: = 0] > ¢t7°] < limsup o

> QPYX, = ait < mon] > t7%/2).

r€EBN

We now restrict our attention to those environments belonging to {1y and to the points
xz € Cy:

QPY[X; = x;t < Ton] > t7%/2]
< QPY[Xy = a3t < mon] > t7%/2;2 € Cx; Q] + QY] + Q[ & CR].

Since Q[Q2%] — 0, we therefore get that
lim sup Q[P [X: = 0] > t7¢]

1 . Cw [
#By > QP[X, =it < 7on] > £7°/20 € Cf; Q) + limsup Q {#;B]\zfv) } .

< limsup
rE€BN

But since @[%] — 1 (see step 2 below), we have

lim sup Q[Py[X; = 0] > t™“]

1
Y. ST QIPYLX, = a3t < mon] > /25w € C5 Q).
r€EBN

< limsup

From the Markov inequality, we deduce that
QPY[X; = x;t < mon] > 17%/2;2 € C; Q] < 2t°Q[P2[X; = x;t < Ton];x € Ciy; O],

and thus

(07

lim sup Q[Py[X; = 0] > t7%] < 2limsup #tB

Q[Z PYIX; = z;t < Ton]; Q).

N zeCy

Finally we express the probability PY[X; = z;t < Ton]| in the spectral decomposition as

1 ) w
PYIX; = a5t < on] = By Ze A (BzN)t(% (z))?,
N A
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and get that

te 1
limsup Q[P¥[X, = 0] > t7*] < 2limsu e~ N (Ban)t__~ “(2)%: Qx| (5.3

Let us pause a little to look at (5.3). It is true that o7 > vecy (¢v#(x))? < 1; but if we

would use this upper bound, we would be left with Q[)_, e~ (B2n)t] - and the best value for
a would then be v, as the results of Section 4 show. We have to find a better way. Note
that terms corresponding to large values of i, and thus large values of \¥(Bay), can be easily
controlled. Thus the main point is to show that #—]13N Emc% (¥ (x))? is small enough for small
1, i.e. we have to prove that eigenvectors corresponding to small eigenvalues are concentrated
outside 25. And in fact one would expect this to be true since small eigenvalues arise because
of small values of w, and these precisely sit outside C%.

5.2 Step 2. Definition of Qy

The set Qy is defined by two requirements: we ask that for any w € {0y we have
(i) 0 € Cy.

The second requirement deals with the behaviour of the random walk on C%: let (p;,i €
[1,#C%]) be the eigenvalues of the discrete Laplace operator on Cy as defined in [6]. We will
also use the notation (¢;,i € [1, #C%]) for the corresponding eigenvectors. We assume that
the eigenvalues are in increasing order and the eigenvectors are normalized in L?*(C%) for the
counting measure. Of course the u;s and ¢;s depend on w and N.

Let

Note that since v < d/2, then n < d. We then require that, on Qy,

j2/d

(ii) py > NZ(log N)8(d=n)/d

The definition of Q2 is now complete and all that remains to be done is to check that

That Q((i) holds) = Q(0 € C¥) — 1 is obvious.

As for condition (ii), we rely on the results of [6]. Calling P*[XY = y] the transition
probabilities for the random walk on C%, we quote from formula (6) of [6]: Q-a.s. on the set
where C¥ is infinite

1 (log N)?4
su —PYIXN =yl < -2+,
m7y€g‘% #C% T [ S y] — S%J’_ loﬁ)lgo]gVN

where C' is a dimension dependent constant, s is arbitrary, and N > Ny(w) is large enough.
(In [6], formula (6) is deduced from the isoperimetric inequality (4), (4) is a consequence of (21),
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and (21) is proved for both site and bond percolation models with parameter p close enough to
1, which is our case here. Besides, we replaced ¢(N) by its value e(N) = d + 2d1°1g0 g}ng , noticing

that (4e(N)/5%)*™)/2 then behaves like a constant.)
We then choose x = y, sum over x € C%, and express the result as a trace to get that

s w (o (log N)*
2{:(2 i S;l +-##Cp] _glgﬂ%iﬁzf.
i S o8
Therefore
s (log N)2d
Je Hi f; 1 +‘(7#%CZV—T§;Ei%;g%KF
s o
Take now s = j;[—/z(log N)8d=n/d Then
1 (log N )%
3(7#%CZV;;;;EEEE%?7 — 0,

so that e7#® — 0, and we have proved that Q-a.s. on the set where C* is infinite, for large
enough N, condition (ii) is fullfilled.

Finally we already used the fact that Q[ ] — 1 that should be justified: from the result
of Appendix B of [6], we know that the expected density in By of the component of C* N By
that contains the origin goes to 1 as N — oo, and Lemma 3.12 implies that the expected
density in By of the largest component of C* N By goes to 1 as N — oo. Thus the component
of C¥ N By that contains the origin and C% coincide for large N and its density tends to 1.

5.3 Step 3. Spectral analysis

Assume that w € Q.
We bound the term ) 5 (¢ (x))* in (5.3) in two steps by writing that

> (Pl (x))?,

zeCy

L (1)) = —
Thn 2 @) =

zeCy

(07 (x) — Pl (2))* +

zeCy

1
#Bn
where P’ is the projection on the subspace of L?(C% ) spanned by the eigenvectors (¢;,7 € [1, j]).

On one hand, since 3=, 5 (4i(x))* < 1, then
N TELN

Z —X¢(Ban)t ﬁ Z (P7y¢(x))?

zECY,
< Z# Z (P (x))?
xECW
= ZZ — D a@rle
% k<] mGCw
= w(@))?
> 2
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< j= N4,

On the other hand, for any function f on Cy, we have

LN (f@) = Pif@)? < = ST (f() - f))?,

#CN < R e H

this last expression being the Dirichlet form of the random walk on C%. Since w(z) > N~¢ on
Cy, we get

Y U@ = f)P <N Y (w@) Aw®)(f(=) = f)?

zyeCy T~yE By

this last expression being now the Dirichlet form of the random walk on Byy. Since ¢ is an
eigenvector,

1 w w w
7B D (W) Aw@) (W (x) — ¥ (y)* = X (Baw).-
N x~y€EBaN
So
1 , A (Bay)
T D (W (@) = Pl (x))? < 20NT ===
#BN xez% 14
From these two estimates, we deduce that
DN 3 W) S N 2t SN (B NI (54)
i N zecy Hi =5

5.4 Step 4

Combining (5.3) and (5.4), we see that Theorem (5.1) will be proved once we have checked that

t d—n
#BNN — 0 and that

ta
#Bn

1 .
N°Q ” D X (Ban)e NP Q| 0. (5.5)
J

i

2 1+d/2’
It is then immediate to see that #tTfNN =1 — (). Besides, (5.5) will hold for any a < %ll}:c_l%
and some € > 0 if

We recall that o < ¢35 N = ¢t0+9/2 p = élfé’ and p; > (#)%logN)‘S(d_")/d on Qy.

2\(B =AY (Ban)t d
lim Tim sup 22 A (Bav)e b ody (5.6)
£—0 logt 2
But using the inequality \;e ™ < %e‘%’\it, we get

A\ (B =AY (Ban)t
lim lim sup Q. A7 (Bav)e )
£—0 logt
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>, e—)\?(Bmf)t/?]

e
< 1+ %1_:()1(1] lim sup o1
< -1+ d_
< 5~
by (4.5). O
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