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MR?) = {¢ = Z(ij cx; € RUN: WJHES E(K) < 0o, VK C RY: compact}
jeA
= {¢: FEEBHHET N HIE L
95,

772U, 6, 1T a DT IVRHET,

%72, Mo(RY) %

Mo(R?) = {¢ € M(RY) : ¢({a}) < 1,z € R}
= {{z;}jer CR?: #({z;}jen N K) < 00, VK C R? : compact}
= {{z;}jen CRY: {a;}jen C RUTER M Z R 27200 )
LT3,
M(RY) 135 SRV Mo(RY) L F—HT 5.
ZZT, MRY) EIZIROAMHE ANS.

Definition 1.1 (BAAH). R ED 3 87 b EOEGREE f 024 % C.(RY) & T 5.
feEC(RY) & £ e M(RY) IZXHL T,

€.0) = [ f@6@ =Y fla
Re ieA
LHEET .
£,& € MRY),n = 1,2, AT U T, (&, f) = (& (V] € C(RY)) L7122 L E &, 13 ¢
CEPERT 220 5.
ZDPHIZ & > TE X BALHHZERHE NS

Remark 1. BEAHO T T M(RY) 1K — 5 > K20 (ST HH2ER) T 5.



AlEAA 23 3k [8],19] &2 S,

G A{E — E(K) « K & compact} TEKE NS M(R?Y) D o — MMiEHZ B(M(R?))
U, M(RY)MEERZER () 2 R LD FEFEE NS
AV A= M, mTlZEM (MR, BIM(RY))) EOMERRIIE 16 mUBFE L ERZ &1
5.
72720, pld 7 RUIET uy(M(RY) = 1 D2F D BEHET FVHIEZBIZRE2HDT
bH5.

1.2 Perturbed lattice

Z OffiTl& Perturbed lattice DEFH % U, £ D%Z OME TH % Rigidity & Tolerance
DEFEZ LTS,

Definition 1.2 (Perturbed lattice). X := (X,),cza: % 1.i.d TH HMERLBHDIN L T 5.
TDLE,
Z(X) i ={z+X.:2€ 7%, Zy(X):={z+X.:2¢cZ\ {0}}
Z HES T LI
7z, T B R E 1(Z(X)), I(Zo(X)) & 5.

RIZ Rigidity DE&E%E T 5.

Definition 1.3 (Rigidity). Z(X) ¥3k B ¢ RUZBWT, Zin(B) = Z(X)NB, Zow(B) =
Z(X)N B* LiEHTS L EYBCRUIBNT

Ng(Zout(B)) = |Zin(B)| a.s.
ERDBEDBRNIEENDIHIMAECDESKE LOWHRIBEIBN = Ny PWEET 5 L
&, Z(X) idrigid THDH &\ D,

IRIZ Tolerance DEFZZ T 5.
Z 1uiZ Holroyd & Soo [1] DEZRICHET 5.

Definition 1.4 (Tolerance). Z(X) D% Z € Z(X) a.s. TH D & 5 7% R AMERZEL
Z 95,
1. RUBFETI(Z(X)) 23 deletion tolerant TdH 5 &I ALED Z € Z(X) IZEWT, I(Z(X))—



87 MINZ(X)) B U T e Tdh 5.

2. MUBFETI(Z(X)) 23 deletion singular T % & 1E ALED Z € Z(X) IZHWT, [I(Z(X))—
oz & I(Z(X)) BHHERFRTH 5.

3. mUEFE [1(Z(X)) A' insertion tolerant TH % &%, W _X—FHE L(V) € (0,00) &
FOEEDORVIVEAV CRUCZBWT, UDZX) NI TV IZBWT—RRIZHAT
% e E(Z(X)) + oy P I(Z(X)) 1IZBI L THuxhEfiTdh 5.

4. sGBFE TI(Z(X)) Y insertion singular TH % & 1%, W _X—ZHIE L(V) € (0,00) %
ROEEORVIVELRV CRUIBWT, UM ZX) LN TVIZEWT—RRIZHAET
% & & (Z(X)) + 6y B INZX)) LU CTHERETH 5.

2 SR
Z DETIE Peres & Sly DFEATIHHRIZDWTHHEITT 5.
7272 U, Tolerance M FE D Holroyd, Soo DEFH & B WEENE T OEMTRINT WS
ZEITHERT 5.([13] 2]
EEOERES S CZMIZBWT
Zs(X):={X,+z:2€2Z\ S}
95,

Proposition 2.1. 2 TIZBWTIETH I LI REEEZ X, DOERFR-TWb T 5.
BEEHE T Z2(X) = {X, + 2 : 2 € Z%} Drigid TH 5.
— FEOABRELE S CcZIZBVWTZX) & Z(X) "MHERRTH 5.

ETCICBVWTETHD LI REEEZ X, DDA TWVWD LW IREIZBEWT, 11X
JG T perturbation X, WER 1IRE— AV M &R KDL &5 2 R0 T perturbation X, A3
BR2IME—RA Y N %FFD & SEEME 7 deletion singular TH % Z & A3 Holroyd, Soo
MiIZ&>TRINT VWS,

3 IRTCLA £ T D Gaussian perturbation DAERIZ D WTITIRDFER DD 5,

Theorem 2.2. Z(X) := {X, + 2 : 2 € Z%} % Gaussian Ny(0,01) perturbation % § D
7' DEIE T LT 5.
ZDEEAd>3IZBEWTIU T &7 THALERO0 < 0,.(d) < o.(d) BFAET S,
lo>0. DEE




Z(X) IZ deletion tolerant T Zo(X) (2B U THH HLHi 6 .

20<o<o.DEE

Z(X) & deletion singular

3]0<o <o, DEE
(
]
(

—

—

Z(X) & rigid
4o >0, DEE
Z(X) & non-rigid

Cauchy perturbation IZ D W TIELA R DFERDLH 5.

Lemma 2.3. d=1% U {X,} % iid T3 —¥ =4 ZHE S perturbation &3 5.
ZTDE ZEEEFIIMEED kL € NIZBWT k-deletion singular T 5.

& O — %87 perturbation (2B AFERIZOWTITIRDEHD LS50 DNH 5.

Theorem 2.4. Z(X) & %& % g(z) &3 % perturbation X, Z K DEEE L9 5.

[1]d<a<2dT
inf 9()

>0
2€Rd1 A |Z|_a

DE&E

Vk € NIZBWT Z(X) IF k-deletion tolerant T » , k-insertion tolerant T 5.
72 LX) IMERDOERES S C Z4IZBEWT Zy(X) (I U TH A ES TH 5.
2] @ >2d T

9(2)
sup
z€R4 LA |Z’_a

< 0

DrE

0 < Ve < €& VkIZBWT perturbation € X, Z R DB EIH T deletion singular & 72
58D e DFET 5.

ZORRIZE|X,|* <00 EWOIFMEDE ETHR DD,

Z Z T, deletion tolerance & insertion tolerance & \»5 2 D& 5 K& D [ D [A4E M
ZHD.

Proposition 2.5. Z(X) :={X, +2:2€Z} & L, RTUIBWVWTIETH 5 & 5 BEE
Z X, DM TWVWDH LT 5.
Z D& & LANIRIFEE



(1)

(2) ﬁ%ﬂ%?i)‘ insertion tolerant T&H %.
(3) FEEIHE T A deletion singular TZR L.
(4) EEHE 75 insertion singular TR\,
(5) Z(X) & Zo(X) (M EMHHLTD 5.
(6) Z(X) & Zo(X) IFHEFF R T,

COMEEZ LD LD ROGETH 5.

Proposition 2.6. 2 TIZBWTIETH S LI REEEZ X, DOGERF-TWE LT 5.
SCL'ZRENEeNTHIEAELTD.

Z D& ELANIEIAMHE

(1) #EEIHE 1D k-deletion tolerant TdH 5.

(2) HEEIHE T A k-insertion tolerant T 5.

(3) EEHE 1A' k-deletion singular TZR\Y,

(4) EEHE T A k-insertion singular T7Z2\>.

(5) Z(X) & Zs(X) IFHEHMER T D 5 .

(6) Z(X) & Zg(X) IZAHERFE TR,

3 FHER

ZDBETIE, RTINS RGCUAED & & 575 ZEEIM T & —BRHEEIK 12 8 W Tt
BT AHEEB AR SND Z L 2N T 5.
£9, 777 AEHETIIOVTORERZBNT S

Theorem 3.1 (A). Z(X) :={X, +z: 2 € 24} % i.id BHEREH X, WdIRLT 75
ADAE BExq(3) 14D & 570 724 DEEE T §5.
ZDEE, d>3ITEWVWTEANF 272 $HEFRZEE 0 < A\ (d) < 0o PMFET 5.

I1(Z(X)) 1 deletion singular T®» 5.

0< A< A(d)DEZ

Z(X)) iZ deletion tolerant T& » insertion tolerant T I1(Zo(X)) (2B L THH E#flx
BTHD.




Z DEHDFEIH L Peres, Sly O A7 ZBERE - OFEH & FRRZGEHIC K > THEZ 6N
%.
RIZ—FHREBERE I DWW T OFRERZ BN T 5. Z OEHDOFEHIZIX Oriented bond per-
colation DFER [6],[7] 2> TW\5.

Theorem 3.2 (A). Z(X) % Uniform perturbation Uy(—3 L, 2 L) %D Z* @ perturbed lattice
95,

ZDLE, d>3IZBWT TR DD,

1] L > L.(d) D& &

I(Z(X)) & I(Zo(X)) i FHER 5T 72 < FHEHM g T,

2] L < L.(d) D& &

I(Z(X)) & TI(Zo(X)) IZMHERRTH 5.
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