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A NEW CORRELATION INEQUALITY FOR ISING MODELS WITH

EXTERNAL FIELDS

JIAN DING, JIAN SONG, AND RONGFENG SUN

Abstract. We study ferromagnetic Ising models on finite graphs with an inhomogeneous
external field, where a subset of vertices is designated as the boundary. We show that the
influence of boundary conditions on any given spin is maximised when the external field is
identically 0. One corollary is that spin-spin correlations are maximised when the external
field vanishes and the boundary condition is free, which proves a conjecture of Shlosman.
In particular, the random field Ising model on Z

d, d ě 3, exhibits exponential decay
of correlations in the entire high temperature regime of the pure Ising model. Another
corollary is that the pure Ising model in d ě 3 satisfies the conjectured strong spatial
mixing property in the entire high temperature regime.

1. Introduction

The Ising model was introduced by Lenz [L20] as a model for magnets, which became
the most important statistical physics model in the study of phase transitions. Correlation
inequalities are powerful tools in the study of the Ising model, although they are hard
to come by. The most important inequalities include the FKG inequality [FKG71] which
establishes positive correlation between increasing functions of the spin configuration, the
GKS inequalities [G67, KS68] which concern the expected value of the product of spins; the
GHS inequality [GHS70] which gives the concavity of the expected spin value in a positive
external field. More background can be found in books such as [FV17, B06]. In this paper,
we prove a new correlation inequality for the Ising model, which allows us to compare an
Ising model with arbitrary external fields to one without an external field, and compare
arbitrary boundary conditions with the free boundary condition. Heuristically, the presence
of external fields, regardless of their sign, weakens the correlation between spins as well as
the influence of boundary conditions on interior spins. We will turn this heuristic into a
rigorous statement.

We believe our correlation inequality provides a powerful new tool for the study of the
Ising model. As corollaries, we show that the random field Ising model exhibits exponential
decay of correlations whenever the temperature is above the critical temperature of the
pure Ising model. We also prove the long standing conjecture that the Ising model on Z

d,
d ě 3, satisfies the strong spatial mixing property whenever the temperature is above the
critical value. We will discuss more details later. First we introduce the basic setup.

Let G “ pV,Eq be a finite graph with vertex set V and edge set E. If u, v P V are
connected by an edge in E, we denote it by u „ v. Given coupling constants J : E Ñ r0,8q,
inverse temperature β P p0,8q, and external field g : V Ñ r´8,8s, we define the Ising
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model on spin configurations σ P t˘1uV via the Gibbs measure

µgpσq “
1

Zg
exp

!
β

ÿ

u„v

Juvσuσv `
ÿ

uPV

guσu

)
, (1.1)

where Zg is the normalizing constant known as the partition function. Since β can be
absorbed by the coupling constants J , we will assume β “ 1 unless specified otherwise. For
more background on the Ising model, see e.g. [B06, FV17]. We will denote expectation with
respect to µg by x¨yg. Note that when gu “ ˘8 for some u P V , we must have σu “ ˘1,
which effectively imposes a boundary condition at u (this boundary condition has the same
effect as removing u from the graph and adding an extra field ˘Juv to each neighbour v „ u

if gu “ ˘8). To impose ` or ´ boundary conditions on a subset of vertices V 1 Ă V , we
can start with g : V Ñ R, set h ” 8 on V 1 and h ” 0 on V zV 1, and then replace g by
g`
V 1 :“ g ` h for ` boundary condition on V 1, or g´

V 1 :“ g ´ h for ´ boundary condition
on V 1. We can then define the influence of the boundary spins pσuquPV 1 on a given vertex
o P V zV 1 by

xσoy
g`

V 1
´ xσoy

g´

V 1
.

Our main result is that

xσoyg`

V 1
´ xσoyg´

V 1
ď xσoy0`

V 1
´ xσoy0´

V 1
. (1.2)

Namely, the influence of the boundary spins pσvqvPV 1 on σo is maximized when the external
fields on the interior spins pσvqvPV zV 1 are identically 0.

We will in fact prove the following more general result where h can take arbitrary values
in r0,8s, not just in t0,8u.

Theorem 1.1. Let g : V Ñ r´8,8s and h : V Ñ r0,8s be such that mint|gv |, hvu ă 8
for all v P V . Then for any o P V ,

xσoyg`h ´ xσoyg´h ď xσoyh ´ xσoy´h. (1.3)

When V is a tree and hv “ 8 at some v P V and 0 everywhere else, this result has been
proved by N. Berger, C. Kenyon, E. Mossel, and Y. Peres in [BKMY05, Lemma 4.1].

Remark 1.2. It is tempting to conjecture that xσoyλg`h ´ xσoyλg´h is monotonically de-

creasing in λ ě 0. However, this is not true in general. We will give a counterexample in

Appendix A.

As a first corollary of Theorem 1.1, we show that for the Ising model on finite graphs,
spin-spin correlations are maximised when the external field vanishes. As communicated
to us by R. van den Berg, S. Shlosman first conjectured this inequality and proved it for
certain small graphs.

Corollary 1.3. Let g : V Ñ r´8,8s. Then for any u, v P V ,

xσuσvyg ´ xσuygxσvyg ď xσuσvy0. (1.4)

Note that boundary conditions can also be regarded as external fields imposed on the
interior spins. Therefore Corollary 1.3 implies that spin correlations is maximised under
free boundary conditions (if V “ U Y BU with U X BU “ H and boundary conditions are
imposed on BU , then free boundary condition for U means removing BU from the graph).
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Remark 1.4. It is also tempting to conjecture that the l.h.s. of (1.4) is decreasing in λ ě 0

if g “ λrg, which would imply (1.4). However, this is not true in general either. We will

give a counterexample in Appendix A. If rg ě 0, then there is indeed monotonicity in λ ě 0,

which follows from the GHS inequality [GHS70] since the l.h.s. of (1.4) equals
B2 logZg

BguBgv
.

Remark 1.5. Theorem 1.1 and Corollary 1.3 in fact hold for general Ising models whose sin-

gle spin measure, i.e., the a priori distribution of each σu, belongs to the so-called Griffiths-

Simon class psee [G69, SG73] or [ADC21, Section 2]q, where the single spin measure can be

approximated by that of a weighted average of a block of ˘1-valued Ising spins with ferro-

magnetic interactions. This includes in particular the φ4 model.† Such an extension holds

because (1.3) and (1.4) are preserved if each σx therein is replaced by a positive linear

combination of Ising spins in the system.

The second corollary of Theorem 1.1 concerns the random field Ising model (RFIM),
where the external field (as a function on the vertex set V ) is given by a family of i.i.d.
random variables pωvqvPV (see [B06, Chapter 7] for an overview). The most important
case is when V “ r´N,N sd X Zd, with boundary conditions imposed on the surface of
the cube. Since phase transitions only arise in the infinite volume limit, a fundamental
question is whether the influence of boundary conditions persists or vanishes as N Ñ 8,
which determines whether or not the RFIM undergoes a first order phase transition. Classic
results include the work of Aizenman and Wehr [AW90], who showed that in d “ 2, as long
as there is randomness in the external field, the boundary influence always decays to 0

as N Ñ 8. Recently, this decay was shown to be exponential by Ding and Xia [DX21]
and also Aizenman, Harel and Peled [AHP20] for Gaussian random fields. In contrast, in
d ě 3, Bricmont and Kupiainen [BK88] showed that when the distribution of the random
field ωv has a sufficiently fast decaying Gaussian tail, then at sufficiently low temperatures,
the boundary influence does not vanish as N Ñ 8. But if the temperature is sufficiently
high, or if the random field is sufficiently large, then again the boundary influence decays
exponentially fast (see [IF84, B85, DKP95, CJN18]). Among these results, only [CJN18]
gave quantitative bounds on the parameter regime that has exponential decay. But it still
falls short of covering the entire high temperature regime of the pure Ising model. This now
follows as an immediate corollary of Theorem 1.1.

Corollary 1.6. Let ΛN :“ r´N,N sd X Z
d with d ě 2. Let ω : Z

d Ñ r´8,8s be an

arbitrary external field. Let x¨yω,˘ΛN ,β pwith ω omitted if ω ” 0q denote expectation w.r.t. the

Ising model on ΛN with coupling constants J ” 1, inverse temperature β, external field ω,

and `{´ boundary condition on BΛN :“ tx P Z
dzΛN : |x´ y|1 “ 1 for some y P ΛNu. Then

for all N P N,

xσ0yω,`ΛN ,β ´ xσ0yω,´ΛN ,β ď xσ0y`
ΛN ,β ´ xσ0y´

ΛN ,β ď C1pβqe´C2pβqN , (1.5)

where C2pβq “ 0 for β ě βc and C2pβq ą 0 for β ă βc, with βc being the critical inverse

temperature of the Ising model on Z
d.

The first inequality in (1.5) is an immediate consequence of Theorem 1.1, while the second
inequality is a classic result by Aizenman, Barsky, and Fernández [ABF87] (see also [DT16,
DRT19]).

†Recently, Corollary 1.3 has been used by Bauerschmidt and Dagallier to prove log-Sobolev inequalities
for the φ4

2 and φ4

3 models [BD22b] and the near-critical Ising models [BD22a].
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The third corollary of Theorem 1.1 is the strong spatial mixing property of the Ising model
on Z

d, d ě 2, in the entire high temperature regime. Given a finite domain V Ă Z
d with

boundary condition τ : BV Ñ t˘1u on the external boundary BV , external field h : V Ñ R,

coupling constants J ” 1 and inverse temperature β, the associated Ising measure µ
τ,h
V,β

is said to satisfy the weak spatial mixing property if for any ∆ Ă V , the influence of the
boundary condition on pσvqvP∆ decays exponentially in dp∆, BV q :“ minxP∆,yPBV |x ´ y|1
(see [M99, Section 2.3] for a precise definition). The strong spatial mixing property requires
instead exponential decay in dp∆, Sq, where S is the subset of BV where the spins in τ are
flipped. More precisely,

Definition 1.7. The Ising measures µ
¨,h
V,β is said to satisfy the strong spatial mixing property

in V with constants C and m pdenoted by SMpV,C,mqq, if for every ∆ Ă V and y P BV ,

sup
τ :BV Ñt˘1u

}µτ,h
V,β|∆ ´ µ

τy,h
V,β |∆}TV ď Ce´mdp∆,yq, (1.6)

where µ
τ,h
V,β|∆ denotes the marginal law of pσvqvP∆ under µτ

V,β, τy is obtained from τ by

flipping the spin τy, and } ¨ }TV denotes total variation distance between measures.

As a corollary of Theorem 1.1, we have the following result.

Corollary 1.8. Let d ě 2. Then for any β P r0, βcq, there exist C,m P p0,8q such that the

Ising measures µ
¨,h
V,β satisfy SMpV,C,mq for all finite V Ă Z

d and h : V Ñ R.

Weak and strong spatial mixing play a key role in the study of exponential ergodicity of
Glauber dynamics for the Ising model (see [M99, Section 2.3]). In d “ 2, when there is a
constant external field h ‰ 0 or when β ă βc, strong spatial mixing has been established for
all square domains in [MOS94] and for a more general class of domains in [SS95]. Our result
for all finite domains when β ă βc appears to be new. In d ě 3, strong spatial mixing has
only been proved for all cubic domains if β is sufficiently small or βh is sufficiently large,
but it is not expected to hold for β large and h sufficiently small [MO94]. Our result proves
the conjecture that strong spatial mixing holds in the entire high temperature regime for
all finite domains.

In recent years, strong spatial mixing has also played a crucial role in studying cutoff
of Glauber dynamics for the Ising model, namely, a sharp L1 transition to equilibrium.
Lubetzky and Sly showed in [LS13, LS14] that the Glauber dynamics for the Ising model
exhibits cutoff as long as the Ising measures satisfy strong spatial mixing for all cubic
domains, which applies in particular in d “ 2 in the entire high temperature regime. In
d ě 3, strong spatial mixing was only known at the time for β sufficiently small. So in
[LS16], they developed an alternative framework, called information percolation, to prove
cutoff in the entire high temperature regime in d ě 3. We can now deduce this cutoff directly
by combining Corollary 1.8 with results from [LS13, LS14].

Lastly, we remark that Theorem 1.1 provides exactly the type of estimates needed to
apply Theorem 1.3 in the recent work [ALG20] to get quantitative bounds on the spectral
gap for Glauber dynamics in the Ising model.

2. Proof of Theorem 1.1

Proof of Theorem 1.1. First note that the l.h.s. of (1.3), xσoyg`h´xσoyg´h, is continuous

in pgvqvPV P r´8,8sV . Therefore it suffices to prove (1.3) for all g : V Ñ R, which
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we assume from now on. We will prove this by a two-dimensional induction on pn,mq “
p|V |, |V`|q, the cardinalities of V and V` :“ tv P V : hv ą 0u.

For n P N and 0 ď m ď n, let Ppn,mq denote the following claim:

Ppn,mq : (1.3) holds for all G, g : V Ñ R, and h : V Ñ r0,8s with p|V |, |V`|q “ pn,mq.

To initiate the induction, note that when |V`| “ 0, that is, h ” 0, (1.3) always holds
because both sides equal 0. When |V | “ |V`| “ 1, let o denote the only vertex in V and
omit it from the subscript of g and h. By the definition of µg`h, we have

xσoyg`h “
eg`h ´ e´pg`hq

eg`h ` e´pg`hq
“ tanhpg ` hq. (2.1)

Then (1.3) is equivalent to

fpgq :“ tanhpg ` hq ´ tanhpg ´ hq ď tanhh ´ tanhp´hq, (2.2)

where the inequality is in fact strict when g ‰ 0. This holds because fpgq is an even function,
and for g ě 0,

f 1pgq “
1

cosh2pg ` hq
´

1

cosh2pg ´ hq
“

coshp2g ´ 2hq ´ coshp2g ` 2hq

2 cosh2pg ` hq cosh2pg ´ hq
ď 0,

where the inequality holds since coshp2g ´ 2hq ď maxtcosh 2g, cos 2hu ď coshp2g ` 2hq.
We have thus shown that Ppn,mq holds for all pairs in tpn,mq : n P N,m “ 0u Y tp1, 1qu,

which proves the base cases for induction. We then note that to prove Theorem 1.1, it only
remains to show the following induction step:

(:) Given pn,mq with n ě 2 and 1 ď m ď n, if tPpn, iq : 0 ď i ď m´1u and tPpn´1, iq :
0 ď i ď n ´ 1u all hold, then Ppn,mq also holds.

Applying this induction step repeatedly will establish Ppn,mq for all n P N and 0 ď m ď n.
Let G, g : V Ñ R, and h : V Ñ r0,8s be arbitrary with |V | “ n ě 2 and 1 ď |V`| “

m ď n. Suppose that tPpn, iq : 0 ď i ď m ´ 1u and tPpn ´ 1, iq : 0 ď i ď n ´ 1u all hold.
For arbitrary o P V , we will show that (1.3) holds, which will conclude the induction step
(:).

First consider the case V` “ tou, so that hv “ 0 for all v ‰ o. We then have

xσoyg`h “ tanhpλpgq ` go ` hoq and xσoyg´h “ tanhpλpgq ` go ´ hoq, (2.3)

where λpgq is the effective field induced by other spins on σo; more precisely, if we set rg :“ g

except that rgo :“ 0, then the marginal distribution of σo under µrg is the same as in a single
spin system with external field λpgq (compare with (2.1)), with

e2λpgq “
µrgpσo “ `1q

µrgpσo “ ´1q
“

ř
σ:σo“`1 exp

! ř
u„v Juvσuσv `

ř
uPV ztou guσu

)

ř
σ:σo“´1 exp

! ř
u„v Juvσuσv `

ř
uPV ztou guσu

) . (2.4)

This then implies
µg˘hpσo“`1q
µg˘hpσo“´1q “ e2pλpgq`go˘hoq and (2.3). Note that when g ” 0, λpgq “ 0

by symmetry. Since we have proved (1.3) for the case |V | “ |V`| “ 1, we have

xσoyg`h ´ xσoyg´h “ tanhpλpgq ` go ` hoq ´ tanhpλpgq ` go ´ hoq

ď tanhphoq ´ tanhp´hoq “ xσoyh ´ xσoy´h.
(2.5)

This proves (1.3) for the case V` “ tou.
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Now consider the case V` ‰ tou and |V`| ě 1. There must exist v P V ztou with hv ą 0.
We can perform the decomposition

xσoy˘h “ µ˘hpσv “ 1qxσo|σv “ 1y˘h ` µ˘hpσv “ ´1qxσo|σv “ ´1y˘h,

xσoyg˘h “ µg˘hpσv “ 1qxσo|σv “ 1yg˘h ` µg˘hpσv “ ´1qxσo|σv “ ´1yg˘h,
(2.6)

where x¨|¨y¨ denotes conditional expectation.
Before giving the actual proof, we first give some heuristics. To be able to apply the

induction hypothesis, the key idea is to replace the marginal distribution of σv under µh

by that of a mixture between µ
p0q
h and µ

p8q
h , where µ

paq
h denotes the measure with external

field h, but hv is reset to the value a. More precisely, there exists a unique α P r0, 1s such
that

xσvyh “ αxσvy
p0q
h ` p1 ´ αqxσvy

p8q
h “ αxσvy

p0q
h ` p1 ´ αq,

xσvy´h “ αxσvy
p0q
´h ` p1 ´ αqxσvy

p´8q
´h “ αxσvy

p0q
´h ´ p1 ´ αq,

(2.7)

where x¨y
paq
˘h denotes expectation with respect to µ

paq
˘h, and we used that σv “ ˘1 when the

field at v is ˘8. Since xσvyh “ 2µhpσv “ 1q ´ 1, the decomposition in the first identity in

(2.7) remains equivalent if we replace xσvy
p¨q
h by µ

p¨q
h pσv “ 1q. In particular, the marginal

distribution of σv under µh is a mixture of the law of σv under µ
p0q
h and µ

p8q
h , with coefficients

α and 1´α respectively. Substituting this decomposition into (2.6) and using the fact that
xσo|σv “ ˘1yh does not depend on hv, we obtain

xσoy˘h “ αxσoy
p0q
˘h ` p1 ´ αqxσoy

p˘8q
˘h . (2.8)

If we can find some H such that the law of σv under µg˘h can be similarly decomposed

as the mixture of the law of σv under µ
pHq
g˘h (the same H in both µ

pHq
g˘h) and µ

p˘8q
g˘h with the

same mixture coefficient α, then substituting this decomposition into (2.6) gives

xσoyg˘h “ αxσoy
pHq
g˘h ` p1 ´ αqxσoy

p˘8q
g˘h . (2.9)

The desired bound (1.3) would then follow from

xσoy
pHq
g`h ´ xσoy

pHq
g´h ď xσoy

p0q
h ´ xσoy

p0q
´h,

xσoy
p8q
g`h ´ xσoy

p´8q
g´h ď xσoy

p8q
h ´ xσoy

p´8q
´h ,

(2.10)

both of which follow from the assumption in (:) that tPpn, iq : 0 ď i ď m ´ 1u and
tPpn ´ 1, iq : 0 ď i ď n ´ 1u all hold, because in the first case, |V`| has been reduced by
1 since the field at v has been set to the common value H. In the second case, σv has the
same effect as adding an additional field of ˘Juv to all the neighbours u „ v if the field at
v is ˘8, which changes hu to hu ` Juv . With this change in the field h, we can remove v

from the graph and reduce |V | by 1.
Unfortunately, we cannot expect (2.9) to hold with the same choice of H for both xσoyg˘h.

However, we only need to bound the change of the l.h.s. of (2.9) by the change of its r.h.s.
as we change the field from g ´ h to g ` h. This can be accomplished with the help of the
following lemma.

Lemma 2.1. Assume that G, g : V Ñ R, h : V Ñ r0,8s satisfy |V | “ n ě 2, 1 ď |V`| “
m ď n, and hv ą 0 for some v P V . Suppose that the assumptions in p:q hold for pn,mq.
Let α be defined as in (2.7). Then for all c`, c´ ě 0, we can find H such that

c`xσvyg`h ´ c´xσvyg´h ď c`

´
αxσvy

pHq
g`h ` 1 ´ α

¯
´ c´

´
αxσvy

pHq
g´h ´ p1 ´ αq

¯
. (2.11)
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We now show how Lemma 2.1 can be used to prove (1.3) and conclude the induction
step (:). Using (2.6) and xσvyg˘h “ 2µg˘hpσv “ 1q ´1 “ 1´2µg˘hpσv “ ´1q, we can write

xσoyg˘h (2.12)

“
1

2

´
xσo|σv “ 1yg˘h ` xσo|σv “ ´1yg˘h

¯

`
´
µg˘hpσv “ 1q ´

1

2

¯
xσo|σv “ 1yg˘h `

´
µg˘hpσv “ ´1q ´

1

2

¯
xσo|σv “ ´1yg˘h

“
1

2

´
xσo|σv “ 1yg˘h ` xσo|σv “ ´1yg˘h

¯
`

xσvyg˘h

2

`
xσo|σv “ 1yg˘h ´ xσo|σv “ ´1yg˘h

˘
.

Let c˘ :“ 1
2

`
xσo|σv “ 1yg˘h ´ xσo|σv “ ´1yg˘h

˘
, which are both non-negative by the FKG

inequality for the Ising model (see [FV17, Section 3.6.2]). We then have

xσoyg`h ´ xσoyg´h

“
1

2

´
xσo|σv “ 1yg`h ` xσo|σv “ ´1yg`h

¯
´

1

2

´
xσo|σv “ 1yg´h ` xσo|σv “ ´1yg´h

¯

`
´
c`xσvyg`h ´ c´xσvyg´h

¯
, (2.13)

where we can apply Lemma 2.1 to bound

c`xσvyg`h ´ c´xσvyg´h

ď c`

´
αxσvy

pHq
g`h ` p1 ´ αqxσvy

p8q
g`h

¯
´ c´

´
αxσvy

pHq
g´h ` p1 ´ αqxσvy

p´8q
g´h

¯
,

(2.14)

which replaces xσvyg`h by a mixture of xσvy
pHq
g`h and xσvy

p8q
g`h, and similarly for xσvyg´h.

Substituting this bound into (2.13) gives

xσoyg`h ´ xσoyg´h

ď
1

2

´
xσo|σv “ 1yg`h ` xσo|σv “ ´1yg`h

¯
´

1

2

´
xσo|σv “ 1yg´h ` xσo|σv “ ´1yg´h

¯

` c`

´
αxσvy

pHq
g`h ` p1 ´ αqxσvy

p8q
g`h

¯
´ c´

´
αxσvy

pHq
g´h ` p1 ´ αqxσvy

p´8q
g´h

¯

“ α

#
1

2

´
xσo|σv “ 1yg`h ` xσo|σv “ ´1yg`h

¯
´

1

2

´
xσo|σv “ 1yg´h ` xσo|σv “ ´1yg´h

¯

` c`xσvy
pHq
g`h ´ c´xσvy

pHq
g´h

+
(2.15)

`p1 ´ αq

#
1

2

´
xσo|σv “ 1yg`h ` xσo|σv “ ´1yg`h

¯
´

1

2

´
xσo|σv “ 1yg´h ` xσo|σv “ ´1yg´h

¯

` c`xσvy
p8q
g`h ´ c´xσvy

p´8q
g´h

+
. (2.16)

Note that xσo|σv “ ˘1yg˘h and c˘ do not depend on the external field at v. Therefore we
can apply (2.13) to (2.15) (with gv “ H and hv “ 0) and (2.16) (with Hv “ 8) to rewrite
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the bound as

xσoyg`h ´ xσoyg´h ď α
`
xσoy

pHq
g`h ´ xσoy

pHq
g´h

˘
` p1 ´ αq

`
xσoy

p8q
g`h ´ xσoy

p´8q
g´h

˘

ď α
`
xσoy

p0q
h ´ xσoy

p0q
´h

˘
` p1 ´ αq

`
xσoy

p8q
h ´ xσoy

p´8q
´h

˘

“ xσoyh ´ xσoy´h,

(2.17)

where we applied (2.10) in the second inequality and (2.8) in the equality. This concludes
the proof of the induction step (:). It only remains to prove Lemma 2.1, which will be
carried out below. �

Proof of Lemma 2.1. By scaling, it suffices to consider

c` “ sin2θ and c´ “ cos2θ for θ P r0, π{2s. (2.18)

Consider the measures µ
p0q
h , µ

pgvq
g`h and µ

pgvq
g´h, and let z, x, y be respectively the effective field

on σv under these measures (compare with (2.3)). Namely,

tanh z “ xσvy
p0q
h , tanhx “ xσvy

pgvq
g`h, tanh y “ xσvy

pgvq
g´h. (2.19)

Note that x, y P R because g : V Ñ R, and tanhx ě tanh y, i.e., x ě y.
By the definition of α in (2.7), we have

tanhpz ` hvq “ α tanh z ` 1 ´ α

Therefore

α “
1 ´ tanhpz ` hvq

1 ´ tanh z
“

1 ´ tanh z`tanhhv

1`tanh z tanh hv

1 ´ tanh z
“

1 ´ tanhhv

1 ` tanh z tanhhv
, (2.20)

where we used tanhpa ` bq “ tanh a`tanh b
1`tanh a tanh b

.

Also observe that, by the induction hypothesis (i.e., the assumption in (:)), we have

tanhx ´ tanh y “ xσvy
pgvq
g`h ´ xσvy

pgvq
g´h ď xσvy

p0q
h ´ xσvy

p0q
´h “ 2 tanh z. (2.21)

The inequality (2.11) can then be reformulated as showing that, under the constraints x ě y

and tanhx ´ tanh y ď 2 tanh z, we always have

F pθ, x, y, hvq :“ sin2θ tanhpx ` hvq ´ cos2θ tanhpy ´ hvq ` αp1 ´ Mθq ´ 1 ď 0, (2.22)

where

Mθ :“ sup
H

´
sin2θ xσvy

pHq
g`h ´ cos2θ xσvy

pHq
g´h

¯
“ sup

H

´
sin2θ xσvy

pgv`Hq
g`h ´ cos2θ xσvy

pgv`Hq
g´h

¯

“ sup
H

´
sin2θ tanhpx ` Hq ´ cos2θ tanhpy ` Hq

¯
. (2.23)

Note that 1´Mθ ě 0 and α is monotonically decreasing in z. To prove (2.22), it suffices to

consider the worst case scenario where z takes its minimal value with tanh z “ tanh x´tanh y
2

.
In the definition of F in (2.22), we can therefore set

α “
1 ´ tanhhv

1 ` 1
2
ptanhx ´ tanh yq tanhhv

P r0, 1s. (2.24)

To simplify notation, we make the following change of variables:

a :“ tanhx, b :“ tanh y, c :“ tanhhv , (2.25)
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where ´1 ă b ď a ă 1 and c P r0, 1s. We can then rewrite F in (2.22) as

F pθ, a, b, cq :“ sin2θ
a ` c

1 ` ac
´ cos2θ

b ´ c

1 ´ bc
`

1 ´ c

1 ` 1
2
pa ´ bqc

p1 ´ Mθq ´ 1

“ p1 ´ cq
! 1 ´ Mθ

1 ` 1
2

pa ´ bqc
´

´
sin2θ

1 ´ a

1 ` ac
` cos2θ

1 ` b

1 ´ bc

¯)
,

(2.26)

where we simplified the expression, using 1 “ sin2θ ` cos2θ. Note that F “ 0 when c “ 1.
To show F ď 0 for c P r0, 1q, it then suffices to show that

1 ´ Mθ

1 ` 1
2

pa ´ bqc
ď sin2θ

1 ´ a

1 ` ac
` cos2θ

1 ` b

1 ´ bc
. (2.27)

Denoting d :“ tanhH and using tanhpx ` Hq “ tanh x`tanhH
1`tanh x tanhH

“ a`d
1`ad

, we note that

1 ´ Mθ “ inf
dPr´1,1s

´
1 ´ sin2θ

a ` d

1 ` ad
` cos2θ

b ` d

1 ` bd

¯

“ inf
dPr´1,1s

´
sin2θ

p1 ´ aqp1 ´ dq

1 ` ad
` cos2θ

p1 ` bqp1 ` dq

1 ` bd

¯
.

(2.28)

Substituting this into (2.27), multiplying both sides by 1 ` 1
2

pa ´ bqc ą 0, and comparing

the coefficients of sin2θ and cos2θ, we note that (2.27), and hence Lemma 2.1, would follow
if for all ´1 ă b ď a ă 1, c P r0, 1q and θ P r0, π{2s, we can find d P r´1, 1s such that

p1 ´ aqp1 ´ dq

1 ` ad
ď

´
1 `

1

2
pa ´ bqc

¯ 1 ´ a

1 ` ac
,

p1 ` bqp1 ` dq

1 ` bd
ď

´
1 `

1

2
pa ´ bqc

¯ 1 ` b

1 ´ bc
,

(2.29)

which is further equivalent to

1 ` ac

1 ` 1
2
pa ´ bqc

ď
1 ` ad

1 ´ d
,

1 ´ bc

1 ` 1
2
pa ´ bqc

ď
1 ` bd

1 ` d
.

(2.30)

Note that the two l.h.s. sum up to 2. Also note that the two inequalities are invariant under
the change of variables pa, b, dq Ñ p´b,´a,´dq, so we may assume w.l.o.g. that a ` b ě 0,
which implies a ě 0 and the l.h.s. of the first inequality is greater than or equal to 1. Note
that as d increases from 0 to 1, the r.h.s. of the first inequality increases from 1 to 8, and
hence there exists d P r0, 1s such that the first inequality becomes equality. The second
inequality then follows if we show that for all d P r0, 1s, the sum of the two r.h.s. is greater
than or equal to 2. This is verified by the following calculation:

1 ` ad

1 ´ d
`

1 ` bd

1 ` d
ě 2 ðñ 2 ` pa ` bqd ` pa ´ bqd2 ě 2p1 ´ d2q

ðñ pa ` bqd ` p2 ` a ´ bqd2 ě 0,

which holds when a ` b ě 0 and d P r0, 1s. �
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3. Proof of Corollaries 1.3 and 1.8

Proof of Corollary 1.3. This follows from (1.3) by the observation that

xσuσvyg ´ xσuygxσvyg “
Bxσuyg

Bgv
“ lim

aÓ0

xσuyg`aδv ´ xσuyg´aδv

2a

ď lim
aÓ0

xσuyaδv ´ xσuy´aδv

2a
“

Bxσuy0
Bgv

ˇ̌
ˇ
gv“0

“ xσuσvy0.

We also give an alternative proof as follows. First we write the l.h.s. of (1.4) as

xpσu ´ xσuygqσvyg

“ µgpσv “ 1qxσu ´ xσuyg|σv “ 1yg ´ µgpσv “ ´1qxσu ´ xσuyg|σv “ ´1yg,
(3.1)

where x¨|σv “ ˘1yg denotes conditional expectation conditioned on σv “ ˘1. Note that

xσu ´ xσuyg|σv “ 1yg

“ xσu|σv “ 1yg ´
´
µgpσv “ 1qxσu|σv “ 1yg ` µgpσv “ ´1qxσu|σv “ ´1yg

¯

“ µgpσv “ ´1q
´

xσu|σv “ 1yg ´ xσu|σv “ ´1yg

¯
.

Similarly, we find

xσu ´ xσuyg|σv “ ´1yg “ ´µgpσv “ 1q
´

xσu|σv “ 1yg ´ xσu|σv “ ´1yg

¯
.

Substituting these two identities into (3.1) then gives

xσuσvyg ´ xσuygxσvyg “ 2µgpσv “ 1qµgpσv “ ´1q
´

xσu|σv “ 1yg ´ xσu|σv “ ´1yg

¯
. (3.2)

Note that µgpσv “ 1qµgpσv “ ´1q ď 1{4 “ µ0pσv “ 1qµ0pσv “ ´1q, while

xσu|σv “ 1yg ´ xσu|σv “ ´1yg ď xσu|σv “ 1y0 ´ xσu|σv “ ´1y0

by Theorem 1.1 with h “ 8 at v and h “ 0 elsewhere. These two bounds then imply (1.4)
since (3.2) also holds when g ” 0, where xσuy0 “ xσvy0 “ 0 by symmetry. �

Proof of Corollary 1.8. Fix a finite set V Ă Z
d for some d ě 2, with external boundary

BV . Let β ă βc, and choose any h : V Ñ R and boundary condition τ : BV Ñ t˘1u. Let
y P BV be arbitrary, and τy be obtained from τ by flipping the spin τy. Let ∆ Ă V be
arbitrary.

Let R :“ tdpy,∆q{2u, and let S :“ tx P Z
d : |x ´ y|1 “ Ru, the l1 sphere of radius R

centered at y, which separates y from ∆. We may assume R is sufficiently large, otherwise
(1.6) holds by choosing a large prefactor C. First note that

}µτ,h
V,β|∆ ´ µ

τy,h
V,β |∆}TV ď }µτ,h

V,β|SXV ´ µ
τy,h
V,β |SXV }TV ,

because ∆ is contained in a subset of V with boundary spins pτvq|v´y|1ěR and pσvqvPSXV ,

and conditioned on pσvqvPSXV , the law of pσvqvP∆ is the same under both µ
τ,h
V,β and µ

τy,h
V,β .

Therefore it suffices to prove (1.6) with S X V in place of ∆.
Label the vertices in S X V by v1, . . . , vn, with n :“ |S X V |. We proceed by successively

coupling the spins σv1 , . . . , σvn under the two measures µ
τ,h
V,β and µ

τy,h
V,β . By Theorem 1.1,

ˇ̌
xσv1yτ,hV,β ´ xσv1yτ

y ,h
V,β

ˇ̌
ď xσv1yy`

V,β ´ xσv1yy´
V,β “ 2xσyσv1yV Ytyu,β

ď 2xσyσv1yZd,β ď C1e
´C2R,

(3.3)



A NEW CORRELATION INEQUALITY FOR ISING MODELS 11

where x¨yy˘
V,β denotes expectation w.r.t. the Ising measure with zero external field and free

boundary condition, except for a single boundary spin at y P BV with value ˘1; x¨yΛ,β
corresponds to the free boundary condition in a domain Λ with zero external field; the
second inequality in (3.3) is a consequence of the GKS inequality [FV17, Section 3.6.1]
since the coupling constants J over the edges connecting V Y tyu and pV Y tyuqc are
increased from 0 to 1; the last inequality in (3.3) holds because β ă βc [ABF87]. Since
xσvy “ 2µpσv “ 1q ´ 1, (3.3) implies

ˇ̌
µ
τ,h
V,βpσv1 “ 1q ´ µ

τy,h
V,β pσv1 “ 1q

ˇ̌
ď

C1

2
e´C2R. (3.4)

We can therefore construct a coupling pσv1 , σ
y
v1q such that the marginal laws of the two

components equal that of the spin at v1 under µ
τ,h
V,β and µ

τy ,h
V,β , respectively, while Ppσv1 ‰

σ
y
v1q ď C1e

´C2R.
Conditioned on pσv1 , σ

y
v1q with σv1 “ σ

y
v1 “: τv1 , we can then couple pσv2 , σ

y
v2q such that

the marginal laws of the two components equal that of the spin at v2, conditioned on the

spin at v1 being equal to τv1 and under µ
τ,h
V,β and µ

τy,h
V,β , respectively. This conditioning

effectively imposes an additional boundary condition τv1 at v1. But the new boundary
conditions tτ, τv1u and tτy, τv1u still differ only at y. So the calculations leading to (3.4)
remains valid, which implies that we can define a coupling of pσv2 , σ

y
v2q such that

Ppσv2 ‰ σy
v2

|pσv1 , σ
y
v1

qq ¨ 1tσv1
“σ

y
v1

u ď C1e
´C2R.

We can then iterate this procedure to obtain a coupling between pσvqvPSXV and pσy
v qvPSXV ,

whose laws equal that of the spins in S X V under µ
τ,h
V,β and µ

τy ,h
V,β , respectively, while

PppσvqvPSXV “ pσy
v qvPSXV q ě p1 ´ C1e

´C2Rq|SXV | ě 1 ´ C1|S X V |e´C2R.

Since |S X V | ď cRd´1 “ cepd´1q logR, this implies (1.6) with S X V in place of ∆. �

Appendix A. Some Counterexamples

In this section, we give the counterexamples mentioned in Remarks 1.2 and 1.4.

Counterexample for Remark 1.2. Consider V “ t´2,´1, 0, 1, 2u with edges between
neighbouring integers and Je “ 1 for every edge e. Let g´2 “ g´1 “ ´2 and g0 “ 0. It
is possible to choose g1 ă 2 ă g2 such that the effective field on σ0 induced by spins to
its left pcf. (2.4) belowq exactly cancels out the field induced by spins to its right. If we
choose hi “ 1ti“0u, then xσ0yg`h´xσ0yg´h “ xσ0yh´xσ0y´h already achieves the maximum.
Changing g to λg, say for λ P p0, 1q, in general breaks the balance between the effective
fields induced on σ0 by spins to its left and right, which leads to strictly smaller values of
xσ0yλg`h ´ xσ0yλg´h psee (2.2)q. �

Counterexample for Remark 1.4. Consider a tree with root u and three leaves v, a, b.
Assume that Jua P p0, 1q and Juv “ Jub “ 1. Consider rg with rgu “ rgv “ 0 and rgb “ 1. Then
we can find rga ă ´1 such that the effective field on σu induced by σa pcf. (2.4)q exactly
cancels out the field induced by σb, which implies that equality holds in (1.4) with g “ rg. If
we replace g “ λrg, then because the effective fields induced by σa and σb on σu are distinct
non-linear functions of λ, we can find λ0 P p0, 1q such that σa and σb together induce a
non-zero effective field on σu. Under the external field λ0rg, inequality in (1.4) can be seen
to be strict. This implies that the l.h.s. of (1.4) with g “ λrg is not monotonically decreasing
in λ ě 0. We can also construct an example with J ” 1 by inserting a vertex ra between u
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and a. This has the same effect as having an effective coupling Jua P p0, 1q between u and
a with e2Jua “ cosh 2,∗ which is just the example we already constructed. �
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