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Abstract

Dobrushin and Tirozzi [14] showed that, for a Gibbs measure with the finite-range potential, the Local Central

Limit Theorem is implied by the Integral Central Limit Theorem. Campanino, Capocaccia, and Tirozzi [7]

extended this result for a family of Gibbs measures for long-range pair potentials satisfying certain conditions.

We are able to show for a family of Gibbs measures for long-range pair potentials not satisfying the conditions

given in [7], that at sufficiently high temperatures, if the Integral Central Limit Theorem holds for a given

sequence of Gibbs measures, then the Local Central Limit Theorem also holds for the same sequence. We also

extend [7] when the state space is general, provided that it is equipped with a finite measure.
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Keywords and phrases: Local Central Limit Theorem, Central Limit Theorem, High Tem-
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1 Introduction

The Central Limit Theorem is one of the fundamental results of Probability Theory. It
states that under certain conditions, the properly scaled sum of independent and identically
distributed (i.i.d) random variables converges, as the number of terms tends to infinity to a
Normal random variable. However, one aspect that is missing from the Central Limit Theorem
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is, for instance, the rate of convergence to the limiting Normal distribution. One way to
generalize the Central Limit Theorem is the celebrated Berry-Esseen Theorem [5, 16] that
provides a more quantitative statement, namely providing the rate at which the convergence
takes place.

The Central Limit Theorem was studied for random fields generated by models coming
from Statistical Mechanics (see [4, 6, 9, 10, 11, 18, 24, 26, 27, 29, 30, 32, 34, 35, 36, 37, 38,
39, 42, 43, 45, 46] for various techniques of proof). The fact that the Central Limit Theorem
holds for models satisfying the FKG inequality and that have a finite susceptibility was proved
in [41], extending the work in [40] that considers only monotonic functionals of the random
variables. Künsch studied the model in more generality in [31], and he provided applications
of the Central Limit Theorem and the second derivative of the pressure. That work provides
an example on which it is known that the Central Limit Theorem holds in more generality
than the case of discrete-valued spins considered in [7]. Moreover, Central Limit Theorems
for the Ising ferromagnet in two or more dimensions are obtained in [22, 23, 33, 44].

Local Central Limit Theorems are also a way to provide a more refined result than the
Central Limit Theorem. Their importance in Statistical Mechanics was noticed in the study
of a family of models (see [7, 8, 12, 14]) in which the authors prove that assuming the Central
Limit Theorem holds for a random field defined on Z

d, then the Local Central Limit Theorem
will hold as well. In particular, in [14] the authors proved it for the short-range potentials,
while [7] showed it for a family of long-range potentials. Local Central Limit Theorems are
important in Statistical Mechanics since, with their help, one can deduce the equivalence of
the Canonical Ensemble and the Grand-Canonical Ensemble for spin systems and for particle
systems (see [14, 8] for more details).

In this paper, we consider a sufficiently high temperature regime, and we prove that for
Gibbs fields with spins taking values in a measurable set E, equipped with a measure λ,
with the condition λ(E) < ∞, for which the Central Limit Theorem is satisfied, then the
Local Central Limit Theorem also holds. Our result complements [7] where some families
of absolutely summable long-range potentials that fail the condition in [7] still satisfy the
result at sufficiently high temperatures. We also extend [7] where only discrete value spins
are considered.

Our proof is similar to the proof in [7]. It uses the study of the characteristic functions
of the random field for small and big values of the parameter. The analysis of these cases is
done in two separate lemmas in Section 4 that use different techniques. They both rely on the
analysis of the cluster expansion done in Section 3. The main difference is the technique to
show the absolute convergence of the cluster expansion, since this method is model dependent.
While in [7] they construct walks from polymers (see Theorem 3.2 in [7]), we adapted the proof
from [20], Chapter 5, for sufficiently high temperatures. See [17] for results about convergence
of cluster expansions.

As an application of our main result, we consider the one-dimensional long-range Ising
models with polynomially decaying interaction Jxy = |x− y|−2+α, with 0 ≤ α < 1. Because
of this particular long-range interaction, these models undergo a phase transition at low
temperatures, and the conditions in [7] fail for them. As a second application of our main
result, we have obtained that for the models considered in [31] for which the Central Limit
Theorem holds, we have that the Local Central Limit Theorem holds as well at sufficiently
high temperatures.

The paper is divided into several sections, the first one being the Introduction. Section
2 introduces the models, the Local Central Limit Theorem, our main result, and some ap-
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plications. In Section 3 we perform the cluster expansion corresponding to our model and
obtain the absolute convergence of the corresponding series at sufficiently high temperatures.
In Section 4 we prove our main result. Section 4 is divided into two further subsections, each
of them proves Theorem 1 assuming the condition (1) and (2) given in the theorem.

2 The Models

2.1 Definitions and Notation

We consider the lattice set S = Z
d with d ≥ 1. The state space (E,E , λ) is a measurable

space equipped with a finite measure λ. Let Ω = EZd
and (Ω,F ) be the configuration space,

where F is the σ-algebra generated by the cylinder sets. We denote by σ = (σi)i∈Zd ∈ Ω a
configuration in Z

d, and for a subset Λ ⊂ Z
d, we denote by σΛ = (σi)i∈Λ a configuration in

Λ. We use the notation Λ ⋐ Z
d to denote that Λ is a finite subset on Z

d. For Λ ⋐ Z
d, let FΛ

be the smallest σ-algebra on Ω containing {σ∆ ∈ A} over all ∆ ⊂ Λ, A ∈ E ∆.

For each x, y ∈ Z
d with x 6= y, Φ{x,y} : Ω → R is a F{x,y}-measurable function. The

collection Φ = {Φ{x,y}}x,y∈Zd is called a potential. We say that a potential is absolutely
summable if

|||Φ||| := sup
x∈Zd

∑

y∈Zd

y 6=x

‖Φ{x,y}‖ < ∞, (2.1)

where ‖·‖ denotes the sup-norm. We also assume that the potentials are translation-invariant.

Define the Hamiltonian in a finite set Λ with boundary condition ω ∈ Ω associated to the
potential Φ by

Hω
Λ(σ) =

∑

x,y∈Λ
x 6=y

Φ{x,y}(σ) +
∑

x∈Λ
y/∈Λ

Φ{x,y}(σΛωΛc), (2.2)

where the configuration ((σΛωΛc)x)x∈Zd means

(σΛωΛc)x =

{

σx if x ∈ Λ

ωx if x /∈ Λ
. (2.3)

For each A ∈ FΛ and ω ∈ Ω, we define the finite volume Gibbs measure in Λ with boundary
condition ω and inverse temperature β > 0 by

µω
Λ,β (σ) =

e−βHω
Λ (σ)

Zω
Λ,β

, (2.4)

where Zω
Λ,β is the partition function given by

Zω
Λ,β =

∫

EΛ

e−βHω
Λ (σ)

∏

x∈Λ
λ(dσx). (2.5)

2.2 Local Central Limit Theorem

We say that the random variable X is lattice distributed if there exist integer number a and
h > 0 such that all possible values of X may be represented in the form a + bh, where the
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parameter b can assume any integer values. We call h the span of the distribution. The
distribution span h is maximal if, no matter what the choice of b ∈ Z and h1 > h, it is
impossible to represent all possible values of X in the form a + bh1. In this paper, we will
always consider the span of the distribution to be maximal.

Consider f : Ω → Z be a F0-measurable function, where 0 is the origin of the lattice Z
d.

By abuse of notation, we will frequently look f as f ◦ π0, where π0 : Ω → E is the projection
function defined by π0(σ) = σ0. Define

Varλ(f) = λ
(
(f − λ(f))2

)
. (2.6)

If f is bounded, i.e., ‖f‖ < ∞, then λ(f) < ∞ and Varλ(f) < ∞. Note that, if Varλ(f) > 0,
then f is not λ-a.s. constant. For each x ∈ Z

d, define θx : Ω → Ω be the shift operator
(θxσ)y = σx+y, for all y ∈ Z

d.

For a finite cube Λk ⋐ Z
d given by Λk = [−k, k]d, define, for a fixed σ ∈ Ω,

Sk(f) =
∑

x∈Λk

f ◦ θx(σ) and S̄k(f) =
Sk(f)− µω

Λk,β
(Sk(f))√

Dk
, (2.7)

where Dk = Dk(f) = µω
Λk,β

((Sk(f) − µω
Λk,β

(Sk(f)))
2) denotes the variance of Sk(f). For

simplicity, we will use the notations Sk = Sk(f) and S̄k = S̄k(f).

For a sequence of increasing cubes (Λk)k≥1 in Z
d, and for a sequence of boundary conditions

(ωk)k≥1, we say that the f -integral central limit theorem holds the the sequence (µωk

Λk,β
)k≥1 if

the following three conditions are satisfied:

(i) limk→∞Dk/|Λk| = L,

(ii) L > 0,

(iii) For every τ ∈ R,

lim
k→∞

µωk

Λk,β
(S̄k ≤ τ) =

1√
2π

∫ τ

−∞
e−z2/2 dz. (2.8)

Suppose that f ◦ θx is a lattice distributed random variable for every x ∈ Z
d with the

same a ∈ Z and maximal h > 0. Throughout the paper, each time we use f ◦ θx is lattice
distributed in the statements of the results we mean that we pick the same a and h for every
x ∈ Z

d. If f is bounded, then the possible values for f are a + bh where b is in the set
{p, p+1, . . . , q} for some integers p < q. In this case, the possible values for Sk are |Λk|a+ bh
where b ∈ Bk := {p|Λk|, p|Λk|+ 1, . . . , q|Λk|}. We also define B := {p, . . . , q}.

Define

zk,b =
|Λk|a+ bh− µωk

Λk,β
(Sk)√

Dk
. (2.9)

We say that the f -local central limit theorem holds for the sequence of Gibbs measures
(µωk

Λk,β
)k≥1 if the conditions (i) and (ii) are satisfied, and

lim
k→∞

sup
b∈Bk

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

√
Dk

h
µωk

Λk,β
(Sk = |Λk|a+ bh)− 1√

2π
exp

(

−
z2k,b
2

)∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
= 0. (2.10)

The definition above comes from the version of the Local Limit Theorem for the lattice
distributed random variables. For more details, see [25].
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Remark 1: The Local Limit Theorem in Gnedenko’s book (Chapter 8 in [25]) for the
i.i.d. lattice distributed random variables states that it is necessary and sufficient that the
distribution span h to be maximal. Note that, in our case, we will assume that h is maximal.

Our main result is the following.

Theorem 1. Suppose that Φ is a translation invariant and absolutely summable potential,
and f : Ω → Z is a bounded F0-measurable function satisfying Varλ(f) > 0 and f ◦ θx is a
lattice distributed random variable for every x ∈ Z

d. Assume one of the following conditions,

1. the inverse temperature β is sufficiently small.

2. the potential Φ satisfies

∑

x∈Zd

x 6=0

‖Φ{x,0}‖1/2< ∞ and sup
‖x‖≥r

‖Φ{x,0}‖ > 0 for every r > 0. (2.11)

If the f -integral central limit theorem holds for a given sequence of Gibbs measures (µωk

Λk,β
)k≥1,

then the f -local central limit theorem holds for the same sequence of Gibbs measures.

The condition (2) of Theorem 1 is an extension of the result in [7], in the sense that we
extend the result for a general two-body potentials and a general state space provided with a
finite measure. Note that there are absolutely summable potentials for which the condition
(2.11) fails, for instance, the long-range Ising model (see Section 2.3). We are able to show
that the result in [7] is still true when we assume sufficiently high temperatures.

Remark 2: For the many-body interaction potential case, we believe that the absolute
summability condition should be replaced with the condition in the respective norm for the
convergence of the corresponding cluster expansion (see [20, 24]). We expect that Theorem 1
holds true at sufficiently high temperatures for the many-body interaction potential.

Remark 3: Dobrushin-Tirozzi [14] showed that if the short-range potential is bounded and
translation-invariant, then given that CLT holds one can prove LLT as well. Note that their
result holds for every temperature. We also expect that our result can be extended to any
temperature.

Remark 4: In the case when the model has a second order phase transition, we are uncertain
to conclude Local Central Limit Theorem at the critical temperature. For instance, the 2D
nearest-neighbor ferromagnetic Ising model has a second order phase transition (the result is
true for every d ≥ 2, see [2, 3, 47]). However, at the critical temperature Tc, the susceptibility
diverges. Thus, we cannot apply the result in [41] to show the validity of the Central Limit
Theorem. For the 2D Ising model with short-range interactions it is known [28] that at the
critical temperature, the CLT of another natural quantity that is the magnetization gives a
non-Gaussian distribution in the limit compared with the off-critical situations where the CLT
gives a Gaussian distribution.
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As in [7], to obtain the main result, we use the following estimate

sup
b∈Bk

2π

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

√
Dk

h
µωk

Λk,β
(Sk = |Λk|a+ bh)− 1√

2π
exp

(

−
z2k,b
2

)∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

(2.12)

≤
∫ B

−B

∣
∣
∣µ

ωk

Λk,β

(
exp

(
itS̄k

))
− exp

(
−t2/2

)
∣
∣
∣ dt

+

∫

|t|≥B
exp

(
−t2/2

)
dt+

∫

B<|t|<δ
√
Dk

∣
∣
∣µ

ωk

Λk,β

(
exp(itS̄k)

)
∣
∣
∣dt

+

∫

δ
√
Dk≤|t|≤π

h

√
Dk

∣
∣
∣µ

ωk

Λk,β

(
exp

(
itS̄k

))
∣
∣
∣ dt.

If B is large enough, the first integral is small by the Central Limit Theorem, and the
second integral is also small. The third and fourth integrals follow from Lemma 2 and 3 for
Theorem 1 condition (1), and from Lemma 4 and 5 for condition (2). All these lemmas will
be proved in Section 4. The proofs are adaptation of Lemma 2.2 and 2.3 in [7].

2.3 Applications

Before the proof of Theorem 1, let us present some applications.

2.3.1 Long-Range Ising Model

Let Ω = {−1, 1}Z be the set of configurations σ = (σx)x∈Z on Z. The Hamiltonian in a finite
set Λ with boundary condition ω is given by

Hω
Λ(σ) = −

∑

{x,y}⊂Λ
x 6=y

J(|x− y|)σxσy −
∑

x∈Λ
y/∈Λ

J(|x− y|)σxωy, (2.13)

where the coupling constants Jx,y = J(|x− y|), with x 6= y, are defined by

J(|x− y|) =
{

J if |x− y| = 1

|x− y|−2+α if |x− y| > 1
(2.14)

where J(1) = J > 0 and 0 ≤ α < 1. It is known that these models undergo a phase transition
at low temperatures [15, 21], they satisfy FKG inequality [19] and have finite susceptibility at
high temperatures [1].

As a first main application we obtain the Local Central Limit Theorem in the case of
the long-range Ising model defined above. The fact that the Central Limit Theorem holds in
the case of the long-range Ising model follows from [41]. In [41], it is proved that for models
satisfying FKG inequality and that have finite susceptibility, the Central Limit Theorem holds
for not necessarily monotonic functions of the random variables. This result extends the work
in [40] where the functions of the random variables are assumed to be monotonic.

The Local Central Limit Theorem for these models at high temperatures is obtained as
an application of our main result for E = {−1, 1} and f(σ) = σ0. Moreover, note that the
sum in (2.11) diverges for this model.
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2.3.2 Gibbs Fields in a Compact Metric Space

Under the Dobrushin’s Uniqueness Condition [13], the work in [31] proves that the Central
Limit Theorem holds true for Gibbs fields with spins taking values in a compact metric space.
In addition, in [31] the assumption of the finite range of the potential previously considered
in [14] is discarded.

Thus, in our case as a second application, using our results we obtain that, at sufficiently
high temperatures, the Local Central Limit Theorem holds true for the models considered in
[31]. These models extend the work in [7] that treats only the case of discrete values for the
spins, as well as the work in [14], where a Local Central Limit Theorem is obtained under the
assumption on the finite-range of the potential.

3 Cluster Expansion at High Temperatures

In this section, we are going to develop the cluster expansion at sufficiently high temperatures

to control the absolute value of the characteristic function
∣
∣
∣µ

ωk

Λk,β

(
exp

(
itS̄k

))
∣
∣
∣ (see (2.12)).

The polymers and activity functions are similar with the ones in [7], and the proof of the
absolutely convergence is an adaptation of the result in [20], Chapters 5 and 6.

First, note that, for every t ∈ R,

∣
∣
∣µ

ωk

Λk,β

(
exp

(
itS̄k

))
∣
∣
∣ =

∣
∣
∣
∣
µωk

Λk,β

(

exp

(
it√
Dk

Sk

))∣
∣
∣
∣
. (3.15)

Define

Zω
Λk,β,t

=

∫

EΛk

e
−βHω

Λk
(σ)+ it√

Dk
Sk
∏

x∈Λk

λ(dσx). (3.16)

Note that Zω
Λk,β,0

= Zω
Λk,β

.

For all x, y ∈ Z
d, since the function Φ{x,y} is F{x,y}-measurable, by abuse of notation, we

will start writing Φ{x,y}(σ) = Φ{x,y}(σx, σy).

For a fixed x ∈ Λk, define

hωx (σx) = hωx,Λk
(σx) :=

∑

y/∈Λk

Φ{x,y}(σx, ωy). (3.17)

For each x ∈ Λk and ω ∈ Ω, define the probability density function pωx : E → R by

pωx(σx) = pωx,Λk,β
(σx) :=

exp(−βhωx (σx))∫

E
exp(−βhωx (ηx))λ(dηx)

, (3.18)

and denote Eω
x be the expectation with respect to pωx .

Let P1,2 be a family of non-empty subsets b ⋐ Z
d, consisting of at most two points. A

polymer R is a set {b1, . . . , bp} of elements bi ∈ P1,2 that is connected in the following sense:
for any bl, bm ∈ R, there exist bk1 , . . . , bkq ∈ R such that bk1 = bl, bkq = bm and bkj ∩ bkj+1

6= ∅.
Let R be the set of all polymers and, if R ∈ R, denote by R̃ the subset of Z

d given by
R̃ =

⋃

b∈R b.
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For t ∈ R, define the activity function ζtβ : R → C by

ζtβ(R) :=

∫

ER̃

∏

x∈R̃
pωx(σx)

∏

b∈R
ξβ,b(σ)

∏

x∈R̃
λ(dσx), (3.19)

where we introduce the notations

ξβ,{x}(σ) = ξtβ,{x}(σ) := exp

(
itf ◦ θx(σ)√

Dk

)

− 1,

ξβ,{x,y}(σ) := exp(−βΦ{x,y}(σx, σy))− 1.

Let Pi be a family of non-empty subsets b ⋐ Z
d, consisting of i points, and Pi(Λk) ⊂ Pi

be the subset of Pi when b ⊂ Λk. Define R2 to be the set of polymers R ⊂ P2. If t = 0, we
denote ζβ(R) := ζ0β(R) for every R ∈ R2.

For a polymer R ∈ R, define γiR ⊂ R to be the set of all elements of R with cardinality i.

Note that γ̃1R ∪ γ̃2R = R̃ and γ̃1R ⊂ γ̃2R if
∣
∣
∣R̃
∣
∣
∣ ≥ 2. Define, for connected γ ⊂ P2(Λk),

ζ̂β(γ) =

∫

Eγ̃

∏

x∈γ̃
pωx(σx)

∏

{x,y}∈γ

∣
∣ξβ,{x,y}(σx, σy)

∣
∣
∏

x∈γ̃
λ(dσx), (3.20)

and ζ̂β(∅) = 1. For n ≥ 1, define Ln ⊂ Rn be the set of ordered n-tuples (R1, . . . , Rn) such

that there exists 1 ≤ i ≤ n satisfying
∣
∣
∣R̃i

∣
∣
∣ > 1.

For an ordered n-tuple (R1, . . . , Rn) ∈ Rn, define the Ursell function

φT (R1, . . . , Rn) =







1 if n = 1
∑

G⊂G{R1,...,Rn}

G conn. spann.

(−1)e(G)

n!
if n ≥ 2, G{R1,...,Rn} conn.

0 if n ≥ 2, G{R1,...,Rn} not conn.

where G{R1,...,Rn} is the graph of vertices {1, . . . , n} and edges

{{i, j} : R̃i ∩ R̃j 6= ∅, 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n, i 6= j}, (3.21)

and G ranges over all its connected spanning subgraphs. We denote e(G) be the number of
edges in G.

Proposition 1. Suppose that Φ is a translation invariant and absolutely summable potential,
and f : Ω → Z is a bounded F0-measurable function satisfying Varλ(f) > 0. For a fixed
C ∈ (0, e−1) and β > 0, there exist aβ = a(β,C) and βC > 0 such that, for every β < βC ,

∞∑

n=1

∑

(R1,...,Rn)∈Ln

∣
∣φT (R1, . . . , Rn)

∣
∣

n∏

i=1

C

∣

∣

∣

γ̃1
Ri

∣

∣

∣

ζ̂β(γ
2
Ri
) ≤ aβ|Λk|. (3.22)

Proof. For a fixed polymer R0 ∈ R,

∑

x∈R̃0

C

∣

∣

∣
γ̃1
{x}

∣

∣

∣

ζ̂β(γ
2
{x}) = C

∣
∣
∣R̃0

∣
∣
∣ (3.23)
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and

∑

R:R̃∩R̃0 6=∅
|R̃|≥2

C|γ̃1
R|ζ̂β(γ2R)e|γ̃

2
R| =

∑

γ2:γ̃2∩R̃0 6=∅
ζ̂β(γ

2)e|γ̃2| ∑

γ1:γ̃1⊂γ̃2

C|γ̃1|

=
∑

γ2:γ̃2∩γ̃2
R0

6=∅
[(1 + C)e]|γ̃2|ζ̂β(γ2). (3.24)

Define
aβ := (1 + C)2e4 sup

x∈Zd

∑

y 6=x

‖e−βΦ{x,y} − 1‖. (3.25)

Since the potential Φ is absolutely summable and Ce < 1, there exists βC > 0 such that, for
all β < βC , we have Ce+ aβ < 1.

By the same argument as in [20] (Lemma 6.99), for every β < βC ,

max
z∈Λk

∑

γ2:z∈γ̃2

[(1 + C)e]|γ̃2|ζ̂β(γ2) ≤ aβ. (3.26)

Thus,
∑

R:R̃∩R̃0 6=∅
C|γ̃1

R|ζ̂β(γ2R)e|R̃| ≤ (Ce+ aβ)
∣
∣
∣R̃0

∣
∣
∣ <

∣
∣
∣R̃0

∣
∣
∣. (3.27)

Applying Theorem 5.4 in [20], we have

1 +
∞∑

n=2

n
∑

(R2,...,Rn)

∣
∣φT (R1, . . . , Rn)

∣
∣

n∏

i=2

C

∣

∣

∣

γ̃1
Ri

∣

∣

∣

ζ̂β(γ
2
Ri
) ≤ e|R̃1|, (3.28)

where the second sum is over all ordered (n− 1)-tuple (R2, . . . , Rn) ∈ Rn−1 of polymers such
that R̃i ⊂ Λk for all 2 ≤ i ≤ n. Therefore,

∞∑

n=1

∑

(R1,...,Rn)∈Ln

∣
∣φT (R1, . . . , Rn)

∣
∣

n∏

i=1

C

∣

∣

∣
γ̃1
Ri

∣

∣

∣

ζ̂β(γ
2
Ri
)

=
∑

R1∈R
|R̃1|≥2

C

∣

∣

∣

γ̃1
R1

∣

∣

∣

ζ̂β(γ
2
R1

)



1 +
∞∑

n=2

n
∑

(R2,...,Rn)

∣
∣φT (R1, . . . , Rn)

∣
∣

n∏

i=2

C

∣

∣

∣

γ̃1
Ri

∣

∣

∣

ζ̂β(γ
2
Ri
)





≤ aβ|Λk|,

as we desired.

The next theorem shows that the partition function Zω
Λk,β,t

can be written as a polymer

partition function Ξω
Λk,β,t

with activity function ζtβ. Moreover, for |t| < δ
√
Dk, the func-

tion log Ξω
Λk,β,t

can be expressed as an absolutely convergent series when the temperature is
sufficiently large.

9



Theorem 2. Suppose that Φ is a translation invariant and absolutely summable potential,
and f : Ω → Z is a bounded F0-measurable function satisfying Varλ(f) > 0. For every k ≥ 1,
t ∈ R, β > 0, and w ∈ Ω, the partition function Zω

Λk,β,t
can be written as

Zω
Λk,β,t

=




∏

x∈Λk

∫

E
e−βhω

x (σx)λ(dσx)



Ξω
Λk,β,t

, (3.29)

where

Ξω
Λk,β,t

:= 1 +
∞∑

n=1

∑

{R1,...,Rn}
R̃i∩R̃j=∅,i 6=j

n∏

i=1

ζtβ(Ri). (3.30)

Moreover, there exists δ0 > 0 such that, for every 0 < δ < δ0, there exists βδ > 0 such
that, for every β < βδ, if 0 < |t| < δ

√
Dk, there exists αδ,β < 1 satisfying

∞∑

n=1

∑

(R1,...,Rn)∈Rn

∣
∣φT (R1, . . . , Rn)

∣
∣

n∏

i=1

∣
∣ζtβ(Ri)

∣
∣ ≤ αδ,β|Λk|. (3.31)

For t = 0, there exists β0 > 0 such that, for every β < β0, there exists αβ < 1 satisfying

∞∑

n=1

∑

(R1,...,Rn)∈Rn
2

∣
∣φT (R1, . . . , Rn)

∣
∣

n∏

i=1

|ζβ(Ri)| ≤ αβ|Λk|. (3.32)

Moreover, both αδ,β and αβ decrease to 0 when δ → 0 and β → 0.

Under the above conditions, for every |t| < δ
√
Dk, the function Ξω

Λk,β,t
can be expressed as

the following,

Ξω
Λk,β,t

= exp





∞∑

n=1

∑

(R1,...,Rn)

φT (R1, . . . , Rn)

n∏

i=1

ζtβ(Ri)



 , (3.33)

where the second sum in (3.33) is over Rn for 0 < |t| < δ
√
Dk, and over Rn

2 for t = 0.
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Proof. By Fubini’s Theorem, let us write the partition function Zω
Λk,β,t

depending on Ξω
Λk,β,t

,

∫

EΛk

∏

x∈Λk

e
it

f◦θx(σ)√
Dk

∏

{x,y}∈P2(Λk)

e−βΦ{x,y}(σx,σy)
∏

x∈Λk

e−βhω
x (σx)

∏

x∈Λk

λ(dσx)

=

∞∑

n=0

∑

{R1,...,Rn}
R̃i∩R̃j=∅,i 6=j

∫

EΛk

n∏

i=1

∏

b∈Ri

ξβ,b(σ)
∏

x∈Λk

e−βhω
x (σx)

∏

x∈Λk

λ(dσx)

=
∞∑

n=0

∑

{R1,...,Rn}
R̃i∩R̃j=∅,i 6=j

[



∫

EΛk\∪n
i=1

R̃i

∏

x∈Λk\∪n
i=1R̃i

e−βhω
x (σx)

∏

x∈Λk\∪n
i=1R̃i

λ(dσx)





·
n∏

i=1

∫

ER̃i

∏

b∈Ri

ξβ,b(σ)
∏

x∈R̃i

e−βhω
x (σx)

∏

x∈R̃i

λ(dσx)

]

=

∞∑

n=0

∑

{R1,...,Rn}
R̃i∩R̃j=∅,i 6=j

[


∏

x∈Λk\∪n
i=1R̃i

∫

E
e−βhω

x (σx)λ(dσx)





·
n∏

i=1

∫

ER̃i

∏

b∈Ri

ξβ,b(σ)
∏

x∈R̃i

e−βhω
x (σx)

∏

x∈R̃i

λ(dσx)

]

=




∏

x∈Λk

∫

E
e−βhω

x (σx)λ(dσx)











1 +

∞∑

n=1

∑

{R1,...,Rn}
R̃i∩R̃j=∅,i 6=j

n∏

i=1

ζtβ(Ri)








.

For t = 0, the proof of Equation (3.32) follows by a very similar argument as in [20]
(Lemma 6.99). Assume 0 < |t| < δ

√
Dk for some δ > 0 (we choose a suitable δ along the

proof).

Note that for every x ∈ Z
d, since |f ◦ θx(σ)| ≤ ‖f‖, there exists δ1 > 0 such that, for every

0 < δ < δ1,

∣
∣ξβ,{x}(σ)

∣
∣ =

√

2− 2 cos

(
t√
Dk

f ◦ θx(σ)
)

≤ δ‖f‖. (3.34)

Thus, for every polymer R with R̃ ⊆ Λk,

∣
∣ζtβ(R)

∣
∣ ≤ (δ‖f‖)|γ̃1

R|ζ̂β(γ2R). (3.35)

In particular,
∣
∣
∣ζtβ({x})

∣
∣
∣ ≤ δ‖f‖ for every x ∈ Λk. Note that

φT ({x}, . . . , {x}
︸ ︷︷ ︸

n copies

) = (−1)n−1 (n− 1)!

n!
=

(−1)n−1

n
. (3.36)

Thus,
∞∑

n=1

∑

x∈Λk

∣
∣φT ({x}, . . . , {x})

∣
∣
∣
∣ζtβ({x})n

∣
∣ ≤ A(δ)|Λk|, (3.37)
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where, for every δ < ‖f‖−1,

A(δ) :=

∞∑

n=1

1

n
(δ‖f‖)n < 1. (3.38)

Choosing C = δ‖f‖, there exists δ0 < min{δ1, ‖f‖−1} such that, for every δ < δ0, we have
Ce < 1. By Proposition 1, there exists βδ > 0 such that, for every β < βδ,

∞∑

n=1

∑

(R1,...,Rn)

∣
∣φT (R1, . . . , Rn)

∣
∣

n∏

i=1

∣
∣ζtβ(Ri)

∣
∣

≤ A(δ)|Λk|+
∞∑

n=1

∑

(R1,...,Rn)∈Ln

∣
∣φT (R1, . . . , Rn)

∣
∣

n∏

i=1

(δ‖f‖)
∣

∣

∣
γ̃1
R1

∣

∣

∣

ζ̂β(γ
2
Ri
)

≤ (A(δ) + aβ)|Λk|.

Therefore, we have (3.31) choosing αδ,β = A(δ) + aβ. The proof of Expansion (3.33) will
be omitted since it is similar to the argument in [20] (Chapter 5).

For a fixed c > 0 and β > 0, define the activity function ηcβ : R2 → R by

ηcβ(R) = ec|R̃|ζ̂β(R). (3.39)

The next theorem shows a condition of a convergence of a polymer cluster expansion Ξω
Λk,β

(ηcβ)
with activity function ηcβ. This will be useful to prove Lemma 3 in Section 4, where we are

interested in the region δ
√
Dk ≤ |t| ≤ π

√
Dk/h at sufficiently large temperatures.

Theorem 3. Suppose that Φ is a translation invariant and absolutely summable potential,
and f : Ω → Z is a bounded F0-measurable function satisfying Varλ(f) > 0. For every c > 0
there exists βc > 0 such that, for every β < βc, there exists ᾱc,β < 1 satisfying

∞∑

n=1

∑

(R1,...,Rn)∈Rn
2

∣
∣φT (R1, . . . , Rn)

∣
∣

n∏

i=1

ηcβ(Ri) ≤ ᾱc,β|Λk|. (3.40)

Moreover, under the above conditions, the polymer partition function

Ξω
Λk,β

(ηcβ) := 1 +

∞∑

n=1

∑

{R1,...,Rn}
R̃i∩R̃j=∅,i 6=j

n∏

i=1

ηcβ(Ri) (3.41)

can be written as

Ξω
Λk,β

(ηcβ) = exp





∞∑

n=1

∑

(R1,...,Rn)∈Rn
2

φT (R1, . . . , Rn)
n∏

i=1

ηcβ(Ri)



 . (3.42)

Proof. For a fixed c > 0, define

ᾱc,β := e2(2+c) sup
x∈Zd

∑

y 6=x

‖e−βΦ{x,y} − 1‖. (3.43)
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Since Φ is absolutely summable, there exists βc > 0 such that, for every β < βc, we have
ᾱc,β < 1. Moreover, ᾱc,β → 0 when β → 0. For a fixed polymer R1 ∈ R2, following the proof
of Lemma 6.99 in [20], we have

∑

R∈R2

R̃∩R̃1 6=∅

ηcβ(R)e|R̃| =
∑

R∈R2

R̃∩R̃1 6=∅

ζ̂β(R)e(1+c)|R̃| ≤ ᾱc,β

∣
∣
∣R̃1

∣
∣
∣. (3.44)

The proof for Estimate (3.40) finishes applying Theorem 5.4 in [20].

4 Proof of the main result

In this section we prove the main result. The section is divided into two subsections in which
we prove each condition of Theorem 1. We start the proof with Proposition 2 that is an
adaptation of Proposition 3.3 in [7]. To show it, we need the following lemma that can be
found in [14] and in [25].

Lemma 1. If X is a lattice distributed random variable with maximal span of the distribution
h > 0, then for every ε > 0, it is possible to find a positive constant dX such that for every t,
ε ≤ |t| ≤ 2π

h − ε it is true the following inequality,

∣
∣E(eitX)

∣
∣ ≤ e−dX . (4.45)

Proposition 2. Suppose that Φ is a translation invariant and absolutely summable potential,
and f : Ω → Z is a bounded F0-measurable function satisfying Varλ(f) > 0.

(a) For every β > 0, there exists a positive d(β) such that, for every Λ ⋐ Z
d, and x ∈ Λ,

E
ω
x((f ◦ θx(σ))2) ≥ d(β) (4.46)

uniformly with respect to ω. Moreover, d(β) is decreasing in β.

(b) Assume that f ◦ θx is a lattice distributed random variable for every x ∈ Z
d. For every

β > 0 and 0 < δ < π/h, there exists a positive constant c = c(β, δ) such that, for every
Λ ⋐ Z

d, and x ∈ Λ, ∣
∣
∣E

ω
x(e

itf◦θx(σ))
∣
∣
∣ < e−c, (4.47)

for all δ ≤ |t| ≤ π/h uniformly with respect to ω.

(c) Assume that f ◦ θx is a lattice distributed random variable for every x ∈ Z
d. For every

0 < δ < π/h, there exist β′
δ > 0 and a positive constant c = c(β′

δ , δ) such that, for every
Λ ⋐ Z

d, and x ∈ Λ, ∣
∣
∣E

ω
x(e

itf◦θx(σ))
∣
∣
∣ < e−c, (4.48)

for all δ ≤ |t| ≤ π/h and β < β′
δ uniformly with respect to ω.

Proof. Estimate (4.46) follows from

pωx(σx) ≥
e−2β|||Φ|||

λ(E)
. (4.49)
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Thus,

E
ω
x((f ◦ θx(σ))2) ≥

e−2β|||Φ|||

λ(E)
λ(f2) := d(β). (4.50)

Note that

E
ω
x(e

itf◦θx(σ)) =
∞∑

n=−∞
eitnPω

x(f = n), (4.51)

where P
ω
x(A) =

∫

A pωx(σx)λ(dσx) for all A ∈ E . Then (4.47) is obtained from Lemma 1.

To prove (4.48), define the probability measure ν(A) = λ(A)/λ(E) for all A ∈ E . By
Lemma 1, there exists c0 > 0 such that

∣
∣ν
(
eitf◦θx(σ)

)∣
∣ < e−c0 for all δ ≤ |t| ≤ π/h. Define the

set
A = {a+ bh ∈ Z : b ∈ B}. (4.52)

Choose ε > 0 such that ε+ e−c0 < 1. Since

e−2β|||Φ|||ν(A) ≤ P
ω
x(A) ≤ e2β|||Φ|||ν(A) (4.53)

for every A ∈ E , and f is bounded, there exists β′
δ > 0 such that, for every β < β′

δ ,

|Pω
x(f = n)− ν(f = n)| < ε

2‖f‖+ 1
(4.54)

for every n ∈ A. Thus,

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∞∑

n=−∞
eitnPω

x(f = n)

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
≤
∑

n∈A
|Pω

x(f = n)− ν(f = n)|+
∣
∣
∣ν
(

eitf◦θx(σ)
)∣
∣
∣

≤ ε+ e−c0

= e−c

for some c = c(β′
δ , δ) > 0.

4.1 Proof of Theorem 1 Condition (1)

Lemma 2. Suppose that Φ is a translation invariant and absolutely summable potential, and
f : Ω → Z is a bounded F0-measurable function satisfying Varλ(f) > 0. There exists δ > 0
and β(δ) > 0, and a positive constant D = D(δ, β(δ)), not depending on ωk and Λk, such that,
for every β < β(δ) and |t| < δ

√
Dk,

∣
∣
∣µ

ωk

Λk,β

(
exp

(
itS̄k

))
∣
∣
∣ ≤ exp

(

−t2D
|Λk|
Dk

)

. (4.55)

Proof. By Theorem 2, there exists δ0 > 0 such that, for every 0 < δ < δ0, choose βδ > 0 and
β0 > 0 such that Equation (3.33) holds for every β < min{βδ , β0} and |t| < δ

√
Dk. Using

Equation (3.15), by Taylor Remainder Theorem, there exists 0 < θ < δ
√
Dk such that
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∣
∣
∣µ

ωk

Λk,β

(
exp

(
itS̄k

))
∣
∣
∣ =

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

µωk

Λk,β



exp




it√
Dk

∑

x∈Λk

f ◦ θx(σ)









∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

≤ exp




t2

2

∑

y∈Λk

Re
d2

dt2
ζtβ({y})

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
t=θ



 · exp




t2

4

∑

y∈Λk

Re
d2

dt2
ζtβ({y})2

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
t=θ





· exp




t2

2

∞∑

n=3

∑

y∈Λk

∣
∣φT ({y}, . . . , {y})

∣
∣

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

d2

dt2
ζtβ({y})n

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
t=θ

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣





· exp




t2

2

∞∑

n=1

∑

(R1,...,Rn)∈Ln

∣
∣φT (R1, . . . , Rn)

∣
∣

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

d2

dt2

n∏

i=1

ζtβ (Ri)

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
t=θ

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣



 .

Differentiating the activity functions, there exists δ1 < δ0 such that, for every δ < δ1, for
each y ∈ Λk, we have

Re

((
d

dt
ζtβ({y})

)2
)

≤ −cos(2δ‖f‖)
Dk

(
E
ω
y (f ◦ θy)

)2 ≤ 0 (4.56)

and
∣
∣ζtβ({y})

∣
∣ ≤ δ‖f‖,

∣
∣
∣
∣

d

dt
ζtβ({y})

∣
∣
∣
∣
≤ ‖f‖√

Dk
,

∣
∣
∣
∣

d2

dt2
ζtβ({y})

∣
∣
∣
∣
≤ ‖f‖2

Dk
. (4.57)

These bounds imply

Re
d2

dt2
ζtβ({y})2

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
t=θ

≤ 2δ
‖f‖3
Dk

(4.58)

and, for all n ≥ 3,
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

d2

dt2
ζtβ({y})n

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
t=θ

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
≤ ‖f‖2

Dk
n
(
(n− 1)(δ‖f‖)n−2 + (δ‖f‖)n−1

)
. (4.59)

Using Equation (3.36), the series

B(δ) :=

∞∑

n=3

(
(n− 1)(δ‖f‖)n−2 + (δ‖f‖)n−1

)
(4.60)

is convergent for δ < ‖f‖−1 and B(δ) → 0 when δ → 0.

Let us recall the function ζ̂β in (3.20). There exists δ2 < min{δ1, ‖f‖−1} such that, for

every δ < δ2 and for a every polymer R ∈ R, since
∣
∣
∣ξt{y},β(σ)

∣
∣
∣ ≤ δ‖f‖ for every {y} ∈ γ1R and

0 < |t| < δ
√
Dk, we have

∣
∣ζtβ(R)

∣
∣ ≤ (δ‖f‖)|γ̃1

R|ζ̂β(γ2R). (4.61)

Since
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

d

dt

∏

{y}∈γ1
R

ξt{y},β(σy)

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

≤ ‖f‖√
Dk

∣
∣γ̃1R
∣
∣(δ‖f‖)|γ̃1

R|−1,

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

d2

dt2

∏

{y}∈γ1
R

ξt{y},β(σy)

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

≤ ‖f‖2
Dk

∣
∣γ̃1R
∣
∣

(

(
∣
∣γ̃1R
∣
∣− 1)(δ‖f‖)|γ̃1

R|−2 + (δ‖f‖)|γ̃1
R|−1

)

,
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we have, respectively, the following bounds,

∣
∣
∣
∣

d

dt
ζtβ(R)

∣
∣
∣
∣
≤ ‖f‖√

Dk

∣
∣γ̃1R
∣
∣(δ‖f‖)|γ̃1

R|−1ζ̂β(γ
2
R),

∣
∣
∣
∣

d2

dt2
ζtβ(R)

∣
∣
∣
∣
≤ ‖f‖2

Dk

∣
∣γ̃1R
∣
∣

(

(
∣
∣γ̃1R
∣
∣− 1)(δ‖f‖)|γ̃1

R|−2 + (δ‖f‖)|γ̃1
R|−1

)

ζ̂β(γ
2
R).

Therefore, using
n∑

i=1

∣
∣γ̃1Ri

∣
∣ ≤

n∏

i=1

2

∣

∣

∣
γ̃1
Ri

∣

∣

∣

, (4.62)

the following expression is an upper bound for
∣
∣
∣
d2

dt2
∏n

i=1 ζ
t
β(Ri)

∣
∣
∣,

n∑

i=1







n∑

j=1
j 6=i

∣
∣
∣
∣

d

dt
ζtβ(Ri)

∣
∣
∣
∣

∣
∣
∣
∣

d

dt
ζtβ(Rj)

∣
∣
∣
∣







n∏

ℓ=1
ℓ 6=i,j

∣
∣ζtβ(Rℓ)

∣
∣







+

∣
∣
∣
∣

d2

dt2
ζtβ(Ri)

∣
∣
∣
∣

n∏

ℓ=1
ℓ 6=i

∣
∣ζtβ(Rℓ)

∣
∣







≤ ‖f‖2
Dk

(
n∏

i=1

(δ‖f‖)
∣

∣

∣

γ̃1
Ri

∣

∣

∣

ζ̂β(γ
2
Ri
)

)[

(δ‖f‖)−2

(
n∑

i=1

∣
∣γ̃1Ri

∣
∣

)2

+
(
(δ‖f‖)−1 − (δ‖f‖)−2

)
n∑

i=1

∣
∣γ̃1Ri

∣
∣

]

≤ ‖f‖2
Dk

(δ‖f‖)−1
n∏

i=1

(4δ‖f‖)
∣

∣

∣

γ̃1
Ri

∣

∣

∣

ζ̂β(γ
2
Ri
).

We can apply Proposition 1 with the choice of C = 4δ‖f‖. There exists δ3 < δ2 such that,
for every δ < δ3 we have Ce < 1, and there exists βC < min{βδ , β0} such that, for every
β < βC ,

∞∑

n=1

∑

(R1,...,Rn)∈Ln

∣
∣φT (R1, . . . , Rn)

∣
∣

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

d2

dt2

n∏

i=1

ζtβ (Ri)

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
t=θ

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

≤ ‖f‖2
Dk

(δ‖f‖)−1
∞∑

n=1

∑

(R1,...,Rn)∈Ln

∣
∣φT (R1, . . . , Rn)

∣
∣

n∏

i=1

(4δ‖f‖)
∣

∣

∣
γ̃1
Ri

∣

∣

∣

ζ̂β(γ
2
i )

≤ ‖f‖2
Dk

(δ‖f‖)−1aβ|Λk|.

Applying Proposition 2 item (a), for every β < βC , we get the following inequality,

Re
d2

dt2
ζtβ({y})

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
t=θ

≤ −cos(δ‖f‖)
Dk

d(βC ) for every y ∈ Λk. (4.63)

We have ∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

µωk

Λk,β



exp




it√
Dk

∑

x∈Λk

f ◦ θx(σ)









∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

≤ exp

(

−t2D
|Λk|
Dk

)

, (4.64)
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where we can choose δ < δ3 sufficiently small so that the constant D defined as

D =
1

2

(
cos(δ‖f‖)d(βC )− δ‖f‖3 −B(δ)‖f‖2 − ‖f‖2(δ‖f‖)−1aβ

)
> 0 (4.65)

is positive for a sufficiently small β = β(δ) < βC .

Lemma 3. Suppose that Φ is a translation invariant and absolutely summable potential, and
f : Ω → Z is a bounded F0-measurable function satisfying Varλ(f) > 0 and f ◦ θx is a lattice
distributed random variable for every x ∈ Z

d. For every 0 < δ < π/h there exist β(c) > 0 and
a positive constant C = C(δ, β(c)), not depending on ωk and Λk, such that, for every β < β(c)
and δ

√
Dk ≤ |t| ≤ π

√
Dk/h,

∣
∣
∣µ

ωk

Λk,β

(
exp

(
itS̄k

))
∣
∣
∣ ≤ exp (−C|Λk|) . (4.66)

Proof. By Fubini’s Theorem, let us write the partition function Zωk

Λk,β,t
as

Zωk

Λk,β,t
=




∏

x∈Λk

∫

E
e−βh

ωk
x (σx)λ(dσx)



 Ξ̃ωk

Λk,β,t
(4.67)

where

Ξ̃ωk

Λk,β,t
=

∞∑

n=0

∑

{R1,...,Rn}
R̃i∩R̃j=∅,i 6=j

∏

x∈Λk\∪n
i=1R̃i

[

E
ω
x

(

exp

(

it
f ◦ θx√

Dk

))] n∏

i=1

ζ̃tβ(Ri), (4.68)

the polymers Ri ∈ R2, and the activity function ζ̃tβ is defined by

ζ̃tβ(R) =

∫

ER̃

∏

x∈R̃

[

exp

(

it
f ◦ θx√

Dk

)

pωk
x (σx)

]
∏

{x,y}∈R
ξβ,{x,y}(σ)

∏

x∈R̃
λ(dσx). (4.69)

Note that
∣
∣
∣ζ̃tβ(R)

∣
∣
∣ ≤ ζ̂β(R) for every t ∈ R, where ζ̂β is defined in (3.20).

Consider c > 0 from Proposition 2, item (c). Thus, for every t in the interval δ
√
Dk ≤

|t| ≤ π
√
Dk/h and for every β < β′

δ,

∣
∣
∣Ξ̃

ωk

Λk,β,t

∣
∣
∣ ≤ e−c|Λk|







1 +

∞∑

n=1

∑

{R1,...,Rn}
R̃i∩R̃j=∅,i 6=j

n∏

i=1

ηcβ(Ri)








= e−c|Λk|Ξωk

Λk,β

(
ηcβ
)
, (4.70)

where ηcβ(R) = ec|R̃|ζ̂β(R) and Ξωk

Λk,β
(ηcβ) is defined in (3.41).

By Theorem 3, for every β < βc, the function Ξωk

Λk,β
(ηcβ) can be written as in (3.42). Note

that Ξ̃ωk

Λk,β,0
= Ξωk

Λk,β
, i.e., we take t = 0 in (3.33). By Theorem 2, there exists αβ < 1 that

decreases to 0 when β → 0 such that

∞∑

n=1

∑

(R1,...,Rn)∈Rn
2

∣
∣φT (R1, . . . , Rn)

∣
∣

n∏

i=1

|ζβ(Ri)| ≤ αβ|Λk|. (4.71)
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Therefore, by (3.15), (3.40), and (4.71),

∣
∣
∣µ

ωk

Λk,β

(
exp

(
itS̄k

))
∣
∣
∣ ≤ e−c|Λk|

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

Ξωk

Λk,β

(

ηcβ

)

Ξωk

Λk,β

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

≤ exp



−c|Λk|+
∞∑

n=1

∑

(R1,...,Rn)∈Rn
2

∣
∣φT (R1, . . . , Rn)

∣
∣

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

n∏

i=1

ηcβ(Ri)−
n∏

i=1

ζβ(Ri)

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣





≤ exp



−c|Λk|+
∞∑

n=1

∑

(R1,...,Rn)∈Rn
2

∣
∣φT (R1, . . . , Rn)

∣
∣

(
n∏

i=1

ηcβ(Ri) +

n∏

i=1

|ζβ(Ri)|
)



≤ e(−c+αβ+ᾱc,β)|Λk|.

Then, Estimate (4.66) holds when β is sufficiently small.

4.2 Proof of Theorem 1 Condition (2)

The proof of Theorem 1 condition (2) is similar to the proof of the main result in [7] since
we apply their conditions for the potential to have absolute convergence of the series of the
cluster expansion. The third and the fourth integrals in (2.12) will be small due to Lemmas
4 and 5 below, in which the proofs are similar to Lemmas 2 and 3, respectively. Here, we are
going to explain some computation already done in [7] to be clear when we adapt to a family
of potentials satisfying (2.11).

Theorem 4 below is Theorem 3.2 in [7] that refers to the convergence of the series of the
cluster expansion that is valid for a family of models. For this, let us list some definitions.

For the set of polymers R defined in Section 3 and an activity function κ : R → C such
that |κ(R)| is bounded, define the partition function for a gas of polymers, with activity κ,
and hardcore interaction in Λ ⋐ Z

d, by

ΞΛ(κ) = 1 +

∞∑

n=1

∑

{R1,...,Rn}
R̃i∩R̃j=∅,i 6=j

n∏

i=1

κ(Ri). (4.72)

Theorem 4 (Campanino, Capocaccia, Tirozzi – CMP 1979). Let Ψ be a real, positive function
on Z

d such that Ψ(0) = 1,
∑

x∈Zd

Ψ(x)1/2 = K < ∞, (4.73)

and z0 a positive number such that
√
z0K < 1. For b ∈ P1,2, define

Ψ̃(b) =

{

1 if |b| = 1

supx,y∈b Ψ(x− y) if b = {x, y}
. (4.74)

Assume that
|κ(R)| ≤

∏

b∈R
z0Ψ̃(b). (4.75)

Then, for every x ∈ Z
d,

∑

R:R̃∋x
|κ(R)| ≤

∑

R:R̃∋x

∏

b∈R
z0Ψ̃(b) ≤

√
z0K

1−√
z0K

:= B(z0,K). (4.76)
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Moreover, if
z0 exp (B(

√
z0,K)) = C(z0,K) < 1, (4.77)

then, for every polymer R ∈ R,

∞∑

n=1

∑

(R1,...,Rn)
∃Ri=R

∣
∣φT (R1, . . . , Rn)

∣
∣

n∏

i=1

|κ(Ri)| ≤
C(z0,K)

1− C(z0,K)

|κ(R)|
∏

b∈R
√
z0

(4.78)

and

∞∑

n=1

∑

(R1,...,Rn)
∃Ri=R

∣
∣φT (R1, . . . , Rn)

∣
∣

n∏

i=1

∏

b∈Ri

z0Ψ̃(b) ≤ C(z0,K)

1− C(z0,K)

∏

b∈R

√
z0Ψ̃(b). (4.79)

Under Condition (4.78), we have

ΞΛ(κ) = exp





∞∑

n=1

∑

(R1,...,Rn)

φT (R1, . . . , Rn)

n∏

i=1

κ(Ri)



 . (4.80)

For fixed positive integer r0, define

Z
d(r0) = {(n1r0, . . . , ndr0) : n1, . . . , nd ∈ Z} (4.81)

to be the sublattice of Zd, and Λr0
k = Λk ∩ Z

d(r0). The main idea in [7] is to control the

characteristic function µω
Λk,β

(eitS̄k ) by taking r0 large enough, since the spins in Λr0
k will be

“almost independent”. Thus, this approach does not require to consider large temperatures.
For a configuration ω′ ∈ Ω, let us bound the characteristic function as below,

∣
∣
∣µ

ωk

Λk,β

(

eitS̄k

)∣
∣
∣ =

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
µωk

Λk,β

(

µωk

Λk,β

(

exp

(
it√
Dk

Sk

)
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
σx = ω′

x, x ∈ Λk \ Λr0
k

))∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

≤ sup
ω′∈Ω

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

µωk

Λk,β



exp




it√
Dk

∑

x∈Λr0
k

f ◦ θx(σ)





∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
σx = ω′

x, x ∈ Λk \ Λr0
k





∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

.

By spatial Markov property (see [20], Section 3.6.3), we have

µωk

Λk,β



exp




it√
Dk

∑

x∈Λr0
k

f ◦ θx(σ)





∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
σx = ω′

x, x ∈ Λk \ Λr0
k





= µ
(ωk∨ω′)r0

Λ
r0
k

,β



exp




it√
Dk

∑

x∈Λr0
k

f ◦ θx(σ)







 ,

where the boundary condition (ωk ∨ ω′)r0 is defined by

(ωk ∨ ω′)r0(x) =

{

ω′(x) if x ∈ Λk \ Λr0
k

ωk(x) if x ∈ Λc
k

. (4.82)
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Lemma 4. Suppose that Φ is a translation invariant and absolutely summable potential sat-
isfying Condition (2.11), and f : Ω → Z is a bounded F0-measurable function satisfying
Varλ(f) > 0. For every β > 0, there exists δβ > 0 such that, for every δ < δβ, there exists
r0(δ, β) > 0 satisfying the following: For every r0 ≥ r0(δ, β), there exists a positive constant
D = D(β, δ, r0) such that, if |t| < δ

√
Dk, then

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

µ
(ωk∨ω′)r0

Λ
r0
k

,β



exp




it√
Dk

∑

x∈Λr0
k

f ◦ θx(σ)









∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

≤ exp

(

−t2D

∣
∣Λr0

k

∣
∣

Dk

)

(4.83)

uniformly with respect to ω′ ∈ Ω.

Proof. For a fixed r0 > 0 and β > 0, define Φ̄(r0) := sup‖x‖≥r0‖Φ{x,0}‖ > 0. For every

x, y ∈ Z
d(r0), we have

∣
∣ξβ,{x,y}(σ)

∣
∣ ≤ β‖Φ{x,y}‖eβΦ̄(r0). (4.84)

Define

Ψ(x) :=

{ ‖Φ{x,0}‖
Φ̄(r0)

if x ∈ Z
d(r0) \ {0}

1 if x = 0
. (4.85)

Note that

K =
∑

x∈Zd(r0)

Ψ(x)1/2 ≤ 1 +
1

Φ̄(r0)1/2

∑

x 6=0

‖Φ{x,0}‖1/2 < ∞. (4.86)

For fixed polymer R ∈ R with
∣
∣
∣R̃
∣
∣
∣ ≥ 2, we have

ζ̂β(γ
2
R) ≤

∏

{x,y}∈R
β‖Φ{x,y}‖eβΦ̄(r0). (4.87)

Define
z0 := max

{

4δ‖f‖, βΦ̄(r0)eβΦ̄(r0)
}

. (4.88)

For every sufficiently small δ and |t| < δ
√
Dk,

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

d2

dt2

n∏

i=1

ζtβ(Ri)

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
≤ ‖f‖2

Dk
(δ‖f‖)−1

n∏

i=1

∏

b∈Ri

z0Ψ̃(b). (4.89)

By Theorem 4, for r0 sufficiently large,

∞∑

n=1

∑

(R1,...,Rn)∈Ln

∣
∣φT (R1, . . . , Rn)

∣
∣

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

d2

dt2

n∏

i=1

ζtβ(Ri)

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

≤ ‖f‖2
Dk

(δ‖f‖)−1
∑

R∈R
|R̃|≥2

∞∑

n=1

∑

(R1,...,Rn)
∃Ri=R

∣
∣φT (R1, . . . , Rn)

∣
∣

n∏

i=1

∏

b∈Ri

z0Ψ̃(b)

≤ ‖f‖
Dk

z0
δ

exp(B(
√
z0,K))

1− C(z0,K)
B(

√
z0,K)

∣
∣Λr0

k

∣
∣.

Note that the constant

ϕβ(δ, r0) = ‖f‖z0
δ

exp(B(
√
z0,K))

1− C(z0,K)
B(

√
z0,K) (4.90)
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goes to zero when z0 is sufficiently small. More precisely, for a fixed δ, such that, for every
r0 ≥ r′0(δ, β), we have z0 = 4δ‖f‖. Then, ϕβ(δ, r0) → 0, when δ and r−1

0 are small enough.
The rest of the proof follows the same as in the proof of Lemma 2.

Thus, there exists δβ such that, for δ > δβ and r0(δ, β) > r′0(δ, β) so that the constant D
defined as

D =
1

2

(
cos(δ‖f‖)d(β) − 2δ‖f‖3 −B(δ)‖f‖2 − ϕβ(δ, r0)

)
(4.91)

is positive for every r0 ≥ r0(δ, β).

Lemma 5. Suppose that Φ is a translation invariant and absolutely summable potential sat-
isfying the condition (2.11), and f : Ω → Z is a bounded F0-measurable function satisfying
Varλ(f) > 0 and f ◦ θx is a lattice distributed random variable for every x ∈ Z

d. For every
β > 0 and δ > 0, there exists r1(δ, β) such that, for every r0 ≥ r1(δ, β), there exists a pos-
itive constant C, not depending on the sequence of the boundary condition ωk, such that, if
δ
√
Dk ≤ |t| ≤ π

√
Dk/h, then
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

µ
(ωk∨ω′)r0

Λ
r0
k

,β



exp




it√
Dk

∑

x∈Λr0
k

f ◦ θx(σ)









∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

≤ exp
(
−C
∣
∣Λr0

k

∣
∣
)

(4.92)

uniformly with respect to ω′ ∈ Ω.

Proof. Consider Ψ(x) as in (4.85). For β > 0, choosing

z0 := βΦ̄(r0)e
2c+βΦ̄(r0) and z1 := βΦ̄(r0)e

βΦ̄(r0), (4.93)

where c > 0 is the constant in Proposition 2 item (b), and taking r0 sufficiently large, by
Theorem 4 and (4.87),

∞∑

n=1

∑

(R1,...,Rn)∈Rn
2

∣
∣φT (R1, . . . , Rn)

∣
∣

n∏

i=1

ηcβ(Ri) ≤
C(z0,K)

1− C(z0,K)
B(

√
z0,K)

∣
∣Λr0

k

∣
∣,

∞∑

n=1

∑

(R1,...,Rn)∈Rn
2

∣
∣φT (R1, . . . , Rn)

∣
∣

n∏

i=1

|ζβ(Ri)| ≤
C(z1,K)

1− C(z1,K)
B(

√
z1,K)

∣
∣Λr0

k

∣
∣,

where ηcβ(R) = ec|R̃|ζ̂β(R). The proof follows the same strategy as the proof of Lemma 3,
where there exists r1(δ, β) such that the constant

C = c− C(z0,K)

1− C(z0,K)
B(

√
z0,K)− C(z1,K)

1− C(z1,K)
B(

√
z1,K) (4.94)

is positive for every r0 ≥ r1(δ, β).

From Lemmas 4 and 5, and using the bound (2.12), we conclude the proof of Theorem 1,
condition (2).
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