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We prove the vertex-reinforced jump process (VRIP) is recurrent in two
dimensions for any translation invariant finite-range initial rates. Our proof
has two main ingredients. The first is a direct connection between the VRJIP
and sigma models whose target space is a hyperbolic space H" or its super-
symmetric counterpart H22, These results are analogues of well-known re-
lations between the Gaussian free field and the local times of simple random
walk. The second ingredient is a Mermin—Wagner theorem for these sigma
models. This result is of intrinsic interest for the sigma models and also im-
plies our main theorem on the VRJP. Surprisingly, our Mermin—Wagner the-
orem applies even though the symmetry groups of H" and H22 are nona-
menable.

1. Introduction and results.

1.1. Introduction. Our results have motivation from two different perspec-
tives, that of sigma models with hyperbolic symmetry and their relevance for the
Anderson transition, and that of a model of reinforced random walks known as the
vertex-reinforced jump process (VRIP).

The VRIJP was originally introduced by Werner and has attracted a great deal of
attention recently [6-8, 23, 24]. The VRIJP on a vertex set A is a continuous-time
random walk that jumps from a vertex i to a neighbouring vertex j at time ¢ with
rate B;; (1+ L}), where L/ is the local time of j at time 7 and S; j = 0 are the initial
rates. One should view A as the vertex set of an undirected graph with edge set
E ={(ij) | Bij > 0}. The dependence of the jump rates on the local time leads the
VRIP to be attracted to itself.

One of our new results is the following theorem.

THEOREM 1.1. Consider a vertex-reinforced jump process (X;) on the vertex
set Z2 with initial rates B that are finite-range and translation invariant. Ifd = 1,2
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then (X;) is recurrent in the sense that the expected time (X;) spends at the origin
is infinite.

As the VRIP is not a Markov process, different notions of recurrence are not a
priori equivalent. For example, another natural notion of recurrence would be to
ask if the VRIP visits the origin infinitely often almost surely. For non-Markovian
processes, neither of these definitions of recurrence implies the other: there may
be infinitely many visits to the origin with the increments of the local time being
summable. To the best of our knowledge, neither implication is known for the
VRIJP.

For sufficiently small initial rates, recurrence results for the VRJP have previ-
ously been established [1, 9, 23]. These results are for recurrence in the sense of
visiting the origin infinitely often almost surely. See [1] for a discussion and pre-
cise statements. It has also been shown that the linearly edge-reinforced random
walk (ERRW) with constant initial weights is recurrent in two dimensions [19, 24],
but the recurrence of the VRIJP for all initial rates was an open problem until the
present work. The relation between the ERRW and VRIJP is discussed below.

Theorem 1.1 is in fact a consequence of our proof of a Mermin—Wagner theorem
for hyperbolic sigma models and a new and very direct relation between VRIPs
and hyperbolic sigma models that parallels the well-known relationship between
simple random walks and Gaussian free fields (the BES—Dynkin isomorphism the-
orem).

Before giving precise definitions of our models and stating our results, we
briefly indicate the motivations behind hyperbolic sigma models, and their rela-
tions with reinforced random walks. We also explain some consequences of our
results for hyperbolic sigma models. Readers primarily interested in the VRJP
may wish to skip ahead to Section 1.2.

Hyperbolic sigma models were introduced as effective models to understand the
Anderson transition [10, 27-29, 32]. In Efetov’s supersymmetric method [13], the
expected absolute value squared of the resolvent of random band matrices, that
is, E|(H —2)~ (i, j)|2 where z € C and H is a random band matrix, can be ex-
pressed as a correlation function of a supersymmetric spin model. The spins of this
model are invariant under the hyperbolic symmetry OSp(2, 1|2). Extended states
correspond to spontaneous breaking of this noncompact symmetry. The supersym-
metric hyperbolic sigma model, or H?? model, was introduced by Zirnbauer [32]
and first studied by Disertori, Spencer and Zirnbauer [10]. It is an approximation
of the random band matrix model above where radial fluctuations are neglected.
This is similar to how the O (n) model is an approximation of models of R”-valued
spins with rotational symmetry such as |¢|*-theories. More detailed motivation for
hyperbolic spin models is given in [27, 29].

The H?? model is believed to capture the physics of the Anderson transition.
As is expected for the Anderson model, it was proved in [10] that the OSp(2, 1|2)
symmetry of the H?> model is spontaneously broken in d > 3 for sufficiently
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small disorder—consistent with the existence of extended states. Furthermore, it
was proved [9] that for sufficiently large disorder this is not the case—consistent
with Anderson localisation. In dimension d < 2, it is conjectured that extended
states do not exist for any disorder strength. Equation (16) below is the corre-
sponding statement for the H?'> model, and we have thus completed the expected
qualitative picture for the phase diagram of the H?"> model; see Remark 1.9 for a
discussion of the conjectured optimal bounds. Equation (16) can be considered as
a version of the Mermin—Wagner theorem. For recent and extremely precise results
in dimension one, see [26].

Based on the similarity of certain explicit formulas, it was suggested that there
is a connection between the H?? model and linearly edge-reinforced random
walks [10]. This connection was first confirmed in [23] by relating marginals of
the H?> model to the limiting local time profile of a time change of the VRIP.
It was also shown there that the linearly edge reinforced walk is obtained from
the VRJP when averaging over random initial rates. Further marginals of the H??
model were explored in [7]. For a discussion of the history of the VRIJP, see [23].

Our hyperbolic analogue of the BFS—Dynkin isomorphism theorem, Theo-
rem 1.2 below, is a different relation between the H??> model and the VRJP than
was found in [23], and it provides a more direct relation between the correlation
structures of the models. Moreover, our statement also applies without supersym-
metry, that is, when the spins take values in H". We will explain further extensions
of Theorem 1.2 in the case of H", for example, to multipoint correlations, in a
forthcoming publication.

1.2. Model definitions. We now define the VRJP and the hyperbolic sigma
models. The walk and the sigma models are both defined in terms of a set A of
vertices and nonnegative edge weights 8 = (B;;)i, jea, Where by edge weights we
mean that B;; = B;;. For our Mermin—Wagner theorem, we will make use of two
assumptions on . We call B finite-range if for each i € A we have g;; =0 for all
but finitely many j. If A = Z¢ we call B translation invariant if Bij = Br)r(j)
for all translations T of Z¢.

1.2.1. Vertex-reinforced jump process. Let A be a finite or countable set. The
VRIJP is a history-dependent continuous-time random walk (X;) on A that takes
jumps from vertex i to vertex j with rate f;;(1 + L;), where

. t
(1) L] E/ lx,=jds.
0

L,j is called the local time of the walk at vertex j up to time 7. We will write
L; = (L})iea for the collection of local times. It will also be useful to consider
the joint process (X;, L;), which is a Markov process with generator £ acting on
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sufficiently nice functions g: A x R* — R by

, , . I . :
@) LPg, 0 =3 Bij(1+£)(2(j, 0 =8, 0) + 5 -8, 0), i€ LeR™
j l
We denote by Eﬁg , the expectation of the process (X;, L;) with initial condition
Xo =1 and Lo = ¢£. The VRIJP is the marginal of X, in the special case Lo = 0; by
a slight abuse of terminology we call (X;, L;) the VRJP as well.

1.2.2. Hyperbolic sigma models. Let R™! denote (n + 1)-dimensional
Minkowski space. Its elements are vectors u = (x,y',...,y" !, z), and it is
equipped with the indefinite inner product u - u = x> + (y1)2 +--- 4+ (y" 12 = 22
Note that although x plays the same role as the y’, we distinguish it in our nota-
tion for later convenience. Recall that n-dimensional hyperbolic space H" can be
realized as

3) H' ={ueR" u-u=-1,z>0)}.

Suppose A is finite and & > 0. To each vertex i € A we associate a spin u; € H".
The energy of a spin configuration u = (&;)jecp € (HMA is

) Hu)=Hpp) =) Bij(—ui-uj—D+h) (z; =D,

(ij) J
where the sum is over edges (ij); since the summands are symmetric in i and j
this notation will not cause any confusion. The H" sigma model is the measure
with density proportional to e~7®) with respect to the |A|-fold product of the
measure p on H” induced by the Minkowski metric (see (23) and (25) for explicit
expressions), and we let (-)g» denote the expectation associated to this model:

 Jamyr F@)e W u® (du)
(5) (F(M))Hn = f(HH)A e_H(”)/L@)A(dM)

The energy (4) favours spin alignment because u - v < —1 for u, v € H" with equal-
ity if and only if u = v.

1.2.3. Supersymmetric hyperbolic sigma model. 1In this section, we will intro-
duce a probability measure which enables the computation of a special class of
observables of the full supersymmetric H?> model. These restricted observables
will suffice for a description of a special, but interesting, case of our results. Our
most general results use the full supersymmetric formalism.

As will be explained further in Section 2, at each vertex i € A there is a super-
spin u; = (x;, i, zi, &, ni) € H2? where & and n; are Grassmann variables. For
the moment, all that is needed is that the expectation of a function F(y) of the
y = (yi)iea coordinates can be written as

©) (F())ggoz = /(

RZ)A

F(ets)e_ﬁ(”) dtds,
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where dt ds = l_[i dt; ds;, els = (et"s,-)ieA,

~ ~ 1
H(s,t)=Hgp(s, 1) = Z,B,‘j(COSh([,‘ —tj)—1+ E(Si —Sj)zet"'“j)
(ij)

(7) +h Xi:<cosh(ti) -1+ %s}e”)

+ Z(t,- +log(27)) — logdet Dg 4 (1),

1

and the matrix Dg j(t) on RA is defined by the quadratic form

(8) (v, Dp V) =D Bije i —v)*+h Y v, veRA

(ij) i
The determinant det Dg ;,(¢) does not depend on the s variables and it is positive
since Dg j(t) is positive definite. Thus e 16D gt ds is a positive measure, and we
will show in Section 2 that it is in fact a probability measure, that is, (1)pp22 = 1.

1.3. Results. We now state our main results and show how Theorem 1.1 is a
consequence.

1.3.1. Hyperbolic BFS—Dynkin isomorphism. The following theorem is a hy-
perbolic analogue of the Dynkin isomorphism theorem, which relates the local
times of a simple random walk to the square of a Gaussian free field. As the
Dynkin isomorphism theorem was proved by Brydges—Frohlich—Spencer in [4],
Theorem 2.2, and later expressed in a better form by Dynkin [12], we prefer to
call it the BFS—-Dynkin isomorphism. The general idea of relating Gaussian fields
to simple random walks is due to Symanzik [30]. For recent discussions of these
ideas, see [16, 31]. Supersymmetric versions of these results for simple random
walks go back to Luttinger and Le Jan [15, 17].

Note that while we have not yet defined the meaning of (g)pp2i2 for a general
function g, we have given a meaning in the case that g is identically one by (6). It
is this case of g identically one that will be most relevant for the VRIP.

THEOREM 1.2. Suppose A is finite and B is a collection of nonnegative edge
weights. Let h > 0, let g: A x R® — R be any bounded smooth function, and
let a,b € A. Consider the H" model, n > 2, let y = (y;)ien = ()} )iea for some
r=1,...,n—1,and 7 = (z;)ien. Then

©) bey“”’g(b’ 2= Dy = <Za /000 Eaﬂ,z_1(g(Xz, Ly))e™ dt>Hn

For the H2? model, we have

{10 2 _(vaypg(b.z = D)gop = /OOO Eaﬂ,o(g(Xz, L))e " dt.
b
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REMARK 1.3. Theorem 1.2 also holds for the H! model, but as the proof
requires slightly different considerations we have not included it here.

Taking the function g to be identically one in (10) implies that

 nB h
(11) (Vayp)pzn = /O Bf o(1x,=p)e ™ dt.

The right-hand side can be interpreted as the two-point function of the VRJP with
a uniform Kkilling rate A.

REMARK 1.4. Theorem 1.2 can be extended in a straightforward way to the
case in which & = (h;);ca is nonconstant, provided A; > 0 and at least one value
is strictly positive.

1.3.2. Hyperbolic Mermin—Wagner theorem. In this section, we assume that
A = Ay is the discrete d-dimensional torus Z<¢ / (LZ)? of side length L € N, and
that 8 is translation invariant and finite-range. We will write (-) = (-) .5 in place
of (:)g» and (-)ppr. Denote

(12) Mp)y=)_ Boj(1—cos(p-j)), peA”,
JjeA

where here - is the Euclidean inner product on R? and A* is the Fourier dual of
the discrete torus A. Denote the two-point function and its Fourier transform by

Gpn(j)=Gg ()= (Yoy)p.n:

Gpn(p)=Gh(p)=>_ Gpn(j)e'??.
JEA

(13)

The following theorem is an analogue of the Mermin—Wagner theorem for the
O (n) model, in the form presented in [14].

THEOREM 1.5. Let A =Z/(LZ)¢, L € N. For the H" model, n > 2, with
magnetic field h > 0,

1
A+ 0+ 1DGgrONA(p)+h’

Similarly, for the H22 model with h > 0,

(14) Gpn(p) >

1
(14+GgrO)A(p) +h

(15) Gpn(p) >

REMARK 1.6. By (11) the two-point function G g ;, equals that of the VRJP in
the case of the H??> model, and hence the two-point function of the VRIP satisfies
(15) as well.



HYPERBOLIC SIGMA MODELS AND VRJP 3381

REMARK 1.7. For d > 3, the bound (15) shows that f can be replaced by f
in [10], Theorem 3, using the upper bound proved there for Gg , (0).

COROLLARY 1.8. Under the assumptions of Theorem 1.5, ford =1, 2,

16 lim lim Gg ,(0) = oo.
(16) ]53ngo g,h(0) =00

PROOF. Since 27 L)~ ZpeA* i) = 1 j—0, summing the bounds (14) and
(15) over p € A* and interchanging sums implies (with n = 0 for H??)
Gon®= — ! .

’ Q2mL)4 peAr (I4+(n+1)Gpr(0)A(p)+h

amn

The assumption of 8 being finite-range and nonnegative implies A(p) < C(8)|p|>.
If d <2 it follows that

1

(18) Lli_)moo Gy p;* YOSFT) too ash |0,

and, as Gg ; > 0, this implies (16). [

REMARK 1.9. In fact, the proof shows Gg ;(0) > cg/+/logh with cg > 0
when & > 0 is small. For the H>'> model, we conjecture that the optimal bound is
Gg.n(0) < cg/h for h small, with cg > 0 exponentially small as 8 becomes large.
This is consistent with Anderson localisation. On the other hand, for the H" model
with n > 2, localisation is not expected, that is, Gg ,(0) < 1/h.

1.3.3. Consequences for the vertex-reinforced jump process. In contrast to
Corollary 1.8, it has been proven [10, 29] that when d > 3 and B;; = B1};—j|=1,
(19) %;1?3 Lll)moo Gp,n(0) <0
for all B > 0 in the case of H? and for all sufficiently large 8 > 0 for H?2. In the
H?? case, (19) corresponds to transience of the VRIP (in the sense of bounded
expected local time, see Corollary 1.10 below) and to the uniform boundedness (in
the spectral parameter z € C) of the expected square of the absolute value of the
resolvent for random band matrices in the sigma model approximation [27] (recall
Section 1.1). It also implies that the hyperbolic symmetry is spontaneously broken.

Due to the nonamenability of hyperbolic group actions, the question of spon-
taneous symmetry breaking for hyperbolic sigma models is, in general, subtle.
The usual formulations of the Mermin—Wagner theorem for models with compact
symmetries cannot hold in the nonamenable case [25], and, in fact, spontaneous
symmetry breaking appears to occur in all dimensions [11, 22]. Nonetheless, (16)
and (19) show that the two-point function—the observable of interest for the VRJP
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and the random matrix problem—does undergo a transition analogous to that oc-
curring in systems with compact symmetries.

PROOF OF THEOREM 1.1. We must prove that for any translation invariant
finite-range

© d
(20) fo ELZ (1,—0) dt = oo,

where the expectation refers to that of the VRIP on Z¢ and d = 1, 2. This is true
since, for any finite-range B, one has

o0 d o d
fo Eyy (1x,=0)dt = lim /0 Epo (Ix,—o)e ™ dt
1) .
= 2% Lll)moo A Eg,’o “(1x,=0)e ht dt = .
The first equality is by monotone convergence, and the final equality is obtained
by combining (16) for the H?'> model and (11).

For the second equality, it suffices, by using the tail of the exponential e, to
verify that the integrand converges for ¢+ < T for any bounded 7. Since the jump
rate 1 + L! is bounded by 1 4 T, the walk is exponentially unlikely to take more
than O(Té) jumps to new vertices up to time 7. VRJPs on Ay and Z¢ can be
coupled to be the same until they exit a ball of radius less than %L, an event which
requires at least L /R jumps to occur, where R is the radius of the finite-range step
distribution. This completes the proof. [

The analogue of Theorem 1.1 for the ERRW with constant initial weights was
established in [19, 24], but not for the VRJP. Mermin—Wagner-type theorems have
also been proven for the ERRW in one and two dimensions [18, 19]. The tech-
niques used deal directly with ERRWs, and hence are rather different from those
employed in this paper.

Our relation between the two-point functions of the H?/> model and the VRJP
also yields a transience result.

COROLLARY 1.10. The vertex-reinforced jump process (X;) on Z¢, d > 3,
with initial rates B;j = B1)i—jj=1 and B sufficiently large is transient, in the sense
that the expected time (X;) spends at the origin is finite.

PROOF. The argument mirrors the proof of Theorem 1.1, using (19) in place
of (16). [

Transience in the sense of visiting the origin finitely often almost surely when
B is sufficiently large was established in [23], Corollary 4; this result also makes
use of [10]. As with recurrence, see the discussion following the statement of The-
orem 1.1, there is in general no relation between the two notions of transience.
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2. Supersymmetry and horospherical coordinates. In this section, we de-
fine horospherical coordinates for H" and then define the supersymmetric H??
model precisely. We also collect Ward identities and relations between derivatives
that will be used in the proofs of Theorems 1.2 and 1.5.

2.1. Horospherical coordinates. As observed in [29, 32], the hyperbolic
spaces H" are naturally parametrised by horospherical coordinates that are use-
ful for the analysis of the corresponding sigma models. For H", these are global
coordinates 7 € R, § € R"~!, in terms of which

1 . .
x =sinhz — 5|§|2e’, yi=elst (i=1,....n—1),
(22) |
z=cosht—|—§|§|2et.
Both x, z are scalars while y = (yl, e y”_l) and 5= (s!,...,s" D) eR" ! are

n — 1 dimensional vectors and |5|* = Z?:_ll (sH)2. By this change of variables, one
has (see the Appendix)

(23) /( - Fu)u® (du) = f( - F(u, 1) ]?[é”‘”’f dt; d5;.

By a short calculation,

(24) —u;-uj=cosh(t; —1;) + %|§,~ — Ejlze’””f, zi = cosht; + %Iiilze’i.
Thus in horospherical coordinates,

1
H(, 1) = Zﬁ’/ <COSh(ll’ — tj) -1+ Elgl — 5_/'|2€ti+[j>
(i)

(25) |
+h Z(cosh(t,-) —1+ 5|§,~|2e’f>,
i
where by a slight abuse of notation we have re-used the symbol H. Moreover,
the following relations, in which we set s; =s; and y; = y; for some fixed r =
1,...,n—1, hold:

(26) g—z=yi, g—)s);=xi+zi, a(lgisiuj):yj(xi‘f’zi)_)’i(xj‘f‘zj)-
Furthermore,
3? "
gjzzj:efzxj+2j,
27) 52 —elith — —(xj+zp)+z) =],
i O (—l—uj-u) =+ =+x;+z)x1+z) i=I,

0 else.
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2.2. Supersymmetry. Let A be a finite set. We will define an algebra 25 of
forms (which generalise random variables) that constitute the observables on the
superspace (R??)2. The superspace itself only has meaning through this algebra
of observables. We also define an integral associated to this algebra. We then intro-
duce the supersymmetry generator and the localisation lemma. For a more detailed
introduction to the mathematics of supersymmetry, see, for example, [3, 5, 10].

2.2.1. Supersymmetric integration. For each vertex i € A, let x;, y; be real
variables and &;, ; be two Grassmann variables. Thus by definition all of the x;
and y; commute with each other and with all of the &; and »; and all of the &; and
n; anti-commute. The way in which the anti-commutation relations are realized is
unimportant, but concretely, we can define an algebra of 4/l x 4/A matrices & and
n; realising the required anti-commutation relations for the Grassmann variables.
To fix signs in forthcoming expressions, fix an arbitrary order iy, ...,7z| of the
vertices in A.

We define the algebra Q4 to be the algebra of smooth functions on (R?)? with
values in the algebra of 4/A! x 4/A matrices that have the form

(28) F= Y Fryx 081,

I,JCA

where the coefficients F; ; are smooth functions on (R%)A, and (n€) 1.7 1s given
by the ordered product [[;c;ny mi&i [licp\s & [1jes\s ;- This ordering has been
chosen so that (n&) . a 1S n1&1...na8A. We call elements of 25 forms because
the forms of differential geometry are instances [5, 15]. The integral (sometimes
called a superintegral) of a form F € Q, is defined by

dxi dyi
(29) L ¥ Faaeon [T 520,

- 2\A
R ieA

where R2? refers to the number of commuting and anti-commuting variables.
The degree of a coefficient Fy ; is |I| 4 |J|. Thus the integral of a form F is
a constant multiple of the usual Lebesgue integral of the top degree part of F.
A form F € Q4 is even if the degree of all nonvanishing coefficients Fy ; is even
in (28). Even forms commute. For even forms F!,..., FP and a smooth func-
tion g € C®(RP), the form g(F!,..., FP) € Q, is defined by formally Taylor
expanding g about the degree-0 part (Fé’g(x, V) ons F[g’@(x, v)). This is well-
defined as there is no ambiguity in the ordering if the F' are all even, and the
anti-commutation relations satisfied by the &; and n; imply the expansion is finite.

2.2.2. Localisation. Temporarily set x = x;, y =y;, &€ =§;, and n = ;. De-
fine an operator 9, : 25 — Q4 by linearity, d,(nF) = F, and 9, F =0 if F does
not contain a factor 7. Define d;¢ in the same manner. Define Q; by its action on
forms F by

(30) QiF =£0,F +ndyF +x0,F — yo: F.
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The supersymmetry generator Q acts on aform F € Q5 by QF =) ;. OiF.
DEFINITION 2.1. F € Q, is supersymmetric if QF = 0.

The supersymmetry generator acts as an anti-derivation on the algebra of forms,
see, for example, [5], Section 6. This implies that the forms

€2y Tjii =T =Xixj +yiyj +&nj —migj, i, j €A,
are supersymmetric. Moreover, any smooth function of the z;; is supersymmetric

as Q obeys a chain rule, see [5], equation (6.5). The following localisation lemma
is fundamental. For a proof, see [10], Lemma 16.

LEMMA 2.2 (Localisation lemma). Let F € Q25 be a smooth form with suffi-
cient decay that is supersymmetric, that is, satisfies QF = 0. Then

2 F=F .
(32) [ F = Fo00.0

2.3. The H*? model. We can now define the H?? sigma model and justify our
earlier claim that its y marginal is the probability measure (6). Given (x;, y;, &, ;)
as above define an even variable z; by

&ini

1+ x2+y?

where the equality is by the definition of a function of a form. We will write u; =
(xi, yi, zi, &, ni). Define the “inner product”

33)  zi=y I+ +2%m =142 42+

(34) wi-uj=xixj+yiyj—zizj +&nj —ni&j,

generalising the Minkowski inner product above (3); we have written “inner prod-
uct” as this is only terminology, since (34) is not a quadratic form in the classical
sense. Then by a short calculation

(35) up -u; =-—1,

which we interpret as meaning that u; is in the supermanifold H??. Since z; =
V1+71;and u; -uj; =1;j — z;2;, the forms u; - uj and z; are supersymmetric for
alli, j € A.

The H?? integral of a form F € 2, is defined by

1
36 / F= F —,
( ) (H2|2)A (R2|2)A il;[\ Zi
and the H?'? model is defined by the following action (which is now a form in £,)

(37) H=Hgp=7) Bij(—ui-uj—1)+hY (zi—1)€Qa.
(i) i
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Lastly, we define the superexpectation of an observable F € 5 in the H?? model
by

- —H
(38) (Fpper = /(H2|2)A Fe ™.
Lemma 2.2 implies that (1)gper = 1, as promised in Section 1.2.3.

2.4. Supersymmetric horospherical coordinates. The H?? model can also be
reparametrised in a supersymmetric version of horospherical coordinates [10],
Section 2.2. For the convenience of the reader, the explicit change of variables
is computed in the Appendix. In this parametrisation, ¢ and s are two real variables
and ¥ and v are two Grassmann variables. As in the previous section, we denote
the algebra of such forms by €24 . The tilde refers to horospherical coordinates. We
write

: (12, 2 t

x =sinht —e Es + v, y=es,
1 —

(39) z=cosht+e’(§sz+1ﬁ‘ﬁ)’
E=ey, =y

There is a generalisation of the change of variables formula from standard inte-
gration to superintegration. We only require the following special case given in
[10], Section 2.2, and Appendix. Forms F' € €2 are in correspondence with forms
FeQ A obtained by substituting the relations (39) into (28) using the definition of
functions of forms. Moreover, expanding

(40) F= Y Fr ;)W

I,JCA

the superintegral over F can expressed as

@D /(sz)A F= Fan(.s) He_ll

RHA

dt; ds;

If a function F (y) depends only on the y coordinates then F has degree 0, and
a computation (see [10], Section 2.2, and Appendix) shows that

<F(y))H2\2 = /(HZIZ)A F(y)e_H — 52 F e—H A R 1—[ —1
(42)

dt, dsl

_ —H(t.5) e
= Jas F(e's)e (.5 Udt, ds;,

with the function H given by (6).
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Analogously to (24) a calculation gives the expressions

1
—u; -uj = cosh(t; —t; (s — g:)2elitl
(43) Ui - Uj cosh(; ])+2(S, Sj) e
+ (i = T W — Y )e
1 T .
(44) z; =cosht; + <5512 + wiwi)etl'

We again check that

0Z; ay; o(u; ~uj)
(45) a—s;=yi, a—sll_zxz'—i-zz', #:yj(xi'i‘zi)_)’i(xj'i‘zj)
and
2
LA
9527 T
J
(46) 52 —eit = —(xj +z))(x+z) i=],
PR (=1 —uju) =+ =+xj+z))q+z) i=l,
i0s]

0 else.

2.5. Ward identities. In this section, we establish some useful Ward identities.
These Ward identities are a reflection of the underlying symmetries of the target
spaces H" and H??; see [10], Appendix B. Note that these identities are most
easily seen in the ambient coordinates (x, y', ..., y""!, 2).

2.5.1. H". For the H" model, we have the identities

(47) (xj8(@))gm =0

for any smooth function g. This identity follows simply from the invariance of the
measure under x — —x (see (4)—(5)). Moreover, by rotational symmetry, we have

(g(")mn = (g(x))mn forr=1,...,n—1.

2.5.2. H22. For the H2? model, we have identities analogous to (47):

(48) (ng(z))Hz\z =0

for any smooth function g. This identity again follows from the symmetry x — —x
(see (37)—(38)). We also have (g(x))ppr = (g(y)) g2 by rotational symmetry. The
following identities arise from (48):

(49) (€7 yppp = ((xj + 2)) G + 2) )i = (xj21 + 220,
(e’/ )H2|2 = <)C] + Zj)HZ\Z
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and hence by supersymmetry and rotational invariance

(50) (€ ) o = 14 (yj yi)me,

(elj )H2|2 =1.
Indeed, the evaluations (z;z;)yer = (zi)yger = 1 are by Lemma 2.2, which implies
more generally that for any smooth function g with rapid decay,

—Hg —
(51) Jnp €080 =500,

3. Proof of Theorem 1.2. In this section, for the H" model, we will let y,
denote the component y; of u, € H" and s, the corresponding component sa1 in
horospherical coordinates. By symmetry (recall Section 2.5), the results of this
section are valid if we replace y; by any of the first n — 1 components of u,.

We will prove that for the H" model, n > 2,

DY TR B TICER
(52) ’

o
- p —ht
= (H”)A e ﬂtha/(; EQ,Z—I (g(XT9 Lt))e dt

In (52), and in the rest of this section, we omit the measure u® (du) for integrals
over (H")? from the notation. For the H2? model, we prove that

—Hg j, -1 :/
DY Lo € vumstoz =0 = |

o0

E o(g(Xs, Lp))e ™ d1.

Theorem 1.2 in the case of H?? is precisely (53), and Theorem 1.2 in the case of
H" follows by normalising (52). The identities (52) and (53) are a result of the
following integration by parts formulas. Recall that £ denotes the generator (2)
of the joint position and local time process (X;, L;) of the VRIJP.

LEMMA 3.1. Let A be finite, leta € A and let g: A X RA — R be a smooth
function with rapid decay. For the H" model, n > 2,

54) — / e b0y v LPg(b, 7 —1 :/ e H80z,0(a,z —1).
(54) ;(m YaypLPg( )= an a8( )

For the H*? model,

(55) -2 /(Hzn)A e M0y, LPg(b, 2~ 1) = g(a, 0).
b
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PROOF. The proofs are essentially the same for H" and H??, so we carry them
out in parallel.

We write £ for £P, H for H 8,0, and the integral | for [, (H)A and, respectively,

f(HZB)A. By (26) (resp., (45)) we have yb%g(b, z—1)= aaTbg(b, z—1) where aaTb

denotes the derivative with respect to the bth component of the second argument.
Therefore,

Z/e_Hyaybﬁg(b, z—1)
b
(56) = fe_HYa (Z Boeypze(g(c,z—1) — g(b,z — 1))
b,c

0
—o(b,z—1)).
DI ))

Recall (23) (resp., (41)) and integrate the second term in the equation above by
parts. This produces two terms; by the rapid decay of g there are no boundary
terms. For the first term produced by the integration by parts, using (26) (resp.,

(45)) again,

(e

. _H o(up - uc) _
(57) =3 [e ya(;ﬂbciasb )g(b,z 1)

=3 [ e vbrewvzclgle.z = 1) = gz~ D).
b,c

This term cancels the first term on the right-hand side of (56). For the second
term produced by the integration by parts, we use that [ x,e = g(b, z) = 0 by (47)

(resp., (48)):

/e %g(b — 1)—8ab/e_H(xa +z2)g(b,z—1)
(58)

— (Sab/e_Hzag(a, z—1).

In the supersymmetric case, the localisation lemma in the special case (51) further
implies that the last right-hand side can be evaluated as

(59) Sab / e M2ag(a, 2 — 1) = Sapg (. 0).

Altogether, we have shown (54) (resp., (55)). U
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PROOF OF THEOREM 1.2. It suffices to show (52) and (53) with 2 = 0, by
replacing g(b,z — 1) by g(b,z — e "@=D_ Therefore, from now on, assume
h = 0. To get (53) from (55), we apply (55) with g(i, £) replaced by g;(i, £) =
E; ¢(g(X;, Ly)). By the definition of the generator, we have Lg;(i, £) = %gt(i, f),
so (55) gives

d
(60) Eq0(8(Xs, Ly)) = —5<Z/e”yaybg,(b, z— 1)).
b

Note that the process (X;, L;) is transient even if the marginal (X;) is recurrent
because ) ; L; — 00 as t — oo. Therefore, integrating both sides over ¢ and using
that g;(x, ) — 0 as t — oo, which follows from the transience of (X;, L;) and the
rapid decay of g = go, we get

(61) [ EaoleCti Ly =% [ e Hyammg .z - .
b

The proof of (52) from (54) is entirely analogous. [

4. Proof of Theorem 1.5. The proof of the hyperbolic Mermin—Wagner fol-
lows that of the usual Mermin—Wagner theorem closely [20, 21]; see also the pre-
sentation in [14]. We begin with the nonsupersymmetric case. Due to the noncom-
pact target space, differences occur in the bound of the term (|DH|?) and in the
role of the coordinate in the direction of the magnetic field. As in the previous
section, we write H for Hg . We will write A to denote the complex conjugate
of A.

PROOF OF (14). As in the previous section, we write y; for yjl-. We also write
(-) for (-)m», and we use horospherical coordinates throughout the proof. Through-
out the proof, H will denote the energy of a spin configuration in horospherical
coordinates; recall (25).

Let
(62) S(p) = L Y Py, D= L Ze—f@ri)i.

VIAT 5 VIAT 5 -

05

By the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality,

2 (S(p)DH)|?
(63) (‘S(P)} )Z W

In the following, we compute the terms on the left- and right-hand sides of the
above inequality. Note that we have the integration by parts identity (FDH) =
(DF) for any smooth F: (H")* — R that does not grow too fast; the vanishing
of boundary terms can be seen by looking at the expression for H (i.e., by (25)).
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By the assumed translation invariance of 3,

1
(1s(p)) wZe”’“ ”<y,yz>=m P U (yoyi )

(64)
:Ze’(’”)(yoyj),
J
1 dy 1
tp ()] J i j
) (S(p)DH)=(DS(p))= |A|Z <asl> |A| (xJ +2z;)
= (z0),
2H
o ip-(j=0)
(66) (IDH*)=(DDH) Z <8s,~381>'

In (65), we have used (xj) = 0; recall Section 2.5. By (x;zx) = 0, Cauchy—
Schwarz, translation invariance, that (x(%) = (y(%) (recall the symmetries from Sec-
tion 2.5.1), and the constraint uq - ug = —1, observe that

67 ((xj+ 2z +z0)) = (xjx +zjz) < () +{z8) = 1+ (e + D{y3).
Thus, using (27) and (x ;) = 0 once more, (66) can be rewritten and bounded above

by

(IDH) = Zﬁﬂ (xj+z) 0 +z2))(1 —PUD)

N
h
(68) +mZ(xj+zJ~)
<A Zﬂ,z (14 01+ Do) (1 = cos(p - (f = D)) +hizo).
In summary, we have shown (recall (12))
(69) (IDH?) < (14 (n + D{Y)A(P) + hizo).
Using (64) and substituting the above bounds into (63) gives
i) e o - (S(P)DH)I? (z0)?
2oy = D 2 T DgnA) bl

1
> .
T (L4 (+ DOGHAP) +h
The last inequality follows from # > 0 and 1 < (zp), which holds by the definition
of H". O

70 7
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PROOF OF (15). We use that the expectation of a function F'(y) can be written
using horospherical coordinates in terms of the probability measure (6). Through-
out this proof, we denote the expectation with respect to this probability measure
by (-). By the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality, and since S(p) is a function of the y,

2 2 _ (S(p)DH)P?
(71) SO e =S ) = — =5

1) Phee = (IS P) = S22
The probability measure (-) obeys the integration by parts (F DH y = (DF) iden-
tity for any function F = F (s, t) that does not grow too fast. Therefore, by trans-
lation invariance we find that, as in the case of H”,

1 o
Ze’f’(f Diyiyy=—3"ePU™D(yoy; 1)

IsP)= a

|Al

=Zel(p'])(yoyj),

J

~ 1 d 1
(73)  (S(p)DH)=(DS(p))= |A|Z‘“’ ”<ail’> |A|Z<e’f>=1,

(72)

where the last identity uses (50). By (50), Cauchy—Schwarz, and translation invari-
ance we have

(74) (e ) = 1+ (yjm) < 1+(x5)
Using (74) and the integration by parts identity, it follows that
~ , h ,
(IDAP)=(DDH) = 7 Zﬂ,z (e )1 —cos(p- (= D)) + 7 D et
1
75 = 2B+ bo) (1 —cos(p- (= D)) +h
Jsl
= (14 (y3)r(p) + h.
In summary, we have proved

(S(p)DH)I® !
(IDHP) ~ (1+ (Ggha(p) +h

T6) Y PN iyoyy) ={|S(p)[) =

J

as claimed. O
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APPENDIX: HOROSPHERICAL COORDINATES
A.1. H". Under the change of variables,
1 : . 1
(77)  x =sinht — 5|§|2ef, yi=elst, z=coshr + §|§|2e’,
the measure transforms as

detJ

e __drnds' A ndsT
coshr 4 3[5|%e!

1 1 n—1
@78) —dxndy A---ANdy —
z

where the Jacobian matrix in block form is

Aixi Bixn—1 ]
79 J =
(79 [Ch—lxl Dy 1xn—1

with
0x | B 0x

(80) AZEZCOSht—§|S| et, j:@:—sj'et,
ayi ) ayl

(8]) Ci:W:Slet’ Dl‘j:@:(sijet.

Noting that D = ¢ I, the determinant is easily computed using the Schur comple-
ment formula,

det J = (det D) det (A — BD™'C)

1 sl _
(82) = =Dt (cosht — Elszlet =Y (—sie')e [(Siet))

i=1
(n—1)t .o,
=e cosht+§|s| e ),

giving the transformed measure as
detJ

———————dtnds' Ao nds" T ="V dE Ads' A A ds™ T
coshr 4 5[5|%e!

A.2. H?2, The calculation for H?? is similar to the previous case, but the
Jacobian is replaced by the Berezinian. The notation in (29) corresponds to the
following notation in [10] (resp., [2]):

(84) meF:/dxAdyoaganF:/Fdndgdxdy.
Applying [2], Theorem 2.1, to the change of variables
1 _
x:sinht—i(s2+2w1ﬁ)e’, y=seé',
(85)
1 2 7 t t 7t
z:cosht+§(s + 2y )e, n=ve E=ye,
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the Berezin measure transforms as

sdet M

1 7 dy
cosht + 5(s2 4+ 2y )e!

1
(86) ~dyds dxdy dy drds,

where M is the Berezinian supermatrix

87) v=lo o= B B &
W Iy 9y 9y
o By oy of
Loy a0y 9y

and sdetM = (det D)~!det(A — BD~'C) is its Berezinian (superdeterminant).
The four blocks are then

- 1 ) i
_ | cosht — —(s*> +2yr¢)e’  se' _|ve vyl
88 A= 27 t j| . B= [ R

—Sse e

[ e 0 e 0
(89) C—_—we’ 0], D_[O e,]

The first term in the Berezinian is simply (det D)~! = =%, whilst the second is

det (A — BD™'(C)

(90) = det (|:C0$ht - %(Szj‘z‘ﬁw)et setti| n |:21/_/(1)0€’ 8:|)

—se e
1 -
=e (cosht + E(s2 + 21//1//)8),

giving the transformed Berezin measure as

sdet M
cosht + 3(s2 + 2y ¢)e!

O1) dydy dtds =e™'dydy dtds,

which corresponds to (41).
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