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Abstract. We consider classical systems of particles in v dimensions. For a very large
class of pair potentials (superstable lower regular potentials) it is shown that the correlation
functions have bounds of the form

Q(xl’ LR xn)één'

Using these and further inequalities one can extend various results obtained by Dobrushin
and Minlos [3] for the case of potentials which are non-integrably divergent at the origin.
In particular it is shown that the pressure is a continuous function of the density. Infinite
system equilibrium states are also defined and studied by analogy with the work of Do-
brushin [2a] and of Lanford and Ruelle [11] for lattice gases.

0. Introduction

A number of papers have been devoted to the study of the thermo-
dynamic limit (infinite volume limit) in the statistical mechanics of
classical systems of particles in v dimensions. Fairly satisfactory results
have been obtained for the thermodynamic functions: existence of the
limit, convexity (stability) properties, and the equivalence of the various
ensembles !. For other problems (continuity of the pressure as a function
of specific volume, study of correlation functions) the results are less
satisfactory due to a technical difficulty: it is hard to exclude large
fluctuations of the number of particles in a small region of space. It is
true that if many particles are put in a small region 4 of space their
repulsion will lead to a large positive potential energy (and therefore
to a small probability in the grand canonical ensemble), but it is difficult
to estimate the interaction energy of the particles in 4 with the neigh-
bouring ones. In the present paper we solve the technical difficulty just
mentioned and study some consequences of the solution.

! See the pioneering work of Van Hove [15], Yang and Lee [16] and the articles of

Ruelle [13], Fisher [5], Griffiths [7]. For a general exposition and further references see
Ruelle [14].
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We shall assume that the interaction between particles is given by a
pair potential @ 2, i.e. the energy of m particles located at x, ..., X,, iS
Uy, ooy Xp) = ), P(x;—x

i<j
where @ is a Lebesgue measurable function which satisfies @(x) = ®(—x)
and which may take real values and the value + co. In order to have a

system with thermodynamic behaviour, we assume that @ is stable,
i.e. there exists B=0 such that, for all m, x4, ..., X,

U(xXgy ..., Xp) = —mB.

If @ is of the form @ = @'+ @” where @' is a stable pair potential and @”
is a positive continuous function with @”(0) > 0, we say that ¢ is super-
stable®. The reader may convince himself that stable potentials which
are not superstable are in a sense exceptional: in fact the only case of
interest is @ =0. If A is a fixed bounded region of R”, and @ a superstable
potential there exist 4 >0 and B=0 such that for all m and all
X1y eers Xy €A,
U(Xqy-eo» X) = Am* — Bm.

We say that @ is lower regular if there is a positive decreasing function ¢
on [0, + o0) such that

frtdte@) < +oo
0
and for all xeR”

P(x)Z —@(Ix) -

We summarize now in two theorems the main results of Sections 1-4
of the present paper

0.1. Theorem “. Let @ be a superstable and lower regular pair potential,
let A be a bounded Lebesgue measurable region in IR’, and let

dx, e BUG1L ... 3n)
. n

be the grand partition function at activity z.

2 Actually, a weaker assumption is made in Sections 1 and 2.

3 A slightly less restrictive definition is given in Section 1.

4 See Proposition 2.6 and Corollary 2.9. Part (a) of the theorem is an easy result for
positive or hard core pair potentials (see [14], Exercise 4.D). Part (b) had been proved by
Dobrushin and Minlos [3] for pair potentials which are non-integrably divergent at the
origin.
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(a) Define the correlation functions by

"

j dxm+1 . dx, e PUGL3)

0a(X15 s Xp) =27 Z

(n—m)!
There exists a positive constant &, independent of A, m, X, ..., X,,, Such that
04(X1s s X S E™.

(b) Given A> 0, there exist g> 0 and d = 0 such that if A is any bounded
Lebesgue measurable subset of R* with diameter L= A, then the grand
canonical probability of finding more than m particles in A is less than

ex m? +dm
P|—9g 15 .
The probability in question is
n+p
A Z Z — j dxy...dx, jdx,,+1‘..dx,,+pe_”U(xl""”‘"+P’.
n=m p=0 D (Aam (A\4)?

0.2. Theorem °. Let @ be a superstable and lower regular pair potential.

(@) Let A be a pamllelepzped with sides at,...,a" and volume
|[A|=a'...a". If a%,...,a’— oo, then |A|”*logZ tends to a finite limit
Bp (pis the thermodynamlc limit of the grand canonical pressure).

(b) Assume that
fdx|l—e P*® < + 00

then, the pressure p defined in (a) is a continuous function of the density

o=pz ?)—Iz) (inside of its interval of definition).

In Section 5 we study the infinite volume limit of correlation func-
tions. One does not expect that this limit will be unique (because of the
possible occurrence of phase transitions), but the following result is
obtained.

0.3. TheoremS. Let @ be a superstable and lower regular pair
potential; assume that
fdx|l —eP*¥|< +o0.

5 See Theorem 3.3 and Theorem 5.3. Part (b) of the present theorem was known in the
extreme cases of pair potentials bounded from above (Ruelle [137) or very repulsive at the
origin (positive or hard core: Penrose and Ginibre [6]; non integrably divergent: Dobrushin
and Minlos [3]). An attempt at bridging the gap between the two cases started the work
presented in this article.

6 See Theorem 5.5 and Corollary 5.3.

9 Commun. math. Phys., Vol. 18
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Let (A be a sequence of bounded Lebesgue measurable regions of R,
tending to infinity in the sense that for every bounded A there exists ny,
such that AC A; if j = ny. Then one can choose a subsequence (A3) of (A)
such that

1 04 (%1, -5 %) = 05 -5 %)

uniformly on the bounded subsets of (R*)". The infinite volume correlation
functions obtained as limit satisfy the Kirkwood-Salsburg equations

—ﬁ‘): Pxi=x1) © 1
X1y oy X)) =2e 72 Y Fjdxm+1 oo Xy
n=0 .

n
[T (#2637~ 1)| 330 -vvs X
j=1

The other results of Section 5 are of a less elementary nature and are
only outlined here. A concept of infinite volume equilibrium state is
introduced. Such a state may be described by correlation functions
satisfying the Kirkwood-Salsburg equations. It may also be described
by a probability measure u (on a suitable measurable space &) satisfying
“equilibrium equations” of a type already known for lattice systems
(Dobrushin [2a], Landford and Ruelle [ 117]). The set X of (infinite volume)
equilibrium states is non empty, convex and compact’ and a Choquet
simplex®. The last statement means that every equilibrium state may,
in a unique manner, be decomposed into extremal equilibrium states.
If this decomposition is non trivial for a pure thermodynamic phase we
have an example of symmetry breakdown®. Let 2, be the set of equilibrium
states which are invariant under the effect of translations of IR”. This set
is non empty, convex, and compact. It is again a Choquet simplex and
this fact has the physical interpretation that every invariant equilibrium
state has a unique decomposition into pure thermodynamic phases.

For sufficiently small activity, 2 consists of just one point. In that
case the thermodynamic limit of the correlation functions is unique *°.
In general from every sequence (4,) of bounded regions of R® tending to
infinity one can extract a subsequence such that the corresponding
correlation functions tend to some point of ¥ 1.

7 With respect to the topology of uniform convergence on compacts of the correlation
functions.

8 See for instance Choquet and Meyer [2].

9 Fora discussion of these concepts, see [ 14] Chapters 6 and 7, Lanford and Ruelle [11].

10 This was known, see for instance [14] Section 4.2. References are given in [14]
to the original papers of Ruelle and Penrose. The author has recently become aware of
earlier work (for positive potentials) by Bogoljubov and Khatset [1].

11 This may not give all points of Z. One can however get all points of Z by introducing
suitable “boundary effects”, namely by prescribing suitable distributions of particles outside
of the 4,.
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1. Conditions on the Interaction

For all integers m=0 and all x,, ..., x,eR’, let U(xy,...,x, )R
U {+o0}; U is thus a function on ) (R*)". We say that U is an interaction

m
if it satisfies the following conditions.
(I,) Measurability. For eachm, (xy, ..., Xp) = U(Xy, ..., X,,) is Lebesgue
measurable.
(I,) Permutation invariance.

Uiy s X3, ) = UXy5 ooy X,)

for every permutation (1, ..., m)—(iy, ..., i)
(I3) Translation invariance.

Uxi+a,...x,+ @) =U(xq, ..., Xp)

forallaeR".
Iy If y1y ...y y, R and U(xy, ..., X,,) = +c0, then

U(Xyy ooy Xpgs Vi oes V)= + 00

(Is) Normalization. If m=0 or m=1, then U(xy, ..., x,)=0.
We say that the interaction U is stable if it satisfies the condition
(S) There exists B =0 such that for allm, x4, ..., X,

U(xys..., X = —mB.

Let0<AeR. For every r € Z® we define a cube

.@(r)z{xelRV:(r"— %)lgx‘k(r‘# %)A}

These cubes form a partition of R”. If X e (R*)", we let n(X,r) be the
number of points of the sequence X =(x, ..., X,,) which belong to 2(r).

A condition stronger than stability is the following

(SS) Superstability. There exist A>0, B=0 such that if R is a finite
subset of Z" and

X1y eoes X € Upea 2(r), X =(%X1, ..., Xp)
then
UX)2 Y [An(X,r)*—Bn(X,r)].
reR

Notice that a positive interaction is stable, that the sum of two stable
interactions is stable, and that the sum of a stable and a superstable
interactions is superstable.

9%
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We write
X=0X1,sXm)s  Y=15-s V)>»

XY =(Xq5 o0y Xops Viseovs V) -
Let W(X, Y) satisfy

UXY)=UX)+UY)+W(X,Y),
WX,Y)=+0w if UXY)=+w.

In view of (I,), (1), these conditions determine entirely the function W:
(Z (]R“)”‘) x (Z (mvy") —>RU{+ o0},

If reZ®, we let |r| = sup|ri|. We say that the interaction U is lower
i

regular if it satisfies the following condition
(LR) There exists a decreasing positive function ¥ on the positive
integers such that

Y P(r)< + 0.

reZv

Furthermore if #, & are finite subsets of Z’ and

X1y X € Upea2(r), X =(X1,...5 X

yl,...,y,,eusey,@(s), Y=(y1,"'7yn)
then . .
WX, )z -3 Y P(s—7) ?n(X, )+ 3n(Y’ s)*|.

re® se&

We mention without proof the following easily verified result.

1.1.-Proposition. The conditions (SS) and (ILR) are invariant under
linear transformations of R® (in particular they are translation invariant
and independent of the choice of 1).

We indicate now criteria under which (S), (SS), (LR) hold for inter-
actions associated with pair potentials. A pair potential is a Lebesgue
measurable function @ :R'—>RuU{+ o0} such that ¢(—x)=P(x); an
interaction Uy, is defined by

Up(Xg, .cn )= ), P(x;—x,).
i<j
Clearly Uy = 0 if @ =0. We say that @ is stable (resp. superstable, lower
regular) if U, satisfies (S) (resp. (SS), (LR)). Propositions 1.2, 1.3, 1.4
below give criteria for stability, superstability and lower regularity. For
proofs, see [14], Section 3.2.
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1.2. Proposition. (a) If @' is the Fourier transform of a positive
measure with finite total mass, then @' is stable.
(b) If " is continuous =0 and ®"(0)> 0, then ®” is superstable.

In particular if ® > @', then @ is stable 2. If @ is stable, then @ + &”
is superstable.

1.3. Proposition. Let ¢ : [0, + c0)—IR be positive, decreasing, and let
e tdte@t)< +oo.
0

If ®(x)= —o(|x|) for all x, then @ is lower regular.

1.4. Proposition (Dobrushin, Fisher, Ruelle). Let 0<d; <d, < +

and let
@,:[0,d]>Ru{+0}, ¢,:[d,, +0)>R

be positive, decreasing and such that

dy 0
[ tdte,®)=+c0, [ ldte,()<+o0.
0

da
If the pair potential ® is bounded below and satisfies
Px)Z@i(lx)) for |x|=d,,
P = @a(Ixl)  for |x[2d,

then @ is superstable and lower regular.

2. Probability Estimates

In this section we shall obtain bounds on the correlation functions
and other quantities of interest (probability estimates). We assume that
the distribution of X is given by the grand canonical ensemble and that
the interaction U is superstable and lower regular.

Let A be a bounded Lebesgue measurable subset of IR” with measure
|A]>0, let U be a stable interaction and let >0, z>0. The grand
canonical probability measure is defined on ), A" by its restriction

o nz0
Z—lwe-ﬁU(M ..... xn)dx1 _den (21)
to every A"; here

. dx, e PUG ) 2.2)

=5

12 There exist stable potentials which are not of this type (S. Sherman, private com-
munication).

An
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The convergence of Z is ensured by the stability of U. The probability
estimates (Propositions 2.6 and 2.7) will be preceded by technical results,
Propositions 2.1 and 2.5.

Given o> 0, we can choose an integer P, >0 and for each j= P, an
integer [;> 0 such that

l.
XL (1 +20)

r <a. 2.3)
We use the notation '3 J ‘
|r| = sup |, 24
Ul={reZ’:iM=l}, [k\1=[kN\D], 2.5
V,=@2L+1y. (2.6)

2.1. Proposition. Let A>0, B=0, and let ¥ be a decreasing positive
function on the positive integers such that

Y P(r) < +o0. @.7)

reZv

If o is sufficiently small one can choose an increasing sequence (y;) such
that p; 2 1, p;— 00, and fix P> P, so that the following is true.

Let n(-) be a function from Z’ to the integers =0. Suppose that there
exists g such that q = P and q is the largest integer for which

Y n?zy,V,. (2.8
Then retal
1 1
— Y [An(r)*—Bn()]+ ), Y. P(s—r) |5 n@)?+ —nls)?
relg+1] relg+1] s¢[g+1] 2 2
2.9
= - % Y n@r)?. @9)
We choose « such that relg+1]
[ 0] x [0+ 302~ 1] 5 2. 2.10)

There exists an increasing function i on the positive integers such that
wzl, limy()=+oo, (211)

pl+1) _ 1+1
vl T 1

13 The inverted slant (\) denotes set difference.

2.12)
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and
Y (i) P(r) < +oo. (2.13)

rezv
[Choose p* satisfying (2.11) and (2.13), then let p be the largest function
<y* satisfying (2.12).] We define y; = y(l)), thus

1 Pirn Sl g (2.14)
¥j lj
The choice of P is made so that Lemma 2.4 below holds. Before proving
the proposition we introduce the definition

Y= sup V(s —r)=¥(gsrs1—lgr1 +1) 219

re[g+1],s¢lg+k+1]
and we state a few lemmas.
2.2. Lemma. Let the conditions of Proposition 2.1 be satisfied by n(-)
and q, and let k = 0, then

() Z "(S)zé(wq+qu+k—1PqV‘),

selgtk\q]

(b) if ¥, is defined by (2.15)

M8

o0
Z b z n(5)2§ (P — Wk+1)1l7q+k+2 Vq+k+2-
k=1

se[g+k+2\gt+k+1] k

|
-

(a) follows from the fact that g-is the largest integer for which (2.8)
holds; (b) is obtained, using (a), as follows

P ) n(s)*

se[g+k+2\g+k+1]

M8

=
I
-

(Pe— Y0 z n(s)?

sefg+k+2\g+2]

(P — Y+ 1) ('Pq+k+2 Vq+k+2 — Y, V;)

I
p8

=
It
-

IIA

DMs Tps

IA

(P — Pis+ I)wq+k+2 Vq+k+2-

R
]
-

2.3. Lemma.

@) IPj-;)IIIjj+1 §(1+3a)v+1’

Jjri

(b) 1Pj+2Vj+2“1PjV} §(1+3a)2v+2_1.
v;V;
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(c) Letk=1, then

wq+k+2V+k+2 <Toa (1 v+1
=< +o)(1+3a .
Plormrt—lons + ) @lyrprs =20, 43y =L o +3a]

Proof of (a).

1Pj+1Vj+1 < ’+1 (21+1+1)v§(lj+1)v+1§(1+3°‘)v+1'
w, v, L\ 2L+1 lj

(b) follows from (a). Proof of (c).

1l’q+k+2V+k+2
Ylgarrrr = lgr1 + D) Clyir 1 — 211 +3)
lyvir2 ) Clyss2+ 1)
lyvirr—lger+ 1 @lgpsr =214 +3)
( lyriea )z(l/l )
A o

1—1 l/lq+k+1

lIA
IIA

1430 \"*!
—(ta) "

+k+1 7 lq

<Et%§%:y“=m*a+@u+wwﬂ.

24. Lemma. If P> P, is sufficiently large, we have

@ Y wesg

SZ|S|>lq+;—lq
(b) Z (P — q’k+1)wq+k+2 Vq+k+2§
k=1

1 2B> A
(©) ?Awa/qg(T + ?) Vert1-

A
4

We have
1
@+ v+ ¥ @+ 17 -@i- I)V)] v
2

< ((21 ) =@j- 1)”) v()

II/\

lIA

4

)
Jilj25j
@i+ -@i=1)%0)

II/\

J:

<40+ T @+ 1= 1) vl
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Therefore
S [P0 P+ 1] () @1+ 1)
I1=0
© 1
<4 Y [YO-P0+1]|wO)+ 21 @+ -@2j— 1)”)1/1(/')]
1=0 j=

40 PO+ X (@741~ Ci= 0)0) ¥0)

J

=4 Y p(r) P(rh< +oo. (2.16)
rezZv
Since g = P, when P— co we have g— oo and [, ; — [,— o0, proving (a).
Using (2.16) we have also

Z (P = Yis DWUgirr 1 — L r + D Clpyir s — 2l 1 +3)
k=1

= Y, [PO-Y0+DIv0)@I+1)-0.

I=lgia—lg+1+1
This, together with part (c) of Lemma 2.3 proves (b). The sequence y;
increases and tends to infinity, therefore (c) holds as soon as

16 B2
WP ; Az

+ 1) 1+30).

We come now to the proof of Proposition 2.1. We notice first the
inequality

A
[ 2 200) (Pas2Verz = va V) S 0¥, (217)

which follows from Lemma 2.3 (b) and (2.10). Let us write

Y. P(s—r) [n()* +n(s)’]

re[g+1] s¢[g+1]

= Y n@? Y ¥Yls-m+ Y s Y P(s—r)

re[g+ 1\q] s¢lg+1] sefg+2\g+1] relg+1]
+ e Y Pls—r)+ Y X ns)?¥s—r).
relql s¢lg+1] relg+1] s¢lg+2]

Using (2.15), this is

é[z Y’(Irl)] > ns)?

selq+2\q]

L) Zn(r)2+Vq+1k§1‘Pk T a2

sl >lg+1—1g relql se[g+k+2\g+k+1]
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Applying now first Lemma 2.2 (a), (b), then (2.17) and Lemma 2.4 (a), (b)
we obtain

Y X Pls—r)[n0) +nls)’]

re[g+ 1] s¢fg+1]

< [z W(|rn] Wau2 Verz = ¥g V)

+[ Z Y’(ISD] Y n(r)2+Vq+1 kZI(Tk_'Pk+1) Work+2 Vysr+2

ss|>1g+1-1g refg+1]
A A
§—4“qu,1+7 Z [n(r)2+1].
refg+1]
Therefore

-y [iAn(r)Z—Bn(r)

relq+1] 2

+ Y Y w(s—r) [% n(r)® + %n(S)Z]

re[q+1] s¢lg+1]

<=3 P—An(r)z—Bn(r)—i}+£tquq. (2.18)
re[g+1] 8 8 8

We use now the inequality

2B A
< =7 il 2
n0)S St o)

and then (2.8) and Lemma 2.4 (c) obtaining

-y [%An(r)Z—Bn(r)—%}+ i;—tquq

relg+1]
1 2B2 A A
< Sanep- L Ly
= ,E[,,Zmlat =4 8]* g Ve
1 2B2 A
§—§Aqu+(—A—+-8—>Vq+lgo. (2.19)

Proposition 2.1 is proved by (2.18) and (2.19)

2.5. Proposition. Let the interaction U be superstable and lower
regular.

(@) Given X =(xy, ..., X, ...), suppose that there exists q such that
q= P and q is the largest integer for which

Y uX,rPzy,V,. (2.20)

relq]
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Let X' =(x}, ..., x,) consist of the points of X contained in [q+ 1], and
X" =(x],..., Xpw, ...) be the complementary subsequence of X. Then,

putting C = %A(l +3a) """ ! we have
-U(X)-Ww(X', X")
1
S——4 Y nX P =Cyu1 Vi (2.21)

refg+1]

(b) Let X =(xy, ..., Xy, ...) satisfy

Y X, )P SV, 222
reljl

when j> k. Then
Y ()X, > S (1430 Y [PO-PI+D]1p()2I+1). (223)
ré[k] Izh
We prove (a). From superstability, lower regularity, and Proposition
2.1 we have
-U(X) - WX, X")
é - Z [An(Xar)z—'Bn(X7r)]
refg+1]
1 1
+ ) Y ¥(s—rl) |=n(X, r? + = n(X, s)?
relg+1] s¢fg+1] 2 2
<-La4 ¥ e (2.24)

2 re[g+1]
On the other hand (2.20) and Lemma 2.3 (a) yield

1 1
TA T P E AR K ECrpi Vs @29
relq

(2.21) follows from (2.24) and (2.25).
We prove (b). Using Lemma 2.3 (a) we have

X ¥ *s L YA ¥ )

rétk] reli+ vl
= z [W(lj) - ‘I’(lj+ 1)] 2 n(X’ r)2
=k relj+ 1\k]
< Z [P0) =P DI W1 Vier
=k

S (1430 *! Zk[q’(lj) a {UTIL'RZ

S@+30)* Y PO - PU+ DIw(D Q@I+ 1)

12 L
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2.6. Proposition. We define the correlation functions for the bounded
Lebesgue measurable region A C R’ by

Z'l

0ax1s s Xp)=Z71 Y

S —m)! A,,f.mdxmﬂ oo dx, e PV 30 (D 26)

if X4,...,Xn€ A, =0 otherwise. If the interaction U is superstable and
lower regular, there exists & such that

04Xy, .., X)) SE™ (2.27)
for all A, m, x4, ..., Xp,.

This will be proved by induction on m. We fix x, ..., X,,, choose the
origin of coordinates of Z’ such that x; € 2(0) and write

04Xy, s x) =0 +¢".
Here ¢’ is the contribution of those X = (x4, ..., X,) such that, for all j = P,

Y (X, 0’ S v, (2.28)
re[jl]
and " is the contribution of the other configurations.

For the configurations satisfying (2.28) we have, using lower regularity,
Proposition 2.5 (b), and (2.16),

—2W((x1), (X3, --» X)) S Y. P(Ir)) [1 4+ n(X, 1)*]

reZ”

SY PUD+PO) Y nX,n?+ Y P(r)n(X,n?

re[P] r¢[P]
Y P+ PO wpVe+ (1 +30)0* Y [PO-PU+ D] Q1+ 1)
r 1zlp
—2D< +o0. (2.29)
Rl 0 ZefPzo(xy, ..., x,) SPPzEmL, (2.30)

We write ¢” as a sum over g, where g is the largest integer such that

Y X, 12y, V.

relql
Let N(g) be the number of points x;, ..., X,, contained in [g+ 1]. Using
Proposition 2.5 (a) and assuming £ = z, we find

- > 1
¢S T NP epl-Cypi V)| T gy Vi

qzP

<280 Y exp[~(BCypu1 — 272 Vyu ] = Ez " @31)

q2zP
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where
E= Z exp[—(BCyyr1 — A" 2) Vpi 4]

qzP
converges because 1, ; — 0.
From (2.30) and (2.31) we obtain
04X, ey X,) S (PP 4 E)zEm1

Proposition 2.6 holds therefore with & = (e®? + E)z, which is >z.

2.7. Proposition. Let the interaction U be superstable and lower
regular. There exist y>0 and 6 real such that the following inequalities
hold uniformly in A

(a) o4(X)Sexp) [—yn(X,r)? +on(X, ], (232)
(b) let A be a bounded Lebesgue measurable subset of R® and
X1s .05 X € 4, we define

_ z" -
de(xl,...,xm)=z 1 Z dxm+1...dxne BU(JCl """ *n)

nzm (=) 4\ yn-m (2.33)
if Xy, ..., X, € A, =0 otherwise; then
dhaXs, .o Xp) Sexp ) [—yn(X, 1) +on(X, 1] . (2.34)

Clearly (2.26) and (2.33) imply ¢ , < ¢4. Therefore (b) follows from (a).
To prove (a) notice first that, by Proposition 2.6,

X)) = gxnen

Therefore if n(X, r) < ywp/? V32 for all reZ’, (2.32) is satisfied provided
y, 0 are chosen such that

logé+yyp? V2 <6, (2.35)

We fix y= % BA and complete the proof of (2.32) by induction on the

number of r € Z’ such that n(X, r) 3 0. Suppose that there is r, € Z’ such
that n(X, ro) > ypp/? V4/2. Changing the origin of coordinates in Z* we
may take r, = 0; we have then

Y n(X, > ppVp.

re[P]
Therefore, if we denote by X, the subsequence (of N(g) elements) of X
contained in [g+1] and by X, the complementary subsequence,
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Proposition 2.5 (a) yields

00 TP 3 |- pncr.ry

}{eXP[—ﬁCqu Vo)

q2P relg+1]
o1
| & 5 Faea 29 el 236

Notice that, by (2.35), z<E<e®; since N(g)>0 we may write zN@
<ze ?e"@? Introducing also the induction hypothesis and y= % BA
in (2.36) we find

24(X)
gze—‘*{expz[~vn(x, r) +on(X, r)]} Y exp[—(BCyus 1 —2'2) Vil
r qzP

=Eze ’exp ). [—yn(X,r)? +én(X, r)]

but we have Ez < ¢ < €, concluding the proof.

2.8. Corollary. With the notation and assumptions of Proposition 2.7,
the grand canonical probability that

Y n(X,r)*2N?card# (2.37)
re
is less than
exp[—(yN?— 1"’ card Z] . (2.38)

Taking 4 = uU,.42(r) in (2.34), we find indeed that the probability to
be estimated is less than

Y 71'— (card . ") exp[—yN? card %] (&%) .
l .

2.9. Corollary. Let the interaction U be superstable and lower regular.
There exist g>0 and d=0 such that, if A is any bounded Lebesgue
measurable subset of R’ with diameter L= A, then the grand canonical
probability of finding more than m particles in A is less than

mZ
exp[—g T +dm]. (2.39)

We first increase 4 to a set of the form 4(£) and notice that

mZ

2> 2> .
,Ezgn(X’ = card # (,;,,n(x’ r)) = card#
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Applying Corollary 2.8 we find that the probability to be estimated is

less than
mZ
DLV

But a probability being also less than 1 we may replace this estimate by
(2.39).

2

m v ,0
XP| =V i + A'e’ card #

<exp

3. Thermodynamic Limit for the Pressure

In this section we prove the existence of the thermodynamic limit
for the grand canonical pressure in the case of a superstable and lower
regular interaction U.

3.1. Lemma. If Z is a finite subset of Z*, we write Ag= U, q2(r)
and let Z4 be the corresponding grand partition function. Let N be chosen

such that
3 exp[—(N> = SUEES (3.1)

Suppose that R, & are finite subsets of I*, that #*, #* CZ are their
first projections and that r* < s' whenever r' € !, s' € #*. The following
inequality then holds

logZg,,9=logZ,+10gZ, +log2
+—;—BN2[Z Y Pls—mh+ > Y T(]s—rl)]. (3.2

re® sistes! se¥ rirled!

Let Z()={re®:s*—r' <l for some s'e S}, ()= {seF:s' —rt <l
for some r* € #'}. The grand canonical probability that

Y. n(X,r)*= N* card (1)

reZ ()

is by Corollary 2.8, less than exp[ —(yN? — A*¢%) card #(l)] and similarly
with () replaced by & (). Therefore, except for a set of probability
less than

Y. exp[—(yN?— A"¢% card 2(I')]

U'=1

S 1
+ Y exp[~(N> = 2¢) card S (] <
I"=1
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we have for all ', I”
Y n(X,r?<N?*card%(l),
reZ(l’)
Y. n(Y,s)* <N?card L (")
seL (")
and hence

SWE NS Y S Els—r) [0 P (Y,

re se¥

1 1
S5 YnX P Y Pls—r+— Y n,s? Y P(s—r)
2 re? sisles! 2 se¥ rirleg!
1
ngz[z Y Pls—-m+ Y ¥ W(|s—r|>].
re® s:sles! se& ririep!
This shows that
ZaZ 1
FE e NS T W)+ T Y W]z g
RUS re® s:sltes1 se¥ rirled!

proving the lemma.
3.2. Remark. Repeated apphcatlon of Lemma 3.1 yields

lOng‘ Ut U B
k

ZlogZ%+(k—1)log2+ BNZ Yoy Y ¥(s—r)

J =1 re%; s:s‘éf%}

logZ%-}-log2+ ﬁN2 Y Z'P(ls—r\)].

reRj s¢Ri

IIMw‘ Il

j

We may of course also apply Lemma 3.1 with the first coordinate direction
replaced by another one; repeated application of this yields

1OgZ@1U...uggk

<i long,j+log2+%vﬁN2 > oy 'P({s—r|)]. (3.3)

j=1 reRj s¢Ry

3.3. Theorem. Given a'>0,...,a">0 and a=(a', ..., a’) we write
={xeR:0<x'<d" for i=1,...,v}

and let Z* be the grand partition function computed for the region A°.
If the interaction U is superstable and lower regular,
|49~ log Z°

v

converges to a finite limit Bp when a’, ..., a*— 0.
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Since Z is an increasing function of A, it suffices to prove the theorem
for a of the form /4 where the components I, ..., I' of | are integers >0.

We write
A* =AW, Z*=Z().

Let R
= li¥n inf(ﬂ li) logZ(l). (34
- 00 1

We shall arrive at a contradiction by assuming that the sequence (/)
tends to infinity and that

v -1
lim (n l;) logZ(l)=n'">mn. (3.5
oa—>00 1

Write ¢ =7’ — 7. We may, according to (3.4) choose I, such that

v 1
(ﬂ l},) logZ(ly)<m+ 5 (3.6)
1

10g2+—;—v/3N2 D arf(|s—r|)<§. (3.7)

reA(lo) s¢A(lo)

i)

Because Z is an increasing function of A, we may modify (/,) such that
I! is now a multiple of [, for all i, « and

v -1
lim inf (H l;) logZ(l)=n'=n+c¢
a—> 00 1

in contradiction with the following inequality derived from (3.3), (3.6)
and (3.7)

i l;;)_l logZ(1)

<<]i[l§,)—1[logZ(lo)+log2+%vﬁN2 YooY P(s—r)
1

reA(lo) s¢A(lo)
<m+e¢.

4. Continuity of the Pressure as a Function of Density
4.1. Proposition. Let the interaction U= Uy be associated with a
pair potential @ which is superstable and lower regular; assume that

[dx|l —e "W < 4+ 0.

10 Commun. math. Phys., Vol. 18
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Then there exists F >0 independent of A, depending continuously on B,
2> 0 and such that

iy —(m? 1

{n) T 1+F @D
where we have introduced the grand canonical average
- o z" - X1seees X
=2 1n§0n - [dx, ...dx,e PUCLx) 4.2

Let us define

Zﬂ

a=z 3

= [ dx, ... dx,e PV
"go n.

42. Lemma. Under the conditions of Proposition 4.1 there exists
F >0 independent of A, depending continuously on B, z>0 and such that

22 M <Fn)y. 44)
Let us define
K(X,(yl,...,y,,))= H K(X,yj), 4.5)
j=1
K(X,y)=e B"&» _1 (4.6)

and note the Mayer-Montroll equations 4

- 201
QA(X)=Zme AU 1+ Z _n‘TjdyldynK(X’(yla9 yn))QA(yl"”ayn) .
n=1 .

Using (4.5), (4.6) and Proposition 2.6 we have @7
M= [dy; [dy,(1—e BP0

A A

X nio %j dxy ... dx, K((y1,y2) (15 --es X)) @4(X15 -5 X,)

S [[dyle™ 9 —1[] exp[£(1 + €*#B) fdyle PP —1]] . 4.8)

We prove now that |4] is bounded by a constant multiple of {n). Since

{n) is an increasing function of z, it suffices to consider small values of z.

In particular, since 1in(1) ¢=0 according to the estimates of Section 2,
Zz=

14 See for instance [9].
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we may assume that

o 1
Zl Fjdyl dyn K((X), (yl’ (KXY} yn)) QA(yl, [EX3Y yn)
< {expé [dyle P01 —15 . @9)

Using (4.9) and (4.7) with m = 1 we obtain
1 1
(ny=[dx 0492 |A|z<1 - —2—) =zl

This result, together with (4.8) shows that
22 M <F{n)

for some real F >0 (the factor z* is inserted for later convenience).
We come now to the proof of Proposition 4.1, using a method due
in its principle to Ginibre [6]. Let the functions Q and R be defined on

A" by
,,;o O(x4y ..., X,)=n

R(Xy, ..., x) =2 [dy e P Goonm) 00
A

We have, using the Schwarz inequality and Lemma 4.2,
(F+1*{n)*=(FQ+RY* <{(FQ+R)*)
=F2{n*) + 2F<n(n— 1)) + [{n(n— 1)) + 2 M ]
S(F+1)n? —(F+1){np
proving (4.1).

4.3. Theorem. Let the interaction U = U, be associated with a pair
potential @ which is superstable and lower regular; assume that

[dx|l —e™?®® < + 0.
The thermodynamic limit p of the grand canonical pressure p,
=B~ 1|A4|"! log Z is a continuous function of the density o = Pz %g (inside
of its interval of def m’tion)

Writing ¢, = Bz , we have
1 do, d 14 4 {n?y —<{n)?
il . L % opZ= LN
5 db, (dz o8z e lon o
do 1 dp 1
- —22——or—=<—(1
hence 5 dp S 1+F or ﬂ( +F).

10*
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5. Equilibrium Equations for a Classical Continuous System

We say that a family (gj) where A runs over the bounded Lebesgue
measurable subsets of R* and m over the positive integers is a system of
density distributions if it satisfies the following conditions.

(DO) af is a positive Lebesgue integrable function on A™ and
08 (Xips oo es X)) = 04 (Xq, ..., X,,) for every permutation(1, ..., m)— (iy, ..., iy,)-

(D1) Normalization

y L

— fdxy...dx, af(xy, ..., X)=1. (5.1)
m=0 :

(D2) Compatibility: if ACA’, then

[ee]

1
O'Zi"(xl""’xm)z Z _' j‘ dxm+1 "'dxm+n64rln’+n(x1’---’xm+n)‘ (52)
n=0 M. (a\ay

In particular (2.33) defines a system of density distributions.

We shall associate with each system of density distributions (') an
(abstract) probability measure u on a measurable space (%, &). We let &
be the space of functions X from R to the positive integers such that,
for any compact K CIR",

X(x)< +o00.
xezl( () \X(_\A\:O Df\r},

We consider the topology 4 on & defined by the subbasis (0%)"*;
here K runs over the compact subsets of R”, A over the open sets such that
ACK, m runs over the positive integers and

O = {Xe%”: Y X(x)= Y, X(x)=m}. (5.3)

xeA xeK

We let & be the o-ring of Borel sets with respect to the topology 7.
It can be shown that & is the o-ring generated by the sets

Wy = {Xeﬂ”: Y X(x)= m} (5.4)

xeB

where B runs over the bounded Borel subsets of R¥ 16.
Given 4 CR" we let

X, ={XeZ :x¢A=>X(x)=0} (5.5)

15 Te., the open sets of & are the unions of finite intersections of the sets ¢ . This
topology and the Borel structure derived from it have been used by Lanford [10].

6 This result is easy to derive, but we do not want to go here into the necessary set-
theoretical details; a proof will be published elsewhere.
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and define n,: & > %, by

(n4X) (x) =

{X(x) if xed, (5.6)

if x¢Aa.
If 4 is a Borel subset of IR”, then %, € & and =, is a measurable mapping
(X, S)> (%, Fy) where Fy={Se L :SCZ,}. [We have Zy= () #5u
=1

where B(l)={x¢ 4:|x| <1}, therefore Z,e . Furthermore the o-ring
&, is generated by the sets Z,N ¥ with BC 4 and n; {(Z,n W) =W},
so that n, is measurable.] We have for all X e &

X=7tAX+7t]Rv\AX (57)
and this relation identifies & with %, X Zgw 4. It is readily seen that'’

(%, L)=(Zs» La) X (Zrrrat> Sir\a) - ) (5.8

Given any ACIR’, we define a mapping w,: Z A';;\»—»%” by

/
\mO .

W4(X15 . xm) Z ¢,, where ¢.(y) is 1 when x=y and 0" otherw1se Wy
i=1

isicontinuous and, , if 4 is boun ,dgd its image is %, Let now 4 be a bounded
Borel subset of RV and Sen;!¥,; we define -
(S) = a4(wz ' 148) (59

|
o0

where o, is the measure on Y 4™ which has the restriction
=0
1 m

moﬁ‘(xl, v X dxy ... dx,, to 4™ It follows from (D 2) that the r.hs.

of (5.9) is independent of 4, furthermore (5.9) determines the measure p
on (%, &) completely because the ring generated by the #3" consists of
sets of the form Sen;!.%, and the extension of u from this ring to &
is unique (see Halmos [8], Section 13, Theorem A). We have thus
associated a measure u to every system of density distributions (a}).
Conversely, u determines (a) completely.

IfXeXZ, reZ’, we write n(X,r)= ) X(x). We say that a measure u
xe2(r)
on (&, &) is tempered if it satisfies the following condition
(T) u is carried by the union over N of the sets

Sy = {X eZ:(V) Y n(X,?<N2Ql+ 1)V}. (5.10)

r:r| <1

7 The product of two measurable spaces is defined in Halmos [8], Chapter VII.



150 D. Ruelle:

This definition is invariant under linear transformations of R'; Sy is
a Borel subset of Z. 7

5.1. Lemma. We write A—-»QQ if every bounded subset A of R” is
eventually contained in the bounded Borel set A. If X € & we let [X], ez A™

be such that w ([ X],) = 7 4(X).
Let the interaction U = Uy, be associated with a pair potential ® which

is superstable, lower regular, and a Borel function'®,
If X e (R")™, a Borel function W(X, -) is defined on Sy by

WX, Y)= lim W(X,[Y1,). (5.11)

The proof is immediate. In view of this result we may now introduce
the following condition for a probability measure u on (%, &).

(E) Equilibrium Equations. u is tempered and, if ¢ € L'(%, p) and A
is a bounded Borel subset of R”,

| u@dX) o(X)
x
— Z Z_' dxl . dxm j M(dY)e—ﬂU(xl,..‘,xm)—ﬂW((xl ..... Xm)s Ym)
m=0 coam x
Rv\4
Q(wy(xy, ..., X))+ Y) (5.12)

These equations express that if we map (ZA )x Xgwa onto & by
writing

x =a>A('zn: A"‘) X Xroa

then u is the image of e " [u, x u,] where u, has the restriction
z" . o
p e PUGLwxm) dx .. dx,, to A™ and p, is the restriction of y to Zzw 4.
5.2. Proposition. Let the interaction U= Uy, be associated with a
pair potential ¢ which is superstable, lower regular, and a Borel function;
assume that
fdx|l—e F*¥| < + 0. (5.13)

Let (a7) be a system of density distributions, and p be_the associated
probability measure. Assume that there exist >0 and 6 real such that

ap(X)<exp Y, [—Fn(X,? +n(X,r)]. (5.14)
r }\‘\3(1 D s,
18 Tt is necessary here to assume that @ is Borel, but Lebesgue measurability is all that
will be needed later for states satisfying the equilibrium equations.
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Then u is tempered. Furthermore

(@) Let X €A™ A bounded, then exp[—BW(X,[],)] is bounded
uniformly in X and A by a p-integrable function. In particular,
exp[—pW(X, )] is u-integrable.

(b) We define correlation functions by

1
0(Xg, oo Xp)= Y, - [dXpiy oo Xy g O (X gy ooy Xy ) (5.15)
in .

n=0

for x4, ..., X, € 4, and we write
K((xb""xm)> (yl)- ayn ]_—[ xla"'sxm)’yj) (516)

(5.17)

K((%15 .5 Xp), Y) =Xp| — =Z y—x)|—

If the correlation functions satisfy the Mayer equations*°
o1
o(XY) =z e PUD B T) Zo 75 dv, ... dv, K(X, V) o(YV) (5.18)
p= :

where X = (X, ..., X)), Y= (1, ..., Vo) V= (01, ..., v,), then p satisfies the
equilibrium equations

(c) Conversely, if u satisfies the equilibrium equations, then the corre-
lation functions satisfy the Mayer equations.

From (5.14) we obtain (cf. the proof of Corollary 2.8)
U ({X eZ: Y n(X,r)P<N*Ql+ 1)V})

r:lr|S1
>1—exp[—(FN?— e 21+ 1)],

¢}

uSNz1- Y exp[—(GN*— 1€’ 21+ 1)"]

1=0
21— Y {exp[—GN?— 2!
1=0
-1 when N-ooo.
Therefore p is tempered.

To prove (a) we notice that

exp[— WX, [Y1)l<exp B ), X nX,n)n(Y,s) P(s—r).

re selv

19 See Mayer [12].
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Here Z={reZ’: 2(r)\n4+0}. Since there are finitely many possible
choices of n(X, r), it suffices to prove that

exp [ﬂ 2 X, 3 nC.9) ¥(s—r)]
reR seZv
is p-integrable or, using Holder’s inequality, that
exp[mﬁ Y. () Y’(ISI)]
SEZY
is p-integrable. Using the notation of Section 2, we decompose & into
one piece such that for all j = P
Y. (X, <y Y,
reljl

and for each g = P a piece such that g is the largest integer for which
Y X, rnrzy,V,.

We have retal
2 n(Y,s) P(sh=P0) X n(¥,s)+ ) [PO)—¥(+1)] ‘Zl n(Y, s)
seZY selq] 121, s:|s| =1

and therefore (see (2.29) and (5.14))
fu@y)exp [mﬂ 2. n(Y,s) T(ISI)]

SEZY

0

. 1 i
< (expmpD) [1 + ;e—quvq y W(VMV)I (ef7+r'tﬂ'l’(0))l}

= (expmfD) [1 + Y exp(—7yp, V, + AP HmArO 1/4)] <+.
q

The p-integrability of exp[ —BW(X, -)] follows then from Lemma 5.1
and Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem.

We come to the proof of (b). Notice first that if x,, ..., x,, € R", there
is a union of less than m cubes 2(r) containing X, ..., X,,; therefore
(5.14) yields

01 Xp) S 3 o 2P
= ()" expmA* S =" (5.19)
where € =exp (5 + A¥ e%). We shall also use the estimate
JAVIK (e, s X, V)
<fdy § exo[-5 % 00-x)

Sme*™B[dyle FPO) 1|, (5.20)

|e—B‘D(y—x1)_ 1|
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We introduce the notation
+4 0 1
§ d 2 T jl +1)p dxl dxp (521)
p=0 AP
so that (5.18) becomes
0(XY)=zme FUEK-FWE.T) § dVK(X,V)e(YV). (5.22)

Let 4 be a bounded Lebesgue measurable set and take x, ..., X,, € 4;
given ¢ >0 we can choose a bounded Lebesgue measurable 4D 4 such
that

[ dylK(X, y)l<e.

We have then e

o(XY)— z'"e_’gU(X)‘ﬁW(X’Y); dVK(X,V) Q(YV)f
éz’"e"””"”‘)“gd i — | dvy...dv,
q= q (R¥\4)4
K(X,V)K(X, (v}, vy v e(YV(y,...,0p)
< Zmem 2mB g (exp [Eme? P [ dyle™PO — 1]} (¢~ 1)
=Mo"(ef— 1) (5.23)

where M, § depend on m. Dropping the superscript m of o' we have also
A
Zre FURTEIWED E qV K(X, V) o(YV)
A A
=z"e FUD=BWED § qV K(X, V) $dV' a,(YV V')
A
— Zme—ﬁU(X)—ﬁW(X,Y) § dV//e—ﬂW(X,V”) G'A(YV”)

4
=§dV Zme PV IV EIN G (YY) (5.29)
(5.23) and (5.24) yield

A -
‘Q(XY) - §dVz"'e“””‘x"”W‘X’YWUA(YV)Ig Mo (e —1).
Choosing now A’ such that 4 C 4’ C A4, we find

m —/JU(X)—,BW(X,YV)O.A(YV)Ié M@neow](esf_ 1)

or

A\d’ -
0 (XY)— § dV zme FUO W EYV) oA(YV)lg Mo/ (e — 1) (5.25)
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Let ¢ be a bounded Borel function on & such that ¢(X)=0 unless
Y X(x)=mand ) X(x)=n, then (5.25) yields

xed xed’\4

ju(dX)<p(X)——:1'— [dx,...dx, | §dY)e PUO-IVE.Mg (o) (X)+Y)
. Am

z
Rv\4

_S_ Me"eeldrl(eaf _ 1) |rAnl' [A QT”

loll o
If we let A— o0 and ¢—0 and use Lebesgue’s dominated convergence
theorem we obtain the equilibrium equations (5.12).

To prove (c) we choose again ¢ in (5.12) such that ¢(X)=0 unless
Y X(x)=mand ) X(x)=n, with 4C 4. We write then the r.hs. of
xed xed'\4
(5.12) as the limit when A4 — oo of the expression obtained by replacing
W((xyy.os X, Y) By W((x1, ..., %), [Y]1,). If XeA™ Ye(4'\4), we
find ‘

o (X Y)

A4’
= M PV BWEY) [im § JV ¢ IV XV (YY)

A—©
A\4’ A\A'
=Zne PUOTIVEN Tim § V' K(X, V) § dV'o,(YV'V").  (526)

In deriving (5.26) from (5.12) we have used the fact that the convergence
as A— oo is uniform in X and Y; this is seen in the r.hs. of (5.26) using

A\d4’ A
0 § dV' o (YV' V) §dV a(YV' V)= 0,(Y V).

In view of (5.14) and (5.19) we may perform the limit [4'|—0 in (5.26),
obtaining

A
o(X Y)=Zre PUOZIVED lim § 4V K(X, V) e(YV)
= e PUNIVED § AV K(X, V) o(Y V).

5.3. Corollary. Let @ satisfy the conditions of Proposition 5.2. If u
is a probability measure on (%, &) the following conditions are equivalent

(@) p is tempered and satisfies the equilibrium equations,

(b) u is associated with a system of density distributions such that the
inequalities (5.14) hold ( for some 3> 0, § real) and the correlation func-
tions satisfy the Kirkwood-Salsburg equations:

(%) Y)=ze AW (1) i i'j'dvl...dvpK((x), 015..,0,) 0(Y(y5-..,0))) -
p=0 P: (5.27)
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(b) Same as (b) but with 3, § in (5.14) replaced by the constants y,
0 of Proposition 2.7.
(S) u is associated with correlation functions such that the inequalities

e(X)Sexp) [—Fn(X,r)* +dn(X,1)]

hold ( for some 7 >0, § real) and the Egs. (5.27) are satisfied.

(c) same as (c) but with ¥, 0 replaced by the constants y, § of Proposi-
tion 2.7.

If these conditions are satisfied, the correlation functions also satisfy

0(xg, s X)) SE™ (5.28)
with the constant £ of Proposition 2.6.
_ Clearly (¢)=(c)=(b) and (c)=(b)=>(b) so there remains to prove
(b)=>(a), (a)=-(c) and (5.28).
We notice first that by iteration of the Kirkwood-Salsburg equations

(5.27) we obtain the Mayer equations (5.18). Let indeed X = (x4, ..., X,,)
and use induction on m; writing X' = (x,, ..., x,,) we find

o(XY)
=M1 BUX) =W X', (x1)T) § AVKX',V)e(x)YV)
— M= BUX") p=BW (X', (x0)Y) o= BW ((x1), 1)
X § AV e W DN K (X' V) §> AV’ K((xy), V) e(YVV')
— Zme—ﬂU(X)e—ﬁW(X,Y)§an K(X, Vu) Q(YV”)
where we have used

e PPOTK(X, v) + K ((x,), v) = K(X, v) .

Therefore (b)=(a) by Proposition 5.2 (b).

+Let now u satisfy the equilibrium equations. We make the important
remark that the estimates of Section 2 for systems enclosed in a bounded
region A also hold for an infinite system described by a tempered
probability measure u satisfying the equilibrium equations. In fact the
estimates in Section 2 were obtained by decomposing the grand canonical
probability measure in pieces defined by equations like (2.8), and then
applying the equilibrium equations. Since u is tempered, the same
decompositions and estimates apply to it. In particular, corresponding
to Propositions 2.6 and 2.7 we obtain the inequalities (5.28) and

eX) S exp . [—yn(X,r) +on(X,n)].

Therefore (a)=-(c) by Proposition 5.2 (c).
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5.4. Remark. We have assumed above that & was a Borel function;
it follows from Corollary 5.3 that the meaning of the equilibrium equa-
tions is the same for two Borel functions @ differing on a set of Lebesgue
measure zero. We may thus revert to the point of view that @ is a (class of)
Lebesgue measurable function and that an arbitrary choice of a Borel
function in the class has been made in writing the equilibrium equations.

5.5. Theorem. Let the interaction U = Uy be associated with a pair
potential @ which is superstable and lower regular ; assume that

[dx|l—e #?¥ < +00.

From every sequence (A,) tending to co one can extract a subsequence (A;)
such that (for each m and bounded Lebesgue measurable 4 CRR") the
Sollowing limit exists uniformly in x4, ..., X,,

Him g7 4 (%1, oo X) = 7 (X1, o5 X - (5.29)

Furthermore the probability measure u associated with the system of
density distributions (o)) satisfies the equilibrium equations.

If we put on L (4™) the topology of weak dual of L*(4™) (with respect
to the Lebesgue measure), the set {¢:|l¢|, <1} is compact by the
theorem of Alaoglu-Bourbaki. In particular, using Proposition 2.7 we
find that a subsequence (4)) of (4;) may be chosen such that (5.29) holds
in the sense of convergence in the weak topology of L*(4™) for all m
and all 4 of the form {x e R”: |x| < n}, n integer >0. But using (D 2) and
again Proposition 2.7 we see that the convergence holds for arbitrary 4.
Notice that we have also for the correlation functions

lim g4 (xy, - Xp) =001, .- X) (5.30)

in the weak topology of L*((R*)"). We shall now use the fact that the
correlation functions satisfy the Mayer equations 2°

(X Y)=14(X)z"e PTOPTAN GGV K(X, V) 04(YV)  (5.31)

where X =(xq, ..., X,), x4a(X)= [] x4(x;), and yx, is the characteristic
i=1
function of A. In particular we have the Mayer-Montroll equations

0a(X) = 14(X)z"e PV §AY K(X, Y) 04(Y). (5.32)

The mapping (X, ..., X,) = K((x4, ..., X)), -) is continuous from (R")"

to L}((IR")") with the norm topology. Therefore the convergence of the

functions ¢, in the weak topology of L*((IR")") in the r.h.s. of (5.32) as

A— oo implies the convergence of the Lh.s. uniformly on compacts.
20 See Mayer [12].
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We have thus shown that (5.30) holds uniformly on compacts. As a con-
sequence of this (5.29) holds uniformly and (5.14) is satisfied (use Pro-
position 2.7). Finally, taking 4— oo in (5.31) we obtain (5.18), and the
measure u associated with (gy) satisfies the equilibrium equations by
Proposition 5.2 (b).

5.6. Theorem. Under the same assumptions as in Theorem 5.5, the
following topologies coincide on the set X of tempered probability measures
satisfying the equilibrium equations,

(a) the topology of uniform convergence of the oy,

(b) the topology of uniform convergence on compacts of the correlation
. functions,

(c) the topology of convergence of the correlation functions in L* (R*)™)
considered as weak dual of L!((IR")"™).

X is compact for these topologies, and is a simplex in the sense of
Choquet.

By Corollary 5.3, every ue 2 is associated with a system of density
distributions (gy') and correlation functions ¢ such that

eX)<exp) [—yn(X,r)?*+én(X,71)] (5.33)

where 7y, § are independent of p. In view of the relations

1
O'Zl"(xla"'axm)z Z ;T 5 (—l)ndxm+1 . dxm+n (xla'--’xm+n)
n=0 coAn

the topologies (a) and (b) are thus equivalent.
Clearly (b) is finer than (c), but since the correlation functions satisfy
the equations

o(X)=z"e VD §AY K(X, Y) o(Y)

convergence in the sense of (c) implies convergence in the sense of (b).
Associating with u the sequence of its correlation functions, we map X
homeomorphically onto a subset X* of the (compact) product

1T e L2@P): Ul S 27

A limit point of X* again satisfies (5.33) and (5.18), therefore 2* is closed
and Z*, ¥ are compact.

Consider the linear space £ of real measures on (%, %) which are
tempered and satisfy the equilibrium equations. X is the intersection of the
cone J of positive measures in % with the hyperplane {u:pu(1)=1}.
Notice that if u € &, then |u| € & (this follows from the positivity of e ¥
and the comments after (5.12)). With respect to the usual order on measures
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any two elements u,, u, of £ have a Lu.b. %(,ul + 1,) + %I,ul—ﬂzl

and g.l.b. % (uy + 1) — —;— [ty — Ko, these are again in & and are therefore

the L.u.b. and g.1.b. with respect to the order defined in % by the cone %"
Since & is a lattice for the order defined by £, X is a simplex %!,

5.7. Theorem. Under the same assumptions as in Theorem 5.5, and
Sor sufficiently small z the set X of tempered probability measures satis-
Jfying the equilibrium equations consists of a single point.

If a probability measure satisfies the equilibrium equations, Corol-
lary 5.3 shows that the corresponding correlation functions satisfy (5.27)
and (5.28). It is then known that if the following conditions are satisfied

E[fdxle? @111, (5:34)
z<e PP [ dx]ehOW — 1] (5.35)

the correlation functions are uniquely determined (see [14], Section 5.2).
According to the estimates in Section 2, £ is an increasing continuous
function of z> 0 and lin&f = 0; therefore (5.34) and (5.35) hold for small z.

5.8. Theorem. The translations of R® define a group of homeo-
morphisms of X. The set X, of invariant points of Z is non empty, convex
and compact; it is a Choquet simplex.

The set 2, is non empty by the theorem of Markov-Kakutani??,
and is obviously convex and closed. Let &, be the space of real measures
on (%, &) which are tempered, invariant, and satisfy the equilibrium
equations; X, is the intersection of the cone X4 of positive measures
in %, with the hyperplane {u:pu(l)=1}. Let u, and p_ be the Lu.b.
and glb. of u;, u, e #,; then u, and u_ are invariant and therefore
belong to &, (cf. the proof of Theorem 5.6). This shows that %, is a
lattice for the order defined by £, hence that X, is a simplex.
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