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Abstract. A system of infinite spins in one dimension is considered. The
interaction is given by a pair potential —J S S, where S, S, are the spins at
the sites x, yeZ and J = J(|x — y|) where J(|x — y|) decreases asymptotically in
an integrable way. The self-interaction makes the system superstable. It is
proven that any invariant DLR measure for this system satisfies Ruelle’s

superstable estimates (regularity condition).

1. Introduction

Gibbs random fields (DLR measures) with random variables taking on values in
non-compact spaces have been extensively studied, [ 1-5] for applications both in
statistical mechanics and lattice approximation to constructive field theory (point
particles without hard-core interaction, infinite spin systems). Under reasonable
hypotheses on the interaction it has been proven that there exists a set of so called
regular DLR measures [see Eq. (1.2) below and Sect. 2] which have essentially the
same properties as the fields in the compact case, [1-4]. The regular measures are
characterized by support properties and can be explicitely constructed by taking
thermodynamic limits of finite volume Gibbs measures with boundary conditions
taken within an appropriate class, [3,4]. One is therefore induced to consider these
as the physically interesting states; it is known, however, that, in general, one
cannot exclude the presence of other non regular DLR measures. These have been
explecitely constructed for a chain of one-dimensional nearest neighborhood
interacting harmonic oscillators, [6]. To obtain them one starts with finite volume
Gibbs measures and takes boundary conditions which are fastly increasing as the
volume gets to infinity. The limiting measures keep memory of this process and the
mean values of the harmonic oscillators are very large and not uniformly bounded.
Therefore one needs “very large boundary conditions” for the limiting measure to
be non regular, but this automatically leads toward a non homogenous situation.
From this follows the conjecture: the translationally invariant DLR measures are
regular (which is the case in the above mentioned, harmonic oscillators case).
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Different arguments suggest this same conjecture. In the compact case (the
random variables take on values in a compact space) there is another way to define
the translationally invariant states and this is via the “variational principle” [5].
One defines a functional on the translationally invariant probability measures
which is given by kT'S(p)— E(p) (Tis the temperature, k the Boltzman constant, S
the entropy per unit volume and E the energy density per unit volume). The
probability measures for which the above functional attains its maximum value
are called the equilibrium measures and in the compact case it is proven, [5] that
they are the same as the DLR invariant measures. It is possible to extend the
principle to the non compact case at least for “regular” probability measures but
one would expect physically that it is the same principle which forces the
equilibrium measures to be regular. Since one should also expect that the DLR
translationally invariant measures and equilibrium measures are the same all leads
again to the above conjecture. In this paper we prove the following. We consider a
system of superstable one dimensional infinite spins with pair interaction of the
type —J,,S.S, (x,yeZ, S, S, are the spins at x and y) and free measure
exp(—F(S,))dS, where both J_, and F(S,) are translationally invariant. We also
need a (technical) assumption of asymptotic monotonicity for |J | when |x— ]|

diverges, while 3 |J,,|<+ o0, to define correctly DLR measures. Under these
y¥EX
hypotheses we prove that any translationally invariant DLR measure v is regular

(in the sense of Ruelle): define
WdS)=048)dS,  S,={S;,ie 4} (L.1)

for any finite A, then there are constants y>0 and deR both independent of A
such that

QA(SA)§CXP[— 2 oS3 —5)] (1.2)

xed

To give an idea of the arguments used to prove this result we consider the nearest
neighbor interactions. The first step is to obtain support properties for the transla-
tionally invariant measure v. By use the Birkhoff theorem we prove that with v-prob-
ability one in any configuration S there are infinitely many spins bounded by the
sameconstant C(S)depending possibly on the configuration S. By decomposing vinto
its extremal components (which are DLR measures with trivial algebra at infinity)
we can reduce the problem to the case in which C(S) does not depend on S with
probability one. In this case we can use Doob’s theorem and we obtain v as limit of
sequence of Gibbs measures at finite volume with boundary spins uniformly bounded
by C(S) (and therefore, also the boundary interactions is uniformly bounded).
Equation (1.2) is obtained with arguments essentially contained in Ruelle’s paper
about superstability, [1, 2]. Note that in this limiting process the constants y and
loose memory of the constant C(S) which limits the boundary spins.

In a different context other results have been obtained for one dimensional Gibbs
random fields. Kesten, [ 7] has proven that among general Gibbs random field with
countable state space (the values taken by a simple spins) and short range interaction,
there is at most one invariant measure.
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It is interesting to remark the connection of the above with the problem of phase
transition. Phasetransitionislinked to the presence of morethan one DLR measure. It
is conjectured that, as in the compact case [8], there is no phase transition in one
dimensionifasymptotically |J, |~|x—y|~ 2~ ¢in thesense that thereisjust one regular
DLR measure. In some cases this has in fact been proven and our result shows that
absence of phase transition can be extended to the class of invariant measures.

While the situation is quite clear in the one dimensional case it is completely open
for higher dimensions. The argument which we present in this paper is essentially one
dimensional. In higher dimension we could again prove that with probability one
infinitely many spins are uniformly bounded, but what we really need is to prove that
there are infinitely many closed contours going to infinity on which the spins are
uniformly bounded and we were not able to show this conjecture.

In Sect. 2 we give a quite detailed proof of the result quoted above.

In Sect. 3 we shortly discuss the harmonic oscillator (Gaussian) case with nearest
neighbor interactions and we “reduce” the problem to that of studying a
2-dimensional Markov process with deterministic transition probabilities.

2. One Dimensional Case

The Model

Theinfinitespinsystemis themeasurablespace # = R” with the s-algebra of Borel sets
inherited by the product topology in Z. We use the same notation as [2], therefore
SeZ,S=(S,,xeZ),S ,=(S,,xeA)ACZ.Our modelis specified by a self-energyand a
pair interaction. The energy of a configuration S ,, A CZ finite, is given by

U(SA)= Z F(Sx)_ Z nySxSy (2'1)
xed (x;c):*):eyA

where F : R—IR continuously, thesumin Eq. (2.1)is over all the non ordered pairsin A
of distinct points and

Joy=J(x=y) Y V(i< +oo (22
ieZ
Weassume that thesystemissuperstable, thatis thereare 4 >0and Bsuch thatforany
finite A and any S,

UGSz Y (4S2-B) (2.3)
xeA
Eq.(2.3)holdsif F(S,) diverges quadraticallyin S as|S,|]— + co with sufficiently large
coefficient. We finally assume that there is MeZ™ such that

|J(i)| is decreasing for i=M (2.4)

While the assumption that F is continuous can easily be weakened, assumption
Eq. (2.4) is technically important, and we will point out when it is really needed.

DLR equations are given via prescribed conditional probabilities, which define
finite volume Gibbs measures with pure boundary conditions. For finite A and fixed
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external configuration S ,. the Gibbs measure is:

qdS 418 4)=Z 1 (S 4)dS s exp{— PU(S 1) + WIS 5, S 4))} 2.5)
dS,= []dS, dS,=Lebesgue measure on R (2.6)
xeA
WSS0=— Y T TS5, @7
xed y¢A
Z,X(S,.) is the normalization factor. 2.8)

Of course the meaning of Eq. (2.7) has to be specified : we define W(S ,, S ,.) only for
external configurations which are in G(A)

SeeG(A) iff Y IS, |<+o0VxeA (2.9)
yéA

G(A) is a Borel set.
Itisconvenient to consider the Gibbs measures as measures on Z via the following

q(dS|S ) =q(dS 41 42) [ ] 8(S.—8.)dS,
x¢A
where §(S,—S,) is the delta function.
Then a DLR measure v is a probability measure with supporton () G(A)and

Afinite

conditional probabilities given by g(dS|S ,.). Thatis,givenanybounded AinZandany
A v-measurable set we have

VA7, (S)=q(A]S ;) v-ae.

where 7 . is the partition which specifies the spins S, for every x¢ A and = ,.(S) is the
atom of = ,. containing S. This definition implies that the functions

w(S)= Y, J(x—yS,)| (2.10)

y¥Fx

are measurable and finite with v-probability one.

Regular DLR Measures

The DLR measure v is regular if its densities o(S ), defined as

wdS )=0(S,)dS, A finite geL'(R4,dS,), (2.11)
satisfy the condition: there exist y >0 and deRR such that for each A finite
o(S ) =exp { SN VA 5)} (2.12)
xed

There are theorems which prove the existence of regular DLR measures and
characterize them either by support properties or as limits of finite volume Gibbs
measures [ 1-3]. Itis proven that y and 6 depend only on the interaction (8, F, J, )and
notonvassoonasitisknown thatvisregular(see Corollary 5.3 of[1]and Theorem 1.1

of [3]).
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Theorem 2.1. For the model previously introduced every translationally invariant DLR
measure v, is regular.

The proof is given in several steps.

Step I. Thereisaset 2, CIR” such that (% ,) = 1 and with the following property. Let
Se %, then there is C(S) < + oo and a divergent increasing sequence x,,€Z ", x, > M
such that

we, —u8)=C(S), .., w, (S)SCS);  w_, S)=C(S),...w_,, +u(8)=C(S)
(2.13)

where w,(S) was introduced in Eq. (2.10), and M in Eq. (2.4).

Proof. Bydefinitionw (S) = coinaset of vmeasurezero, therefore thereisanincreasing
unbounded function ¢ :IR* -R* such that:

@[wo(S)]e L} (R, v). (2.14)

Since v is translationally invariant we can use Birkhoff theorem to define (v-a.e.) the
L'(IR%, v)-function

PE)=lim o T plw (5] @.15)

| n| xed,
where A,=(—n,...,n)CZ. Let
I(S,d)={x€Z: |x|>M,wp,_(S)<d,w_ ., (S)<d, i=0,...,M)} (2.16)

then if |I'(S, d)| is finite, p(S)> @(d)/(2M +2). This is easily seen by the following
argument:

_ . 1
5= lim {5 X oo
. T o)
d d
> Jim 1 (4,120 = 8D r=r(s,a).

|4,
This proves the theorem for the set Z,={S : ®(S)+ + co} and for

CS) >~ '(4Mp(S)) (2.17)
which is well defined because ¢ is increasing and unbounded.

Step 11. Fix A C A finite in Z and define o A(dS 45 S 4c) as the density w.r.t. dS  of the
measure g(dS ,/S ) restricted to {S ;}. For S €& let{x,}and C(S)beasin Step I, then
there are >0, 6 depending possibly on S, such that

(A, =(=x,,...,x,))
0u, 845 §A§,,)§exp[— > (#52-9)] (2.18)

xed

for any sufficiently large n so that A4, D 4.



48 A. De Masi

Proof. This is a straightforward consequence of Ruelle’s superstability estimates. In
fact

US)+ WS, 80= Y [FS)—h S 1— Y J,5.5, (2.19)
xed {xx};}EyA
=2 I8, xed (2.20)
y¢A

so that the presence of external spins determines a new (non-invariant) magnetic field
h, 4andaGibbs measure withzero boundary conditions. Wecanapply superstability
theorems [1,2] becauseforany A, the magnetic field is uniformly estimated in terms
of C(S) and the thesis is obtalned "Here an essential role is played by the condition
expressed by Eq.(2.4) ;non-monotonicity can be controlled only for finitely many sites
[M] via Eq. (2.16). We need to assume that if &, , is bounded for x M-close to the
boundaries thenitis bounded by thesame constant forall xin A and thisisjust ensured
by Eq. (2.4). We note that the superstability theorem requires the assumption that the
interaction is lower regular. This condition is weaker than Eq. (2.4).

Step I11. Let n, be the v-measurable partition at infinity of R%, denote by {a} the
atomsofr : = {a},then the conditional probabilities of vw.r.t. 7, are denoted by
v(dS|a). Theyhavesupportonaandstillare DL R measures (for v-almostalla). Forany
v-measurable set 4 we have

W(A)= [ v(dS) v(Ala(S)) (2.21)

where a(S)is theatom of 7, containing S. Further for any v-measurable set 4 we have
that

n]jrjlw q(A[S 1) =v(4]a(S)) v-ae. (2.22)

Proof. The definition of measurable partitions can be found in [9]. That v(dS|a) are
v-a.e. DLR measures is a consequence of a well known property of conditional
probabilities w.r.t. ordered partitions, [ 10] : the partition atinfinityis coarser than the
partition n .. which specifies the spins outside of A. Equation (2.22) is just Doob’s
theorem, [11], for decreasing partitions because v is DLR and therefore g(4]S ;)
=w(A4]|n,.(S)) where 7 ,.(S) is the atom of 7 ,, which contains S.

Step IV. There is a set £, CX o, W(Xp) =1 such that the following holds. Define for
m,NeZ*

G,,,,N={§e ) s§§N2|Am|} (2.23)

xedm

x
NG, (2.24)

II
=C

then for any Se %, v(G|a(S))=

Proof. The sets G,, y are countably many, therefore the set 27, C %', can be chosen so
that Eq.(2.22) holdsfor Se 7y, A = G,, y (complement of G,, y)and v(dS|a(S))is DLR.
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Anestimatefor v(G,, y|a(S))canbe obtained via Eq.(2.22) by considering the sequence
4, and Eq. (2.18). Namely:

v(Gm,Nla(S))gj dS 4, X5, x(S) exp{— Y @S,%—S)}

xedm

éexp{—(%Nz—c?)l/lml}
where § = 5+lg'/ ol Hence

() Gmyla(®) 21= LG, yla(S)

m

>1_ Z(e——(y/2N2 é))2m+1 1

'm N—-+ow

Step V. For Se ¥y, v(dS|a(S)) is regular and as a consequence also v is regular.

Proof. v(dS|a(S)) is regular because of a superstability theorem which shows the
equivalence between the regularity condition here given and the support property
shownin Step IV, (see Corollary 5.3 of [1]and Theorem4.4 of [ 3]). By the observation
noted in the definition of regular measures, Eq. (2.12) holds for y and é not depending
on a(S), when Se &, therefore Eq. (2.21) proves that also v is regular.

By this Theorem 2.1 has been proven.

3. Concluding Remarks

There are several conceivable extensions of the results obtained in this paper. One
could easily allow interactions which differ from ours by bounded potentials. It would
also seem possible to treat many-body interactions (e.g. J xyzS‘j‘cS’y’SZ, o, B, y positive
integers)as faras Ruelle’s superstability estimates hold (in the sense of Corollary 2.3 of
[21). Also some monotonicity condition as in Eq. (2.4) should have to be imposed.
Howeverthemostinterestingextensionis,in our opinion, the generalizationtoseveral
dimensions. This is quite a hard problem as lndlcated by the following example.

Consider the two dimensional model in IR” glven by the following conditional
probabilities :

q(du|ug,) =06 (u -2y, uy) du, (3.1)
x,9
where (x, y) means nearest neighborhood (in Z2), § is the delta function and 1 <.

Since it is easy to prove that [ ] (u,)du, is the only invariant measure such that
X
[ O(du)lu,| < + o0, the conjecture amounts to the following question: are there any

translationally invariant probability measure Q(du) with conditional probabilities
given by Eq. (3.1) other than []&(u,)du,?

X
We were not able to give an answer in the general case. We mention that it can be
proven(alongthelinesofwhathasbeendonein[6])thatallthe DLR measuresvforthe
Gaussian 2-dimensional case can be written as

WdS)= flR 2 du)vo(d(S —u)
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where Q, is a solution of the DLR equation with conditional probabilities given by
Eq.(3.1),v,is the only regular DLR measure for the Gaussian case, [4], characterized
by

__[J if x and y are nearest neighborhood
10 otherwise

F(S,)=kS?
and

A=J/2k.
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