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Abstract: In this paper we develop a general theory which provides a unified treatment
of two apparently different problems. The weak Gibbs property of measures arising from
the application of Renormalization Group maps and the mixing properties of disordered
lattice systems in the Griffiths’ phase. We suppose that the system satisfies a mixing
condition in a subset of the lattice whose complement is sparse enough namely, large
regions are widely separated. We then show how it is possible to construct a convergent
multi-scale cluster expansion.

1. Introduction

In this paper we develop a general theory which provides a unified treatment of two
apparently different problems: (i) the weak Gibbs property of measures arising from the
application of Renormalization Group (RG) maps to Gibbs states of lattice systems and
(i) the mixing properties of disordered lattice systems in the so called Griffiths’ phase.
Let us explain the main features of these issues.

1.1. Weak Gibbsianity of renormalized measures. Renormalization group is a funda-
mental method in modern theoretical physics. It has been originally introduced to ana-
lyze scale invariant situations that are typical of statistical mechanical systems at their
critical point. However, it also exhibits its power for non—critical systems that deserve
to be analyzed on appropriate scales, see [6,24]. The RG maps are defined as follows.
Consider a d—dimensional lattice spin system (object system) whose state space is
X = ®xeﬁ X, where £ := 79 and each X, is a copy of the same finite set Ap.
We set £O := ¢74, with £ € N, and partition £ as the disjoint union of £-boxes
L =;cro Qei), where Q¢(i) is the cube of side length £ with i the site with smallest
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coordinates. Moreover, to each i € £® we associate a renormalized spin m; taking
value in a finite state space /\/lfl), with each Ml@ a copy of the same finite set ME)E). We
assign a normalized non—negative kernel Ty (o g, (i), m;) withog,i) € @), €04 Xy and
m; € Ml@. Given a Gibbs measure (w.r.t. an absolutely summable potential, for instance
afinite range potential) .« on X', the renormalized measure v'©) on the renormalized space
MO = @0 MY is defined by its finite dimensional distributions

¢
vOm® Mg/) =my) = Z u®m: na =o0) l_[ Ty (o0, i), mi),

oceX) ieV

where V is a finite subset of £, A := Uiey Qe(i), Xan == @,cp Xx, and my €
M(‘f) = Qjey M;e). We shall write v¥ = T, . For the usual choices of the kernel,
the semigroup property holds, namely 7, Ty = Ty.

An easy example is the decimation transformation, where M, 2 = X;,foralli € £L©,
and TzdeC(GQZ(,), m;i) = 8(o; —m;); m;, withi € £© are the “survwmg spins.” Another
important example is the Block Averaging Transformation (BAT) that we discuss in the
case Xp := {—1, +1}: foreachi e L©® the single renormalized spin configuration space
is MO = {—¢d, —¢d 42, ... +64) and TP (00, ). m;) = 5( e oni) O — m,»).

Theoretical reasons and many applications lead us to analyze the map on the poten-
tials induced by the map 7, that was defined on infinite volume Gibbs measures. A
preliminary condition is that the renormalized measure is Gibbsian in the Dobrushin—
Lanford—Ruelle sense, i.e., its conditional probabilities have the Gibbs form with respect
to an absolutely summable potential that we call renormalized potential [10,23]. Another,
hopefully equivalent, approach consists in defining at finite volume a map acting directly
on the Hamiltonians in the following way. Givenabox V .cC £L©,let A := ;o Qe(i)
be the corresponding box in £, X := XOA ={-1, +1}A, and — H the energy of the
object system, we write

(0)
0 = Y ) T] oo, m).

ogeX) ieV

where we have included in H the inverse temperature. Now the problem is to extract the

potential from the renormalized Hamiltonian H‘(,Z) via a procedure still having a sense
in the thermodynamic limit. For this purpose a crucial role is played by the so called
constrained systems, i.e., the object system conditioned on fixed renormalized spin con-

figurations. Given a renormalized spin configurationm € MY , the constrained measure
in A is defined by:

eTHA@) l_[ Ty(o0,G), mi)
) (o) = ieV

Hom, A
" > MO Tulog, iy mi D

oeX) ievV

Note that the configuration m plays here the role of a parameter. In the case of the

decimation, u( ) _a is nothing but the original Gibbs measure in the volume obtained by
removing from A the set V of the surviving sites, conditioned to the configuration m on V.
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As it has been shown in many examples, see [20], it may happen that v© is not
Gibbsian. Typically this pathology manifests itself as violation of quasi—locality, a nec-
essary condition for Gibbsianity. More precisely, quasi—locality is a continuity property
of the conditional probabilities consisting in a weak dependence on very far condition-
ing spins, see [20] for more details. This violation of quasi—locality, in turn, is often a
consequence of a first order phase transition of a constrained model corresponding to
a particular renormalized configuration m. On the positive side, to avoid the pathology
of non—Gibbsianity, we need absence of phase transitions, in a very strong sense, of the
constrained model for all possible values of m. For instance when the object system
is in the high temperature regime, the usual perturbative expansion for the constrained
models is sufficient to compute the renormalized potentials, see [8,27,29]. However, in
order to get close to the critical point, certainly we have to use other, more powerful,
perturbative theories.

We discuss, now, these different perturbative theories in the concrete case of systems
above their critical temperature 7. Usual high temperature expansions work only for
temperatures 7 sufficiently larger than 7, ; they basically involve perturbations around a
universal reference system consisting of independent spins: all interactions are expanded
treating every lattice system in the same manner. In [37,38] another perturbative expan-
sion has been introduced, around a non-trivial model-dependent reference system, that
we call scale—adapted expansion. The small parameter is no more 8 = 1/T but, rather,
the ratio between the correlation length (at the given temperature T > T.) and the length
scale L at which we analyze our system. The geometrical objects (polymers) involved
in the scale—adapted expansion live on scale length L whereas in the usual expansions
they live on scale 1. Of course the smaller is 7 — T, the larger has to be taken the length
L.

A similar situation occurs for low temperature Ising ferromagnets at arbitrarily small
but non-zero magnetic field 4. Now we have another characteristic length, beyond the
correlation length, the critical length which is of order 1/h; it represents the minimal
size of a droplet whose growth is energetically favorable and, at the same time, the min-
imal length required to screen the effect of a boundary condition opposite to the field.
Thus, in the part of the bulk far apart from the boundary more than the critical length, we
see, uniformly in the boundary condition, the unique phase with magnetization parallel
to the field. Also in this case of low temperature and not vanishing magnetic field we
have to look at our system on a scale length L sufficiently larger than the critical length
(at low temperature and & # O the correlation length is of order one).

The scale—adapted expansions are based on a suitable finite size condition saying,
roughly speaking, that if we look at the Gibbs measure in a box of sufficiently large side
length L, then, uniformly in the boundary conditions, the correlations between observ-
ables localized at distance of order L are smaller than L=2@=D Ttis proven in [37,38],
that, for general short range lattice systems, assuming this finite size condition, it is
possible to construct a convergent cluster expansion implying, in particular, exponential
decay of correlations for any volume A (finite or infinite) given as disjoint union of
L-boxes, with a decay rate independent of A. We call this decay property strong mix-
ing. Such a property implies uniqueness of the infinite volume Gibbs measure, we refer
to [33,37,38] for more details. In some cases, like the two—dimensional standard Ising
model, strong mixing has been proven in the whole uniqueness region [35, 40].

Starting from a strong mixing condition for the measure u,(,f ), uniform in the renor-

malized configuration m, it is possible to prove, using the scale—adapted perturbative
expansion, the Gibbsianity of v(®) by explicitly computing the renormalized potentials as
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convergent series, [2,28]. In the particular case of BAT the condition on the constrained
model can be deduced from a strong mixing property of the original model by using a
strong form of the equivalence of ensembles [2,9].

The philosophy behind the use of scale—adapted expansions to study RG maps is that
one first fixes the thermodynamic parameters and consequently chooses the renormal-
ization scale £. It may happen that for a given scale ¢ and for particular values of the
thermodynamic parameters a RG map is ill defined but, keeping fixed the thermody-
namic parameters, provided one chooses a larger renormalization scale £, the pathology
is removed. This is exactly the case when the decimation transformation is applied to
a two—dimensional standard Ising model away from the coexistence line. In [20] it is

proven that for any decimation scale ¢ there exist values of 8 and % such that the ren-

ormalized measure v/(ﬁl’dec is not Gibbsian. On the other hand, as shown in [34], given

B and h inducing the pathology for ¢, the renormalized measure vég’dec is Gibbsian

provided the scale ¢ is chosen sufficiently large. It is also shown that the renormal-
ized potential converges to zero as £ goes to infinity. In [2] this philosophy has been
embraced to analyze the block averaging transformation on scale £. In particular, for the
two—dimensional standard Ising model at any T > T, and arbitrary A, the Gibbsianity
of the renormalized measure vgf;l’bat is proven for ¢ large enough. Moreover the renor-
malized potential converges, in a suitable sense, to the expected trivial fixed point as £
goes to infinity. In order to perturbatively study convergence properties of the iterates
of the renormalization group maps, even far from criticality, the use of scale—adapted
expansions on increasing scales appears therefore very natural.

We mention that there is a stronger notion of strong mixing, called complete ana-
Iyticity, originally introduced for general short range lattice systems by Dobrushin and
Shlosman in [14, 15] before [37,38]. It consists of the exponential decay of correlations
for all finite or infinite domains A (of arbitrary shape). Dobrushin and Shlosman also
developed a finite size condition that involves all the possible subsets of a given suffi-
ciently large box and not just the box itself like [33]. We emphasize that in their approach
there is no minimal scale length. On the other hand, the scale—adapted perturbative the-
ory gives rise to a notion that has been called restricted complete analyticity or complete
analyticity for regular domains; here “regular” means “multiple” of a sufficiently large
box.

The standard Ising model for (i) d = 2 outside the closure of the coexistence line,
ii)d = 3,h # 0,and T K T, provides two examples where there is a diverg-
ing characteristic length as T — T, and h — 0 respectively. In both cases restricted
complete analyticity has been proven whereas complete analyticity in Dobrushin and
Shlosman’s sense has not yet been proven in the case (i) and actually disproven in the
case (ii) [33,35,40]. We finally note that an interesting direct proof of restricted complete
analyticity, starting from a finite size condition similar to the one in [37, 38], has been
established in [31] without the use of cluster expansion.

The physical interest of the above discussion in connection with RG maps lies in the
possibility of well defining a renormalization map for potentials close to their critical
point. Actually, it is believed that even if the object system is critical it may happen
that the constrained systems are in the one phase, weakly coupled regime, so that the
renormalized potential is still well defined, see [1, 12,28].

Let us go back to the discussion of the possible pathology of non—Gibbsianity. It
frequently happens that the renormalized configuration m inducing non—Gibbsianity,
via violation of quasi-locality, is very atypical with respect to the renormalized measure
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v Tt is then natural and physically relevant to introduce a weaker notion of Gibb-
sianity by requiring that conditional probabilities are well behaved only v(® almost
surely. More precisely weak Gibbsianity of v® means the following: there exists a
“good set” M® c M® with v©(M©Y) = 1, such that for m € M©® the conditional
probabilities of the measure v'© have the usual Gibbs form with respect to a potential
{d)%l)} IccL®©s CDgl) : M;e) — R, satisfying the pointwise absolute summability: for
eachi € £© and m € M© we have D isi |<I>$Z) (mp)| < oo, but not the usual uniform

absolute summability namely, sup; .~ @ > 750 SUP,, c Aq® |<I>§Z) (myp)| < oo. The idea of
1

mje
looking at the weak Gibbs property goes back to Dobrushin [13]. It has subsequently
been developed in [17] and in many other papers, see for instance [7,36]. The main point
of weak Gibbsianity is the construction of the set M© of full v®® measure. The key
property is that for m € M© the “bad situations,” giving rise to long range correlations

in /L,Sf ), are very “sparse” namely, larger and larger bad regions are farther and farther
apart.

We discuss the block averaging transformation; it is known [20] that the BAT ren-
ormalized measure for the Ising model at low temperature is non—Gibbsian because of
violation of quasi-locality induced by the configuration m; = 0 for all i € £©. It is
clear that any constrained system and in particular the one corresponding to m; = 0
does not depend at all on the value of the magnetic field /. On the other hand if 7 # 0
the configuration m; = 0 is very unlikely with respect to the renormalized measure
v Therefore, with high v®—probability, the regions with m; = 0 are very sparse;
however, with probability one there are arbitrarily large regions with bad magnetization
m; = 0. Inside these regions the situation described by the constrained measure //L,(,f)
is close to a first order phase transition with long range order. This prevents the good,
Gibbsian, behavior of the conditional probabilities of v(*) as well as the estimates of the
renormalized potential, uniform in the renormalized conditioning configuration m. In
contrast, it is reasonable to expect weak Gibbsianity of the renormalized system, indeed
this is proven in [5].

1.2. Disordered systems and Griffiths’ singularity. The above scenario, leading to the
replacement of the notion of Gibbsianity with the one of weak Gibbsianity, shares com-
mon features with disordered systems in the presence of the so called Griffiths’ singu-
larity.

Let us consider the case of high temperature Ising—like spin glasses. They are de-
scribed by the following formal Hamiltonian :

H(o)=—Y Juyoxo,—h Y oy, (1.1)

X,y X

where oy € {—1,+1}, Jy y, forallx,y € £ = 74, are i.i.d. random variables, and
h € R. For the sake of simplicity we further specify the model by assuming J, , = 0 for
|x—y| # land Jy , ~ N(0, 1),namely J, , are Gaussian independent random variables
with mean zero and variance one. We denote by 1) the Gibbs measure corresponding
to the Hamiltonian (1.1). The “typical” (with respect to the disorder) interaction energy
between neighboring spins is of order one so that for small inverse temperature § our
random system is in the weak coupling regime. However, with probability one there
are arbitrarily large regions where the random couplings Jy , take large positive values
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giving rise, inside these regions, to the behavior of a low temperature ferromagnetic
Ising system with long range order. For a similar case, the one of a low temperature fer-
romagnetic diluted Ising system, it has been shown, see [26,41], that the infinite volume
specific free energy is infinitely differentiable but not analytical in 4. This is a sort of
infinite order phase transition called “Griffiths’ singularity”.

For a high temperature spin glass with unbounded random couplings a similar behav-
ior is expected. We also expect exponential decay of correlations with a non—random
decay rate but with a random unbounded prefactor. More precisely, let us denote by Q2
the collection of all J := {J,,, x,y € £, |x — y| = 1}; in the above conditions we
expect that there exist m > 0 and a set @ C € of full measure such that for each J € Q,
there exists a positive real C (J) such that the spin correlations have the following bound

|11 (00; o) | < C(J) exp{—mlx]}. (1.2)

There are several approaches to the analysis of disordered systems in the above
regime, let us just quote the two papers [19,21]. In [19] it is proven, via a very elegant
method which does not use the cluster expansion, that (1.2) holds for some C(J) hav-
ing bounded expectation. Although the case of high temperature spin glass is covered,
there are some restrictions on the applicability of this method and the set of full mea-
sure where C(J) is bounded is not explicitly constructed. In [21], that appeared several
years before [19], a more powerful and more widely applicable method is presented,
involving a graded cluster expansion. The set of full measure Q is explicitly constructed
via a multi-scale analysis similar to the one introduced in [22] to study the Anderson
localization. It emerges from the analysis developed in [21], based on a hierarchy of
“scales of badness” that, with high probability, larger and larger bad regions are farther
and farther apart and the largest scale of badness seen close to the origin is finite. The
theory developed in [21] gives rise directly to estimates valid with probability one and
requires very mild assumptions on the probability distribution of random couplings.

1.3. A graded cluster expansion. To analyze disordered systems close to criticality and
the weak Gibbs property of renormalized measures, we need a graded cluster expansion
based on a scale—adapted approach. The graded cluster expansion that is developed in the
present paper is in the same spirit as the one in [21]; we point out briefly the main differ-
ences. (i) Whereas in [21] the first step (on the good region) is on scale one (e.g. high
temperature/large magnetic field), our first step uses instead a scale adapted expansion.
This allows to treat, in dimension two, Ising systems arbitrary close to the coexistence
line. (ii) The recursive classification of the bad regions is somewhat different. In [21]
three recursive conditions are imposed: on the diameter, on the volume, and on the inter—
distance. We instead require only the diameter and inter—distance conditions. The relative
probability estimates, proving that such a classification can be obtained with probability
one with respect to the disorder [5], can be easily derived in a general setup by a method
analogous to that introduced in [18]. (iii) In [21] the polymerization of the spin system
is a preliminary step made on the whole lattice, the relative cluster expansions are then
carried out recursively; we perform recursively both the polymerization and the cluster
expansion. (iv) We abstracted the relevant model independent assumptions for general
finite state space, finite range spins systems. Accordingly, the graded cluster expansion
is developed with respect to a non—trivial reference measure.

Let us describe a possible application of our graded cluster expansion to disordered
systems. Consider the case of small random perturbations of a ferromagnetic system
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at a given temperature larger but arbitrarily close to the critical value. To be concrete
consider a ferromagnetic two dimensional Ising system with zero magnetic field and
coupling constants given by i.i.d. random variables for different bonds with distribution

J— { 1 with probability 1 — P (1.3)

Jo with probability p

Fix a temperature T slightly larger than the critical value T, corresponding to a determin-
istic system with coupling constant one. To our knowledge the above described situation
has never been studied in the literature. We expect the following result [4]: given T > T,
there exists p > 0 such that for any arbitrarily large Jo < 400 we can construct a
convergent graded cluster expansion implying, in particular, the decay property (1.2).
We also mention that, adapting the methods in [31], an effective finite size condition
involving the quenched expectation of correlations can be obtained [32].

It is also clear that, when studying weak Gibbsianity of renormalized measures, in
order to compute renormalized potentials as convergent series, we need a complete the-
ory based on graded cluster expansion since the methods developed in [19], which avoid
the use of cluster expansion, are not sufficient for this purpose. On the other hand it is
also clear that if we want to study weak Gibbsianity only assuming strong mixing, in
particular for systems close to criticality and/or to study convergence properties of the
iterates of RG maps, we need to consider a graded cluster expansion whose first scale
is not one but, rather, depends on the parameters. In [5] we study the BAT transforma-
tion only assuming strong mixing of the object system. In the framework of a graded
cluster expansion, with a sufficiently large minimal scale length, using a scale—adapted
expansion to treat the first step of the hierarchy, we establish the weak Gibbsianity of the
renormalized measure. Moreover we show, in a suitable sense, convergence to a (triv-
ial) fixed point of renormalized potential as the RG scale ¢ goes to infinity. Our results
apply to the two—dimensional Ising model in the uniqueness region, i.e., for & #% 0 or
h =0, T > T, and, in particular below T, where non—Gibbsianity has been proven
in [20]. At the moment, we are not able to cover the case h =0, T < T.

In [36] as well as in [7] the authors establish weak Gibbsianity for measures arising
from the application of general decimation transformations to a low temperature Ising
or Pirogov—Sinai system. They have to analyze constrained systems on arbitrarily large
scales but they have to choose a sufficiently low temperature and their minimal length is
of order one. Therefore their methods work only very far below the critical point. In both
papers the authors first fix the scale £ of RG transformation and then choose a sufficiently
low temperature. In particular they both have to choose lower and lower temperatures
starting from larger and larger RG scales. This behavior is not in agreement with the
general RG philosophy. In [39] this anomaly is fixed, as it is shown that a given suffi-
ciently low temperature is enough to get weak Gibbsianity for all large enough scales.
This approach is still based on a low temperature expansion and it is neither suited to
approach the critical point nor to study convergence properties of the iterates of RG
maps.

1.4. Synopsis. Inthe present paper we construct the graded cluster expansion that will be
used to treat weak Gibbsianity for the block averaging transformation [5] and disordered
systems in the Griffiths’ phase [4]. Here there is no random disorder in the interactions;
however, we suppose that it is deterministically possible to analyze the bad interactions
on suitable increasing scale lengths. We treat iteratively the regions of increasing bad-
ness and prove convergence of the expansion on the basis of suitable assumptions on
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the potential in the good region and sufficient “sparseness” of bad regions. In [5] we
prove that, with probability one with respect to the disorder or to the renormalized spin
configuration, the situation is the one deterministically assumed in the present paper.

The assumption that the system is weakly coupled on the complement of the bad
region of the lattice namely, the good part, is here formalized by the following assump-
tion. Let A be a finite subset of the good region and Z (o) be the partition function in
A with boundary condition o. We assume

logZa(o) = Y Vx.alo), (1.4)
XNA#G

where the effective potential Vx a satisfies the following conditions:

(a) given a finite subset X C 7 the functions Vx a are constant w.r.t. A for the sets A
with a fixed intersection with X;
(b) the functions Vx a have a suitable decay property w.r.t. X uniformly in A and o.

The expression (1.4) can be obtained via cluster expansion in the weak coupling (high
temperature and/or small activity) region but it also holds in the more general situation
of the scale—adapted cluster expansion discussed before. In the latter case it holds pro-
vided the volume A is a disjoint union of cubes whose side length equals the scale L
of the expansion. We also note that (1.4) implies one of the Dobrushin—Shlosman com-
plete analyticity conditions [16] namely, Condition IVa, see [3]. In the applications we
discussed above, condition (1.4) will be derived via a scale—adapted cluster expansion
and therefore it will hold only for volumes A which are disjoint unions of cubes whose
side length equals the scale L of the expansion. However, by rescaling the lattice and
redefining the single spin state space we reduce to the case in which (1.4) holds for any
finite subset A of the good region, which is the basic assumption of the present paper.

The main result concerns an expression, similar to (1.4), of the logarithm of the parti-
tion function on a generic finite subset of the whole lattice, possibly intersecting its bad
region. Its characteristic feature, with respect to a usual low activity expansion, is that
here polymers are geometrical objects living on arbitrarily large scale. This rules out
the possibility to prove analyticity of the infinite volume free energy but would allow to
prove infinite differentiability and exponential tree decay of semi—invariants [3] with an
unbounded prefactor as it is typical of Griffiths’ phase. The proof is achieved by using
condition (1.4) to integrate over the good region and by using the multi—scale geometry
of the bad regions to recursively compute the effective interaction among them, i.e. to
recursively integrate over the bad spins.

This paper is organized as follows: in Sect. 2 we introduce the model and state our
results in Theorems 2.5 and 2.6. The latter, whose proof is based on the cluster expansion
of the logarithm of the partition function provided by the former, states the exponential
decay of the semi—invariants for suitable local functions. The proof of Theorem 2.5 is
achieved via the graded cluster expansion whose basic setup is introduced in Sect. 3;
there we also state the related technical result in Theorem 3.2, whose proof is split into
two parts: the algebraic structure of the computation is provided in Sect. 4, while all
convergence issues are discussed in Sect. 5. The proof of Theorem 3.2 is completed at
the end of Sect. 5. The Theorems 2.5 and 2.6 are finally proven in Sect. 6.
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2. Notation and Results

In this section we introduce the general framework, define precisely the model we
shall consider, and state our main results. Given a, b € R we adopt the usual notation
a A b :=min{a, b} and a v b := max{a, b}. Given a set A we let |A| be its cardinality.

2.1. The lattice. For x = (x1,--- ,xq) € R? we let |x|| := Zgzl |xk| and |x|so =
SUPg_].... d |xx|. The spatial structure is modeled by the d—dimensional cubic lattice
L := Z9 in which we let e;,i = 1,...,d be the coordinate unit vectors. We use

X¢: =1L\ X to denote the complement of X C IL.. We use X CC L to indicate that | X|
is finite. On L we consider the distances d; (x, y) := |x — y|1 and doo (X, ¥) := |Xx — ¥|co
for x,y € L. Asusual for X, Y C L wesetd|(X,Y) :=inf{d;(x,y), x € X, y € Y},
deo (X, Y) := inf{deo(x, y), x € X, y € Y}, diam;(X) := sup{d;(x, x'), x,x" € X},
and diameo (X) := sup{deo(x, x’), x, x’ € X}. Moreover, givenr > land X C L welet
8, X :={x € X : doo(x, X) < r} be the r—external boundary of X and X := X U 3, X
be the r—closure of X.

For x € IL and m a positive real we let O, (x) :={y e L: x; <y; <x; + (m —
1), Vi = 1,...,d} the cube of side length m with x the site with smallest coordinates
and B, (x) ;= {y € L : di(y,x) < m]} the ball of side length 2m + 1 centered at x.
We shall denote Q,,(0), resp. B,,;(0), simply by Q,,, resp. By,. For each X CC L we
denote by Q(X) CC L the smallest parallelepiped, with axes parallel to the coordinate
directions, containing X.

2.2. The configuration space. For some applications, for instance the block averaging
transformation, we have to deal with systems in which even the single spin space is not
translationally invariant. We introduce the basic notation. We suppose given a collection
of stritly positive integers Sy, x € L, such that § := sup, Sy < +o0. The single spin
configuration space is given by a finite set Sy, |Sx| = Sy + 1, where x € L. We identify
Sy with {0, 1, ..., Sy} which we endow with the discrete topology. The configuration
space in A C L is Sp = S(A) := QxeaSy. Finally, the configuration space in L is
S = ®,cL.Sx, equipped with the product topology. Elements of S, called configura-
tions, are denoted by o, 7, 1, . ... The integer o, = o (x) is called value of the spin at
the site x. For A C L and o0 € S we denote by o, the restriction of o to A. We denote
by F the Borel o—algebra of S and, foreach A C L, we set Fp :=o{oy, x € A} C F.

Let m be a positive integer and Ay, ..., A, C L be pairwise disjoint subsets of L;
if o; € Sp;, i = 1,..., m, we denote by 0107 - - - 0y, the configuration in S ,u..ua,,
given by 0107 - 0 (x) 1= Y1t Lixeaj0i(x), x € AU~ U Ay,

A function f : § — R is called a local function if and only if there exists A CC L
such that f € Fj, namely f is Fp—measurable for some finite set A. For f a local
function we shall denote by supp( f), the so-called support of f, the smallest A CC L
such that f € Fp.If f € Fa we shall sometimes misuse the notation by writing f (o)
for f(o).For f € F welet || flloo := SUpses | f(0)] be the sup norm of f.

2.3. The Gibbs state. A potential U is a collection of local functions on S labelled by
finite subsets of L, namely U := {Ux € Fx, X CC L}. We shall consider finite range
potential, i.e., there exists areal R > 0, called range, such that Ux = Oifdiam;(X) > R.
We, finally, introduce the norm ||U|| := sup,cr, Y x5, [Uxlloo. In the sequel we shall
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always understand that the real r appearing in the definition of the boundary 9, X of
X C L is chosen so that r > R. We remark that we do not require the potential to be
translationally invariant.

Let A CC L, o € S and consider the Hamiltonian

Hy(o):= Y  Ux(o). (2.1)
XNA#D

In this paper we shall consider only finite volume Gibbs measures defined as follows:
let T € S, the finite volume Gibbs measure uf\, with boundary condition t, is the
probability measure on Sp given by

pp (o) = exp{+Ha (0ATA)}, 2.2)

Zp(7)
where Zp € Fc, called the partition function, is the normalization constant. Note that
we have defined the Gibbs measure with a sign convention opposite to the usual one.

2.4. All’swell . ... Our aim is the computation of the partition function Z  (t) under the
hypotheses that the Gibbs random field is weakly coupled only on a part of the lattice,
that will be called good and denoted by g, under suitable geometric conditions on such
Go. We shall assume the system admits a convergent cluster expansion in Gg with a
suitable tree decay of the effective potential among the spins in L. \ Go and resulting
from the integration in Gg.

LetE := {{x, y}, x,y € L : di(x, y) = 1} be the collection of edges in IL. Note that,
according to our definitions, the edges are parallel to the coordinate directions. We say
thattwo edges e, ¢’ € EE are connected if and only if eNe’ # (3. A subset (V, E) C (L, E)
is said to be connected iff for each pair x, y € V, with x # y, there exists in E a path
of connected edges joining them. We agree that if | V| = 1 then (V, @) is connected. For
X CC L we then set

T(X) :=inf {|E|, (V, E) C (I, E) is connected and V D X}. (2.3)
Note that T(X) = 0if | X| = 1. We remark that for each x, y € L. we have T({x, y}) =
di(x, y).
Condition 2.1. Given Gy C L, for each A CC L and o € S we have the expansion

Zangy@ = Y exp {Hangtoanco) | =exo | 3 vea@} @4
neS(ANGo) XNAAD

Sfor suitable local functions Vx p : S — R satisfying the following properties:

1. given A, A" CCLifXNA=XNA thenVx x = Vx p;

2. Vx.a € FX0(ANGo)s

3. Vxa=0if XN (A) #0.

Moreover, the effective potential Vi := {Vx n, X N A # B} can be bounded as follows:

there are reals o > 0 and A < oo such that

sup e sup [[Vx alloo < A. 2.5)
xel o Ak

We recall that our aim is to cluster expand log Z (t) with A CC Land t € S. Given
A CC L, we first apply (2.4) to the configuration op Tpc and then we integrate on the
variables op\(ANG)-
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2.5. ... orsparse . ... We shall not make any assumption on the behavior of the Gibbs
field on the complement of the good part, namely the bad part of the lattice By := L\ Go,
but we shall require that the bad sites are sparse enough. We start from the partition
L = Go U By of the lattice in good and bad sites. Although such a sharp classification
seems to be the reason for the never ending popularity of most American movies, it is
not sufficient to our purposes. Let us forget about the good sites and look more closely
at the bad ones. Some of them are not really bad, they are just bad guys far away from all
the other bad sites (only close enough bad individuals form a dangerous gang). We are
not really allowed to call such a behavior bad and we say they are gentle (more precisely
1—gentle). We next forget also about the 1—gentle sites and look at the remaining ones,
which we call 1-bad. Even among them some are not so bad, after all. Maybe we have
just a small group of bad guys very far away from all the 1-bad sites; those are called
2—gentle. Proceeding in such a way we construct a multi—scale classification of the sites
and we also suppose a happy ending: there are no co—bad guys. We formalize the above
discussion in the following definitions.

Definition 2.2. We say that two strictly increasing sequences I' = {I'j}j>0 and y =
{vj}j=0 are steep scales iff they satisfy the following conditions:

1.To=0,90=>20T1>22y1>r>R andT; < y;/2forany j > 1;

j
2. for j = 0set vt := Z(Fi +yi)and ) :=inf j>o(j1/0;); then A > 7;

-
o0 . ll

3. we have Z - < 5 where we understand Ty /yo = 0 even in the case yy = 0.
— Vi
j=0

It is useful to remark that from Items 2 and 3 above we get that

o0

1 I
v < Vj|:1+<l+x)z7;i| <2y, forany j > 0. (2.6)
i=

Indeed, from Item 2 it follows y; < I'j1/A; hence for j > 1 we have

z9,»=y,-<2—+1+2”’>

i=0 10/

r; 1o
<y]<1+2—+ Z l+l><y’(1+2+zx>

i—o Vi Vi+1

Remark 2.3. We note that Items 2 and 3 in the above definition force a superexponential
growth of the sequences I" and y. It is easy to show that, given 8 > 9 v (4/9) log(8r),
the sequences I'g = yp := 0,

Iy = e(/”l)@/z)k and  yp = %eﬂemkﬂ fork > 1 2.7)

provide an example of steep scales.

Definition 2.4. We say that G := (G} j>0, where each G; is a collection of finite subsets
of L, is a graded disintegration of L iff-
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1. for each g € Uj>0 G; there exists a unique j > 0, which is called the grade of g,
such that g € G;;

2. the collection | J >0 G, of finite subsets of L is a partition of the lattice L. namely, it
is a collection of not empty pairwise disjoint finite subsets of L such that

U Us=L 2.8)

20 g€G;

Given Gog C L and T, y steep scales, we say that a graded disintegration G is a gentle
disintegration of IL with respect to Gq, T, y iff the following recursive conditions hold:

3. Go = {{x}, x € Go};

4. ifg € Gj then diam(g) < T'j forany j > 1;

5. setGj = Ugeg_,- gCL By:=L\GoandB; :=B; 1\ Gj, then for any g € G;
we have d; (g, B; 1 \g) > yj forany j > 1;

6. for each x € L we have ky := sup{j > 1: g € Gj such that doo(x, Q(g)) <
ﬂj} < 00, where we recall Q(g) has been defined at the end of Sect. 2.1.

Sites in Gq (resp. Bo) are called good (resp. bad); similarly we call j—gentle (resp. j—
bad) the sites in G (resp. B;). Elements of G, with j > 1, are called j—gentle atoms.
Finally, we set G> j 1= Uizj Gi.

For G C G- we define G := Ugec & C L; note that G; =G; and {g) = g. Given
the integers j > 0, s > 0,and G CC G, such that G N G; # ¢, we define

Y(G) =[x €L doo(x, Q(G)) < 9 +5}. (2.9)

Moreover for each s > 0 we set ys(G) = Y;(G) \ Y;—1(G), where we understand
Y _1(G) =0.

2.6. ... that ends well. As discussed before, our aim is to prove that, under Condition
2.1 on the good part of the lattice and the sparseness condition formulated in Defini-
tions 2.2 and 2.4 of the bad part of the lattice, the system admits a convergent cluster
expansion. We set

4 S d -—| S PR A}vo (2.10)
a._9(44)1/d, q._2532, and o := g aog , .

where we recall o and A are the parameters in Condition 2.1.

Theorem 2.5. Suppose Condition 2.1 holds witha > 0and A < +00 for some Gg C L.
Assume also that for such Gy there exist steep scales y, I and a gentle disintegration
G of L with respect to Gg, T, y as in Definition 2.4. Finally assume the scales T', y are
such that:

1. we have T'1 > max{4(1 4+ log3)/w, (8d)3/(2a)};

2. we have A(I'j + Die=vil* < 1 forany j > 1;
> 84 1 a

3. we have Z 73 <

313 = 397
o a Y 32
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3/2
4. for each j > 1 we have y; > <(J—1> all?

Then, for each X, A CC L there exist functions Wx 5, Px o € Fxnac such that the
following statements hold.

1. For each A CC L we have the totally convergent expansion

log Za(t) = Y [Wxa(m)+ Pxa(0)]. (2.11)
XNA#D

2. Let A, A" CC L, for each X CC L such that X N A = X N A’ we have that
Wx A= Wx a and Px p = Ox pr.

3. Let X, A CC L, ifdiamso(X) > o and there exists no g € G>1 such that Yo(g) = X
then Wx pn = 0. Moreover for each x € L, recalling the integer k, has been intro-
duced in Item 6 of Definition 2.4,

Y sup [Wxalloo

XaxACC]L
< A+ k(T + 1420 [log S+ Ul + ke (1 v AT + D] (2.12)

4. We have

. 3 3 1+ e 9%/Qd) a
sup Z pdediame (X) sup [ Px.alloo <e a4 pm9an (m) . (2.13)
xel Yoo AccL —e

Remark. We note that for § large enough, depending on A and «, the steep scales defined
in Remark 2.3 do satisfy Items 1-4 in the hypotheses of Theorem 2.5.

We next discuss the exponential decay of correlations which will be a simple conse-
quence of the expansion in Theorem 2.5. We stress that the decay of correlations cannot
hold for all pairs of local functions; for instance, if their supports are contained in the
same gentle atom, a possible long range order inside the atom itself could prevent such a
decay. Our result essentially states the exponential decay of correlations except for such
a case. In order to state this result we need a few more definitions: let A CC L, n > 2
be an integer, fi, ..., f, local functions with pairwise disjoint supports supp(f;) C A
fori=1,...,n,t,...,1t, € R,and 7 € S; we define

ZA(r;tl,...,t,,) :=,uf\<exp{2n:t,-fi}>. (2.14)
i=1

The semi—invariant of fi, ..., f, with respect to the finite volume Gibbs measure ,uf\
is defined as
" log Za(T5 11, ... 1n)
wa(fis- 5 fu) == , (2.15)
A( ") oty - - - Oty fmer oty =0

note that for n = 2 we have 15 (f1; f2) = u} (/i f2) — 1 (SO (f2), namely, the
covariance between f1 and f>. Let us denote, moreover, by (V,,, [E,) the graph obtained
from (L, E) by contracting each supp(fi), i = 1,...,n, to a single point, namely,
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Vy = (AU supp(f)IUUL {supp(f)). En = ({v. V), v, v €V, = di(v,v) =
1}, and set

T(f1; el fn) = inf {|E|, (V,E) C (V,,E,) connected and V D U{supp(ﬁ)}}.
i=1

(2.16)

Theorem 2.6. Suppose the hypotheses of Theorem 2.5 are satisfied. Let n € N and
f1, ..., fu local functions such that the following conditions are satisfied:

1. foreachi # j € {1, ...,n} we have di(supp(f;), supp(f;)) >r > R;
2. foreachi # j € {1,...,n} thereisno g € G=1 such that Yo(g) Nsupp(fi) # ¥ and
Yo(g) Nsupp(f)) # 0.

Then, there exist a real M = M (A, o, d, n; | supp(fi)l, ..., | supp(fn)|) < 400 such
that

i ol =M e | = LT Tek0D @1

i=1

forany t € S and any A CC L such that A D supp(f;), i =1,...,n.

3. The Graded Cluster Expansion

In this section we introduce our main technique, the graded cluster expansion, and state
the related abstract results. It will be convenient to introduce the following notion.

Definition 3.1. Given X,V CC L and the family F .= {fp : S — R, A cC L}, we
say that F is (X, V)—compatible iff

1. for each A, N’ CC L. we have that X N A = X N A’ implies fao = fa;
2. the function fa is F(xnacyuv—measurable.

In other words the family { fo, A CC L} is (X, V)—compatible if and only if fa does
not change when A is varied outside X and it depends only on the configuration inside
V and the part of X intersecting A€.

We suppose that G, as in Definition 2.4, is a gentle disintegration of the lattice I with
respect to Go, I', y. We recall that a j—gentle atom g € §; is a finite subset of LL. If
G CC Gs>1 by |G| we always mean the cardinality of G as a subset of G>1 , i.e., the
number of elements g € G~ in G. On the other hand, if g € G> then |g| denotes the
cardinality of g as a subset of L, but note that |{g}| = 1. The building bricks of our
polymers are finite subsets of G- 1. From now on s will always denote a positive integer.

Given X CC L we let £(X) be the collection of the gentle atoms intersecting X
namely,

£§X):={geG=1: gNX#V} CCG=1. (3.1)

At scale j the relevant notion of connectedness is the following. Given G, G’ C G>j

we say they are j—connected, and write G s GliffGnG' ng i # 0. A system
Gi,...,Gr with G, C gzj is said to be j—connected iff for each h, h’ € {1, ..., k}
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there exist &1, ..., hy € {1,...,k} such that G, = Gj,, <I> Gp, <1> -+ <>
Gy, = Gjy. We are now ready to define the polymers at scale j namely, we set

Rj = U= {{(G1.s1). -+, (G, sp)}, where Gjy C G, sp >0,

forh =1,...,k, and the system Gy, ..., G is j—connected}. 32)

Elements of R; will be called j-polymers. Given a j—polymer

R = {(Gs1),....(Grs)) and i > jweset R [; =y Ghn NG CC Gi
and R [>; := Ui/zi Ry CC G=;. We also introduce the support of the polymer,

k

supp R := U Y, (Gy) CcC L. (3.3)
h=1

We remark that a set G C G>1, with |G| = n > 1, can be viewed as an n—body link,
while G = {g}, with g € G~ corresponds to one body. A pair (G, s) has to be thought
of as a pair made of the link G and the parallelepiped Ys(G). The latter represents an
“s—extended” support of the bond G. Thus the bricks of a polymer R namely, the pairs
(G, si), can be viewed as the parallelepipeds Yy, (G) whose connectedness properties
rely only upon the links Gj. The support of the polymer R, on the other hand, whose
interest will become clear in the sequel, is defined as the union of the s,—extended
supports Yy, (Gp).

Giventwo j—polymers R, S € R we say they are j—compatible, and write R comp; S,
iff R ;NS ; = @ Conversely we say that R, S are j—incompatible, and write
Rinc; S iff they are not j—compatible. We say that a collection R = {Ry, ..., R},
where R, € Rj, forh = 1,...,k, of j—polymers forms a cluster of j—polymers iff
it is not decomposable into two non-empty subsets R = R; U R, such that every pair
Ri € Ry, R> € R, is j—compatible. We denote by R ; the collection of all the clusters
of j—polymers. In other words we define

R;=Uis1 [R=1R1,...., R}, R €Rj :Vh, I €{l,... .k}
dhy,...,hm €{1, ..., k}suchthat R, = Ry inc;Rp, - - -inc; Rp,, = Rh/}.
(3.4)

We remark that repetitions of the same j—polymer are allowed. We also define

RY™ = J{{R1,...., R} , Ry € R; such that Ry comp; Ry, h #h'}. (3.5
k>1

Given § € Rj and R € R; we write Rinc; S iff there exists R € R such that Rinc; S.
Fori > j,R e R; wesetR[; :=Uper Ris R[> := Uys; R [ we finally set
supp R := (Jgeg supp R.

The setup introduced above is needed to develop the algebraic structure of the graded
cluster expansion. In order to formulate the necessary recursive estimates, which quan-
tify the decay of the effective interaction at scale i, we also need to take into account
the couplings below scale i and we need to introduce some more notation. Let G =
{g1,...,8n} CC G>1, we set

T(G):= inf T(fxi....%). (3.6)

m=1,..., n



420 L. Bertini, E.N.M. Cirillo, E. Olivieri

We finally introduce some combinatorial factors as follows: for each j > 1,k > 1
and {R{,..., Ry} € Ej we set

1 -
— _1)Hedgesin f}|
gr(Ri,.. . R)=— D>, (=D : (3.7)
fEF(Ry,....Ry)
where F(Ry, ..., Ry) is the collection of connected subgraphs with vertex set {1, ..., k}
of the graph with vertices {1, ..., k} and edges {k, h’} corresponding to pairs Ry, Ry,

such that Ryinc; Rj. We set the sum equal to zero if F is empty and one if k = 1.

Theorem 3.2. Suppose the hypotheses of Theorem 2.5 are satisfied. Then, there exist
Sfunctions Z;jj\, (ra:S—>Rwithj>1,g€GjandR € R;, suchthatR|>ji1 =9,
and A CC L, such that:

1. for each t € S and A CC L, the free energy log Zp(t) can be written as the
absolutely convergent series

logZa(r) = Y VX,A(r>+ZZIogZ(”A(r)+Z Y or (R) tra(o).

XNA#G: j=1 gegj =l ReR;
EX)=0 Rf>j+1—(/‘

(3.8)

where ¢ = »(A) < 00 is the minimal integer k such that A N Ujsk11Gj =9, 50
that A admits the partition A = U7:0 A.j, with Aj := ANGj;

2. foreach j > landg € G;, thefamily{Zé{Z\, A CcC L}is (Yo(g), ¥)—compatible and
each function Zg 3\ is identically equal to one whenever'g C A€. Foreach j > 1 and
R € R, such that R [>j+1 = 9, the family {{g.n, A CC L} is (supp R, ¥#)—com-
patible and each function {g A is identically zero if there exists R € R, (G, s) € R,

and g € G such that’g C AS;
3. let & := exp{—ay1/8}; then

sup [log ZY) oo < (T + DO[IU] +log ]+ j(1 v A)E* + DT (3.9)
AccL

and

s fegale = [T T ¥exp| = £[T(6)+ 500G v @]}

RER (G,s)eR
(3.10)

4. Algebra of the Expansion

In this section we introduce the algebra of the graded cluster expansion without dis-
cussing any convergence issue, which will be dealt upon in Sect. 5. We suppose the
hypotheses of Theorem 3.2 are satisfied. Moreover, for A CC L we define the set

={XCCL: XNA#@and X N (A)° = 0} (4.1

by Item 3 in Condition 2.1 we can rewrite (2.4) as
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Znogy @) =exp{ Y Vxa@)]. (42)

XETA
Given A CC L, for G CC G>1 and s > 0, let us define
Ta(G,s) :={X €YTp:E&X) =G, X CY:(G), XNys(G) # @} 4.3)

In other words YA (G, s) is the collection of the subsets X of Y(G) intersecting A, all
and only the atoms of the gentle disintegration in G, and the annulus ys(G). It is easy
to show that for each A, A’ CC L one has

ANY(G)=ANY(G) = YTa(G,s) =TYp(G,s). (4.4)

Notice, finally, that if there exists g € G such that g C A€ then Yy (G, s) = 0.
Recalling that Vx A has been introduced in (2.4), fori > 1, and g € G; we define the
following function :

i,0
\y;’, Vo= Y Vxa 4.5)
XeTA(g,0)

Recalling Definition 3.1, we have that (4.4) above and Items 1 and 2 of Condition 2.1
imply that the family {\IJ(’ DA cc L} is (Yo(g), g)—compatible. Furthermore, if g C

A€ then YT (g,0) = @ implies \If(l 9" — 0. We shall look at lIJ<' 1(\)) as the contribu-
tion to the self interaction of the l—atom g due to the integration on scale 0. It will not
be expanded, but it will contribute to the reference (product) measure relative to the
expansion at step i.

Fori > 1, G CC G>; such that G N G; # @, and s > 0 we define

(i.0) > Vxa if (IGl.s) #(1,0)
PG.sn 1= | XETaG) : (4.6)
0 if (IGl.s)=(1,0)

As before we get that the family {CD(G' (3) Ar A CC L}is (¥5(G), 6)—compatible and that

d>(’ 0 s.o = 0if there exists g € G such that g C A°. We shall look at ol (S)) A as the
effectlve interaction at scale i due to the integration on scale 0; it will be expanded at
step i.

By using definitions (4.5) and (4.6) we have

YoVka= D Vea+y > w4y > SelV, . @

XeTy XeYy: i>1 geG; i>] Gccgs; s>0
§(X)=0 GNG;#0

Note that if £(X) = ¥ and X C A then Vx o € Fp, namely the function Vy 5 is
constant. Moreover, since A CC L, all but a finite number of terms on the r.h.s. of (4.7)
are vanishing.

To simplify the notation for each g € G~ we define the bare self-interaction inside
gas

Ugn= . Ux (4.8)

XCCL: XNA#H
XNACgNA
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and remark that, since the potential U has range R < r, we have that the family
{Ug A, A CC L}is (g, g)—compatible; furthermore, U, A = 0if g N A = 0.

Note that for g, h € G>1, g # h, we have di(g, h) > y1 > r > R. Recalling that
the integer s has been defined in Theorem 3.2 we have Sy = ®;(=0 S(A ), where we
recall in Item 1 of Theorem 3.2 we have defined A; := ANG; for j > 0. Fori >0
we also set

Asi=[JA; and A;:=Asi UAS

j=zi

Then, given 7 € S, recalling the abuse of notation mentioned at the end of Sect. 2.2, we
have

Za(1) = Z eHA() Z Z Z o Ha ()

neS:npc=1 n*eS(A,_1) nesng nles
ny% =t 1 _,2 0 1
P2 ']AI—’] nAO n
= E 1_[ Ve a ™) E 1_[ eUg,A(ﬂ]) E eHno (770)_(4.9)
n*eS(A,1) geG,, nlesag) g€di nles
x 0 _
X, T ”lAl='72 ,]A07”1

Now, by using Egs. (4.2) and (4.7) we get

Za(r) = exp{ > vx,m)}
XeTp:
§(X)=0
(52,0)

X A | S T aion)

n*eS(A, 1) geG,, GCCGz5c 5§20
;72‘ =7 GNG s #D
x

1 (1LO) (1
oo B L el 5 et an)

nleS(Ao) g€q Gccg>y s>0
nh =n? GNG | #8
A
(4.10)
We next define by recursion on j = 0, ..., s some functions ®@/) and w7,

0 < j <i < s Asinthe case j = 0 we look at ®/) as the effective interaction at
scale i due to the integration on scale j < i; on the other hand we look at W-/) as the
effective self—interaction at scale i due to the integration on scale j < i.

As recursive hypotheses we assume that we have already defined the families of
functions {qf;f’;"),AA ccC L}, which is (Yo(g), g)-compatible, and {®", . A cC L},
which is (Y;(G), G)—compatible, foranym =0, ..., j—l,anyi =m+1, ..., », any
g € Gi,any G CC Gs;, such that GNG; # @, and any s > 0. Moreover we assume
\IJ;’;\”) =0ifg C A®and <I>(G”;1)A = 0if (|G|, s) = (1, 0) or there exists g € G such
that g C A°. We next define, by integrating on the scale j, the functions \IJA(,”’I() and

CID(G'QA fori=j+1,...,5,any g € G;, any G CC G>;, suchthat GNG; # @, and
s > 0, and show that they satisfy the compatibility properties stated above.



Graded Cluster Expansion for Lattice Systems 423

By the recursive assumptions and the properties of U A, for each g € G; the family
of functions {Ug A + Z] ! \l/;]Am), A CcC L}is (Yo(g), g)—compatible and a function
of the family is identically zero if g C A°. Therefore, for n/*! € Sa; we can set

j-1
zOmth = Y exp{Uga@hH + > wSah . @
1] €S(gUA5 j41UA®) m=0
n£j=n-f+]

We note that the family {Z\/) . A cC L} is (Yo(g). #)—compatible and a function of

the family is identically equal to one if g C A°. For each n/*! € Sy ; we can define a
) '

probability measure Ve Aupitl

on S, by setting, for each o € Sg,

(J)

j—1
v N i+ (@) 1= 8,51 (gnae) exp  Ug o/ ™)+ W oyt

ZJ\ Gt o
4.12)

Foreacho € S, the family{nj"’1 — vg AmHl(U), A cC L}is (Yp(g), ¥)—compatible;
IOICOVET, Vo A yjt+1 = 5,7,+1 if g C AS.
Given G CC G- suchthat GNG; # @, and s > 0 we set

) (j,m)
o o —Z‘I’éfz\ (4.13)

which is the (cumulated) effective interaction at scale j. By the recursive hypotheses we
have that the family {@8’)&[\, A CccC L}is (Y5(G), 6)—compatible; moreover d>(6{’)s’A
is identically zero if (|G|, s) = (1, 0) or there exists g € G such that g C A€.

Let n/*! € S(A;) and R = {(G1,51), ... (Gk, sx)} € R;; we define its activity

Cr.a(IT1) as

k
Aty = Y [T 290 b T [exe o), aan} 1]
nJ eS(R[; JUAS j41UAS) gERy; h=1

Jo_ Jj+1
A =N
AJ

(4.14)

It follows that {{g A, A CC L}is (supp R, R@l)—compatible and an element of the
family is identically zero if there exists (G, s) € R and g € G such that g C A°. For
ReR j» we set

cra ) = T era/™; (4.15)

ReR

it follows that {g o, A CC L} is (supp R, E@l)—compaﬁble and an element of
the family is identically zero if there exists R € R, (G,s) € R, and g € G such that
g C A“.
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By standard polymerization and cluster expansion, under suitable “small activity”
conditions that will be specified later on, see Item 7 in Lemma 5.9 below, we have, see
e.g. [25],

2 Tvlmomeny 3 3 0G0

n.fgS(Ajil) geg; Gcegj 520

; g GNG ; #)
UJA;‘:UH—] g./#

=1+ > ra@™y=expi > or (R) trat’™

ReR™ ReR;
(4.16)

with @7 defined in (3.7).
We are now ready to define the interactions due to the integration on the scale j. Let
G CC G>j41 and s > 0, we define

R;(G.5)={REeR;: Rl=js1 =G, suppR C ¥,(G), supp RN y,(G) # 0]
4.17)

Forg € G;,i > j, we let

v = Y or (R) ra (4.18)
RER;(2.0)

It is easy to check that {\D;’:’K), A ccC L}is (Yp(g), g)—compatible and an element of
the family is identically zero if g C A€; so we met the first recursive condition. The
effective interaction at scale i > j due to the integration on scale j is defined as follows;

for G CC G>;,GNG; # @ and s > 0 we set

. > er(R) tra if (IGl.s)# (1,0)
L7, 1= 1 ReR;(Guw) : (4.19)
0 if (|G|,s) = (1,0)

As before {CIJ((';Q A A CC L}is (¥5(G), 6)—compatible and an element of the family
is identically zero if there exists g € G such that g C A®; so we also met the second
recursive condition.

By noticing that

»

> er(®ira= Y er(®iga+ Y. {Z‘lf;’,x)+ > Zcb‘é:QA}

Ee@j ReR; i=j+1 * geG; GccGs; 520
ﬁf>/'+1:l71 GNG;#)

(4.20)

and using recursively (4.16) in (4.10), it is easy to check that, provided all the series
converges absolutely, we have got the expansion (3.8).
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5. Convergence of the Graded Cluster Expansion

In this section we prove the convergence of the cluster expansion introduced in Sect. 4
above.

5.1. Geometric bounds. In this section we collect bounds which hold in our geometry
of wide separated gentle atoms. For the reader’s convenience we restate [3, Lemma 3.4]
in the present context.

Lemma 5.1. Let k be a positive integer and Tlo(k) be the set of permutations 7w of
{0, 1, ..., k} such that w(0) = 0. Let X = {x¢, x1,...,xx} C L and T(X) as in (2.3);
then

k
1
T(X) > = inf d -1, . 5.1
(X) = znelrrllo(k) 12—1 1 (%=1, Xz)) (5.1)

Proof. Tt is easy to show that the infimum in (2.3) is attained (not necessary uniquely)
for a graph Tx = (Vx, Ex) C (L, E) which is a tree, i.e. a connected and loop—free
graph. The lemma follows from the bound

k

1
Ex| > - inf d —» 5.2
|Ex| > 2nelﬂo(k); 1 (X =1)s Xz ) (5.2)

which is proven as follows. By induction on the number of edges in Ty it is easy

to prove, see Fig. 1, that there exists a path (£, ..., £€y—1), with ¢, € Ex for all
m = 0,..., M — 1, satisfying the following properties: £,,—1 N €, # ¥ for all m =
1,....,M —1, xg € £y, for each v € Vy there exists m € {0,..., M — 1} such that

{n > v, and each e € Eyx appears in the path at most twice. The bound (5.2) then
follows. O

We give, now, a recursive definition that will be used to parametrize the exponential

decay of the potential at different scales. Recall definitions (4.17) and (2.3), set

Ly—1

Im-3

Fig. 1. The path £ = {¢y, ..., £y7—1} introduced in the proof of Lemma 5.1. The solid circles represent
the points {xg, x1, ..., Xr} -
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T0(G,s):= inf inf T ({x,x1,...,x,}) for G={g1,...,gn} CC G>; and s >0,

ey (G) Tmeem.

7;(G,s) == inf E E Ti—1(H,u)for j > 1, G CCGsjy1, ands > 0.
BER;(G5) kR (HaveR B
(5.3)

As usual if R;(G,s) = ¥ we understand 7;(G,s) = +oo. Note that 7o(G,0) =
T(G), see (3.6). Finally for each j > 0, G CC G>;41 and s > 0 we set ’?}(G, §) =
info<i<;j 74 (G, s). In order to clarify the recursive definition (5.3) we consider in some
detail the case j = 1, G = {g1, 82} C Gz, and s = 0. Let R* € R,({g1, 82},0) be a
minimizer for the right—hand side of (5.3). Then

Ti({g1.82).00= Y > To(H,u).

ReR* (H,u)eR

We note that a polymer R € R* is built of bonds (H, u) connecting on 1-gentle atoms.
Therefore, 71 ({g1, g2}, 0) can be strictly smaller than d; (g1, g2) due to the presence of
1-gentle atoms between g1 and g». However, by the sparseness Conditions 4 and 5 of
Definition 2.4, we have

Y1
Iy +

r
Ti({g1, &2}, 0) > di(g1, 82) = (1 - —l) di(g1, 82)-
Y1 Y1

Indeed, the maximum number of 1-gentle atoms that can be arranged between g1 and g»

isdi(g1, g2)/(I'1 + y1). The following proposition states a similar bound for a general
situation.

Proposition 5.2. Let j > 0, G CC G> 41, and s > 0. Then

J
TG 9= (1= %){T(G) + L[ @O, ) -]} G4

k=0
where we understand 0/yy = 0 even if yo = 0.

We remark that from the bound (5.4) above, Item 3 in Definition 2.2, and (2.9) it is
straightforward to deduce that

~ 1 1 ~
Ti(G,s) = ET(G) + Zdl(Q(G)7 ys(G)). (5.5)

To prove Proposition 5.2 one of the ingredients is a lemma about one—side projec-
tions of graphs to hyper—planes. In order to state it we need a few more definitions. Let
ne{e,—e,i=1,...,d}beacoordinate direction and ¢ € N an integer; we consider
the hyper-plane 7 = 7. := {x € L, (x —cn)-n = 0} C L, where - denotes the canoni-
cal innerproductian.We then define the half-lattices L; < := {x € L, (x—cn)7n < 0}
andL; - :={x €L, (x —cn) -7 > 0}; remark that L, < D 7.

Given a connected graph (V, E) CC (L, E), recall the definition above (2.3), we
define Vo < == VNL;<, Vzs» ;= VNLy., Ex< :={e € E, e C Ly <}, and
Er~:={ecE, eNL;. # 0} WenotethatV =V, <UV; . and E = E; <UE ..
We finally define E#} = {{x, vy} C m, 3k > 1 such that {x + k7, y + kn} € Em>}.
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Lemma 5.3. Let (V, E) C (L, E) be a connected graph, n € {e;, —e;, i = 1,...,d}
a coordinate direction, and ¢ € N; consider the hyper—plane np, . = w C L. With the
definitions given above, if V; < # 0, then

1. the bound

|E| > |Ex,< UEy_|+ sup di(v,m) (5.6)

veVy »

holds, where we understand the second term in the right—hand side equal to zero
whenever Vy - = @;
2. the pair (Vg <, Ex < U E7J;’>) is a connected graph.

We remark that this lemma depends on the use of the distance d; in the definition of
the edge set [E. Indeed it would have been false if we had used the distance d.

Proof of Lemma 5.3. Proof of Item 1. Let E;‘l,> = {{x, y}€Ezr~, (y —x)-n# O};
it is immediate to show that

|E| > |Ex< UEy_| +|E! _|. (5.7

If V;.~ =¥ (5.6) trivially follows from (5.7). Suppose, now, Vr .. # @. Pickv € V; .
and let D := d; (7, v) = deo (7, v). Recalling that the graph (V, E) is connected and
that by hypothesis V; < # ¥, we have that there exist w € w and a connected path
£1,...,¢psuchthatv € £, w € €p,and ¢,, € E; - forallm =1, ..., h. We have the
obvious bounds

[EL_| = [ttx, ¥} € {01, ... ta), (v —x) R #0}| = D. (5.8)

The inequality (5.6) follows from (5.7) and (5.8).

Proof of Item 2. The statement is trivial if |V; <| = 1. Suppose, now, |V <| > 2 and
pick two distinct vertexes v, w € V <. By recalling that (V, E) is a connected graph we
have that there exists a connected path joining v to w namely, there exist £1, ..., €, € E
suchthatv € £, w € £y, and £, Ny D form=1,...,h — 1.

We let £}, ..., £}, be the path obtained from ¢1, ..., £; by removing all the edges
belonging to E,‘L>; we remark that the path £1, .. ., £;, is not necessarily connected and
that 1 < b’ < h. Let £/ = {x/, y'} be an edge of such a path; ¢ is either in E; < or in
Exz\ E,”T,>. We set £/ := ¢ in the former case and ¢/ := {x' 4 (c —x" - )i, y' + (c —
y -n)n} € E#’> in the latter.

B}_/ construgtion e, ..., E_;l/ € Ex<U E#». Moreover it is an easy task to prove that
vel,wedl, and/, ﬂﬁ;nﬂ # @ form =1,...,h — 1. The proof of Item 2 is
completed. 0O

Lemma 5.4. Let G CC G=1 and s > 0. Then the bound (5.4) holds true for j = 0.

Proof. The statement is trivial in the case s = 0. Let s > 1 and label the elements of G
by setting G = {g1, ..., g|6|}. Letx* € y,(G),x] € g1, ... ’xl*GI € g|G| be a minimizer
for the infimum in the definition of 7y(G, s), see (5.3). Letalso V := {x*, x{, ..., xl*G‘}
and (V, E) be the connected graph such that |E| = T({x*, xf, .., xl*Gl}) =T(G, s).
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Let Fy« the face of y;(G) such that x* € Fy« (choose anyone if it is not unique)
and 7 the hyper—plane parallel to Fy+ such that w N Q(G) # @ and d; (7w, Fy+) is min-
imal. Let also 7 be the normal to 7 such that (x* — y) -7 > 0 for any y € 7. By
applying Lemma 5.3 to the graph (V, E), the normal 7z, and the hyper-plane 7= we get
|E| > |Ex < UE,J;’> [+di(x*, ). Since V< = {x], ..., xl*G‘},byItem20fLemma 5.3
we have that |Ex < U Ex_| > T({x}, ..., xl*G‘}) > T (G). Moreover, by construction

di(x*, 1) = d1(Q(G), ys(G)). The thesis follows. O

Proof of Proposition 5.2. We can assume R ;(G,s) # @, otherwise 7;(G, s) = +o0.
We prove (5.4) by induction; the step j = 0 has been proven in Lemma 5.4. We sup-
pose (5.4) holds for j — 1 and we show it holds true for j. To bound 7;(G, s) we let
R* € Kj (G, s) be a minimizer for (5.3). Note that R; (G, s)isnota ﬁnite set because
repetitions of the same polymer are allowed. However a minimizer R* does exist because
without such repetitions R j (G, s) would be finite and repetita juvant. We have

Ti(G,s)= Y Y T i(Hu. (5.9)

ReR* (H,u)eR

We consider, now, the case s = 0. Let H = H(R*) := {H C G>j: 3R e R*, 3u >
0: (H,u) € Rand |H| > 2}; we note that H is finite and not empty. From (5.9) and
the inductive hypothesis we have

T(G.0) > (1—2 ) 3" T,

HeH

We also remark that definitions (3.4) and (4.17) imply that the system H is j—connected
in the sense specified just above (3.2). By adding and subtracting I'j / y; and by remarking
that |[H| > 2 implies 7 (H) > y; we get

J
7,60 = (1- Z&) 3 T(H) + HIT;. (5.10)
k=0 HeH
Let us construct a partition of the system H: pick an element of H, denote it by Hp 1,
and set Ho := {Hp,1}. Foranym > 1 and H € H \ UZn:_ol H¢ we say that H € Hy,
if and only if there exists H € H,— such that H and H' are j—connected namely,
HNH NGj # §. Recalling H is j—connected we have that there exists a maximal
value of m that we call ¢; in other words there exists ¢ > 0 such that H,, # @ for all

m <t and ‘H,,, = { for all m > ¢t. The collection Hy, ..., H; is a partition of H.
Foreachm = 1,...,t we denote by Hy, 1, ..., H, |3, the elements of H,,; for
eachm =0,...,tand £ = 1,..., [H;u| welet (V,.¢, Enp) C (IL, E) be a connected

graph such that
T (Hp,e) = |Em,cl (.11

and for each h € H,, , we have that V,,, y N h # (). We define, now, an algorithm that
constructs a graph (V, E) C (L, E) such that |[E| > 7(G) and |E| is bounded from
above in terms of 7 (H) for H € H:

1. set m=0 and (V,E)= Vo1, Eo,1);
2. set m=m+1 and £ =0, if m=t+1 goto 8;
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3. set £ =€+ 1, pick ¢ € {1,...,|Hn-1|} such that H,_j ¢y <—
Hy 0

4. pick he Hy_ 10 NHueNGj, yehNVy_1p, and x € hN Vyy;

5. find a connected graph (W, F) C (L,E) such that |F| is min-
imal and the set of vertices W contains both x and y;

6. set V=VUV, UW and E=EUE, UF;

7. if £ < |Hpu| goto 3 else goto 2;

8. exit;

By recursion it is easy to prove that this algorithm outputs a connected graph (V, E)
such that for each H € H and h € H there exists x € h such that x € V; in particular
for each g € G there exists x € g such that x € V, hence |E| > 7 (G). Moreover, by
noticing that the graph (W, F) introduced at line 5 is such that |F| < diam;(h) < T},
we have

t IH)M‘
[E1 <Y ) |Emel + (IHI = DT (5.12)

m=0 ¢=1
Now, by using (5.10)—(5.12) we get

J J
TG0 = (1-) %)[m — (M= Dr,]+ T = (1 > —:)T(G),
=0

k=0

which completes the inductive proof of (5.4) for s = 0.

We consider, now, the case s > 1. Recalling (5.9), there exists R” € R* and (H', u’) €
R’ such that Y, (H') N ys(G) # 9. Let H' = H'(R*) :={H C G>; : IR € R*, Ju >
0: (H,u) € R, (H,u) # (H',u’) and |H| > 2}. Note that, as in the previous case,
|H| = 2 implies 7 (H) > y;; on the other hand we note that ‘H’ can be empty. Set also
H :=H' U {H’}. By using (5.9) and the recursive hypothesis we have

Ti(G.s) = T (H u)+ Y Ty 1(H,u)
HeH'

( i )[ w=1 [ (QUH"), yu (H)) =9 1]+ Y T(H)}.
N e (5.13)

We note that for each H € H’ we have |H| > 2,hence 7 (H) > y i Moreover, we claim
that

T(H') + Ly=1 (d1(QUH), yu (H)) = #-1) = vj. (5.14)

Indeed ifu’ = 0then |H'| > 2, so that 7 (H' ) > y;j. On the other end if u” > 1, then

dl(Q(H) v (H')) = v + u’ implies dl(Q(H) v (H')) — Vi1 >0 -9 =
I'j +y;j > vj. Now, by addmg and subtracting I'; /y; in (5.13) we get

76,9 = (1 —XJ:%){ 3 T
k=0 HeH

o [4QUD), yu () = 051 ]} +1HIT;. (5.15)
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Since Y,/ (H') N ys(G) # ¥ there exists k' € H' such that di(h', ys(G)) = ¥, + u’.
Label the elements of G by setting G = {g1, ..., gG|}. By running the algorithm
used in the case s = 0, we construct a connected graph (V, E) C (L, E) such that

Voix,xg,... , X|G|}, for some x' € h', x| € g1, ... , X|G| € &G/, and
> T(H) = |E| = (|- DT;. (5.16)
HeH

Let F' be the face of y;(G) such that d;(h’, F') = ©; + u’ (choose anyone if it is not
unique) and 7 the hyper—plane parallel to F’ such that 7 N Q(@) # @and d(w, F') is
minimal. Let also 72 be the normal to 7 such that (y' — y) -7 > 0 for any y’ € F’ and
y € 7. By applying Lemma 5.3 to the graph (V, E), the normal 7z, and the hyper—plane
T we get

|E| > T(G) +di(Q(G), h'). (5.17)

Finally, by plugging (5.16) and (5.17) into (5.15) we get

j
Ti(G.s) > (1 = %){T(G) +d1(Q@G). 1)+ T

k=0
21 [0 QU v (H) = 911} (5.18)

Consider, now, the sub—case ' = 0. In this case d; (h', F') = ¢, hence ' ¢ Q(é).
This implies h" € G;; therefore diam; (1) < T'j, see Item 4 in Definition 2.4. We get

di(Q(G), i) > d1(Q(G), y5(G)) — T'; — B;. (5.19)

The bound (5.4) follows from (5.18) and (5.19).
We finally consider the sub—case u’ > 1. Recalling how 4’ € H’ has been chosen,
we have that

A1 (QH"), yu (H") = di (1, y (H')) = di (', y5(G)). (5.20)

If#' € G then b’ C Q(G); hence d\(Q(H"), yu (H) > d1(Q(G), ys(G)). Then (5.4)
follows easily from (5.18). On the other hand if 2’ € G;, we have diam;(h’) < T,
hence by using (5.20) we have

di1(Q(G), h') + T + di(QH), yu (H") = di(Q(G), y5(G)). (5.21)
Then (5.4) follows easily from (5.18). 0O
Lemma5.5. Let j > 0, G CC G=j41, s = 0; suppose R (G, s) # ¥, see definition
(4.17). For each g € G, R € R;(G,s) and h € R| j, we have
~ 1
> D> Tt = Sdig.h. (5.22)
ReR (H,u)eR

Proof. The lemma can be proven by using (5.4), the simple bound 1 — > °(I'; /y;) >
1/2, and by running the algorithm introduced in the proof of Lemma 5.2. O
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Lemma 5.6. Let G CC gzm, s > 0and Ej(G, s) be as defined in (4.17). Then, for

each R € Ej(G, s),
o> = =G+ Y |RT- (5.23)

ReR (H,u)eR ReR

Proof. The lemma follows directly from the definition of R i(G,s). O

5.2. Preliminary lemmata. In this section we collect some technical bounds needed to
prove the convergence of the multi—scale cluster expansion.

Lemma 5.7. For m > 0 let

14 e™/2\d
)

K(m) := ( (5.24)

where we recall d is the dimension of the lattice L. Let also y, L > 0 be positive reals;
then we have

Z e mUEBL) < k() e~ 3(2L) (5.25)

xel:
dy(x.0)zy

where we recall By is the ball of radius L centered at the origin defined at the end of
Sect. 2.1.

Proof. First of all we note that d;(x,0) < L +d;(x, Br). Hence
Z e M di(x,Br) < Z P [dy(x,0)—L] < emL—my/Z Z e—mdl(x,O)/Z.

xel: xel: xel:
dy (x,0)>y dy(x,0)>y dy(x,0)>y
Recalling thatd; (x, 0) = |x1|+- - -+ |x4|, where x = (x1, ..., x4), and using the bound

above we get

Z P di(x,Br)

xel:
dy(x,00>y

< oMYA YT grmlbaltetlsaD/2 < gmmiy =202 (1 12 i o k/Z)d’
xel k=1
and the lemma follows via elementary computations. 0O
Lemma 5.8. For j > 1 and m > 0 let
qj(m) == K(m/4)e " Vi/8 (5.26)
where K (m) has been defined in Lemma 5.7. Assume qj(m) < 1 and set

e—m/4 e—m/4

) Ly, _my. ) d l]](m)
Kjlm) = e 20— = +[1+e T _efm/4](r,+1) —g,m 27
Then
o0
sup Z Z Ljc1.020.0 exp{ —m7T;_1(G, s)} < Kj(m). (5.28)

gEgI GCCng: s=0
G>g
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Proof. Let gg € gj; by using (5.5), definition (3.6), and Lemma 5.1 we have

o0
Z Z L(1G1.9)(1,0) €xp | — m?j—1(G, 5)}

Gccgsj s=0
G3g0

< gexp{ — 241 (Q(s0). ¥ (200 |

00 k
m. .
LYY e[ iy 24 (ire- ) |
k=1 Gccgs j:Gagy h=0,1,....k
|G|=k+1

> m
x Yexp| = 2di (Q©), 1(G) }. (5.29)

s=0

For G CC G>j, such that G N G; # @, we have dl(Q(é), y5(G)) =¥ + s, then

oo e—m/4

Z o T41(Q(20).5(80) — o~ %7, T (5.30)
s=1 ¢
and
o _mg Q(G).ys(G g, e "
Ze*j I( (G),ys( )) =14+e 4 jl_e——m/‘" (531)
On the other hand

h=

00
E E exp{ — ﬂ inf inf E dl(xrr(h 1) xn(h))}
4 "heé’h nel’[o(k)

CQZ/ Gagp =i
|Gl=k+1

o
1 m
< ZF Z GXP{ -7 %%5, nelﬁlof(k)zdl(xn(h 1) xn(h))}

k=1 " §1.8k€9>: h=
8h#8p! > 8h 780

< Z% Z Z Z exp{ - — Zdl(xn(h 1> xn(h))}

k=1 " §1.8k€9x: *helghkner[o(k)
8h78y/» 8780

S5 0 S 1 [ (D SEND D] B}

k=1 """ xo€go melly(k) h=1 Sx(h)  Xn(h)E&n(h)
8 (h)#8r (h—1)

(5.32)
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‘We now have

sup sup Z Zexp[ - —dl(x y)} < sup Z exp{ — —dl(x y)}
g€G>j Y€8 gt ; yeg' xel o
P dj(x,y)>y;j

m
= Kon/dexp| - Zv;} = a;0m.

(5.33)
where we used Lemma 5.7 and (5.26).
By plugging (5.33) into the r.h.s. of (5.32) we then get
00 m k
Z Z exp { 4 nenguc) /frelgfh Zdl(x”(hfl)’ x”(h))}
k=1 GcG>;:G3g .k h=1
|Gl=k+1
Z:‘Z > lgjm)
k=1 x0€80 welly(k)
qj(m) 4 9j(m)
=gl ———— =T+ D ———. (5.34)
L—gqjm) =’ 1 —gq;(m)

The estimate (5.28) now follows collecting the bounds (5.29)—(5.31) and (5.34). O

In the sequel we shall need some elementary inequalities relating the sequences I, y
to the parameters « and A introduced in Condition 2.1. We show how those inequalities
are implied by the hypotheses of Theorem 3.2.

Lemma 5.9. Suppose the hypotheses of Theorem 3.2 are satisfied. We define the decreas-
ing sequence of positive numbers

Si = a% v (5.35)
for k > 1. Moreover we set
o o J
my = 7 and mj = 1 —4];8/( forall j > 1. (5.36)

Then

1. for eachj > 1wehavedjy; > 8j;

2. we haveZSk < :
P 32’

3. we have es < 1/3;

4. let g j(m) be as defined in Lemma 5.8 and § as in (2), then q;(8;) < 1 forall j > 1;
5. let K j(m) be as defined in Lemma 5.8, then K ;(8;) < 1/3 forall j > 1;

6. foreach j > 1 we havem;_1y; > mjy; > 32j;

7. we have K (3 /2)exp{—— } <lforalj=>1;
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8. we have K ((m i —28j)/2)exp{ My,] <1forall j > 1;
9. we have [44(T; + y)¢ + 1]exp {—%yi} <1foranyl <j <i.

Proof. Item 1 is an immediate consequence of definition (5.35) and Item 4 in the hypoth-
eses of Theorem 2.5. By definition (5.35) Item 2 is equivalent to Item 3 in the hypotheses
of Theorem 2.5.

Item 3 is an immediate consequence of the definition of ¢ in Item 3 of Theorem 3.2,
Item 1 in the hypotheses of Theorem 2.5, and the property y; > 2I'; (see Item 1 in
Definition 2.2).

With simple elementary computations, one can prove that definition (5.35) implies
that the inequality

A\d
22 (187 \" msirs L 1 (5.37)
3\, 6

holds for all j > 1; such inequality will be useful in the proof of the remaining items.
Indeed, by using (5.35) we get that (5.37) is equivalent to ()/].2/51)2/3 exp{—(yjz/a)l/3} <
1, which holds trivially.

Item 4 is obvious once one has proven

1
< —
f)—7(r.,~+1)d+1

forall j > 1. To prove (5.38) we first use (5.24), (5.26), and recall I'; > 2 forall j > 1,
see Definition 2.2; we then have

22/3\¢ 22 /3\¢ 14¢7%/8\d
d d d —38;v;/8
[7(C; + 1) +1]‘U(8j)<?(§) |j¢]j(5j)<?<§> r (w) e Sivil8,
(5.39)

q;(8 (5.38)

We note, now, that Item 1 in the hypotheses of Theorem 2.5 and definition (5.35) implies
d; < 1 forall j > 1. Hence, the term (1 + e"s-f/8)/(1 — 6’81/8) can be bounded
from above by 24/6 ;. The inequality (5.38) finally follows from (5.37) once we recall
yj = 2@ forall j > 1.
Item 5: first note that for j > 1,
o, e Sl el el B 12 1
e 3./77_//4—] = <e 5./}’//8—1 — 7 <e 5171/8 S 3 (5.40)

where we used ©#; > y; forall j > 1, inequality (5.37), and 8]- < 1forall j > 1. By
inserting the bounds (5.38) and (5.40) inside the expression of K;(§;), see definition
(5.27), we get the desired inequality.

Item 6: from (5.36) and Item 2 above we have that

Hence,m;_1y; > mjy; > 48;y; > 32j > 4(j — 1), where we have used Item 1 above.
Item 7 is a straightforward consequence of the definition (5.24) of K and the inequal-
ity (5.37).
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Item 8: by using (5.41) we have that m; | — 2§; > §;. So the thesis follows from
Item 7 once we note that K (m) is a decreasing function of m > 0.

Item 9 follows easily from (5.37), using that I'; > 7y;, see Item 2 in Definition 2.2,
and§; <§;fori > j>1. O

5.3. Recursive estimate. In this section we obtain a recursive estimate on the effective
interaction due to the integration on scale j, which is the key step in the proof of Theo-
rem 3.2. More precisely, recalling € and m ; have been defined in Item 3 of Theorem 3.2
and in (5.36), we shall prove the following bounds.

Theorem 5.10. Let the hypotheses of Theorem 3.2 be satisfied. For i > 1 set A; :=
(1v A@ + 1)1";1. Let also ‘-I/;l”/\) (resp. CI)(C';”QA) as defined in (4.5) and (4.18) (resp.
in (4.6) and (4.19)). Then for eachi > j > 0, we have

WPl < A Vg € Gl (5.42)
1057 lloo < elCle™ TG ¥G CCGoi: GNG #B, Vs =0 (543)
forany A CC L.

The theorem follows by complete induction from Lemma 5.11 and Proposition 5.12
below. First of all we show that (5.42) and (5.43) hold for j = 0.

Lemma 5.11. Let \Ilg’g), resp. dD(C';?) A» as defined in (4.5), resp. in (4.6), and assume the

hypotheses of Theorem 3.2 are satisfied. Then for any A CC L and anyi > 1,
WDl < A Vg e, (5.44)
10EY s lloo < elClemT(@) Y6 cC Goit GNG £B, Vs 20, (5.45)

Proof. We first prove (5.44). Recall (4.5), given X € Ta(g,0), if £&(X) = g then
X N g # 0. Hence by using Condition 2.1,

i,0
IUEDloe = Y IVkalo =D Y IVralleo < [8lA. (5.46)
XNAH£0: XEZ XNAHD:
E(X)=¢ Xax

The bound (5.44) follows from |g| < (I'; + 1)%.

To prove (5.45) we first note that for G CC G>;, suchthat GNG; # Pand (|G|, s) #
(1,0), and X € YA (G,s) we have, recalling (2.9) and Item 5 in Definition 2.4, that
T(X) > y;. Therefore by using (5.3) we have

1 1 ~ 1
inf  T(X)>-y;+-79(G,s)+ = inf T(X)
XeYA(G,s) 411 411 % XeTA(G,s) (5.47)
> 7+ 700G o) + n[(G1 - D v ],
where in the last step we used Lemma 5.1 in the case |G| > 2. Now, for G and s as

above, remarking that |G| > 2 implies |G| — 1 > |G|/2, we have, recalling y; > y; and
& = exp{—ay1/8} as in Item 3 of Theorem 3.2,
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i,0 T(X) ,—aT(X
1PEY oo = Y IWxalw= > e T®e @ TO vy 4o
XeTp(G,s) XeTA(G,s)
1 17 1
< e~ 727i—3270(G.5)—gayi|G| Z eamX)HVX,A”oo
XeYA(G,s)
LT Y — Loy
< £lCGlp=39T0(G.s) p—zvi sup Z eaT(X)”VX,A”oo
2€Gi xccL
§(X)ag

1 A 1.
< elOlemao@0e20% qup N " TO ) Vy p oo

8€Gi xeg xccL
Xox

< l6le=30T0(G) o= eni (1, 4 1)d A (5.48)

where we used the same bound as in (5.46). The bound (5.45) finally follows from Item
2 in the hypotheses of Theorem 2.5. O

Proposition 5.12. Let the hypotheses of Theorem 3.2 be satisfied. Let also CDg"Sh’)A sat-
isfy the bound (5.43) for any G CC Gx; with G NG # @, any s > 0, and any
h=0,...,j— 1. Then, fo'r ?ach A ccC L, the cluster expansion in (4.16) is absolutely
convergent. Moreover, \Ilél’l() and ‘D?;Js) A as defined in (4.18) and (4.19), satisfy the

bounds (5.42) and (5.43)fbr anyi > j > 1.

The proof of the inductive step in Proposition 5.12 is split in a series of lemmata in
which we understate the hypotheses of Proposition 5.12 itself to be satisfied.

Lemma 5.13. For R € R}, let {g A be as defined in (4.14). Then we have

leralloo = [ elTem im0 TG (5.49)
(G,s)eR

forany A CC L.

Proof. Recalling (4.13), the inductive hypotheses (5.43) imply that foreach G CC G-,
GNG; #¥,ands > 0 with (|G|, s) # (1,0),

j—1 _ -
10D, (oo = 3 6l0lemTCD < oIl g=mimi TG (5.50)
h=0

where we used that my,, ”T\h are decreasing in /. Note that for g € G~; and s > 1 we
have, by recalling the inequality (5.5) and definition (2.9), that

~ 1 1
Tn(8.8) = 7di1(Q(g). ys(8) > 7vj.  h=0,....j—1

On the other hand, for G CC G, |G| = 2, there are g, g’ € G with d;(g, &) > y;.
Hence, recalling (5.5) ,

~ 1 1 1 :
Th(GJ)EET(G)EEVjEZVj h=0,...,j—1
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We thus conclude that for each G CC sz such that (|G|, s) # (1,0), j > 1, we have
~ 1
’Z},(G,s)zzyj, h=0,...,j—1. (5.51)

Since CIDg,)S’A = 0if (|G|, s) = (1,0),mj_1y; = 32 (see Item 6 in Lemma 5.9), and
g € (0, 1), from (5.50) we get the bound ||d>g)s Alloo < 1. Recalling definition (4.14) of

the activity of a j—polymer R and using the bound |e* — 1| < e/l|x| and (5.50), we get

. —m;_1T;_1(G.s
IR allo <= [ ejel®lemim1 TG

(G,s)eR
| 8‘G'e‘(’”f—l“‘”f’"(G“‘)sup[ejexp{—3117/;}],
(G,s)eR jz0 4

where we used again (5.51). The bound (5.49) follows since sup,-{ere™"} = 1 and
djyj =8j >4j,seeltem 1 Lemma5.9. O

Lemma 5.14. For R € R, let

tre=e®l TT exp{—8,7,-1(G.9)}. (5.52)
(G,s)ER
Then
sup » " Crexp{|IR[,l} < 1. (5.53)
geg] RERJ'
Rlj>¢

Proof. The above lemma follows from the estimate in [11, Appendix B], indeed the
only needed ingredient is provided by Lemma 5.8. Firstly we notice that from definition
(5.52) we have

Trelfl = ee) Bl [T exp{—8,7-1(G, ).
(G,s)eR

From Item 4 in Lemma 5.9 and Lemma 5.8 we get

00
sup Z Z IG),9£1,0) exp{ — 5./7}_1(G, S)} <K;@é;)=:Kj. (5.54)

8€g; GccGs j s=0
G>g

On the other hand from Items 3 and 5 in Lemma 5.9 we easily get
z 1
eKi<——  forall j>1. (5.55)
ec(2—ee¢)

Now, by using (5.55) and Item 3 in Lemma 5.9 we can indeed perform the estimate
in [11, Appendix B] to obtain

~ - K _1q
sup " T el < eck)[1+ S ==t (5.56)
%9/ ke, 1 + (ee)2eXi — 2egekXi
Rljog
where the last inequality follows from Items 3 and 5 of Lemma 5.9 by elementary
computations. O
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The bound (5.53) allows us to justify the cluster expansion in (4.16). We are now
indeed ready to apply the abstract theory developed in [30].

Lemma 5.15. For R € R, let ER be asin (5.52) and, for R € R, set ZB = HREKER.
Then, recalling the incompatibility inc; has been defined below (3.5), for each S € R
we have

> ler®| tr < 18151 (5.57)
ReR
EianS

Remark. Since, by (5.41) mj_1 —8; > mj — §; > 38; > §;, from Lemmata 5.6,

5.13, 5.15, and (5.52) it follows for each A CC L the cluster expansion in (4.16) is
absolutely convergent if the hypotheses of Theorem 3.2 hold. This proves the first claim
in Proposition 5.12.

Proof of Lemma 5.15. For each § € R we have the bound

D trelfil < 3 N TRl < sy,

ReR geSlj ReR

Rinc; § RT_/aé’

where we applied Lemma 5.14. The bound (5.57) now follows from the theorem in [30]
by choosing there a(R) = [R[;|. O

We can now estimate the self interaction due the integration on scale j.

Lemma 5.16. Let g € G; and \Ilg[() as defined in (4.18). Then for eachi > j + 1,

1w oo < A (5.58)

forany A CC L.

Proof. Recalling (5.52), by using Lemmata 5.6 and 5.13, we get
Wil <e Y Jer@®| % [ [] e 207t

Eegj(gﬁo) ReR (H,u)eR
<eY Y lor®| G [ [ em20Taco
heGj ReR j(5.0) ReR (H,u)eR
Rjsh
<e )y e mBNNED2 qup N o (R)| Tk, (5.59)
heg; heG; per;
' RIjoh

where we used (5.22).
We next observe that for & € G;, by the notion of j—incompatible j—polymers, we
have that R [ ; > h implies Rinc; (h, 0). Therefore, by Lemma 5.15,

sup > Jor(R)|Tr < 1. (5.60)
Egj ReR;

Rijsh
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Finally,
3 P i) < Ze—mf”{”f di(y,Br;)
hegj yEIL
d 7m_'_|725_-
<[2@M+y)+1]"+ Y 7T 0B (56
yel:
YEBID

<40 4+ y 1 + K ((mj_1 —28))/2) e~ 5 Vi,

where we used Lemma 5.7.
Noticing that Item 2 in Definition 2.2 implies y; < I'j ;1 < I'; and recalling Item 8
in Lemma 5.9, the bound (5.58) follows. 0O

The recursive estimate on the effective interaction due the integration on scale j
requires now only a little extra effort. Indeed, the proof of Proposition 5.12 is concluded
by the following lemma.

Lemma 5.17. Let G CC Goi, GNG; # W, s > 0and d%7), as defined in (4.19). Then
foreachi > j+1,

1957 oo < l61 ¢~ mi-1=45) T G.9) (5.62)
forany A CC L.

Proof. Let g € G N G;; recall definition (5.3), by applying (5.22), Lemmata 5.6, 5.13,
and using the same bounds as in (5.59) we get

1087y loo < elGlemmm=30T G 57 =012 up 5™ |gr(R)| Tg
heg; h€Gj ReR ;: RYjsh
< £lGlo=0nj1=45)T;(G.)=b;7i/4 |:4d[1"i + 1+ K(5;/2) e*‘sj}’j/“il.
(5.63)

where we used (5.51) and (5.60), and argued as in (5.61). Recalling the bounds 7 and 9
in Lemma 5.9 the estimate (5.62) is proven. O

With the proof of this lemma the proof of Proposition 5.12 is also completed. We
finally show how to get Theorem 3.2 from (5.42) and (5.43).

Proof of Theorem 3.2. Item 1: Eq. (3.8) has been formally obtained in Sect. 4; the abso-
lute convergence, uniform with respect to A, of the series involved in (3.8) follows from
Proposition 5.12. Item 2 follows immediately from the remarks below definitions (4.11)
and (4.15). Item 3: to prove the bound (3.9) we recall (4.8), (4.11), Theorem 5.10 and
S :=sup, ., |Sx| to get

J=1

log Z/\ lloo < 181(og S+ 1UI) + Y Ay (5.64)
h=0

which implies the thesis. Finally, to get the bound (3.10) we have to use Eq. (5.49) in
definition (4.15), the obvious fact that m;_1 — 8; > m; = m;_1 — 4§; (see (5.36)),
(5.5), and the fact that m; > «/8, which follows from (5.36) and Item 2 in Lemma 5.9.
O
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6. Proof of the Main Theorems

First of all we show that Theorem 2.5 is a consequence of the cluster expansion stated
in Theorem 3.2.

Proof of Theorem 2.5. Recalling (2.10) and the notation introduced in Sect. 4, for
A, X CC L we set

w _JVxa ifdiame(X) <0, E(X) =0, and X NA #0 6.1)
X.A0-= 10 otherwise ’
and
| Vx,a  ifdiame(X) > 0, EX) =0, and XNA #0
Px.a0:= {O otherwise ) (6.2)

Note that the families {Wx 5 0, A CC L} and {®x A0, A CC L} are (X, #)—compat-
ible. Moreover, for j > 1,

\I]X,A,j = Z lOg Z;j’z\,
g€G;: Yo(9)=X 63)
Dy A,j = Z @1 (R)CR,A-
ReR;:

RI> jy1 =0, supp R=X

We finally set Wy o := > 72 Wx,a,j and @x o 1= ) 7, Px,a,j, recall » has been
introduced in Item 1 of Theorem 3.2.

From Eq. (3.8) and the previous definitions we have that the identity (2.11) holds.
On the other hand, from Condition 2.1, the (Yo(g), #)—compatibility of Z, A, and the
(supp R, Rﬁl)—compatlblllty of g a we easily get that Item 2 holds true.

Now, from (6.1) and (6.3) it follows that if diams, (X) > o and Aig € G>1 such that
Yo(g) = X then Wx o = 0. Moreover, recalling Item 6 in Definition 2.4, foreach x € IL
we get

> sup I¥xallo =3 sup [||\IJXA0||OO+Z > logzy |- (64

Xox AccL Xaox A j=1 s<G;:
Yp(g)a>x

By exploiting (2.5) in Condition 2.1, the first term on the right—hand side of (6.4) can
be easily bounded as follows :

> sup [Wxaolleo <Y sup [[Vxaloo < A. (6.5)
Xox ACCL Xox ACCL

To bound the second term on the right—hand side of (6.4) we note that } {geGj: Yo(g)>
x}‘ <[j+1+29 j]d . Hence the bound (2.12), which completes the proof of Item 3,
follows from the above inequality, (3.9), (6.4), and (6.5).

In order to prove Item 4 let us first show that for G CC G; and s > 0, if (|G|, s) #
(1, 0) we have

7,.1(G,s) > %diamoo(Ys(G)). (6.6)
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It is interesting to remark that the bound (6.6) might fail if it were G CC G- and
GNG=jt1 #0.If |G| = 1 then G = {g} for some g € G;; by recalling (2.9), (5.5) we
get, since s > 1 and ¢#; > 3I';,

~ 1 1
Ti-1({g}. ) = 741(Q8). y5(8) = (@) +5)

1 1 .
> E(Zﬁj +2s+T;) > EdlamOo (Ys(g)) -

Let, now, |G| > 2 and s = 0. Recall ¥; < 2y; and 7(G) > y; > 2I';. By applying
(5.5) we get

~ 1 1 1 1
Zj-1(G.5) 2 5T(G) 2 3 + ¢T(G) = 9,
1 - 1 o~
+Ediamoo(Q(G)) > Ediamoo(Yo(G)).
Finally, in the case |G| > 2 and s > 1 by (5.5) ,
~ 1 1 1 =
Tj-1(G.9) =z £T(G) + (@) +5) = T diamas(Q(6))
1 1 ~
+ 520 +29) = Edlamoo(Ys(G)).

From (6.6) we get that, given X CC L, for any R € R; such that supp R = X and
R>j+1 =0 we have

~ 1
Z Z T,-1(G,s) > Edlamoo(X). 6.7)
ReR (Gs)eR:
(IG1.9)#(1,0)
Furthermore, given g € G; and x € L, for any R € R ; such that suppR > x, R |
j 2 g and R [ >jy1 = ¥ we have that the left-hand side of (6.7) is bounded from

below by doo (¥, g)/12. Recalling (5.52), by applying Lemma 5.13, and noticing that
mj_1 —28; > mj, we have that foreachx e I,

D et qup Dy plloo < Zeqadiamm“)[ sup [[@x.a.0llo0
cL

Xox AC Xox ACC]L
DS 1¢T<g>\exp{—mjz )3 Tj1<c,s>}.zR]
j=1 ReR;: RER (G.s)eR:
SUPPE=X.£FZj+1=VJ (1G|,$)#(1,0)
(6.8)

Recalling (6.2), the first term on the right—hand side of (6.8) can be bounded as follows

D et dame® qup ox aolle = D T sup [[Vxalloo

Xox AcclL Xax: Accl
diameg (X)>0

< o~ (190 Ze"‘T<X) sup || Vx,alloo

Xox AccL

< Ae(-Dex < p—a

where we used T(X) > diamy(X), Condition 2.1, and the definitions (2.10).
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Recall ¢ = 2-53-2, by using (6.7), the remark below it, (5.51), and m; > /8 we
get, by simple computations, that the second term on the right—hand side of (6.8) can be
bounded by

e~ Miv1/36 Z X:e—mj)/j/l8 Z e mj/36)doo (x,8) Z |€0T(£)|ER 6.9)

X>x j>1 geg; ReR j:Rlj5g
supp R=X, R[> j 1=/

which, in turn, by Lemma 5.15 is bounded by

=10 3 /18§ gm0 30 3.) < mgen § (=32/18 3 pmoadee ()

j=1 g<€G; j=>1 yelL
—-16/9
< gan P k(%)
= e 18 "\ 7g
< ¢9em K(%), (6.10)

where we used Item 6 in Lemma 5.9, Lemma 5.7, and the bound doo (v, x) > di (v, x)/d.
Recalling the function K has been defined in (5.24), we have proven the bound (2.13)
which completes the proof of the theorem. 0O

Theorem 2.6 follows from Theorem 2.5 by the combinatorial techniques in [3]. We
are, indeed, in a situation analogous to [3, Rem. 2.2] and it is not difficult to check that
Items 1 and 2 in the hypotheses of Theorem 2.6 on the geometry of the supports of the
local functions fi, ..., f, imply that Lemma 3.2 in [3], which yields the bound (2.17),
holds.
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