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In this note, we provide a complete proof of [2 Proposition 3.3]. For notational convenience, we
use bold letters to denote vertices in Z%t!, e.g., 0 = (0,0) and x; if necessary, we denote the spatial
and temporal components of a given vertex v by o, and 7, respectively: v = (04, 7y). To identify the
starting and terminal points, we write, e.g., ¢, (v;x) = Pp(v — x) and abbreviate it to ¢,(x) if v = o; in
particular, ¢,(v; ) = ¢p(x — v) if the model is translation-invariant. Let piv(v,x) denote the (random)
set of pivotal bonds for {v — x}.

1 Bounds in terms of two-point functions

In this section, we prove bounds on 75" (2) and II;" (), for fixed , in terms of two-point functions. To
prove these bounds, we do not have to assume translation-invariance.

Recall that the lace-expansion coefficients 75" (x) and IIY () for N > 1 are defined in terms of the
event

N
By (@) = o= 00} 0 () (b bisii € b)), (1.1)
where by = (b1,...,byn) is an ordered set of bonds and
E(b,z;C) = {b—x € C} N {AV € piv(b, x) satisfying V' € C}, (1.2)
C’(v) = {x € 2! : v — @ without using b}. (1.3)
Lemma 1.
W;)O)(m) =Py(0 =) < dzo+ (gp* @p)(m)27 (1.4)
and, for N > 1,
N
) (x ZP (N) > p(ur) op(ur; v1) op(v1) [ [ Eplui, viswir, vi1),  (15)
o1on g =

(UN+1=VUN41=T)
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where

Ep(u,v;u’,v') = (&) (uw,v;u/,0") + fpx(u,'u;u',v'))gpp(u’;v')/Qéu’»v’, (1.6)

{ D (w, v, v') = (g % ) (w50) (g * ) (030),

(1.7)
& (u, v, v') = (gp * p) (w3 0') (gp * p) (Vs ).

Proof.  Since (L4) is already proved in [2, (3.18)], it remains to show (LE). By definition, we can easily
see that
E(b,2;C(y)) C {y =z} o {b =z}, (1.8)

where F o Fj is the event that Fy and Fy occur bond-disjointly (i.e., F4 occurs on some bond set B and
E5 occurs on B¢). Similarly,

{o:iv}ﬂ{o—)a:}CU{{O—)U—)U}o{o%v}o{u—)w}}, (1.9)
E(b,v:Cy)n{b—>ayc | {{{y—>u—>v}o{b—>v}o{u—>m}}
U{{y—)v}o{b—)u—)v}o{u—)w}}}. (1.10)

To prove (LH), we use (L8)—(LI0) and the BK inequality and pay attention to which event depends on
which time interval. For example, by (L8],

2 () € BV (by) N {bv—1 — a} o {by — ). (1.11)

by by-1

Since EéNfl)(b ~) depends only on bonds before time 7, , we can use the BK inequality to obtain
N—-1 -

ZIP’ ) (x ZIP ( on) N Dy_1 — a:}) (@ * ¢p) (VN ). (1.12)
Then, by (LI0) and the BK inequality and using the Markov property, we obtain

ZRD( ;;Z "(on) N {bn- 1—>;1;}>

by 1

< Y (Pp< N;(;Z:z)(vzv—l) N{bn—2 — UN}) (gp * p)(VN-1;0N) (1.13)

UN-1,UN
(TvN71 <7'uN)

+ P (Egjj (vn-1) N {by—2 = UN}) (gp * ¢p)(vN-1; uN)) pp(un; vN) p(un; ).

Since Ty, < Tyy < T (due to (gp * ¢p)(vn;x) in (LI2) and pp(un;vy) in (LI3)), we can replace the
last term in (II3]) by (gp * ¢p)(un; x), using the trivial inequality

pp(u;z) < (gp*x pp)(u;z) (w7 ). (1.14)



Summarizing these bounds, we have

Y. B(EV@) < Y <Pp( i (ov-1) 0 by 2—>UN})(qp*90p)(UN—1;UN)
by-1,bn VUN—_1,UN,VUN
(Toy—1 <Tuyp)

+P, ( (Z Pon-1) N {bn- 2_>'UN}>(Qp*<Pp)(UN—1;uN)>

X pp(un;vn) Ep(un, vN; @, T). (1.15)

Using (LI3)—(TI4) again, but with different variables, we obtain

> By Néx)(w)) < > <Pp< I%Z P(wn—2) N {by_s = un_ 1}) (qp * pp)(VN—2;VN-1)

by _2,bn_1,bn vNuIZV;J}\;u{VUN
- b - b
(Ton_o<Tupn_1)

+ P, (ng:? (vy—2) N {bn_3 — vN_1}> (gp * 0p) (VN _2; UN—1)>

X op(un—1;vN-1) Ep(un—1,9Nn_1;uN,VN) Ep(un,vN; 2, ). (1.16)

We repeat this procedure until we arrive at

DB(EN@) < > <Pp({o = 1} {0 = uz}) (g % ) (015 v2)
b

uz,..., UN
V1, UN
(Toq <Tus)

+Pp ({O =vitNn{o— ”2}) (ap * wp)(v1; u2)>cpp(u2; v2)
N-1

X H Ep(ui, vi; g1, vi41) Ep(un, vN; X, ). (1.17)
1=2

By (L9) and the BK inequality and using the Markov property and (I.I4]) under the restriction 7y, < Tu,,

we obtain (LH).

Lemma 2. For N > 1,

T (2 ZZP ( ™) () {b = b, OT’bEPiV(Ejabj-i-l)})

by,b =1

IN
=2

Z Pp (ul)(pp(ulvvl Spp 'Ul ZH‘—‘]J uuvuuz—i-lavz-l-l) (118)
UL,y UN+1 j=1i#j
V1., UN+1

(unp1=vN11=2)

— . . / .
X <:p(uj, Vi3 Uj+1, Vj41) + Op(Uy, v ujr1, Vj41) + Op(uj, vj5 w41, ’vj+1))



where the empty product H#j Ep(ui, vi; wig1, vi41) for the case of N =1 is 1 by convention, and

Op(u,v;u',v') = (0))(u,v;u,v") + 0 (u, v;u’, V")) pp(u';v ") ) 20u’ " (1.19)

{Hp(u,v;U’,v) (gp * ©p) (s ) (g * @p * gp * @p) (V5 0), (1.20)
0, (u, v;u', ") = (gp * @p) (u; V') (gp * 0p * @p * pp) (Vs ),

O} (u, v;u', V') = (gp * p) (13 V") (gp * @) (V3 0') (0 * @ % pp) (U3 V). (1.21)

Proof.  Since

Z]P’( () {b = b 0rb€p1v(b],b]+1)}> (@) + Y P, (E(N) )ﬂ{bEPiV(Eﬁbjﬂ)})v

bN7 va
(1.22)
it suffices to investigate the sum on the right-hand side. To do so, we use the following relations that are
similar to (L8) and (LI0):
EW, ;¢ (y)) N {bepivltl,z)} C {y = x}o{t/ = bz}, (1.23)
B, v;C¥(y)n{becpivl/,v)} n{¥/ -z} C U {{{y—>u—>v}o{b’—>b—>v}o{u—>m}}

U{{y—>v}o{b’—>b—>u—>v}o{u—>w}}}

U{{y—>'v}o{b’—>u—>b—>v}o{u—>w}}}.
(1.24)

First we let j = N. By ([.23]) and using the BK inequality and the Markov property, we obtain

> By (B (@) 0 {b € piv(by.2)}) < ZP( U (on) 0 Byt = @} ) gy * 0y * p * 9p) (0 )
b ,b

(1.25)

which is equivalent to ([LI2]), except for the last term (g, * ©p * gp * p)(vn;x). Therefore, by following
the same line as in (LI3)-(I7), we obtain

N-1
ZIP’( () ( )ﬂ{bepiv(EN,a:)}> < Z wp(u1) pp(ur;v1) @p(v1) Ep(ui, vi;uig1, viq1)

Ul,..., UN =1
bv.b V1., UN

X Op(un,vn;x, ). (1.26)

Applying ([I3) to 75" (x) in (LZ2) and using O, (u,v;u',v") = 0 for u' = v’ (since (pp * g, * ¢p)(u'; ')
in (L21)) is zero if w' = v’), we obtain the term for j = N in (LIS).



Next we let j < N. Following the same line as in (LI2])—(LI6]), we obtain

Z P (E(N) z)N{be PiV(Eﬁij)})

va

< 22

Uj42,--, UN b b
Vj41,--,UN Js

(o411 <Tuj o)

< ( (vj+1) N {b € piv(bj,vj41)} N {b; — u]+2}> (gp * 0p)(Vj1+1;Vj42)

+ ]Pp< (’)('vj+1 N {b € piv(bj,vj11)} N{b; — UJ+2}> (gp * 90p)(”]+17uﬁ+2)>

N-1
X op(jta;vjan) [ Eplwi visthivr, vigr) Eplun, vz, ). (1.27)
i=j+2

Then, by (L.24) and using the BK inequality and the Markov property,

3P, <E (v541) N {b € piv(by, v551)} O {b; = wj42})
bj.b

= Z ((Pp (ENg:) (vj) N {bj-1 = ujﬂ}) (gp * ©p * ap * op) (V55 Vj41)

Vi Uj+1
To;<Tuji)

+ Py (Ef;j:)(vj) N{bj—1— Uj+1}) (gp * @p * qp * p) (v5; Uj+1)> pp(ujri;vim)  (1.28)
By (BY 0 (07) 0 {81 = w540} ) (g * 00) (053 w51) (93 % 0 ) (w0 vj+1>> oty 13542)

where the last term can be replaced by (gp * p)(wjt1; wjy2), because T, < To,,y < Tu,y, (due to the

restriction in (L27)) and the factors ¢, (wj41;v541) and (pp * gp * @p)(wj41;v541) in (L28). Using (L28))
as well as that with w;,9 replaced by v; 2, we obtain

wms 2 Z << < i 1)( )0 b —>uj“})(q?’*%*QP*%)(UJSUJH)

Ujt1,-UN P
Vj,..-, UN
(v ; <Tuj+1)

+ Pp( (Z Y (UJ) N {b] 1= 'UJ+1}> (qp * ©p * qp * ‘Pp)('vj? uj+1)> @p(uj+1§ 'Uj—l-l)

+P, ( AN CHIRUS %vm}) (qp*cpp)(vj;wﬂ)(sop*qp*%)(“j+13”j+1)>
N-1

X H Ep(ui, vi; g1, vi11) Ep(un, v x, ). (1.29)
i=j+1



Repeatedly using ([LI3)—(L.I4]) with different variables, we finally arrive at

@< Y Z( (B 2050) 0 B2 = w3} ) 0y 2y = # 0 1505)
Ujs-, UN+1 e
VjZ1,-UN+1 bj—2
(uNt1=VN11=2)
(To; 1 <Tuj)

+PP( l% 2)(7’] 1)0{6] 2_>”J}> (qP*‘Pp*qp*@p)("j—ﬁuj))‘:pp(uj;”j)

N
X (@p(uj,vj;uj+1,vj+1) +®;(uj,vj;Uj+1,Uj+1)) H Ep(wi, vi; Uit1,Vig1)
i=j+1
< Z ep(u1) pp(v1 — u1) pp(v1) H Ep(Ui, vi; Uit1,Vig1)
UL, UN+1 Z;ﬁ]
V1., UN+1
(uN1=VN{1=2)

X <@p(uja'vj§uj+1,'vj+1) + Q;(uja'vj;uj+la'vj+1))- (1.30)

Combining this with the bound (5] on 7" () in (L2Z), we obtain the term for j < N in (LIS).
The proof of (ILI8)) is completed by summing the above bounds over j =1,..., N. |

2 Proof of [2, Proposition 3.3]

In this section, we prove [2, Proposition 3.3] using Lemmas [[H2] and assuming translation-invariance.
 Let o5 (v ) = @, (v; £)m™ ™. Recall that the weighted bubble W™ (k) and the triangles T,™ and
T, are defined as

(gp * @p) (V) (mgp * ") (3 v) (m < 1),
m) (k) = su —cos(k - oy .
W) = sup 3 (1 coslk-ou)) {<mq,, ) o) @o)  mz1), O
" = Sup. Z ap * Pp * pp) (V) (Magp * 0y ) (x5 0), (2.2)
Tp = :;ﬁl Z Ip * Pp * Gp * p) (V) (gp * pp) (5 V), (2.3)

and that the square Sy™ and the H-shaped diagram H), are defined as (cf., [2, Figure 2])
Sim = sup Z Gp * Pp * Pp * 0p) (V) (mgp + P4) (25 0), (2.4)
xezdtl

Hy= sup > (g% p) () (@p* g+ 0p) (s 0) (g 5 0p)(m;0) (g * 0p) (1 w) (g * 0p) (03 Y + w).

x,yeZi+! w,v,w

(2.5)

[2, Proposition 3.3] is an immediate consequence of the following lemma:



Lemma 3. (i) For N >0 and ¢ =0,1,2,

N B T(m) (6 S 1)’
Z Ti W;)N)(m)m » < (N + 1)6(1 + 2Tlgm))(2TI§m))(N VO o {S(m) (=2 (2.6)
d - )
xTCZ*xN
> (1 =cos(k0x))mM (@)m™ < 3(N + 1)2(1 +27) 2T)NIVOWm (k). (2.7)
iBEZdXZ+
(ii) For N > 1,
Y IOV(x) < N(L+2T0) <(TI§1) +T) (TN + Hp(legU)(N—?)VO). (2.8)
(I)EZdXZ+
Proof of Lemmal[3(i). First we prove (26)—(2.7) for N = 0. By (I.4]), we readily obtain
T n T(m) (e S 1)7
Y. Tem(@m™ <Y Ty (ap * pp)(@) (map x pi) (@) <3 0T (2.9)
d Sp (@ - 2)7
xTEZ* XN x

where we have used (cf., [3, (5.17)])

Ta

7o (Gp * 0p)(@) = > (ap * ) (T Z Z (ap * 2p) () @p(v; ) = (qp * ©p * ) (), (2.10)

t=1 t=1
Ta2: (@pxep)(®) < Taldp*xopxep)(®) < (gp* Pp*pp*pp)(T). (2.11)

We note that we have multiplied one of the two diagram lines (i.e., (g, * p)(x)) by 75 and the other by

m™. If we multiply either (g, * ¢,)(x) or (mg, * o5 )(z) (depending on whether m < 1 or m > 1) by

1 — cos(k - o) instead of 75, we obtain

Z (1 —cos(k - og)) my" (x)m™ < W™ (k), (2.12)

T

as required.
Next we prove (2.06) for N > 1 and £ = 0. We note that, as in the N = 0 case above, there are two
“external” diagram lines from o to x in each of the 2Y~! bounding diagrams in (L3)). Each line looks like

N-1
ep(Y1) H (ap * 2p) (Y Yir1) (@p * op) (Y @), (2.13)
i=1
where each y; is either u; or v; in (LH]); denote the line with y; = v; by wy, = (0,v1,...,x) and the
other by wy, = (0,u1,...,x). Multiplying w,, by m™ and using
2 Z Ep(0,y;x, )m™ )
Z (&) (0,y;u, v)mTu + & (0, y;u,v)m™ ) o (u;v) < o1 (y € 74+, (2.14)

u,v

> (&) (@, 0w, v)m™ + £ (y, 03w, v)m™ )y (u; )

u,v




and

Z ep(w) pp(u;v) pp(v)m™ <1+ Z(‘Pp * op) (V) (M * @;;m))('v) <1+ 2T]§m)7 (2.15)
v#o
we obtain
> wM(@)m™ < (14 20) )N (N > 1), (2.16)

as required.
Before proceeding the proof, we define (cf., (IG))

ép(u,v;u’,v’) = pp(u; v)(ﬁl‘,‘ (u,v;u',v') + £pX (u,v;u',v’))/25u’,v’, (2.17)

which satisfies similar bounds to (2.14]), due to translation-invariance. We note that, by using (2.17)), the
bound in (5] can be reorganized as

N
Z p(u1) op(vi HEp Ui, Vi5 Wit1, Vitl), (2.18)
UL, WN 41 i=1

V1, UN+1
(un1=VN41=2)

or, for j=1,...,N, as

7j—1
Z op(u1) pp(ur;v1) pp(v) ( H Ep(ui, vi; wit1, vz’+1)>

Ug,...; UN+1 i=1
V1,.-,UN+1
(unf1=vN1=)

N
X <§},‘(Uj=”jéuj+l7vj+1) +§;(Uj=”j§uj+17vj+1)>< H Ep(uiyvz‘;uwhviﬂ))- (2.19)
i=j+1

Now we prove (2.6) for N > 1 and ¢ = 1,2. To do so, we multiply w,, by m™ as before, and multiply

Way = (0,wl), ... wi ™), where wy, = uy, wy) € {u;,v;} fori=2,...,N and wiy, "V = x, by 7%, using

the decomp081t10n

N

Ty = Tu; + Z T (J+1) -7 (J)) (2'20)
7j=1

Consider, e.g., the bounding diagram with wi) = u; for alli =2,...,N; we denote this diagram by U (x)
for convenience. Then, by (2.I8]) and 2I0)-2II]), the contrlbutlon from 75 is bounded as

n"o(t=1),

Z u190p u) oy (v H‘Pp W, 0;) &) (Wi, V35 i1, Vi1 )M i T < (ngm))N X3 qtm
Sy (0=2),

ULy, UN+1
V1,--,UN+1

(uny1=vN41)

(2.21)



and, by (ZI9) and (Z.I0)-(2.II) and using (2.I5]), the contribution from each (7, ,, — Tuj)e is bounded as

j—1
> %(ul)sop(ul;m)eo;;”)(m)(Hép<ui,vi;ui+1,viH)mwf%p(uiH;vm))
=1

UL, UN+1
V1,--,UN+1

(uny1=vN41)

€ el a2y .y . Tvjr1 v,
X(TujJrl_Tuj) p(uw'v]’u]-i-lvv]-i-l)m AR

N
X ( 11 sop(uz';vi)ﬁp(ui,Ui;ui+1,vi+1)mT”i“_T”i>

i=j+1
" (0=1)
(m) (m)\N—1 p ’
< (L + 2 ) (TN x {5,3"0 ‘= (2.22)
Therefore, for £ =1,
> rU(@)m™ < N(1+ 2T ) (T)N 4+ (TN < (N + 1)(1 + 275)(T5) Y. (2.23)
xT

The other 2V~! — 1 bounding diagrams obey the same bound. This completes the proof of ([Z.8]) for £ < 1.
The cross terms for £ = 2 can also be bounded similarly. For example, the contribution from (7'uj,+1 —

Tuy )(Tuyyy — Tuy) With j° < j is bounded, by using ZI9) (cf., [2:22)), by

j-1
(TN Y ) pplun;on) o (1) T &) (wi viswisr, vien)m™ ™™ (i vi)
ULy Wy g =1

V1,V
X (Tugs sy = Tuy) € (W, v Wy, v )34 o (w1 vjrg1)
< (14 2T)(T)N LS. (2.24)

There are N(N —1) —1 more cross terms that obey the same bound. There are 2N cross terms remaining,
each of which is bounded by (7;™)NSy™. Therefore,

> U (@)m™ < N2 (14 2T ) (TN 1S + (2N + 1)(Tm)N S5
< (N + 121+ 27m)(T5m)N s, (2.25)
The other 2V~! — 1 bounding diagrams than U(x) obey the same bound. This completes the proof of
Z9).

Finally we prove (27) for N > 1. If m < 1, then we multiply w,, by m™ as before, and multiply wa,,
by 1 — cos(k - o) and use the decomposition (cf., [4, (4.50)])

N
1 —cos(k-0g) < (2N +3) (1 —cos(k - oy,) + Z (1 — cos (k- (O'WI(Lj{rl) - Jwgl))))) (2.26)
j=1



For example, consider the bounding diagram U(z) again, where wij) = u; for all i = 2,..., N. Similarly

to (2.2I)-(2.22)), we have

N
> (1—cos(k- o)) eplun) o (01) [T (e, v0) € (ats, vis iy, v Jm o0~
UL, UN 41 i=1
V1., UN+1
(uny1=vN11)
m m N
< W )T, (2.27)
and
j—1
Z wp(u1) pp(ur;v1) gy (v1) < H Ep (Wi, Vi3 Wit 1, Vip1)M™ T i (U Uz‘+1)>
Ui,y UN+1 i=1
V1,--,UN+1
(UN+1=’UN+1)
% (1 —cos (k ) (qu+1 - qu)))@b%“jv Vj; Uj+1, 'Uj—l-l)m%”l_%j
N
X ( I ep(uiivi)é) (Ui,Ui;ui+1,vi+1)mT”i“_T”i>
i=j+1
< (14 21)N(T )N TS (k). (2.28)
Therefore,

> (1 = cos(k - o)) U (@)m™ < (2N +3) (T3 ) VW™ (k) + N(1+ 2T (L) N T W ()

x

< 3(N + 121+ 2T\ (T )N W™ (k). (2.29)

The other 2V~! — 1 bounding diagrams than U(x) obey the same bound.
If m > 1, then we multiply w,, by (1 — cos(k - 0z))m™ and use the decomposition (2.26]). The rest is
the same. This completes the proof of ([2.7)) for N > 1. [ ]

Proof of Lemma[3(ii). First we recall (I.I8). Since we have the bound (2.I6]) on the contribution from
=p(uj,vj;uj41,v541), it thus remains to investigate the contributions from O,(u;,v;;u;11,v;41) and
O (uj, vj;uj41,v541). However, since (cf., (2.19))

j—1 N
Z SDp(Ul)SDp(Ul;Ul)SDp(")l)(HEp(Ui,Ui;uiH,’viH))< H Ep(uiavi§ui+lavi+1)>

UL, UN+1 i=1 1=7+1
V1, UN+1

(UN+1=UN+1)
X <91‘,‘ (wj, vj5 %541, v501) + 0 (wj,v55u541, vj+1)) <(1+ 2TI§1))(2TI§1))N_1TP, (2.30)

and, for j < N,

> op(wr) gplur; 1) pp(vr) <ﬁ Ep(uia"’i%um,vm)) ( ﬁ

UL, UN 41 i=1 1=j+2
V1, UN+1

(UN+1=’UN+1)

[1]¢

p(uz‘, Vi Uit1, Uz’+1)>

/ . e ayp - . I . L ieay. . X . L ieay. .
X GP(U/],'U], u]+17 v]-i—l)( D (u]+17 v]-i—lv u]+27vj+2) + Sp (U]+1,U]+1, u]+27 ’U]+2))

< (14 210) (21N 2 H,y, (2.31)

10



we obtain

STI(@) < (1+ 273 (N(TIE” + )TN 4 (N = 1) Hy(2T)N —2)
€T
< N(1+2T(") ((T;” +T,) (TN 4+ Hp(2Tp(”)(N_2)VO>. (2.32)

This completes the proof of Lemma [3(ii). [ |
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