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Abstract A monomer-dimer model with a short-range attractive interaction
favoring colinear dimers is considered on the lattice Z2. Although our choice
of the chemical potentials results in more horizontal than vertical dimers, the
horizontal dimers have no long-range translational order - in agreement with
the Heilmann-Lieb conjecture [10].
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Introduction

A liquid crystal, at low temperatures, displays a long-range order in the
orientation of its molecules, while there is no complete ordering in their posi-
tions. In this paper we present a model characterized by these two features.
In particular we consider a monomer-dimer model on the two-dimensional
lattice Z2 characterized by different chemical potentials for horizontal and
vertical dimers (un, > py to fix ideas) and by a short-range potential J > 0
that favors collinear dimers. We prove that when the parameters satisfy

5
pn > —J and  py < 3
the system has the properties of a liquid crystal.

Onsager [14] was the first to propose hard-rods models in order to explain
the existence of liquid crystals. In 1970 Heilmann and Lieb [8,9] studied sys-
tems of monomer and dimers (hard-rods of length 2) interacting only via the
hard-core potential, and proved the absence of phase transitions in great gen-
erality. Then in 1972 they [10] proposed two monomer-dimer models (named

J, (0.1)
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I and IT) on the lattice Z?2, where short-range attractive interactions among
parallel dimers are considered beyond the hard-core interaction. Heilmann
and Lieb claimed that these systems are liquid crystals. In particular they
proved the presence of a phase transition, by means of a reflection positivity
argument: at low temperature there is orientational order. Moreover they
conjectured the absence of complete translational ordering for their models.
A proof of this conjecture for the model I was announced in [10] by Heil-
mann and Kjeer, but never appeared. Letawe, in her thesis [12], claimed to
prove the conjecture by cluster expansion methods, even if the result has
never been published in a journal. Letawe’s polymers are built starting from
contours and the major difficulty seems to arise when she has to deal with
a polymer lying in the interior of another one: the two polymers would not
be independent. To overcome this problem, ratios of partition functions with
different (horizontal or vertical) boundary conditions ZV/Z" are introduced,
but it is not proved that these ratios are sufficiently small to guarantee the
convergence of the cluster expansion.

Numerical simulations related to the Heilmann-Lieb conjecture are per-
formed in [15]. We also mention that, in absence of attractive interaction,
systems of sufficiently long hard-rods were proved to display a phase transi-
tion and behave like liquid crystals by Disertori and Giuliani [3], using a two
scales cluster expansion and the Pirogov-Sinai theory.

In the present paper we study a model obtained from the model I of
Heilmann and Lieb [10], but while they suppose

ph=py = and pu>-—J, (0.2)

we assume very different horizontal and vertical potentials as in (0.1). This
choice of the parameters allows us to work with cluster expansion methods,
by defining our polymers starting from regions of vertical dimers, instead of
contours. The cluster expansion method permits to rewrite the logarithm of
the partition function of a polymer system as a power series of the polymer
activities. This expansion entails analyticity results and simplifies consider-
ably the study of the correlation functions, which can be expressed in terms
ratios of partition functions. Clearly the cluster expansion cannot hold in gen-
eral on the whole space of parameters: it converges only when the polymer
activities are small enough to compete with the entropy. A rigorous study of
the conditions of convergence dates back to [6,7,16], by means of Kirkwood-
Salsburg type of equations. In this paper we use a criterion proposed by
Kotecky and Preiss [11] in 1986. Afterwards this criterion was compared to
the previous ones, was improved and simplified in [1,2,4,5,13,17] (for a clear
and modern treatment we suggest for example the last work).

The paper is organized as follows. In the section 1 we introduce the model
and we state the main results about its liquid crystal properties. In the
section 2 we show how to rewrite the partition function as a suitable polymer
partition function, following in part the ideas of [12]: our polymers turn out
to be connected families of regions of vertical dimers and lines of horizontal
dimers and monomers. In the section 3 we prove that the Kotecky-Preiss
condition for the convergence of the cluster expansion is verified when the
parameters satisfy (0.1) and the temperature is sufficiently low. Finally in



the section 4 we use the previous sections to prove the results stated in the
section 1. The appendix A contains the study of a 1-dimensional monomer-
dimer model, that is needed in the section 2. For the sake of completeness,
in the appendix B we state the general results of cluster expansion needed
in the paper.

1 Definitions and Main Results: the Model and its Liquid Crystal
Properties

A monomer-dimer configuration on Z? can be represented by a bonds!
2
occupation vector a € {0,1}2(7) with hard-core interaction, namely:

> @y <1 VoeZ?. (1.1)

Yy~

If a(y,y) = 1, we say that there is a dimer on the bond (z,y), or also that
there is a dimer at the site z; if instead a(,,) = 0 for all y ~ z, we say
that there is a monomer on the site . Dimers on Z2? may have two different
orientations: vertical (v-dimers) or horizontal (h-dimers), according to the
orientation of the occupied bond?. The model studied in the present paper
favors one orientation of the dimers (the horizontal one), both via a chemical
potential and via a short-range imitation.

Let A be a finite sub-lattice of Z2. Consider a horizontal boundary condi-
tion®, namely we assume that every site of Z?\ A has a h-dimers (with either
free or fixed positions). Denote by 2% the set of monomer-dimer configura-
tions on A (we allow also dimers toward the exterior?) which are compatible
with the selected horizontal boundary condition.

The Hamiltonian, or energy, of a monomer-dimer configuration is defined
as

Hy = LH #{sites of A With} + % #{sites of A With} +

2 monomer v-dimer

J sites of A with h-dimer sites of A with v-dimer
+ — | #4 but h-neighbor also to a p + #4 but v-neighbor also to a ¢ | .
2 v-dimer or a monomer h-dimer or a monomer ( )
1.2

We assume that the parameters appearing in the Hamiltonian satisfy

th > —J, pn >y, J>0. (1.3)

! Two sites 2 = (zn,2v), ¥ = (yn,yv) € Z? are neighbors (v ~ y) if |xn — yn| +
|zy —yv| = 1. A pair of sites (z,) is a bond if 2,y are neighbors. B(Z?) denotes
the set of bonds.

2 Two sites = (zh,2v), ¥y = (Yn,yv) € 72 are h-neighbors if xv = y, and
|zn — yn| = 1, they are v-neighbors if z, = yn and |zv — yv| = 1. A bond (z,y) €
B(ZQ) is horizontal if x,y are h-neighbors, it is vertical if x,y are v-neighbors.

3 The external boundary of A is %A := {x € Z*\ A|z neighbor of y € A}. The
internal boundary of A is instead A = 9™ A := {x € A|x neighbor of y € Z?\ A}.
We set A:= AU I A.

4 Namely we allow dimers having one endpoint in A and one in Z? \ A.



In this way, if the horizontal boundary condition with free positions is cho-
sen®, then the ground states in % (i.e. the configurations minimizing the
energy under the given condition) are exactly the configurations where every
site has a h-dimer. The partition function of the system is

Zh = Y ePale) (1.4)

ac2h
where the parameter 5 > 0 is the inverse temperature.

Remark 1.1 We want to show that the Hamiltonian (1.2) essentially corre-
sponds to the model I introduced by Heilmann and Lieb in [10], except for
the important fact that we allow the horizontal and vertical dimer poten-
tials pup, py to be different, while they take py, = py = p. We can introduce
another Hamiltonian (that maybe is written in a more natural way; see fig.1):

EA = — up #{h-dimers in A} — py #{v-dimersin A} +
e of neiehhord (1.5)
_ J#{pal}rs of neighboring
colinear dimers in A
| I I
\
- - — - Qmm
—
—. 1
—-
\ l l
- J/2 ' | (M- U2 @ (u+J)2 o -J l M, — -\,

Fig. 1: The same monomer-dimer configuration on the lattice A and the corre-
sponding energies in accordance to the Hamiltonian (1.2) (on the left) and to the
Hamiltonian (1.5) (on the right). A horizontal boundary condition is drawn in grey.

The monomer-dimer model I in [10] is given by the Hamiltonian (1.5) with
Un = iy = i, when A is a rectangular lattice of even sides lengths with

5 Also fixed positions work, provided that the positions of the two h-dimers at
the endpoints of each horizontal line of A allow a pure dimer configuration on that
line.



periodic boundary conditions (torus). It is easy to show that when A is a
torus the two Hamiltonians (1.2), (1.5) describe the same model; indeed they
only differ by an additive constant which does not affect the Gibbs measure:

pn+J
2

Hy + Al = Hy (1.6)

since
|A] = 2 #{h-dimers in A} = |A] — #{fites in A with} —

_ sites in A with sites in A with
B #{monomer } +# v-dimer ’

2#{v-dimers in A} _ #{sites inA with} :

v-dimer

airs of neichborin sites in A‘With h-dimer (v-dimer)
|A] — 2#{Eolinear dirr%ers N /%} = |A| — #< and h-neighbor (v-neighbor) to p =
another h-dimer (v-dimer)

and h-neighbor (v-neighbor) also
monomer to something different

ites in A with sites in A with h-dimer (v-dimer)
:#{suesm wi }+# '

On the other hand when A has horizontal boundary conditions the two Hamil-
tonians (1.2), (1.5) are not exactly equivalent. Indeed it holds®

pn +J
2

J s . in
|A] + 5 #{51tes in (’9V°/1} = H, (1.7)

Ha + without h-dimer

when the following conventions are adopted in the definition (1.5): if only
half a dimer is in A while the other half is in Z2 \ A, it counts %; if only one
dimer of a pair of neighboring colinear dimers is in A, while the other one is
in Z?\ A, this pair counts 1.

The monomer-dimer model that we have introduced, in a certain region
of the parameters corresponding to large horizontal potential, small vertical
potential and low temperature, behaves like a liquid crystal. This means that
the model exhibits an order in the orientation of the molecules (dimers),
while there is no complete order in their positions.

The following results will give a precise mathematical meaning to these
statements. First we introduce some observables attached to the sites, asking
questions as “Is there a horizontal dimer at site z?”, “If so, is it positioned
to the left or to the right of z?”. To measure the absence or presence of
some kind of order, at a microscopic level we study the expectations and
the covariances of these quantities according to the Gibbs measure, while at
a macroscopic level we introduce a suitable order parameter and study its

expectation and possibly its variance’.

5 Oy, On denote respectively the wertical, horizontal component of the bound-
ary; e.g. OyA := {x € A|x h-neighborofy € Z>\ A} and oA = {2z €
A| z v-neighbor of y € 2%\ A}.

" When the expectation of the order parameter is zero but the variance is not, a
small perturbation can lead to a spontaneous order of the system.



Define the following local observables®
foz = ]l(x has a h—dimer) s few = ]l(x has a V—dimer) : (1.8)
fiz = ]l(:v has a left—dimer) N ES ]l(ac has a right—dimer) . (1.9

Clearly fue = fijz + fr.o and fu o + fv,z < 1. In the following we denote the
Gibbs expectation of any observable f by

(D= e S flayertha),
A

ace2h

We denote by N the minimal distance between any two vertical compo-
nents of the boundary of A and our only assumption on the shape of A is
that N — oo as A Z?. To fix ideas one could think that A is a rectangle
(in this case N would be simply its horizontal side length), but actually we
will need to consider also non-simply connected regions.

There exists Sy > 0 depending on py, sy, J only and No(8) depending
on B, un, J only such that the following results hold true.

Theorem 1.2 (Microscopic expectations) Assume that J > 0, u,+J >
0 and 2y +5J < 0. Let 3 > By. Let A C Z? finite having N > No(f3). Let
x € A such that disty(x,0A) > No(B). Then

(Ralh 2 5 =™ (fay 2 5 - e (1.10)

AS a consequence:
(fna)i = 1205 (1.11)
| (feah = (fra)i| < 26777 (1.12)

Theorem 1.3 (Microscopic covariances) Assume that J > 0, up+J > 0
and 2uy +5J < 0. Let B > Bo. Let A C Z? finite such that N > No(f).
Let x,y € A such that disty(z,04) > No(B), distn(y,0A4) > No(5) and
disty(x,y) > No(B). Then:

9m — 2t (dis z,y)—

[(fre figdh — (o) ()] < ¢ " (distza (2.9)=1) | (1.13)
Im _m ist,2 (z,y)—

’<fr,m fr,y>}/11 - <fr,:6>l/11 <fr,y>}/11‘ < Tﬁ e 4 (dista (2,9) 1) ) (1'14)
Im _m dis T,y)—

|<f1,ﬂﬂ fr,y>}.}1 - <fl,:v>}/11 <fr,u>}/11| < E e tistz2 (2y)-1) . (1-15)

The definition of m is clarified in the Appendiz (lemma A.5); anyway it can

pp+3J

be sufficient to know that m = e == (14 0(1)) as B — .

8 We say that the site = has a left-dimer if there is a dimer on the bond (:r, T —
(1,0)), a right-dimer if there is a dimer on the bond (z,z + (1,0)) .



The density of lattice sites occupied by h-dimers/v-dimers is respectively:
1 1
mo= o S foa o, owo= o > few- (1.16)
| ‘ z€eA | | zeA

A parameter measuring the orientational order of the dimers is
Aorient. = Vp — Uy (117)

Corollary 1.4 (Orientational Order Parameter) Assume that J > 0,
pn +J > 0 and 2u, +5J < 0. Let B > fByg. Let A C Z? finite, having
N > 2Ny(B). Then

N _pghkntd
<Aorient.>}/ll > (1 —2%) (1 —4e ﬁlh? ) . (118)
Hence
lim liminf (Acrient ) = 1. 1.19
0, Bl (Aorenn )4 (1.19)

The corollary 1.4 shows that fixing § sufficiently large and then choosing A
sufficiently big (more precisely the distance N between vertical components
of 94 must be large enough), the average density of sites occupied by h-
dimers is arbitrarily close to 1: in other terms the system is oriented along
the horizontal direction.

The majority of sites is occupied by h-dimers. But there can still be some
freedom, indeed we may distinguish the h-dimers in two classes according to
their positions: a h-dimer is called even (resp. odd) if its left endpoint has
even (resp. odd) horizontal coordinate. The density of lattice sites occupied
by even/odd h-dimers is respectively:

Veven ‘= |711| Z 1(z has an even h-dimer) = % Z fra

zEA z€A
) 5 e (1.20)
Vodd = T Z ]l(a: has an odd h—dimer) = Z fiz -
| | zeA | | zeA
Th even
A parameter measuring the translational order of the h-dimers is
Atransl. i= Veven — Vodd - (121>

Corollary 1.5 (Translational Order Parameter. Part I) Assume that
J >0, up+J >0 and 2uy +5J < 0. Let 8 > By. Let A C Z* finite such
that N > 2 No(B) . Then

N piy N,
[(Avranst )| < (1 —2 3\@) 2e7 A5 1 9 3\(]&) (1.22)
Hence
lim limsup |[(Agrans.)i| = 0. (1.23)

oo AZ2



Corollary 1.6 (Translational Order Parameter. Part IT) Assume that
J >0, up+J >0 and 2uy, +5J < 0. Let B > By. Let A C Z? finite such
that N > 2 No(B) . Then

1 9 N N
(sl = (i) < iy =ty + 55 (0-575)
(1.24)
Hence for fized B > By
lim <(Atransl.)2>};1 - (<Atransl.>}}])2 =0. (125)

ANT2

The corollaries 1.5, 1.6 show that fixing 8 sufficiently large and then
choosing A sufficiently big (in particular the distance between different com-
ponents of 9,4 must be big enough), the mean value and the variance of
the difference between the density of even h-dimers and the density of odd
h-dimers are arbitrarily close to zero. In other terms, at large but finite 5,
there is not a spontaneous translational order for the h-dimers.

Remark 1.7 The bounds (1.22) hold for any kind of horizontal boundary
conditions, but in some particular cases it is possible to obtain a better
result by a symmetry argument. Assume that A is a rectangle with N + 1
sites in each horizontal side. If N + 1 is odd, by choosing horizontal dimers
with free positions at the boundary one obtains

<Atransl.>}/11 = <Veven>}/11 - <Vodd>}/11 =0 (126)
for all parameters (3, J, un, ty - To prove it consider the reflection on A with
respect to the vertical axis at distance % from O, A: this transformation

induces a bijection T : 2% — P4 . It is easy to check that Hs(T(a)) =
H(a), Voven(T (@) = vodd (), Voad(T (@) = Veven(c) for all a € 2% .

On the other hand if N 41 is even, by choosing periodic boundary conditions
one still obtains

(Agranst )y =0 (1.27)

for all parameters 3, J, un, tv . To prove it one can consider the reflection
on A with respect to two vertical axis at distance % from each other: it

induces a bijection from @ﬁer‘ to itself having all the previous properties.

2 Polymer Representation

In this section we show how to rewrite the partition function Zﬁ as a
polymer partition function of type (B.1). This representation will be suitable
for applying the cluster expansion machinery (see Appendix B) in a regime
of large horizontal potential, small vertical potential and low temperature.

We start by isolating the “few” vertical dimers. Associate to each monomer-
dimer configuration @ € 2% the set

V =V(a) :={xz € A| z has a v-dimer according to a} .



Partition V into its connected components (as a sub-graph of the lattice®
72):

V={JS . SieSuVi , distz2(S:,5) > 1Vi#j

i=1
where the family .4 is defined by

S €Sy g CA,S+#0, S connected (as a sub-graph of Z?) ,

every maximal vertical segment of S has an even number
of sites ,

S does not contains those sites of 9" A that necessarily

have a h-dimer because of the boundary conditions.
(2.1)

The knowledge of the set V' (or equivalently of Sy, ...,S,,) does not determine
completely the configuration « of the system, since on A\ V there can be
both h-dimers and monomers. Anyway a fundamental feature of the model is
that the system on A\ V can be partitioned into independent 1-dimensional
systems. Introduce the family Z4 (V') defined by

L e Zy(V) 4 I is a maximal horizontal line of A \V. (2.2)

The Hamiltonian (1.2) rewrites as

n

- My J J
Hy = Z (MhQM |Si| + 3 |OnS;i| + 5 |avsma/1|> +

i=1
: . sites of L with h-dimer
+ Z (W #{SItes of L Wlth} + J #{but honeighbor also £ a}) -
LEZLA(U;S;) 2 mnonomer 2 monomer or to U;S;

Hence the partition function (1.4) rewrites as (see fig.2)

n

1 _g(th=kvg 4 I N )
ZED S TED SEI | Ca Sl | (7
n

n>0  S1,..,8,.€F4 i=1 LEZLA(U;S;)
dist(S;,55)>1Vi#j

(2.3)
where Zj is the monomer-dimer partition function of the line L, consid-
ered as a sub-lattice of the 1-dimensional lattice Z, with suitable boundary

conditions:
7 = Z e~ BHL(aL) gha(az)) lrar(@ay) (2.4)

arL €L

9 On any graph the distance between two objects is defined as the
length of the shortest path connecting them. In particular disty2(S,S’) :=

inf,es, yes distze(z,y) for all S,8" C Z? and distz2(z,y) := |znh — Yn| + |2v — vvl
for all x = (xn,v), y = (yn,yv) € Z2.
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Fig. 2: A monomer-dimer configuration on A and the corresponding regions
S1,S2,S3 and lines Li,...,L1s € La(U;S:). Given the positions of the regions,
the configurations on the lines are mutually independent: the arrows represent the
energy contributions of type J/2. A horizontal boundary condition is drawn.

An explanation of the notations introduced in (2.4) is required. Z;, denotes
the set of monomer-dimer configurations on L (dimers can only be horizontal,
external dimers at the endpoints of L are allowed);

but h-neighbor also to
monomer
a monomer

Wt J . . J sites of L with dimer
H, = I . #{51tes of L Wlth} + _#{ :

x1, o, denote respectively the left, right endpoint of the line L (which even-
tually may coincide): observe!? that because of (2.2)

Lw%isﬂm(m = ((ui 8fxtsi)n/1> U (&A\uialgi) : (2.5)

U @) = ((U,» c’)f"tSi)ﬂA> U (arA\uiarSO; (2.6)
LeZLA(U;S;)

108y, &; denote respectively the left, right component of the vertical boundary;
eg. HA:={x € Alz—(1,0) € Z*\ A} and 8, A := {x € Az + (1,0) € Z*\ A}.
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finally !

if 4 € y; antSi = ‘[175171 = (—OO _ﬂ% 0)

if & € A, on x1—(1,0) it is fixed a l-dimer = I, = (—oo 0 —B%)

if & € hA, on x1—(1,0) it is fixed a r-dimer = I, := (O —00 —oo)

if 21 € A4, on 1—(1,0) there is a free h-dimer = T4, := (00 —3%)
(2.7)

and, similarly,

if 2, € U, 0P8, = L, = (~B4 —o0 0)
it x, € 0, A, on x,+(1,0) it is fixed a r-dimer = I, 5, = (0 — 00 _5%)
if z, € O A, on z,+(1,0) it is fixed a l-dimer = I, := (—oo 0 —oo)

if x, € O, A, on z,+(1,0) there is a free h-dimer = I, ,, := (O 0 fﬂ%) .
(2.8)

The 1-dimensional systems described by Zp,, L € £4(U;S;), are studied in
the Appendix A.

In the form (2.3) of Z4, the weight of the regions (Si,...,S,) is not a
product of the weights of each region S;, because of the lines L connecting
different regions. Therefore the regions S; € ¥4 are not a good choice for a
polymer representation of the model. In order to decouple some regions from
some other ones, it is possible to do a simple trick. It is convenient to deal
in different ways with the endpoints lying on 9°**S; and those on d4; hence
given a line L € Z4(U;S;) we set

Ela = 1(0 € (Ui 0S) N A) , sy = 1= e1a 2 T(m € (AA)\ U BSy)

X (2.6)
Erai=1(2y € (U 7S NA), Mgi=1—cre = L(z € (0:4)\U;0:5;) .
Using the notations of the Appendix A, given a line L € Z4(U;S;) we in-
troduce the two vectors representing the boundary conditions outside its
endpoints x), x, :

elee ()
By, = (ell“”(l) eltar (r) 675%+h’ml(m)> s Brg, = el (1) ;
=B + 1w (m)
then to shorten the notation we set
1 1 1
—— B EY | by = —— BB,

bz =

1 The possible states of a site € L are three: =left-dimer namely a
dimer on the bond (:r,a: — (1,0)), “r” =right-dimer namely a dimer on the

bond (x,:v + (1,0)) , “m”=monomer. Here we think I , I, as vectors: I, =
(I,2,(1) L1,z (r) Dz (m)) and Lz, = (Ir,e, (1) Trw, () Ire, (M) .

44177
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Now define

ZL El,x) 1Er 2,
NI o e Dl O (2.9)

I,Il r,Zr

RL =

and, using . as an abbreviation for £ (U;S;), rewrite the quantity [[, . o, Z1
by means of elementary algebraic tricks:

Z o I
I i = JL (e i) i)

A
Le¥ M Le¥
M,z 3 Mr,ay El,w) 7 Er 2,
Le? HCL \Lex Le\xX

By identities (2.5), (2.6) it holds

M,zy 3 Mr,zy
[ oros = 11 b I b

LeZ CDG@]A\Uia]Si wGarA\UiarSi

II b bir = < 11 bhz) ( 11 bfvf>5

Le\x z€(U;0°%°S;)NA z€(U;07%°S;)NA
x¢ supp A x¢ supp A

By substituting into the previous formula and thinking " = {Lq,...,L,},
we find out!?

1 2 ( I blm).

)\\L|
Ley M1 €0, A\U;0¢ S;

S (i) ()

p>0 Li,....Lpy€Z \k=1 z€(U; 055 S;)NA
Lh,;éLk Vh;ék? $¢UkLk

2 In the first product on the r.h.s. of (2.10) the shorten notation b/, , means:
take b, if x € OiA, take by, if * € 0:A; notice that A and 0:A are disjoint for
N > 1. In the last product instead the shorten notation b,/ , means: take by . if
x € OF*'S; only, take b, if z € 02*'S; only, and take the product by s b1, in the
case that  belongs to both 97**S; and 9**S;.
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Now substitute (2.10) into (2.3), using also the fact that [A] = Y"1 | [S| +
ZLGD%A(U«;S,;) |L|, and obtain:

Zﬁ = )\‘1/1‘ < H bl/r,m) .

r€D A
_ Fh—Hv g, J .
1 n [ A(BEis o)
D= D | | B II ;
n.
n>0  Si,..Sn €Sy i=1 Al z€d, And, 5, /1@
dist(S;,S;)>1 Vi)
p
1
YooY (e T wee)
p>0 © Li,...,Lp € L4(U;S;) \k=1 2e(U; 08¢ S;)NA
Ly#Ly, Vk£h 2¢Uy Ly,
(2.11)

The next step is to partition (J;_, S; U [J;_, Lk into connected components

as a sub-graph of 22, where Z2 is the lattice obtained from 72 by removing
all the vertical bonds incident to the lines Ly :

q

n p
UsiuLr=Jswpp |
i=1 k=1

t=1
P, e PVt ,  dists, (supp Py, supp Ps) >1Vt # s

where the family &2, (yes, it is finally our family of polymers! see fig.3) is
defined by:

Py = {P=((Si)icr, (Li)kex) | (5)i € PFa, (Li)k € PLA(UiS:)}

(2.12)
0<|I| <0
(S))icr € 27y ¥ L S, € 74V (2.13)
diStzz(Si,Sj) > 1Vi 75] s
0<|K|<oo, I|+]K|>1
def Ly € XA(UZSZ) Vk
L ie1S;
(Li)rex € PLr(Vic1Si) & Ly # Lok # I
(U;S;) U (Ug L) connected in Z2 .
(2.14)

The identity (2.11) now rewrites as
1 q
Zh = Ca ) o > [Jeatr) I[s®. P (2.15)
q>0 Pl,...,PqE.@A t=1 t<s

by setting, for all P, P’ € &2, with P = ((Si)ieI, (Lk)keK),

a =2 T byees (2.16)

TxED A
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Fig. 3: The first three pictures represent three different examples of polymers P €
P. The set represented in the last picture is not a unique polymer since it is not

conmected in Z* (even if it is connected in Z?).

1 =B (1271501 + §10n5i ) 52
QA(P) = W H (6 H e P2

Si
il >‘|1 | €8, AN, S, L
(2.17)
1
'<W HRLk)< II br/w>,
" keK 2€Uier05¥t s;)NA
2 Uker Lk
1, if distz, (P, P’ 1
s(p Py = L 1 dista (PP > 1 (2.18)
0, otherwise

The identity (2.15) finally shows that the partition function Z%, up to a
factor C4, admits a polymer representation of the form (B.1).

It is convenient to bound the polymer activity o4 by a simpler quantity.
Using the proposition A.9 plus the lemmas A.6, A.8 and the fact that |0, S;| >
2, one finds:

QA(P) < E(P) — <|1_1|' He—ﬁ(uhg*‘VISi|+J)> (ﬁ H e_mlLk’YLk>

iel keK
(2.19)
with the 77’s defined by the equation (A.9).
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3 Convergence of the Cluster Expansion

In the previous section we rewrote our partition function Z% as a polymer
partition function up to a factor Cy (see formula (2.15)). In this section we
will find a region of the parameters space pn, fiv, J where the condition (B.2)
is verified by our model at low temperature, so that the general theorem B.1
about the convergence of the cluster expansion will apply to our case.

Theorem 3.1 Assume that J > 0, up, +J > 0 and 2u, +5J < 0. By
choosing

a(P) = % |supp P| VP e Py (3.1)
the conditions

ST Py < % VoeA, (3.2)

PeZy

supp P>z
> aP)er®) < a(P) VP e Py (3.3)
PePy
§(P,P*)=0

hold true, provided that 8 > By and N > No(8) (N is the minimum distance
between two vertical components of 0A). Here By > 0 depends on pun, iy, J
only, while No(B) depends on B, un, J only; they do not depend on A, P*, x .

Corollary 3.2 Assume that J > 0, un +J > 0 and 2u, + 5J < 0. Suppose
also that B > By and N > No(B). Denote by €P, the set of clusters'?
composed by polymers of P, . Then the partition function (1.4) rewrites as

8 =Cy eXp< Z* UA((Pt)t)> (3.4)

(Pt)t€€P A

where we denote ZZPt)te%”.@A = Zqzo % Z(Pt)?:le‘fg’/x and
q
Ua(Py,..., Py =u(Py,...,Py) [[ea(Pr) - (3.5)
t=1

Remind that Cy is defined by (2.16), o4 is defined by (2.17) and u is defined
by (B.4), (2.18). Furthermore for all & C P4 it holds

S ua))] £ S lea(P)l e (3.6)

(P )t ECP A PeZ,
Jt: PLe& pPeé&

where a is defined by (3.1).

13" As explained in the Appendix B, using the definition (2.18) for §, a family of
polymers (P1,..., Py) is a cluster iff U7_, supp P, is connected in 72,
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Proof The corollary follows from the general theory of cluster expansion (the-
orem B.1), since Z% admits a polymer representation (2.15) and satisfies the
Kotecky-Preiss condition ((3.3), |oa| < 0). O

For ease of reading, in the following of this section we will denote
* 1 * 1
2= 2 wmd ) =3 0 )
(Si)i n (qu);’v;lG:@yA (Lk)k P (Lk)izle@ﬁﬁ(ui&-)

where 225y, PL4(U;S;) are the projections of the polymer set P, defined
in (2.13), (2.14). The next lemmas provide the entropy estimates that will
be needed in the proof of theorem 3.1.

Lemma 3.3 If U;S; # 0, namely n > 1, then

Y1 < gzl (3.7)
(Lk)w

Proof Fix p > 0 and denote by ﬁzﬁp)(ui&) the set of (Ly)}_; € PLA(U;S;).
Given (Ly)h_, € @.Z/(lp )(UiSi), each line Ly has at least one endpoint on

U; 09t S; , since (U;S;) U (Ug L) have to be connected in 72. Therefore the
number of ways to choose each Ly, is at most Y, [95*S;| < 23°.|S;|. Since
the Ly, k=1,...,p, must be all distinct, it follows that

(gzggm(uisi) < () 1S @Y 1S =1) - (2D IS —p+1).
Therefore
leﬂ@wagz(%')sz.
(Lk)k P p
O
Lemma 3.4 Let x € Z2. For all s > 2
#{S5cC 72 connected‘ 1S|=s, S5} < §44S . (3.8)

3
Proof Given a connected graph G and one of its vertices x, there exists a walk
in G that starts from 2 and crosses each edge exactly twice'*. Therefore

#{S C Z* connected | |S| =5, S22} <
< i #{S connected sub-graph of Z> ‘ ledges of S| =€, S > IE}
6:258—1
< Z #{walks in Z* that start from 2 and have lenght 2e}
e=s—1
2s ) [4As+2
<2 s

e=s—1

14 This can be easily proven by induction on the number of edges.
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Lemma 3.5 Let A C Z? finite. For alls > 2,1 <d < 00
32
#{S C Z* connected | |S| = s, distn (9, A) =d} < 3 |Al4% . (3.9)

Here disty, (S, A) := inf e yea disth(z, y) and the horizontal distance between
T = (T, 20), ¥ = (U 9) € 22 is defined as

. Th — Yn if Ty =Yy
disty(x,y) = { |+oo il ijx #Zy/ . (3.10)

Proof Observe that dist, (S, A) = d if and only if there exists a horizontal
line L, |L| = d 4 1, having one endpoint on 0, A and the other one on 9,5 .
Therefore:

#{S5 Z* connected ‘ S| =s, disty(S,A) =d} <

< Z #{S C 72 connected | |S| = s, 0yS D other endpt. of L}

L horiz. line, |L|=d+1,
0y A D one endpt. of L

16
< 2|0, A| #{S C Z* connected | [S| =5, S50} < 2[A] 3448 .
For the last inequality we have used the lemma 3.4. a
Lemma 3.6 Let n > 1. Let T be a tree over the vertices {1,...,n}. Let
$i>2 foralli=1,...,n and d;; > 2 for all (i,j) € T.
Then given A CZ? and 1 < d < o0

#{(S)j) € 2S5 | distn(S1,A) =d, |S;| = s; Vi,

distn (S, S;) = di; V(i,j) €T} <
AP (3.11)
< ] (5 s
while given x € 7.2
#{(S)ie1 € PIn | S1oa, S| = s Vi,
) disty, (S, S;) = di; V(i,/) €T} < (312)

2 e 7
< H (33 44si 5? g ( )) )

i=1
Here deg(i) denotes the degree of the vertex i in the tree T.

Proof Let start by proving the inequality (3.11) by induction on n. If n =1,
then the tree T is trivial and (3.11) is already provided by the lemma 3.5.
Now let n > 2, assume that (3.11) holds for at most n — 1 vertices and prove
it for n. It is convenient to think that the tree 7T is rooted at the vertex 1 and
denote by j < ¢ the relation “vertex j is son of vertex ¢ in 77 and by 7 (i) the
sub-tree of 7 induced by the vertex i together with its descendants. Then,
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denoting by N7 1 (A,d; ($i)ieT, (dij)(i7j)67) the cardinality on the Lh.s. of
(3.11), it holds

NT,l (A, d7 (Si)iET’ (dzj)(le)GT) =
= Z H NT(v),v (Sla dyy; (si)iGT(v)’ (dij)(i,j)eT(v)) '

S1€7, |S1|=s1 v¢-1
disth(Sl,A):d

Since T (v) has at most n — 1 vertices, the induction hypothesis gives

5 d (%)
N7 (0),0 (51, d1v; (8i)ieT (o), (dij) (. j)eT(v)) < 51 | | (3 4lsi 0BT ) .
1€T (v)

Then by substituting in the previous identity, bounding deg(, (i) by deg (i)
and using the lemma 3.5, one obtains:

N7 (A d; (si)ieT, (dij) i gyer) < IA] H( 4t degT(Z)) :
€T

This concludes the proof of (3.11).
In order to prove the inequality (3.12), denote by N”/ﬂl (m; (si)ieT, (dij)(i,j)eT)
the cardinality on the Lh.s. of (3.12) and observe that
N7 1 (w3 (si)ieT (dij)jyeT) =
Z H N7 ()0 (S1, d1os (80)ieTw)> (dig) i, eT(w)) -

S1€74, |S1|=s1 v&1
Sioz

By (3.11) we already know that
32 o degy(y (4)
NT(U),v (Sl7d1u; (5i>ie7’(v)a (dij)(i,j)eT(v)) < 81 H (3 44si SiegT( y (@ ) -
€T (v)

Then by substituting in the previous identity, bounding deg, (i i) by deg(7)
and using the lemma 3.4, one obtains:

32 45 deg (i
N4—71(.13; (Si)ieT7 (dij)(i,j)eT) < H <3 44si s; egr( )> 7
€T
which proves (3.12). 0

Proof (of the theorem 3.1) According to the definition (2.18), the condition
§(P, P*) = 0 implies that supp P N [supp P*]; # 0, where [A]; := {z €
72| distgz (z, A) < 1}. Therefore

Z o(P) e™P) < Z Z o(P) )

Peo «1, Pe®
6(P,P*)A=0 z€[supp Py suppsz
* ~ a(P)
< 4|supp P*| max o(P)e .
€A
Pe )

supp Poa
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Thus, by choosing a(P) := %|supp P| for all P € &, the inequality (3.3)
will be a consequence of (3.2).

We have to prove the inequality (3.2). It is worth to write down explicitly
the quantity we will work with (see the definitions (2.19) and (3.1)):

n

~ ap) _ (1 —(ﬁw—%)w—w 1T —m Ly
o(P) e = ;He ZQHB T
' D k=1

i=1

for all P € 25, P = ((S;)%y, (Lx),_;) . Notice that if supp P 3 =, the site
x may belong either to a region S; or to a line Lj; hence we can split the
sum on the Lh.s. of (3.2) into two parts:

S aP)er® = x5 4+ 5 (3.13)
Pez,
supp Pz
with
2= Z* (He (ﬁ Sro% ls‘ BJ) Z H el (3.14)
(S:)i % (Lk)r K
U;Sidx
HFh— Hv77n
=> (He e Bl) > [T o, (15)
(Si)i i (Li)k
UrLidx

During all the proof o(1) will denote any function w = w(/3, un, J) such that
w — 0 as f — oo and w depends only on 8, uy, J (in particular it does not
depend on the choices of A C Z2, x € 72, P € P,).

I. Study of the term Xy.

We fix a family of regions (S;)_; that contains the point z; we also
assume that 2%, (U;S;) is non-empty, otherwise the contribution to X is
zero. By the lemma 3.3 it holds

Z He el < 42150 max [Te™ 51l (3.16)
(Li)k
(Lk)k

where the maximum is taken over all (Lg)r € 22ZL4(U;S;). The factor v,
can take two values (see formula (A.9)), both smaller than 1 for 8 sufficiently
large (uniformly with respect to L), since each line Ly must have at least
one endpoint on U;0X'S; to ensure that (U;S;) U (UxLy) is connected in Z2.

Obviously n > 1 in order for U} ;.S; to contain the point . It is convenient
to consider separately the case n = 1 and the case n > 2:

=X+ 5.
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The case n = 1 is easy to deal with, simply by bounding the r.h.s. of (3.16)
by 4151 and using the lemma 3.4. Precisely:

= Z (ﬁ““ "V—% \SI BJ Z He FILely

SeSx (L) k
S3x

Z o (Bagt—m)|s|-J 451

S5 (3.17)

> 16 yas o~ (2 =) 089 4o
522 3

1

_ 36 410 —B (un—pv+J) (1+0(1))'

IN

IN

Now assume n > 2. Fix a family of lines (Ly)t_, € P2ZLa(U;S;). We
can consider the graph G = G((S;);, (Lk)) with vertices i € {1,...,n} and
edges k € {1,...,p}: the edge k joins the two vertices i, j iff the line Ly has
one endpoint on 9¢¥'S; and the other one on 9**S;. In the graph G there
can be multiple edges, loops and pseudo-edges with a single endpoint. The
graph G is connected (it follows from definition 2.14), hence G admits at
least one spanning sub-tree 7. And clearly, since each factor e~ 2Ll YL, 1s
smaller than 1,

P
He_%‘Lk"YLk S H 6_%@1""7’“ S H 6_%(di3th(5i75’j)_1) ’YSi,Sj

k=1 keT (1,4)ET

where yg g/ 1= (%e_ﬁ‘] + e_ﬁuhgj(diSth(S’S/)_l)) (14 0(1)). Therefore:

max |[e FEelyL, < max H 6_%(‘113“‘(5“5]')_1)731.751. (3.18)

Li)g T tree over
(B 7 {1,n} (G)ET

Now using (3.16) and (3.18) we can bound X7 :
= ad #vim Sl —BJ * —m
SR LD S| Gl Dol CEEEN

n>2 " ()7, \i=1 (Lr)e K
U;Sidx

n
< E E 1 (l [e(ﬁ“hz“v?10g4)SiIﬁJ> ]
- |
n:
n>2 T tree over (Si)i, i=1
L..om U; S;x

H e 2 (distn(S0.5)=1) g o
(2,5)€T
(3.19)

where in the sums we keep implicit that (S;)7, € LS.
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Substitute into (3.19) the entropy bound!® (3.12). Since U;S; 3 x, but not
necessarily S 3 z, an extra factor n appears. Moreover observe that |S;| is
even and > 2 (see the definition (2.1)) and disty(S;, S;) > 2. Then:

ST T 3T T ([Zes)

n>2 T tree over  (s;)i=1,....n (dij)ijeT \i=1
{1,....,n

s; even 22 dij>2 (320)
& —(Bu—m—log4>s-—BJ mg.. 1
. He 2 2 K H e—j( ij )’ydi_j

i=1 (i,4)€T
where 4 == (3¢ + =B (d_l)) (I+0(1)).
Given n > 2 and dq,...,0, > 1, the number of trees 7 over the vertices
{1,...,n} with given degrees deg,(i) = &; Vi=1,...,n is exactly'6

(n—2)!

61— 1)l (6, — 1)1

if 7 (6; —1) = n—2 and zero otherwise. Furthermore the number of edges
of T is n — 1. Therefore the bound (3.20) leads to

L‘ Eh—kv _m_ g5, s d !
ng Z(?)Q 7&,2 gn=t - 51g4) Z((gil)!> .

n>2 s>2 5>1

(3.21)

n—1
. (Ze_gl(d_l) 'Yd) .
d>2

The sum over s gives, as 8 — oo,

; e § (6—1)!
even - (3.22)

_ Zsef(ﬁwfgf‘%logélfl)s — 92410 o=Blpn—pv) (1 +0(1)) )

s>2
even

The sum over d gives, as 8 — oo,

S e HED =

a>2
- (Ze—’é‘(d RIS e—ﬁ“*‘f(d*)) (1+0(1)) (3.23)
a>2 d>2
1 —BJ b
— (15 S5+ o) (Lt o(1) = 5 (14 0(1))

5 The families of regions (S;)7_; such that disty,(S;, S;) = oo for at least one edge
(i,j) € T give zero contribution to the sum, therefore we do not need to worry
about them.

16 This is an improvement of the well-known Cayley’s formula.
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where we used the fact that 1 — e~ % = %e‘ﬁuh‘iﬁl (1 + 0o(1)) (see lemma
A.5). Substituting (3.22), (3.23) into (3.21), one obtains

26,2 X " |
DS (2;eﬁ<uwv>+ﬂ*hf (1+0(1))> e (14 o(1) .
n>2
(3.24)
Assume py, — py > ’”‘7;"] . Then for g sufficiently large (3.24) becomes:

26,2 2

o< <2 36 e—ﬂ(uh—uv)+5“h§d> e_ﬁ% (1+0(1))

o (3.25)
pp

_ Te e~ P 20m—p)+8 15 (4 1))

II. Study of the term X5.

The ideas are not far from those already seen for X;. We fix a family of
regions (S;)"_; and we assume that there exists (Ly)r € LZLa(U;S;) such
that Ug Ly © x, otherwise the contribution to X5 is zero. Clearly the line L* €
Zx(U;S;) that contains x is unique. It is convenient to consider separately
four cases:

NN Y ARES ) NS y/ A »/ L

In X, we assume n = 0, namely U;S; = (; then L* have to be a maximal
horizontal line of A. In X we assume n = 1, namely there is a unique region
S and L* may have one endpoint on 'S and one on d, /A or both on 95 .
In X% we assume n > 2 and L® has one endpoint on U;0%%S; and one on
Oy A or both on the same 9%S;. In X%" we assume n > 2 and L* has one
endpoint on 9*'S; and one on 9%**S; with i # j.

The case n = 0 is easy to deal with. Indeed, since the unique (Lg)x €
PL4(0) such that U, L, 3 z is the singleton (L*),

X o= Z* H67%|Lk"y[‘k = e Ty < e TN (1+0(1)  (3.26)

L)k k
Ur LDz

where N denotes the minimum distance between two different vertical com-
ponents of 0A .
When n > 1, by the lemma 3.3 it holds:

Z He*%‘LklfyLk < 4% 151 max e FIely (3.27)
(o) & (L)k
UkkagI Vilk3w

where it is implicit in the notation that (L) € PL4(U;S;) . The factor vy,
can take two values (see formula (A.9)), both smaller than 1 for 8 sufficiently
large (uniformly with respect to Ly), since each line Ly must have at least
one endpoint on U;0%tS; .
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Now the case n =1 is also easy to deal with. Indeed, by bounding the r.h.s.
of (3.27) by 4/l e=ZIL"1 4. one obtains:

Eg — Z e (B‘“h Bh—iv_m |S| Z H _QILk"VLk

SeS ) (Lr)r kK
Uk LSz (328)
_ Eh—Hv _m ) |g _m|rz
< Ze (,@ pl 2)‘ |4\S\e 2|L|’YL””§
S€EF

then observe that |L?| > disty, (S, #) and use the lemma 3.5 for the entropy:

32 _m m
<y Z ~ (prage 2)8436—?d7d (329)

s22 d>1

even

—gd
where vy := (‘5\/22 + e P Jd) (1 + o(1)); finally compute the geometric

series in s,d, and use 1 —e~2 = %e‘ﬁ%;w (1 +0(1)) (see lemma A.5) to
obtain:

"
22

| /\

332 (410 —B(un— uv)) (ﬁ 6\/[;2, + 0(1)) (1+0(1))

(3.30)
25
2%V2 e_B(Nh_Nv)Jl‘ﬁuhTW (

1+0(1)).

Assume now n > 2 and that L has one endpoint on U;0%*S; and the
other one on '/ or both endpoints on the same 9%*'S;. By introducing an
extra factor n we may assume that one endpoint is on 9¢S;. Fix a family
of lines (Ly)i_, € PZLa(UiS;) such that UyLy > x (namely there is a k
such that Ly = L*). We can introduce the graph G = G((S;)i, (Lx)x) with
vertices 7 € {1,...,n} and edges k € {1,...,p}: the edge k joins the two
vertices 4, j iff the line Ly has one endpoint on 9%*S; and the other one on
0%*tS;. The graph G is connected, hence G admits at least one spanning
sub-tree 7. Notice that the line L* is not part of this tree. Hence, since each
factor e~ % 1Exl 4 is smaller than 1,

P

_m _m|r® _m
[Te 7", < e 2y e My,
k=1 keT

7n -7 i J i)
<e disty, (S1,z) Y8y H e 2 (disty (S:,55)—1) VS:,5;

(LI)eT
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Hpt+J
2

where vg . 1= L83 e B distn(5:2)) (140(1)) and vg g = (e P/ +
. V3 s, 2
Wt g ’
e=B g (distn(S.S )= (1 + o(1)) . Therefore:

max e 2 Yo, <
(Lk)k, UrLi D, )

L® from 63’“51 to Oy A

or from a 9% S, to itself (331)

< e % disty, (S1,z) V1.0 max e—i(disth(Squ)—l)
T tree over

{1,....n} (4,4)€T

Vsi,S; -

Now using (3.27) and (3.31) we can bound X"

P e B“]‘ “Vf’”)|S| 5J>
roxn 3 (0
Z* He '"\Lkl
k

(Lk)k, Uk LDz,
L?” from u,-aj’“si to Oy A
or from a 83’“Si to itself (332)

<Y ¥ % 3 (ﬁe(ﬁ“h;’“glogzx)siWJ)

n>2 T tree over (Si), \i=1
L,...,n}

o~ % distu(S1,2) S H o~ 5 (distn(S:,5;)—1)
(1,4)€T

vsi,S; -

Substitute into (3.32) the entropy bound (3.11):

LY 5 YOS 5 (1220 00},

n>2 T“FP OVPY (8i)i=1,...,n de>1 (dij)(; jyeT \i=1

s; even >2 d1]22

n _ Ph—Hv m _ o S — m m
' (He (B2t = —logd)s W) e 3 b gy, ] e # i Vqa,
i=1 (id)ET

(3.33)

“h

where 4 = (3¢ 7/ + e * (d- DY (1 4 o(1)) and 74 := (%6_6% +
—BE
e

”’;Jd) (1 + o(1)). Observe that (3.33) is identical to (3.20) up to an
extra factor Zd*21 e~ 2% 7, | which equals

. e—B% By t2J
e 5 = (o S o) (o) = V2 (Lo

d.>1
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m +3J
sincel—e~% = 1e7# e (I40(1)) . Therefore we assume py, — fty > 7’”‘;“7

and we exploit the inequality (3.25) to bound the expression (3.33):

926,21\ 2 py+J pnt2s
( > e B 2un—p)+B=5 | /9 B (1+0(1))

Eé// S 3
x (3.34)
- TRV pmem S (1 o)),

Finally assume n > 2 and that L® has one endpoint on 9%*S; and one on
0xtS; with i # j. By introducing an extra factor n(n —1)/2 we may assume
that these endpoints lie on 9¢*'S; and 9%**Ss respectively. Fix a family of
lines (Ly)i_; € PZLa(U;S;) such that Uy Ly >  (namely there exists k = k,
such that L, = L%), then consider the graph G = G((S;)i, (Lx)x) with
vertices ¢ € {1,...,n} and edges k € {1,...,p}: the edge k joins the two
vertices 4, j if the line Ly has one endpoint on 9*'S; and the other one on
0tS; . G admits at least one spanning sub-tree 7 that includes the edge
k. . Therefore

p
_m|, — L
He > | klfyLk < He = klfyLk <
k=1 keT
< efg(disth(SI,I)+disth(s2¢2)71) NSy 8o H 6*%(disth(5i,Sj)71) 81,8,
(i,4)€T
(4,5)#(1,2)
pntJd P P / _
where Yg g/, = (%e_ﬁij_ e P b (dlbth(s7$)+dlsth(s ) 1)) (1 + 0(1)> and
u . "
Y55 = (%6_’6‘] + e B b2 (disty (S,57) 1)) (1 _"_0(1))- Thus:
— 5| Lk
max e 2 L, <
(L), UkLi D H T
L® from 8%S; to 99tS, *
S e—%(dist],(sl,.il))—f—disth(SQ,.’lj)—l) ’731,52,1 . (335)
. max H e~ 2 (distn(5i,5;)—1) V8,8 -
T tree over {1,...,n} =+ o
T3(1,2) (65)eT

(4,5)#(1,2)
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Now using (3.27) and (3.35) we can bound X"

Eé/// — Zn' Z (He ﬁ“h MV7§)|Si[3J>.
n>2
Z* He*%|Lk|7Lk <
k

(Lk:)k7 UgLidx
L from a 95*'S; to a 0°**S; with i#j

nin—1 noo_ Ehbv _m g -
cY oy D 5 ([,

n>2 T tree over {1,...,n} ’ (Se)r, \i=1
T7>(1,2)

7ﬂdtS disty, (S 1 — 2 (distn (54,55
(distn (S1,x)+disty (S2,2)— )751752790 H e (disty ( )— )'YS,-,SJ- )

(1,5)ET
(4,)#(1,2)
(3.36)

Removing the edge (1, 2) from the tree 7 one obtains two disjoint trees 71, Ta.
By applying to each tree the entropy bound (3.11), one finds:

#{(Sl);nzl € Py | disty (S1,z) = dy, disty(S2,z) =da, |Si| = s; Vi,
disth(Si,Sj) = dij V(Z,]) S T\(1,2)} =

[T #{(S)ier. € 274 | distu(Si, ) = di, |Si| =s: Vi€ Te,
=1,2 disty, (S, S;) = di; V(i,§) € T} <

1 (32 45 Sdegfu)) .
3t ’

=1

IN

then substitute this entropy bound into (3.36) and obtain:

Zé///gi: E: n(n_l) 2: 2: 2:
2n!
n>2 T tree over {1,...,n} (8i)i=1,...,n d1,d2>1 (dqj )(11,.7)67'\(112)
T>(1,2) s; even >2 dij>2

(ﬁ % 445 s?egT(i)> <ﬁ e(ﬁ”h;w’glogél)sl-ﬁJ) . (3.37)
i=1 =1

U | (P T
(4,5)€T
(1,5)#(1,2)

where 4 := (3¢ + e B @=1) (1 +0(1)).
As already seen, given n > 2 and d1,...,d, > 1, the number of trees T
over the vertices {1,...,n} with fixed degrees deg (i) =d; Vi=1,...,nis
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bounded by % . Furthermore the number of edges of T different

from (1,2) is n — 2. Therefore the bound (3.37) leads to:

Eé/// S % Z ( —ﬂJ Z 5#11 HV_f—5log4 s Z >”
n>2

s>2 6>
even

n—2
'(Z‘f%”%) o R L aEe A

d>2 dy,d2>1
(3.38)

The sums over s, d have been already computed in (3.22), (3.23) respectively;
the sum over dy, dy gives, as § — oo,

m _ 1 e PJ
Do e HTE T gy, = < + o<1>) (1+0(1))

dy da>1 (1-e %) 2

— 9 Pun+2J) (1 + 0(1)) )
(3.39)

Substitute (3.22), (3.23), (3.39) into (3.38) and obtain

Eé/// < Z <226 e? B(un—pv)+p h (1 JrO(l))) | 66‘] (1 + 0(1)) . (3.40)

n>2

Assume py, — py > ‘”‘ . Then for § sufficiently large the (3.40) becomes:

2////

IN

3

9524
_ 5 e~ B 2(un—py)+B(un+2J) (1+o0(1)).

26,2 ’
(26 e—ﬁ(m,—uv>+6‘”“?"> e (1+0(1))
(3.41)

In conclusion, by using the estimates (3.17), (3.25), (3.26), (3.30), (3.34),
(3.41), and the fact that m = e —pr (14 0(1)) (see lemma A.5), if we
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assume py, — g > ‘“‘+J , we find that:

1
= 5(P) e(P) —
— > P)e

PePy
supp P>z

ﬁ Hh +3J

(D + 27+ 25+ 2 + 27+ 35") (1+0(1))

2 52 g4
< (236—/3(m;—uv)+,6“h2+" i QT —B2(un— Nv)“l‘ﬂ“h+2] N 1 _my

~ — €
m
25.5 52.5 4
" 2 7ﬁ(llh #v)+ﬁ2“h+°‘] L 2 e E*ﬁQ(#h*# )+B3uh+6J
252 4 3 +7J
+ T */@Q(Nh py)+B = “h (1 +0(1))

1 m 2755 5.
= (m e TN 4 5 eﬂ(m-&-"{)) (1+0(1))

(3.42)

where N is the minimum distance between two different vertical components
of 91 and o(1) — 0 as f — oo (uniformly with respect to N).

Now we assume that p., + % < 0. Thus there exists 5y > 0 such that for
all 8 > By the function 1+ o(1) on the r.h.s. of (3.42) is < 2 and the term

225 ° B(ltv+°J) < 1/32. There exists!” also No(,é’) such that for all N > Ny ()
the term L e=% N < 1/32. Therefore if y, + 2 < 0 (which entails also the
previous condltlon h — My > “*‘ ), then the mequahty (3.42) implies that

3 apye® <

Pe, 8
supp P3x
for 5 > By and N > Ny(). This concludes the proof. O

4 Proofs of the Liquid Crystal Properties

In this section we will finally prove that the model behaves like a liquid
crystal, as stated in the section 1, by means of the cluster expansion results
obtained in the previous sections.

4.1 Proof of the theorem 1.2

We will prove the inequality (1.10) for fi,. That one for f,, can be
proved analogously; then (1.11) and (1.12) follow since fy = fiz + fr,z -

7 No = 2 log 2



29

Observe that

where Zﬁ\r is the partition function over the lattice A \  with horizontal

boundary conditions including a left-dimer at the site z. Since N > Ny(8)
and disty(x,04) > No(B), both partition functions satisfy the hypothesis of
the corollary 3.2. Hence by the cluster expansion (3.4) the partition functions

rewrite as
zh = Cy exp( Z* UA((Pt)t)) )

(Pt)tecbp-@/x

Zhe = Cave EXP< Z* UA\x((Pt)t)> .

(P)t€ECP s\

By applying the definition (2.16),

Cave _ bra—1,0 biet0)
Cy A1 '

Now consider a polymer P € PyU %\, . Keeping in mind the definitions of
polymer (2.12) and polymer activity (2.17), observe that!'®

if distp(suppP,w) >1 = P€ PyN P, 0a(P) = on(P) .

Therefore:

S Une(®)) - S Ua((R)) =

(P)t €CP g\ o (Pt)t€CPA

> = S U@ = sl -

(Pt)tE%yA\m (Pf,)f,E%(@A
3t: disty, (supp P, z)<1 3t: disty, (supp P, x)<1

And by the inequalities (3.6) and (3.2) applied to both Z%, Zt

MA\z
S <Y ape® <3
(P):€6P4 Peo,
3t: disty, (supp Pp, 2)<1 disty, (supp P,z)<1

S uae(Po)] £ D apye® <22

(P)tECP N\« PEP p\ o
3t: disty, (supp P, z)<1 disty, (supp P,z)<1

'8 The condition disty(supp P,x) > 1 guarantees that supp P C A\ z and that
the polymer P does not include any line L having one endpoint on x £ (1,0), nor
any region S; containing these points.
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In conclusion one obtains:

A b b
h Az r,z—(1,0) Y1, 2+(1,0) ( m)
= > _
(frz)a 7 N exp (=5 3

(1- e B (1 4 o(1))) ,

N =

where the last identity follows from the fact that A1 b, ,_(1,0) b1 241,00 =

1 1
BBy 10) Blosao) B = J5(1— 5 (14 0(1))) J5(1 - § (1+0(1))) (by
lemma A.8, since there is a left-dimer fixed at = according to Zg\x% AL =
1+ 4% (14 0(1)) (proposition A.3), and e=>™/8 =1 — 2ab (14 o(1)) (lemma
A.5). Finally, since o(1) — 0 as § — oo and o(1) does not depend on the
choice of x and A, one may obtain the desired inequality eventually increasing

Bo - 0

4.2 Proof of the corollary 1.4

Set wa N, = #{z € A| disty(z,04) > No}/|A|. By the theorem 1.2,
bound (1.11), using also fy , <1 — fu 5, one obtains:

1 pht+J
<Aorient->}/11 = m Z ((fh,w>}/11 - <fV,ac>}/11) > PA,No(B) (1 _4€_ﬁ E ) :
Tz€EA

On the other hand:

: : |L| — 2No(B) No(8)
PANo = aimar PPN T imal IZ] N
horiz. line of A horiz. line of A

4.3 Proof of the corollary 1.5

Set AN, = #{zr € A| disty(x,04) > Ny} /|A|. By the theorem 1.2,
bound (1.12),

2 N _phkntJ
|<Atransl.>}/11| S m Z |<fr,z>.}/1_<fl’$>lr/ll| S wA,NO(ﬁ) 26 7 2 +1_SDA7NO(5) :

zEA,
z}, even

On the other hand we have already observed in the proof of the corollary 1.4
that PA,N, Zl—?No/N. O
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4.4 Proof of the theorem 1.3

We will prove the inequality (1.13). (1.14) and (1.15) can be proved anal-
ogously. First of all observe that, since 0 < fi 4, fi,y <1,

b h h 1 (ha i) (hae)h <f1,y>}/11> '
(e Al = (Ao i < "g(m,mmm,ymv G filh )
1
Now observe that:
Zh Zh Zh
(hafidh = =z (hadi = 3 (i = %

where Zﬁ\x, Zﬁ\y, Zﬁ‘l\:c,y are the partition function respectively over the

lattices A\ z, A\ y, A\ z,y, with horizontal boundary conditions including
a left-dimer respectively at the site x, at the site y, at both sites x,y.
Therefore

(fie fy)h _ Zj Z?l\w,y
<f1,w>k/l1 <f1,y>k/l1 Zﬁ\m Z}}l\y
Since N > No(f), disty(x,0A4) > No(B), disty(y, 04) > No(B) , distn (z,y) >

No(B), all four partition functions satisfy the hypothesis of the corollary 3.2.
Hence by the cluster expansion (3.4) the partition functions rewrites as

Zh = 4 eXp< > UA((Pt)t)> :

(P:)t€CP A

Cava eXp( Z* UA\a:((Pt)t)) ;

(P)tECD p\a

Cavy exp< Z UA\y((Pt)t)> ,

(Pt)te(g@/\\y

(4.2)

Z?l\ac

h
ZA\y

Zg\m,y = Chpay exp( Z UA\Ly((Pt)t)) .
(P)t€ECP A\a,y

By applying the definition (2.16), it holds

Cr Cpvz
Ay (4.4)
CA\w CA\y

Now consider a polymer P € P U P\, UL 4\, U P g\, - Keeping in mind
the definitions of polymer (2.12) and polymer activity (2.17), observe that:

if disty(supp P,z) > 1, disty(supp P, y) >1 =
PeZxNPpaNPay N Py s 0A(P) = 0n\o(P) = 04\y(P) = 0a\a,y(P) ;
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and that!'?:

if disty(supp P,z) <1, disty(supp P, y) >1 =

Pe (4@/1 N gZA\y) \ (gz/]\ac U ng\x,y) ) QA(P) = QA\y(P) or
Pe(PaunNPruy) \ (ZaUPay), oae(P) =0y (P) or
PePyNPapeNPayN Paay > 0AP) =0a\y(P), o4\a(P) = 0a\ay(P);

and the case disty, (supp P,z) > 1, dist,(supp P,y) < 1 is clearly symmetric
to the previous one. Therefore:

S uar)) - S Une((P)) +

(P )t ECP A (P)tECP N\ &
— Z* UA\y((Pt)t) + Z* UA\J,y((Pt)t) S
(Pe)t€ECP p\y (P)t€ECP N,y

= Z* Ua((P)e)] + Z* U ((P)e)| + (4.5)

(Pt)tefg/l (Pt)teiﬁé‘?‘/\\z
3t: disty (supp P, 2)<1 3t: disty, (supp P, z)<1
3t’: disty, (supp P/, y)<1 3t’: disty (supp P/, y)<1
* *
+ > Uau((P)e)] + > [Unen((P)] -
(P)tECP p\y (Pt)t€ECP A,y
3t: disty, (supp P, z)<1 3t: disty (supp P, z)<1
3t’: disty, (supp P/, y)<1 3t’: disty, (supp P/, y)<1

It is crucial to observe that given a cluster (P;); € €24, since U; supp P
have to be connected in Z2,

distze (z,y) < distze(Ussupp Py, z) + Z | supp P;|—1 + distzz (Uy supp Py, y) -
t

19 The first possibility, namely P polymer only of the lattices that contain z,
happens when supp P > z or P includes a region S; containing z — (1,0). The
second possibility, namely P polymer only of the lattices that do not contain =z,
happens when P includes a line Ly with one endpoint on = + (1,0). The last
possibility happens when P includes a region \S; containing « + (1,0) (and does not
verify the other conditions).
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Hence, assuming that distzz (U; supp P, x) < 1, distzz (U supp Pr,y) <1, it
follows

[Ter) =
t
1
H el o] eXp( ﬁuh 5 Z|S | —m Z |Lg| — 5Jnt>
t ’ ’ i=1
exp (‘T ElsuppPA) :
L o (—(5’”1 - ) le\ am Z Lyl - 5Jnt>

t

< exp (7 (distzz(e.y) — 1) J]ou(P)

where P, = ((Si),, (Lr)h,) for all ¢ and g,(P;) is defined as the factor
appearing in the product over ¢ at the penultimate step. By defining a.(P) :=
2| supp P|, we have that g, (P) e (") is essentially equivalent to g(P) e**) :
we can follow exactly the proof of the theorem 3.1 up to the inequality (3.42)
and prove that the Kotecky-Preiss conditions (3.2), (3.3) hold also with g, ,
a, and m/16 in place of g, a and m/8 (eventually increasing Sy). Therefore,
defining U, ((P)¢) := u((P:):) [T, 0x(P;), by the general theory of cluster

expansion the inequality (3.6) holds also with U,, 9+ and a, in place of Uy,
o4 and a. As a consequence:

Yool < 3 ()| Tar) <

(Pt)t€CP A (Pt)1€€P A
3Jt: disty, (supp P, ) <1 3t: disty, (supp P, z)<1
3t’: disty (supp Py, y)<1 3t disty, (supp Py, y)<1
m . *
< e~ i (disty2(z,y)—1) E |u (P)): HQ* P)
(Pt)te(ﬁ@/\

3t: disty, (supp P, z)<1
3t disth(supp Py, y)Sl

_ 6_%(distzg (z,y)—1) Z* |(7* ((Pt)t) ’ (46)

(Pt)t ECP )
Jt: disty, (supp P, ) <1
3t’: disty, (supp Py, y)<1

(3.6) — _
< 67T(d15tz2 (w,y)-1) Z Ox (P) ea*(P)

PePy
disty, (supp P, z)<1

(3<2) o~ B (disty2(zy)-1) g

16
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The same reasoning can be repeated also for the clusters in €% \,, €Z 4\,
and €2 s\, - Thus, by (4.2), (4.3), (4.4), 4.5, (4.6), one finally obtains:

h h
(fie fly>}/11 _ Z4 ZA\-"M/
<fl,m>l/11 <f17y>1/11 ZA\z Z?l\y

< exp (e*%@“z‘z(w)*l) (3+2+2+2) 16) .

h h
The same bound can be shown to hold also for the inverse ratio {fie2a fiula

(fe fL) 2
hence by (4.1) we conclude that:
—m(dis z.y)— Im
[(fie A — (Ao (fig)h| < e (@stz2 (@01 16
O
4.5 Proof of the corollary 1.6
Since Agransl. = \A\ > e (frae — fiz), the variance of A rewrites as:
w] even
h
<(Atransl.)2>/1 - (<Atransl> |A|2 Z C T,y
x,yeAN

with
O’&ZJ = (<fr,ﬂc fr,y>}/ll - <fr,$>l/]1 <fr,y>}/11) + (<fr,3:>}/ll <f17y>}/11 <fr x fl,y>}/11)
+ (A (e = oz fr)h) + (e fa)i — (fa)h (A)h) -

By the theorem 1.3, for x, y € A such that disty, (x, dA4) > Ny(B8), disty (y, 0A) >
No(B) and disty (z,y) > No(5), it holds

Im s (i
O, < 42M =% (disty (z)-1)
Y= 716
Hence:
h — It (dis z,y)—

<(Atransl.)2>A_(<Atransl.>}/11) - 16|A|2 Z stz o) 1)+1_¢A,A,NO(,8),

z,y€A

zFY

where we set

#{(z,y) e Ax A" | disty (z, 0A) V disty (y, 0A") V disty (2, y) >N0}
AN AT

Now observe that

J— / —
oain, > min gLy, > min (IZ] = 2No) (IL'| — 4No)
Y L,L’ maximal Y L,L’ maximal |L| |L/|
horiz. lines of A horiz. lines of A

(35,

Y



35

hence 1 — w1 4N, < No/N (6 —8Ny/N). And on the other hand:

Z e ist2 (@9)=1) < |4 Z o~ (disty2(2,0)-1) _

z,yeA =y
THEYy x#0
m 4
= [A] ) 4demFD = 4] —
d; (1 —e )2

A Appendix: 1D Systems

Consider a finite line L, that is a finite connected sub-lattice of Z. Consider a
monomer-dimer model on L given by the following partition function:

ZL — Z G*BHL(Q) ell(azl) elr(amr) .
aEDy,

91 denotes the set of monomer-dimer configurations on L (allowing also external
dimers at the endpoints of L); the Hamiltonian is defined as

_ HntJ sites of L with J sites of L with dimer but
Hp = 2 #{monomer } + 2 #{neighbor to monomer in L } )

x1, ¢ denote the left and the right endpoint of L respectively; I, I, represent the
interaction among the configuration on L and the boundary condition outside its
endpoints.

This one-dimensional system can be described by a transfer matriz T' over the

— — L

three possible states of a site, [ =“left-dimer”, r =“right-dimer”, m =“monomer”:

T, T(,r) T(,m) 0 1 +ab
T = (T(T,l) T(r,r) T(r,m)) =110 0 , (A1)
T(m,l) T(m,r) T(m,m) 0+vab a

pntJ . .
where to shorten the notation we set /a = e™”? "I the transfer contribution

of a monomer?’, vb := ¢ #% the transfer contribution of a site with a dimer
but neighbor to a monomer. Two vectors are also needed to encode the boundary
conditions:

Bi = (Bi(l) Bi(r) Bi(m)) := (eh® ¢h(")  fgeh(m) |
B.(l elr® A2
( ()):: et ‘ (A.2)
\/aelr(m)

Proposition A.1 The partition function of the system rewrites as a bilinear form:

Zy =B T" B, . (A.3)

20 The transfer energy of a monomer is half the energy of a monomer because it
appears during two “transfers”.
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Proof According to the previous definitions it is clear that for every configuration
o€ {l,r,m}'t

Lo € IL) e AHL(e) —
= \/&Mal:m) T(Oél,oéz) T(ag,ag) e T(OC‘L|_1,O¢‘L|) \/a]l(au‘lzm) .

Therefore
ZL = Z Bl(al) T(al,a2) T(OéQ,Oé3) - T(aw,l,aw) Br(am)
ae{l,r,m}ILI
=B T"'B,.

O

Assume for the moment that the transfer matrix T is diagonalizable. Denote
by A1, A2, A3 its eigenvalues and by Er(l)7 Er(Q), Er(3)7 El(l), EI(Q), E1(3) the correspond-
ing right (column) eigenvectors and left (row) eigenvectors, normalized so that
EVED =1fori=1,23.

Corollary A.2
Zy= > N1'BEYEY B, (A.4)

i=1,2,3

Proof Since we are assuming that T is diagonalizable, it holds T = PDP~!
where D is the diagonal matrix of eigenvalues, P is the matrix with the right
eigenvectors on the columns, P~! has the left eigenvectors on the rows. Then
TIH=1 = ppIEI=1 p~1 and
3
BT B, = (B P) D" (P B) = Y (BEO) NI (EPB) .

7
i=1

Now our purpose is to diagonalise the transfer matrix 7" when £ is large.

Proposition A.3 For all § > 0 the transfer matriz T is diagonalizable over R.
Its eigenvalues are

M= 14 (14 o(1)

X (A.5)

14 2 (4 o1)
Az = a—ab—a’b(1+0(1))
as B — o0o.

Proof The eigenvalues A1, A2, A3 are the (complex) roots of the characteristic poly-
nomial of T', that is

p(\) i=det(\[ = T) = —ab+ (A —a)(\> — 1) .

For all 8 > 0 it turns out that p has 3 distinct real roots®', hence T is diagonalizable
over the reals.

21 The discriminant of the cubic is A = 18a(1—b) +4a*(1-b) +a’® +4 —27a(1-b),
which is strictly positive for all 0 < a,b <1, (a,b) # (1,0).
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As B — o0, p(A) — A(A% — 1) hence Ay — 1, A2 — —1, A3 — 0. Thus it is
convenient to write A1 = 1+¢e1, Ao = —1+4¢e2, A3 =a+e3 withe; > 0as f — o0
for i = 1,2,3. Now expand the polynomial p in powers of €; and truncate it at the
first order:

0=p\)=—ab+(1—a+e1) (21 +e1) = —ab+ 21 (1+0(1))

= e = %b(1+0(1)) ;
= p\2) = —ab+ (=1 —a+e)(—2e2 +¢3) = —ab+ 2e2 (14 0(1))
= 2= %b(lJro(l)) ;

0 =pAs) = —ab+es((ates)®—1) = —ab—e5(1+0(1))
= e3=—ab(1+0(1)).

In order to find the following order of A3, now one can write A3 = a — ab (1 + &%)
with €5 — 0 as 8 — oo and repeat the procedure:

0= pﬁifb) =14 (1+¢h) (a2(1+0(1)) 71) = a® (14 0(1)) — & (1 + o(1))

= ey =a*(1+0(1)).

0O
Proposition A.4 The right eigenvectors of the transfer matriz T are
1-5(1+0(1))
BV = L ( - “(1+o(1))>
V2 \ Vab (1 +o(1))
@ _ 1 ( 11+ (%1+ 0(83))
B = — |-1-5(+0 (A.6)
V2 Vab(1+ (1))
—avab (14 o(1))
E = | —Vab(1+ o(1))
1+a(l+0(1))
and moreover
E® (1) + ED ) + VabED (3) = Q‘j’i (1+0(1))

as B — oo. The left eigenvectors are obtained by a simple transformation: El(i) =
U(Er(l)) fori=1,2,3, where

U1
g | V2 = (’U2 U1 ’U3) .
k]

Proof The right eigenvectors E, associated to the eigenvalue \ are the non-zero
solutions of the linear system

A(A—a)
AM-T)E:=0 & E.=| A—a |t teR.
Vab
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And the left eigenvectors Ej associated to the same eigenvalue A\ are the non-zero
solutions of the linear system

EM-T)=0 & Fi=(A—aAA—a)Vab)t, teR.

The desired normalization Ej Er = 1 can be obtained by choosing
t=4/2\(A\—a)+ab

in both cases. Now to conclude the proof it is sufficient to exploit the estimates of
the eigenvalues given by the proposition A.3. a

The formula (A.4) together with the estimates of propositions A.3, A.4 give us
a complete control on the one-dimensional system on L at low temperature, for
every choice of the boundary conditions.

We concentrate on providing an estimation of the quantity R;, defined by (2.9),
since it is needed in the section 2. We have to distinguish three cases, according to
where the endpoints of L lie.

Lemma A.5 The ratios of the eigenvalues of the transfer matriz T are

2 a1 to() , 2 = —a+ab(l+o(l)
A1 A2
as B — oo. In particular setting m := — log ‘/\2/)\1‘ it holds
pn+3J
e =1—-e""7 (1+40(1) aspf—oc. (A7)
Proof It follows immediately from the proposition A.3. O

Lemma A.6 Ifx) € 05'S;, then as f — oo

Vb
NG (1+0(1))

Vb
— (1 +o0(1
\/5( (1)

BE® = a(l+o(1)).
If x, € OF*'S;, then the same estimates hold for El(l)Br s El(z)Br, El(g)Br respec-
tively.

Proof If 21 € 9¢*S; then by (2.7) and (A.2) the vector describing the boundary
condition on the left side of the line L is By = (0 v/b v/a) . Then the estimates for

B Erm, 1 =1,2,3, are computed using the proposition A.4. a
Lemma A.7 If x) € O\A, then as 8 — oo

B EW { % 1-201+ 0( ))) if the h-dimer on x1—(1,0) has fized position
1 Loy =

B EY =

BE® = -

\/5( — 5 (1+of if the h-dimer on x1—(1,0) has free position

(1 +5(1+ 0(1))) if the h-dimer on x1—(1,0) is fized to the left
BE® = % (1 + 2 (1+0(1))) if the h-dimer on x1—(1,0) is fized to the right
ﬁ (14+0(1)) if the h-dimer on x1—(1,0) has free position
BE® — —a*Vab (1 +o(1)) if the h-dimer on 21— (1,0) is fized to the left
—avab(l+o0(1)) if the h-dimer on x1—(1,0) is fized to the right or free
If . € 0: A, then the same estimates hold respectively for El(l)Br s El(g)Br, E1(3)Br
after substituting: x1 — (1,0) by xx + (1,0), “left” by “right” and “right” by “left”.
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Proof If &1 € A then by (2.7) and (A.2) the vector describing the boundary
condition on the left side of the line L is: B = (0 1 \/(%) if a left-dimer is fixed
on z1—(1,0); By = (1 00) if a right-dimer is fixed on 21— (1,0); B = (1 1 Vab) if
on x1—(1,0) there is a h-dimer with free position. Then the estimates for B r(i),
i =1,2,3, are computed using the proposition A.4. a

Lemma A.8 Ifx € OiA, then as f —

(14 0(1))) if the h-dimer on &1—(1,0) has fized position

1
B EM ={ V2 (
' (14 0(1))) if the h-dimer on z1—(1,0) has free position

v (1+ & (1+40(1))) if the h-dimer on 21— (1,0) is fized to the left
B E® = % (1+£(1+40(1))) if the h-dimer on x1—(1,0) is fized to the right
% (14 0(1)) if the h-dimer on x1—(1,0) has free position

B E® — —a®Vab (1 +o(1)) if the h-dimer on 21— (1,0) is fized to the left
T —avab(1+0(1))  if the h-dimer on x1—(1,0) is fized to the right or free

If x, € O: A, then the same estimates hold respectively for El(l)Br s E1(2)Br, El(g)Br
after substituting: x1 — (1,0) by xr + (1,0), “left” by “right” and “right” by “left”.

Proof If &1 € 1A then by (2.7) and (A.2) the vector describing the boundary
condition on the left side of the line L is: B = (0 1 \/(%) if a left-dimer is fixed
on z1—(1,0); By = (1 00) if a right-dimer is fixed on 21— (1,0); B = (1 1 Vab) if
on x1—(1,0) there is a h-dimer with free position. Then the estimates for B Er(i)7
i=1,2,3, are computed using the proposition A.4. a

Proposition A.9 Denote by o(1) any function w(B,un, J) that goes to zero as
B — oo and does not depend on the choice of the line L nor on A. Then for every

line L € £a(U;8;), S; € Za pairwise disconnected, A C Z* finite, it holds

|R| < e ™y, (A.8)

where the quantity v can be chosen as follows:

— iy, +J
(e 2 e \LI) (1+0(1) if 1 € Ui0%S;, 2 € UsOPS;

N = %f (1 +o(1)) if ;1 € U088, @ € U0 A
or vice versa x1 € U;OA, z, € U;080S;
1+ o(1) ifxy € A, x: € 0:A
(A.9)

Proof e Suppose z; € 97*"S; and x, € 97*"S; . The definition (2.9) and the corollary
A2 give

Zr,

[L[-1
)\1

M Rp = - BEMEMB,

)\2 |L|—1 ) )\3 |L|—1 3
= (T) BE®PE® B, + <7> BEYEPB, .
1 1
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By the lemma A.5 |[A3/A1] < a|A2/A1| when § is sufficiently large. Therefore, using
also the estimates of lemma A.6, one finds

|L|—1
|RL| < A2 (g (1+0(1) + a* a1 +o(1)))

<3
- |22 o (g +a‘L') (1+0(1)) .

e Suppose now x € 95'S; and z, € ;4. The definition (2.9) and the corollary
A.2 give

1/2 _ Z1, _ 1)
AN TR = 7)\‘1L|_1E1(1)Br B E;
Ao |[L]—-1 BlEr(Q)El(Q)Br A3 |L]-1 BIE£3)E1(3)Br
- (71) EVB, (71) EVB,

By the lemma A.5 |A3/A1] < a|A\2/A1| when $ is sufficiently large. Therefore, using
also the estimates of lemmas A.6, A.8, one obtains

A, [1EI-1
[Re| < /\% gl
with
| if fixed h-dimer on z:+(1,0) % (1+0(1)) + a1 0(a*Vb)
T {if free h-dimer on z,+(1,0) ’Zbg (14 0(1)) 4 alFl=? % (14 0(1))

Vb

—{ AT < %14 o)
(s + <222) (14 0(1)) 2

e Suppose now z1 € A and x; € 0:A. The definition (2.9) and the corollary A.2
give
V43 B

AN B EMN B B,

(NPT BEPEP B (M BEYEY B,

T\ BEMEMB, A BEYEYB,
By the lemma A.5 |[A3/A1] < a|A\2/A1| when $ is sufficiently large. Therefore, using
also the estimates of lemma A.8, one obtains
Ay |1 EI-1
A

Rp =

|Rr| <

with
if fixed h-b.c. on both sides 1+ 2a (1 + o(1)) + a/*I=1 O(a®b)

_ )if fixed h-b.c. on one side, 2 (1+0(1)) + a*I=1 O(a®b
7 = free h-b.c. on the other one * ( (1) (a°b)

if free h-b.c. on both sides @ (1+0(1)) 4 aFI7! % (1+0(1))
1+2a(1+0(1))

—{ F(+o(1) < 1+4o0(1).
(£ 4 2520 (14 o(1))
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B Appendix: Cluster Expansion

In this Appendix we state the main results about the general theory of cluster
expansion used in this paper. The condition that we adopt to guarantee the con-
vergence of the expansion is due to Kotecky-Preiss [11]. For a modern proof we
refer to [17].

Let & be a finite set, called the set of polymers. Let ¢ : & — C, called the
polymer activity, and 6 : & x & — {0, 1}, called the polymer hard-core interaction,
such that §(P,P) = 0 and 6(P,P’) = 6(P', P) for all P,P' € &. Consider the
polymer partition function:

z:= Y I P I8P P)

PICP Pep! PP e’

1 qPiP' (B.1)
=3 = > Tlew) ITo. P
q>0 7 Py,...,Pie P t=1 t<s

A family of polymers (P, ..., Py) is called compatible if (P, Ps) = 1 for all t # s;
otherwise it is called incompatible. Observe that in the partition function Z only
the compatible families of polymers give non-zero contributions.

A family of polymers (Pi,..., P,) is called a cluster if the graph with vertex set
{1,...,q} and edge set {(t,s)|d(P:, Ps) = 0} is connected.

Theorem B.1 Suppose that there ezists a: & — [0,00[, called size function, such
that the Kotecky-Preiss condition is satisfied, namely:

> Je(P) e < a(P*) VPeP. (B.2)

Pcop
§(P,P*)=0

Then:

where the series on the r.h.s. is absolutely convergent and

uw(Py,...,P) = 3 (-nlE, (B.4)
G=(V,E) connected graph
V={1,....q}
EC{(t,s)[(Pt,Ps)=0}

Moreover, for all & C &

SIS e, )l < S JeP) e . (BS)

!
q>0 7 Py,...,Pge ' t=1 Pe®
Jt: Ped pe&

It is worth to observe that if (P, ..., Py) is not a cluster then u(Pi,..., P;) = 0.
Therefore only the clusters of polymers (that are infinitely many) give non-zero
contributions to the expansion (B.3) of log Z.
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