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WILSON LOOP EXPECTATIONS IN LATTICE GAUGE
THEORIES WITH FINITE GAUGE GROUPS

SKY CAO

ABSTRACT. Wilson loop expectations at weak coupling are computed to
first order, for four dimensional lattice gauge theories with finite gauge
groups which satisfy some mild additional conditions. This continues
recent work of Chatterjee, which considered the case of gauge group Z.
The main steps are (1) reducing the first order computation to a problem
of Poisson approximation, and (2) using Stein’s method to carry out the
Poisson approximation.
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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Motivation. Lattice gauge theories are models from physics which are
obtained by discretizing continuous spacetime using a lattice. The effect of
this discretization is that path integrals which were originally over infinite
dimensional spaces become ordinary integrals over finite dimensional spaces.
This ensures that lattice gauge theories are mathematically well-defined, un-
like their continuum counterparts, Euclidean Yang-Mills theories. However,
ultimately the goal is to rigorously construct a Euclidean Yang-Mills the-
ory (and then show that it can be used to construct a Quantum Yang-Mills
theory). Naturally, one might hope to do so by discretizing spacetime by a
lattice, then sending the lattice mesh size to zero (so that the lattice “con-
verges” to continuous spacetime), and finally taking the limit of the corre-
sponding lattice gauge theories. This is analogous to constructing Brownian
motion by taking a limit of random walks. In order for this approach to
work, various properties of lattice gauge theories must be very well under-
stood. Building on recent work of Chatterjee [7], this paper seeks to improve
our understanding of one particular property of lattice gauge theories, to be
described shortly. For more background and a review of the existing results
involving lattice gauge theories, see Chatterjee’s survey [6] and the refer-
ences therein, in particular Seiler’s monograph [I7] and the book by Glimm
and Jaffe [13].

1.2. Main result. We first define lattice gauge theories. Let G be a com-
pact group, with the identity denoted by 1. We will commonly refer to G
as the gauge group. Let p be a unitary representation of GG, with dimension
d, and let x be the character of p. Take a finite lattice

A= ([al,bl] X oo X [a4,b4]) ﬂZ4,

where b; — a; is the same for all 1 < i < 4. Let E(A) be the set of directed
nearest-neighor edges in A. Let X(A) be the set of functions o : E(A) — G,
with the constraint that for any edge (7,y) € E(A), we have o(, ) T (y2)"
We will commonly refer to o as an edge configuration. By a “plaquette” p
in A, we mean a unit square whose four boundary edges are in A. Let P(A)
be the set of plaquettes in A. For p € P(A), suppose the vertices of p are

x1,x2,x3, Ty, in (say) counter-clockwise order. In an abuse of notation, for
o € 3(A), define

Up = U(xl7:02)0'(:02@3)0(9637:04)0(964@1). (1.1)
Define
Salo) == D Re(x(1) — x(op))-

peEP(A)
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Let pa be the product Haar measure on 3(A). For 8 > 0, let uy g be the
probability measure defined by

dunp(0) = Zyly e PO dpy (o), (1.2)

where Z g is the normalizing constant. We say that us g is the lattice gauge
theory with gauge group G, on A, with inverse coupling constant 5. In this
paper we will work in the large 8 regime, which is also known as the weak
coupling regime.

The choices of the gauge group G which are most relevant to physics
include U(1), SU(3), and SU(3) x SU(2) x U(1). However, in this paper,
we will be forced to make a mathematical simplification, and assume that
G is finite. This simplification may lessen the direct relevance to physics,
but finite gauge groups have in fact been previously studied in both the
mathematics and physics literature; see e.g. [2, B [7, O 15, 16, 19, 20]
for an incomplete list. It remains to be seen whether the methods of this
paper may be extended to continuous groups. The difficulty that continuous
groups pose will be described at the end of this subsection, after a brief proof
sketch of the main result is given.

Hereafter, assume G is finite. In this case, we can specify that the Haar
measure i is simply counting measure. Having defined lattice gauge the-
ories, we now turn to the key objects of interest. Let v be a closed loop in
A, denoted by its sequence of directed edges eq,...,e,. The length of ~ is
the number of edges in 7. We say that « is a self avoiding loop if no edge
is repeated (ignoring orientation, so that if (z,y) is in v, then (y,x) cannot
also be in ). Given an edge configuration o € ¥(A), define the Wilson loop
variable W, by

W, =W,(0) = x(0e, -+~ 0e,,)-

We will also commonly write

Hae =0y Oeps (1.3)

ecy

i.e. the product over the edges in v is understood to be an ordered product.

Now given A, 3,7, let (W,)a s be the expectation of W., under the lattice
gauge theory pp g. Ideally, we want to take A 1 Z*, and work with an
infinite volume limit of the lattice gauge theories. However, as mentioned
in [6], in general it is not known whether such infinite volume limits are
unique. Failing this, we will work with subsequential limits, which always
exist, by a compactness argument (given in Section 6 of [7] for the case
G = Zo, and which is easily generalized to finite groups). Hereafter, let
(W,)p denote the expectation of W, under some subsequential limit of the
finite volume lattice gauge theories pp g, as A 1 Z*. Actually, in the case
that the gauge group is Abelian, infinite volume limits do always exist, at
least if the unitary representation p is one dimensional. This seems to be
well known, and was e.g. pointed out by Seiler [I7], as well as by Frohlich
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and Spencer [I1]. One proceeds by using the Ginibre inequality [12] to show
that (W,)a g is monotone in A.

Chatterjee [7] recently obtained a first order expression for the Wilson
loop expectation (W,)g in the case G = Zy = {£1}, at large 5. We extend
this result to any finite group G, under certain mild conditions, to be given
shortly. The motivation for performing this calculation is that one approach
to defining a continuum limit is to define Wilson loop expectations in the
continuum by taking a limit of Wilson loop expectations in lattice gauge
theories (see Section 5 of [6]). In order to do so, we must have a precise
understanding of the latter. Also, the constraint that S be large might
not be too restrictive, since it is believed that for physically relevant lattice
gauge theories such as G = SU(3), as the lattice mesh size is taken to zero,
we must simultaneously take 8 — oo (see Section 3 of [6]).

We are almost ready to state the main result. First, define

Ag = 22111 Re(x(1) — x(9))-

Here the minimum is also implicitly over g € G. Note the condition Ag > 0
is equivalent to the condition that p is faithful. Now for 5 > 0, g € G, define

©p(g) = exp(—BRe(x(1) — x(9))), (1.4)

rg =Y 0s(g)°, (1.5)
g#1

Ag =15 plg)es(9). (1.6)

g#1
Note since p is a unitary representation, we have that Ag is Hermitian, and
moreover |[Agl|, <1 for all # > 0. Let A1(8),...,Aq(8) be the eigenvalues

of Ag. Let Gy :={g € G:g# 1,Re(x(1) — x(9)) = Ag}, and let
1
A= — .
ol >~ 2(9)

9€Go

Observe limg_,o, Ag = A entrywise, and consequently A is also Hermitian.

Theorem 1.2.1. Let G be a finite group, and let p be a unitary represen-
tation of G of dimension d. Suppose p is faithful, so that Ag > 0. Suppose

1
B> —(1000 + 141log |G]), (1.7)
Ag
and also suppose | Agl|,, <1. Let
cg :=min(0.15,27 ¥ log || Ag| .}, 1 — [|45]l,,)- (1.8)

For any self avoiding loop v in Z* of length ¢, we have
d
‘<W'y>ﬁ _ Ze—ﬁrlg(l—)\i(ﬁ))‘ < (26 + 2)de_BAGcﬁ/(3+2cﬂ), (19)
i=1
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Remark 1.2.2. To be clear, the bound (L9]) holds for any subsequential
limit of the finite volume lattice gauge theories pip g, as A 1 Z*. Also, the
threshold (7)) is very loose. It should be possible to tighten this somewhat
by a more careful argument.

Remark 1.2.3. If ||A[[,, <1, then [[4g]|,, <1 for all large enough 3, and
also cg will stay bounded away from zero as [ goes to infinity. Somewhat
ironically, this theorem does not directly cover the case G = Zo, since this
group has only a single non-identity element, which leads to ||A|,, = 1.
However, if in the error bound (L.9) we allow ourselves an extra error term
that accounts for the “roughness” of the loop =, then by a small additional
argument, we can handle this case (note Theorem 1.1 of [7] also includes
this roughness penalty).

For groups with more than one non-identity element, i.e. groups of order
at least 3, there always exists a faithful unitary representation for which
|All,, < 1; see Lemma [A.Il Additionally, the condition ||A[,, < 1 is sat-
isfied for any pair (G, p) such that G is of order at least 3, and p is an
irreducible faithful unitary representation of G; see Lemma [A.2l

Furthermore, in the case that p is irreducible, A becomes a very simple
matrix. This is because Gy must be a union of conjugacy classes of G, which
implies that for any h € G, we must have p(h)Ap(h™!) = A, i.e. Ais an
intertwiner. Thus by Schur’s lemma, A must be a multiple A of the identity
matrix. This value A may then be calculated from the character table of p.
The matrix Ag may be similarly calculated.

Remark 1.2.4. I expect that the methods of this paper can be adapted
to other dimensions besides four, and possibly also other types of lattices,
though the specific formulas for Wilson loop expectations will likely change.

Remark 1.2.5. There is also a recent article by Forsstrom, Lenells, and
Viklund [10], which handles the case of finite Abelian gauge groups. They
do obtain a much better 8 threshold in this setting.

To interpret Theorem [[L2.T] suppose we are taking 5 — oo. Then in order
for (W,)s to have nontrivial behavior (i.e. not tending to 0 or d), we must

take £ ~ ar;l for some « > 0, which gives

d
(W,)p ~ Z e~ (1=2i(B))
i=1

Letting A1,..., Aq be the eigenvalues of A, and recalling Ag — A entrywise,

we then have .

(W5~ 3 emetio,
i=1

It should be noted that Theorem 1.1 of [7] additionally covers the case

of multiple disjoint self avoiding loops. In this paper, for simplicity, we will

just focus on a single self avoiding loop. When the gauge group is Abelian,
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the proof of the more general case is essentially the same, but when the
gauge group is non-Abelian, there are some additional complications that
affect both the statement and the proof of the main result. I do however
anticipate that these complications are secondary to the main arguments
behind the first order computation.

Instead of immediately proving Theorem [[L2.1] for general finite groups, I
have decided to first consider the case where the gauge group is Abelian, at
the expense of making the paper longer. This is because it turns out that
the main probabilistic insights needed are already all present in the Abelian
case. The extension from Abelian to non-Abelian then mainly consists of
verifying that the main insights still hold, even if the gauge group is non-
Abelian.

I will now try to give a quick preview of the proof, starting in the Abelian
case. First, at large (8, it turns out that it is more natural to study the finite
volume lattice gauge theory pp g not in terms of the edge configuration
o, but rather in terms of a certain random collection of surfaces. This is
analogous to studying low temperature Ising models on Z? in terms of a
random collection of loops. Now here is the key insight, which is already
present in Chatterjee’s work [7]: to first order, the Wilson loop expectation
is the moment generating function of a Poisson random variable, and this we
know how to exactly evaluate. The key step in showing this claim is showing
that a certain random variable defined in terms of the random collection of
surfaces is approximately Poisson. To do so, we use the dependency graph
approach to Stein’s method for Poisson approximation [§], and to verify the
conditions of Stein’s method, we use cluster expansion [3]. Indeed, here is
why it is so useful to work in terms of the random collection of surfaces: the
cluster expansion allows us to show that the random collection of surfaces
has “a lot of independence”, in a sense to be made precise in the proof. It is
this independence that makes it possible to perform a first order calculation.

If we now consider general gauge groups, we can still express the Wilson
loop expectation in terms of a random collection of surfaces. Except now,
to first order, Wilson loop expectations are traces of expectations of a fixed
matrix raised to a Poisson random variable, but this is still exactly evaluable.
As before, the key to the Poisson approximation is to take advantage of the
fact that the random collection of surfaces has a lot of independence. How-
ever, the non-Abelianness of the situation makes verifying this independence
more difficult, due to the presence of additional topological considerations.
Central to the handling of these additional topological considerations is the
observation by Szlachanyi and Vecsernyes [19] that the difficulties which
arise can be understood in terms of algebraic topology.

Finally, the reason that we are forced to consider finite gauge groups is
as follows. When the gauge group is continuous, the random collection of
surfaces is actually not random at all: with probability 1, it will consist of
every plaquette in the lattice A. Thus in this case there is no information
contained about Wilson loop expectations.
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As we begin the rest of the paper, let me note that there is an index of
notation at the end, which contains much of the notation introduced in the
course of the paper.

2. DISCRETE EXTERIOR CALCULUS

This section collects the basic statements about discrete exterior calculus
which will be needed throughout this paper. We mostly follow Section 2 of

7.

2.1. The lattice cell complex in four dimensions. Let z € Z*. There
are four edges coming out of x in a positive direction. Denote these edges
dxy,dxy,drs,dry. For 1 < k < 4and 1 < i < -+ < i < 4, the edges
dx;,,...,dz; determine a positively oriented k-cell of Z* (which can be
visualized as a k dimensional unit cube). Denote this k-cell by

dl’il VANEIERIVAY dl’zk

Denote the negatively oriented version of this k-cell by —dx;, A --- A dx;, .
More generally, for 1 < iy,...,7; < 4, define dz;, A --- A dx;, to be zero if
the 41,...,4; are not all distinct, and otherwise define it to be (—1)"dx;, A
--+Adzj, , where j; < --- < jj, is the sorted version of i1,. .., 1, and m is the
sign of the permutation that takes i1,...,7 to j1,...,ji. In the case k =0,
the positively oriented 0-cell associated to x will be denoted x, while the
negatively oriented 0-cell will be denoted —z (not to be confused with the
vertex obtained by multiplying all coordinates by —1). To help visualize, a
0-cell is a vertex, a 1-cell is an edge, and a 2-cell is a plaquette.
A rectangle B in Z* is a set of the form

([al,bl] X oo X [a4,b4]) 024,

where the a;’s and b;’s are all integers. If the side lengths b; — a; are the
same for all 4, then B is said to be a cube. Now let ¢ be a k-cell. We say
that ¢ is in B if every vertex of ¢ is a vertex of B. We say that ¢ is on the
boundary of B if every vertex of c is a boundary vertex of B. We say that c
is in the interior of B if ¢ is in B, but is not on the boundary of B. We say
that ¢ is outside B if there is at least one vertex of ¢ that is not a vertex of
B. For rectangles B, B’ in Z*, we say that B is contained in B’, or B is in
B’, or B’ contains B, if every vertex of B is in B’.

2.2. Discrete differential forms, derivative, and coderivative. Let G
be an additive Abelian group. A G-valued k-form f is an odd G-valued
function on the set of oriented k-cells of Z*. Here, “odd” means that for any
oriented k-cell ¢, we have f(—c) = —f(c). We may also define k-forms on a
cube B. l.e., a G-valued k-form on B is an odd G-valued function on the
oriented k-cells of B.

Now let 1 < k < 4. We begin to define the exterior derivative of a k-form.
First, given a positively oriented k-cell ¢, we want to express the collection of
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oriented (k—1)-cells which are “contained” in c¢. Denote ¢ = dxj, A- - - Adz;, ,
where i1 < --- < 14. For 1 <j <k, let

D) = (1) dagy A Adag A~ A dag,

denote the oriented (k — 1)-cell obtained from c by omitting the edge dz;;,

and adjusting the orientation by the factor (—1)7. For 1 < ¢ < k, let ey be the

fth standard basis vector, i.e. the vector with 1 in the £th coordinate, and 0

in all other coordinates. Let () := x+4¢y, and define Cij = d:ztxj IA-- '/\d:EEZj ),
For 2 < k < 4, the oriented (k — 1)-cells

(i1) 7c(ik)7 _ i) _lir)

P i1 i

are said to be contained in ¢, respecting orientation. If & = 1, then ¢ =
dx; for some 1 < ¢ < 4. The oriented 0-cells which are contained in dx;,
respecting orientation, are then defined to be x + ¢;, and —z. Le., the
incoming vertex of dx; is positively oriented, while the outgoing vertex of
dx; is negatively oriented.

As an example, given a positively oriented plaquette, there are two pos-
itively oriented edges and two negatively oriented edges contained in this
plaquette. These four edges naturally form a closed loop on the boundary
of the plaquette. Now given a positively oriented k-cell ¢, and an oriented
(k — 1)-cell ¢, define

1 c is contained in ¢, respecting orientation
/ . . . . . .
I(c,c) == ¢ —1 —( is contained in ¢, respecting orientation
0 otherwise.

If ¢ is negatively oriented, define I(c/,c) := I(—c’,—c). Observe also that
I(d,c¢) = —I(—,¢), and thus also I(d,¢) = —I(¢/,—c). Throughout this
paper, we will often not worry about orientation, and we will say that ¢ is
contained in ¢, or ¢ contains ¢, if I(c,¢) # 0.

Fix a cube B. For 0 < k < 3, and a G-valued k-form f on B, define the
exterior derivative of f, denoted by df, as the following G-valued (k+1)-form
on B. Given an oriented (k + 1)-cell ¢, define

@)= > I 0)f(c).
¢ 5 Dos oriant.

One may verify that df (—c¢) = —df (¢), so that df is in fact odd. Observe that
this definition of the exterior derivative coincides with the definition given
in Section 2.3 of [7] (in the special case n = 4, and 0 < k < 3), although the
formulas are stated with different notation. This different notation will be
useful in Section 23] when we state and prove a discrete Stokes’ theorem.
We thus have the following results from [7].

Lemma 2.2.1 (Lemma 2.1 of [7]). Let G be an additive Abelian group, B
a cube, and 0 < k < 3. Let f be a G-valued k-form on B. Then ddf = 0.
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Lemma 2.2.2 (Poincaré lemma, Lemma 2.2 of [7]). Let G be an additive
Abelian group, B a cube, and 1 < k < 3. For any G-valued k-form f on
B such that df = 0, there exists a G-valued (k — 1)-form h on B such that
f = dh. Moreover, if G is finite, then the number of such h is the same
for any such f. Finally, if f vanishes on the boundary of B, then h may be
taken to also vanish on the boundary of B.

We now begin to define the coderivative. Let 1 < k < 4. Let f be a G-
valued k-form. Define the coderivative of f to be the G-valued (k — 1)-form,
denoted J f, defined as follows. For an oriented (k — 1)-cell ¢, define

@)= Y L))
¢’ a pos.
orient. k-cell

Again, this definition of  f coincides with the definition given in Section 2.5
of [7]. We thus have the following result from [7].

Lemma 2.2.3 (Poincaré lemma for the coderivative, Lemma 2.7 of [7]). Let
G be an additive Abelian group. Let 1 < k < 3. Let f be a G-valued k-form
which is zero outside of a finite region. Suppose §f = 0. Then there is a
G-valued (k + 1)-form h such that f = 6h. Moreover, if f is zero outside a
cube B, then h may be taken to be zero outside B as well.

2.3. Discrete Stokes’ theorem. Let G be an additive Abelian group. Let
B be a cube. Let f be a G-valued 1-form on B. Let g be a Z-valued 1-form
on Z*, which is zero outside of B, and such that g = 0. By the Poincaré
lemma for the coderivative, there is a Z-valued 2-form h such that dh = g,
and h is zero outside of B. Define

(f,9) = (fiohy:= Y dh(e)f(e)
el of B

Similarly, define

(df,hy == > h(p)df(p).
p a pos. orient.
2-cell of B

The following result is a discrete version of Stokes’ theorem.
Lemma 2.3.1 (Stokes’ theorem). We have (f,0h) = (df,h).

Proof. Since h is zero outside of B, for any oriented 1-cell e of B, we have

oh(e) = 3. I(ep)h(p).

2-cell of B

Now proceed by exchanging the order of summation. O
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3. THE ABELIAN CASE

3.1. Setup and notation. We first introduce notation which is slightly
different from the notation of Section Il Let G be an Abelian group, now
with addition as the group operation, and the identity denoted by 0. Since
we are considering a special case anyway, let us also assume that p is a
one-dimensional unitary representation of G. In this case x = p, x(0) = 1,
and x is multiplicative, i.e. x(g9+ ¢') = x(9)x(¢’) for all g,¢' € G. For an
example to keep in mind, take G to be the integers modulo n, and take p to
be the representation given by p(k) = ¢>™*/" Observe that we may write

Ag = min Re(1 - x(9)), (3.1)

Ag =15 x(9)es(9)%,
g#0

1
A= m Z x(9)-

9€Go

Moreover, A € [—1,1], and Ag € [—1,1] for all 3 > 0.

Let A be a cube. Let Ay be the set of positively oriented edges of A, and
let Ay be the set of positively oriented plaquettes of A. Note any o € GM
may be naturally extended to a G-valued 1-form on A, by setting o_, := —o,
for e € A;. Thus in a slight abuse of notation, we will often think of o as
an actual 1-form. Similarly, we will think of elements ¢ € G*? as actual
2-forms.

For 0 € GM| p € Ay, observe that o, (recall equation (1)) is the same
as (do)p. Thus for § > 0, we have that py g may be viewed as a probability
measure on G| given by (recall equation (T) for the definition of g, and
also recall that the base measure up is specified to be counting measure)

pas(0) = Zyy [ es((do)y),

pEA2
where
Znp = Z H ps((do)p).
oc€eGM1 pEA2

Now let v = e1---e, be a self avoiding loop in A of length /. In an
abuse of notation, we will identify ~ with its induced Z-valued 1-form: for
any oriented l-cell e in Z*, we have 7, = 1 if e appears in v, 7, = —1 if
—e appears in v, and 7. = 0 otherwise (note as -~ is self avoiding, we have
Ye € {—1,0,1} for all e). By the expression “e € 4”7, we mean that v, # 0,
i.e. the edge e (in some orientation) is in the loop ~. Similarly, “e ¢ ~”
denotes 7. = 0. Now because G is an additive group, we may express the
Wilson loop variable W, : GM — C by

W, (o) = x({(o,7))-
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One may think of the expression (o, ) as an integral of o over the closed loop
7. Now as v has length ¢, there is a cube B, contained in A of side length
¢, which contains 7. Consequently, the associated 1-form is zero outside B,.
Moreover, since -y starts and ends at the same point, we have éy = 0. Thus
the Poincaré lemma for the coderivative implies that there is a Z-valued
2-form S (“S” for surface), which is zero outside B, (and thus also outside
A), such that 05 = . Stokes’ theorem then implies

W, () = x({do, 5)) = [T x(Sp(do),).

pEA2

Now to calculate the infinite volume expectation (W.,)g, it suffices to cal-
culate the finite volume expectation (W, )a g, for all large enough A. The
following theorem does just that. Proving this is the main focus of Section

Bl

Theorem 3.1.1. Let G be a finite Abelian group, and let p be a faithful
one-dimensional unitary representation of G. (Note since p is faithful we
have Ag > 0.) Let A be a cube in Z* with side length N. Let vy be a self
avoiding loop of length £ in A, and let B be a cube in A of side length ¢,
which contains . Let L be the £>° distance between the boundary of A and
the boundary of B, and suppose L > 50 (say). Suppose

5> 2 (60 + 1410g(|G| ~ 1),
G

and also suppose that |Ag| < 1.
cg :=min(0.15,0.5log |Ag| ™, 1 — Ap). (3.2)
Then
(W) as — e~ s (1=48)| < (2¢ 4 2)(e~PAG/2 | N1e=BLAG/2)en/(154es)

Remark 3.1.2. Note if |[A| < 1, then |Ag| < 1 for all 3 large enough,
and also cg will stay bounded away from zero as 3 — oo. Additionally,
as we take A 1 Z*, we will have that L is on the order of N, so that the
term N4e PLAc/2 will disappear. Actually, this term can be done away
with entirely, as we will see when we consider the general case in Section
M4 However, in the present special case, getting rid of the term requires an
additional argument which is not central to the overall picture, and thus I
have decided against including this additional argument.

Remark 3.1.3. Actually, in order for a finite Abelian group to have a
faithful one dimensional representation, it must be cyclic. However, the
proof of Theorem [B.I.1] does not directly use this fact, and thus I have
decided against explicitly putting this in the theorem assumptions.

Remark 3.1.4. The assumption that p is one-dimensional is primarily a
simplifying assumption, and it can be removed by slight generalizations of
the arguments of the present section. However, since consideration of the
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Abelian case before the fully general case is mainly intended to illuminate
the needed probabilistic arguments, I decided to just assume that p is one-
dimensional to remove any added complexity. In any case, the main result
of the paper (Theorem [[L2.1]) applies even when the dimension of p is greater
than one.

3.2. Setting up the cluster expansion. We begin by rewriting the par-
tition function so that we can later perform a cluster expansion. Full proofs
will be given for completeness, but I should note that this is more or less
standard and the ideas can be found e.g. in Section 3 of [17]. For ¢ € G"2,
define supp(q) := {p € Az : ¢, # 0}. For plaquette sets P C Ay, define

oP):= > []esa)

qeGhr2  peP
dq=0
supp(q)=P

It will also be useful later on to define

P5(P) = Z H X(Spap) H ©5(ap)-

qgeGhr2  peP peP
dq=0
supp(q)=F

Note ®,Pg depend on A, but we will hide this dependence. For any
g € G2 such that dg = 0, let N be the number of ¢ € GM such that
q = do. Recall by the Poincaré lemma, N; does not depend on gq.

Lemma 3.2.1. We have

Zyg =N > ®(P).
PCAs

Proof. Recall by Lemma [ZZI] that for any o € G, we have ddo = 0. Thus

Zng= Y [ es((do)y) = > [ ws(ap)l{o:do =g}

oceGM1 pEA2 qeGh2 pEA2
dq=0
=N Y [T esta) =M > > T[wvsla
qeGA2 pEA2 PCAs  geGgh2 peP
dq=0 dq=0
supp(q)=P

as desired. Note in the final equality, we used the fact that ¢3(0) =1. O

The objects defined in the following definition will play a fundamental
role throughout the rest of the paper, even in the general setting.

Definition 3.2.2. Given a plaquette set P C Ay, we may obtain an undi-
rected graph G(P) as follows. The vertices of the graph are the plaquettes
of P. Place an edge between any two plaquettes p1,ps € P such that there
is a 3-cell ¢ in A which contains both pq, po.

A vortex is a set V' C Ag such that G(V) is connected. For general
plaquette sets P C Ag, we may partition G(P) into connected components
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G1,...,Gy, which corresponds to a partition of P into vortices Vi,..., Vj,
such that G; = G(V;) for all 1 < ¢ < k. Observe that as the partition
of an undirected graph into connected components is unique, the resulting
partition of P into vortices is also unique. The name “vortex” is inspired
by similar usage in [7].

For plaquette sets Pi, P, C Ay, denote P; ~ P», and call Py, P, compati-
ble, if there do not exist edges in G(P; U P) between the subgraphs G(P;)
and G(P,). Otherwise, denote P; ~ P», and call P, P, incompatible. For
n > 3, we will say that P,..., P, are compatible if any pair P;, P; is compat-
ible, 1 < i # j < n. Observe that if P is partitioned into vortices V7,..., Vs
as described in the previous paragraph, then Vi,...,V, are compatible.

Given a plaquette set P C Ao, let the unique partition of P into compat-
ible vortices Vi,..., V) as previously described be called the vortex decom-
position of P. For each 1 <1 < k, we say that V; is a vortex of P.

The following lemma states that ® and ®g have factorization properties
that respect the notion of compatibility which we just defined. This is the
crucial fact which will allow us to use general cluster expansion results later.

Lemma 3.2.3. Suppose Py,..., P, C Ay are compatible. Then
O(PLU---UPR,) =D(P)--- (P,

and
Ps(PLU---UP,) =og5(P1)- ®5(Py).

The key to proving this lemma is the following result.

Lemma 3.2.4. Suppose P;, P, C Ay are compatible. Then any 2-form
g € G* such that dg = 0, supp(q) = Py U Py has a unique decomposition
q=q" +¢* where ¢ € G, dg' =0, supp(¢’) = P, i =1,2.

Proof. We first show existence. The natural candidate for the decomposition
is
¢ =qlp, i=1,2.

Then clearly ¢ = q' + ¢%, and supp(q’) = P;, i = 1,2. It remains to show
dg® = 0. Take i = 1, say. We need to show that for every 3-cell ¢ in A, we
have (dg'). = 0. We may split into two cases. In the first case, suppose c
contains a plaquette of P;. Then since P;, P, are compatible, we must have
that ¢ cannot contain a plaquette of P,. Thus for every plaquette p in ¢, we
have qll, = ¢, and thus (dg'). = (dq). = 0. On the other hand, if the cube c
contains no plaquette of P;, then qzl, = 0 for every plaquette p in ¢, and thus
(dg'). = 0.

To show uniqueness, suppose ¢ = ¢' +¢* = ¢* +¢*. Then ¢! —¢' = > —¢>.
We know that supp(¢*—¢') C Py, supp(¢*—q¢?) C P, and Py, P» are disjoint.
Thus ¢; —¢' =0, and §° — ¢*> = 0. ([

Proof of Lemma[3.2.3. Tt suffices to take n = 2. T will give the proof for
®; the proof for ®g is essentially the same. Observe ®(P; U P») involves
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a sum over ¢ such that dg = 0,supp(q) = P U P». By Lemma B.2.4] we
have that any such ¢ has a unique decomposition ¢ = q' + ¢%, with d¢* =0,
supp(q') = P;, i = 1,2. Moreover, for such a decomposition, we have

1T esta) =11 es(a) TT es(a)-

peEPIUP, peEP pEP>

From this, we see that the sum over ¢ factors into the product of sums over
q', ¢%, and the desired result follows. O

3.3. Wilson loop expectation in terms of random collections of vor-
tices. We now begin to write the Wilson loop expectation in terms of the
vortices introduced in the previous subsection. First, we need to make the
following key definition, which will play an important role throughout the
rest of this paper, even in the general setting.

Definition 3.3.1. For a positively oriented edge e in Z*, define P(e) to be
the set of positively oriented plaquettes p in Z* which contain e. We will
call P(e) a minimal vortex.

The sense in which P(e) is “minimal” will become clear later. With A, 8
implicit, let ¥ be a random variable which has law pp g. Define P(X) :=
supp(dX). Given a realization of P(X), we may consider the decomposition
of P(¥) into compatible vortices. The set of vortices of P(X) is the random
collection of surfaces which was alluded to in the introduction. The following
lemma expresses the distribution of P(X) in terms of the function ® which
we defined earlier.

Lemma 3.3.2. For any plaquette set P C Ao, we have

N1®(P o(P
P(P(S) = P) = 12(P) _ (P) -
ZAB > prca, 2(F)
Proof. Essentially the same steps as in the proof of Lemma [3.2.11 O

The following lemmas allow us to express EW,(X) = (W,)a g in terms of
the random collection of surfaces P(X).

Lemma 3.3.3. For any plaquette set P C Ay such that P(P(X) = P) > 0,
we have

EW, (%) | P(X) = P] =
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Proof. We have

EW,(E)L(P(X) = P)] = — > T x(Spdo)y) T ws((do)y)
AB oeGM pEA) pEA2
supp(do)=P
Ny
=7 Z H X(Spap) H e8(ap)
AB qeGhr2  peP peEP
dq=0
supp(q)=F
Ny
=—®g(P
7 s(P)
Now conclude by Lemma [3.3.2] and Bayes’ rule. O

Lemma 3.3.4. For compatible plaquette sets Pi,...,P, C Ay such that
P(P(X)=PU---UP,) >0, we have

E[W,(2) | P(S) =P, U---UP,] = HE[WV(Z) | P(2) = PJ.

Proof. This follows by Lemmas B3.3.3] and B.2.3] O

Since any plaquette set P C As may be decomposed into a compatible
collection of vortices, we now want to understand E[W,(X) | P(X) = V] for
vortices V.

Definition 3.3.5. Given A+, we say that a vortex V' C Ao does not con-
tribute if either: (1) no plaquette of V' is on the boundary of A, and there
exists a cube B in A which contains V in its interior, such that no edge of
v is in B, or (2) there is a plaquette of V' on the boundary of A, but no
plaquette of V' is in B,. Let Cy , be the collection of such vortices.

Lemma 3.3.6. Let V C Ay be a vortexr which does not contribute, i.e.
V eCppy. IfP(P(X)=V) >0, then

EW,(2) | P(X)=V] =1
Proof. By Lemma [3.3.3] we know
P5(V)
(V)

Recalling the definitions of ® and ®g, it suffices to show that for any ¢ € G2
such that dg = 0,supp(q) =V, we have

H X(Spgp) = 1.

peV

EW,(2) | P(E) =V] =

To show this, it suffices to show

Z Spap = Z Spp = = 0.

peV pEA2
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First, assume that no plaquette of V' is on the boundary of A. Then I claim
that there is a 1-form ¢ such that ¢ = do, and o, = 0 for all edges e in ~.
We would then have by Stokes’ theorem (g, S) = (o,v) = 0.

To see the claim, first observe that by assumption, there is a cube B in
A which contains V' in its interior, such that no edge of v is in B. Let § be
the 2-form obtained by restricting ¢ to B. We have that dg = 0, and also
as supp(q) = V, we have that ¢ vanishes on the boundary of B. Thus by
the Poincaré lemma, there exists a 1-form ¢ on B, such that ¢ = d&, and
& vanishes on the boundary of B. Now extend & to a 1-form o on A, by
setting o, := 0 for all edges e not in B. For plaquettes p in B, we have
(do)p = Gp = qp. For plaquettes p not in B, observe that the edges of p must
either be outside of B, or on the boundary of B, and thus (do), = 0 = g,.
Thus ¢ = do, and moreover ¢ = 0 outside B, so that in particular for all
edges e in v, we have g, = 0.

Now suppose that V' has a plaquette on the boundary of A. By assump-
tion, no plaquettes of V' are in B,. Thus as S is zero outside of B,, we have
(q,5) =0. O

Lemma 3.3.7. Let V C Ay be a vortex which has a plaquette on the bound-
ary of A. Recall L is the £*° distance between the boundary of A and the
boundary of B,. If |V| < L, then no plaquettes of V are in B,, and so V
does not contribute.

Proof. This follows because V' is a vortex, so that the graph G(V') is con-
nected. O

‘We now consider the case where V is a minimal vortex.

Lemma 3.3.8. Suppose V' C Ay is a minimal vortex. Let eq be such that
V = Pley). If eg & v, then
EW,(2) [ P(E)=V]=1
If eg € 7, then
EW,(5) | P(S) = V] = A5,
Proof. We have
_ %s(V)
(V)
By direct verification, any ¢ € G2 such that dg = 0,supp(q) = P(eq)

must be the exterior derivative of a very simple 1-form — we may express
q = do9° where g € G, g # 0, and

O—g760 pp— g €= 60
9,0 .
0 e#e

E[W,(Z) | P(S) = V]

We thus have

(V)= ws(9)® =rs,
g7#0
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where the 6 comes from the fact that P(eg) has 6 plaquettes. Also, by
Stokes’ theorem, we have

(q,5) = (", 7).
If g ¢ =, then the above is 0 for any 09, and thus ®g(V) = &(V). If
ey € 7, then (09 4) is g if 7., = 1 and —g if otherwise 7., = —1 (here
we have used the assumption that ~ is self avoiding). Now since y is the
character of a unitary representation of G, we have ¢g(g9) = ¢s(—g). Thus
no matter the orientation of eg in -, we have

5(V) = x(9)es(9).
g7#0

Now finish by dividing ®g(V') by ®(V) = 3. O

Remark 3.3.9. In the course of the proof, we showed that for any minimal
vortex V' contained in A, we have ®(V') = rg. We will use this fact later.

Now given a realization of P(X), consider its vortex decomposition. Let
E be the event that any vortex of P(X) which is not a minimal vortex does
not contribute. Let N, be the number of edges e € 7 such that P(e) is a
vortex of P(X).

Lemma 3.3.10. On the event E, we have
N.
E[W,(2) [ P(E)] = Ag”.
Proof. This follows directly from Lemmas B.3.4] B.3.6] and 3.3.8 O

In the remainder of the subsection, assume that the condition L > 50
from Theorem [3.1.1] is satisfied. The proofs of many of the results to be
stated shortly will be deferred to Section [3.41

Lemma 3.3.11. Suppose
1
B> —(60+ 14log(|G| — 1)).
Ag

Then
P(E°) < (frg)e PA6/2 4 (1/2)Nte PLAG/2,
Upon combining Lemmas B.3.10l and B:3.1T] we obtain the following corol-
lary.
Corollary 3.3.12. Suppose

s> L

(60 + 1410g (|G| — 1))
Ag

Then
[EW, (%) — EAJ;” < 2(57’6)€_BAG/2 + Nt PLRa/2,

The following proposition allows us to approximately evaluate EA]BV”, by
showing that IV, is approximately Poisson.
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Proposition 3.3.13. Suppose
1
B = +—(30+ Tlog(|G| —1)).
Ag
Let Z(N~) be the law of N. Then
drv (£ (N,), Poisson (frg)) < 1290(e'*4)rg.

Upon combining Corollary B.3.12] and Proposition B.3.13] we obtain the
following result.

Lemma 3.3.14. Suppose
1
B> —(60+ 14log(|G| — 1)).
Ag
Then

’EWV(E) _ e—fT‘B(I—AB)’ S 361'5ZTBC_BAG/2 4 N4€_BLAG/2,

Proof. There exists a coupling (N,, X) such that N, C N, X ~ Poisson(lrg),
and P(N, # X) = dry(Z(N,),Poisson(frg)). By Corollary and
Proposition B.:3.13] and also the fact |Ag| < 1, we obtain

[EW, () — EAY| < 2(frg)e PAc/2 4 NiemPLAG/Z 1 9. 1290(e! 5% )rg.

Observe
EA? = e_érﬂ(l_A/B)’

rg < (|G| — 1)e~%%%c,
The assumption on [ implies
2-1290(|G| — 1) < ePPe.
Finish by combining the above bounds, and noting ¢rg < el 5rs U

The following proposition and lemma allow us to handle the case of very
long loops (i.e. large ¢). This is analogous to Lemma 7.12 of [7].

Proposition 3.3.15. Suppose
1
B> -—(35+ Tlog(|G| —1)).
Ag
Then we have the left tail bound
1
]P’<N7 < §€r5> < (2e)e 01505,
Lemma 3.3.16. Suppose
1
B = —(35+ Tlog(|G| — 1)),
Ag

and also suppose |Ag| < 1. Let cg be as in the statement of Theorem [3.111
Then
IEW,(2) — e~rs(=48)| < (2¢ 4 2)e™ s,
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Proof. By Lemmas B34 and B3.8 we always have
EW,(2) | P(D)]] < [4g™,
and so
EW,(5)| < E|AsY.
Applying Proposition 3315 we obtain
E|A5|N7 < (26)6_0'15”*3 + |AB|0.557"5’

and thus
EW,(X) — e—érﬁ(l—A/a)| < (26)6—0.15&“5 + |AB|0.5€1~6 4 e—tra(i-Ag).
Now bound the right hand side by using the definition of cg. 0

Proof of Theorem [3.1.1. By Lemmas [3.3.14] and 3.3.16], we obtain
‘EW—Y(Z)—G_ZTﬁ(I_AB) ‘1+1.5/Cﬁ S
(361.5ZT/36—BAG/2 + N4€_BLAG/2)(2€ + 2)1.5/056—65&”5(1.5/65)‘

Now finish by distributing the above product, and then taking both sides to
the power cg/(1.5 + cg). O

3.4. Proofs. We start by proving some combinatorial bounds on the num-
ber of vortices satisfying certain constraints.

Lemma 3.4.1. Let'V be a minimal vortex. The number of minimal vortices
V' for which V' =V is at most 144.

Proof. If V' » V, then there must be a 3-cell ¢ such that both e, ¢’ belong
to ¢. The number of 3-cells which contain e is 12, and each 3-cell has 12
edges. O

Lemma 3.4.2. Fiz a plaquette p € Ay. For any m > 1, the number of
vortices V' of size m which contain p is at most (20e)™.

Proof. 1t suffices to assume m > 2. We may express the number in question
by the following expression:

! Z 1(G({p1,---,pPm}) is connected).

m!
M e pmEDs
Ji:pi=p
Here the sum is also over distinct plaquettes p1,...,pm,. Due to space con-
straints, we will not write this restriction explicitly. As every connected
graph contains a spanning tree, we may upper bound the above by

1 m
=2 > > UG- pm)) 2T).
k=1T on [m] pl’“b’planAQ
b=

Here the sum over T on [m] is a sum over trees T with vertex set [m],
and the expression G({p1,...,pm}) 2 T means that T is a subgraph of
G({p1,---,pm})- Fixing k = 1 say, and a tree T, I claim that the number
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of sequences of distinct plaquettes p1,...,pm € As such that p; = p, and
G{p1,...,pm}) 2T, is at most 20™~ 1. Given this claim, we can obtain the

further upper bound
1 m—1 § :

T on [m]
By Cayley’s formula (see e.g. [4] Chapter VIII, Theorem 20), we have that
the total number of trees T on [m] is m™~2. Combining this with the bound
m! > m™e~"™, we obtain the desired upper bound of (20e)™.

To see the claim, fix a tree T, and let i1,...,ig, be the neighbors of 1
in T. Note p;, must share a 3-cell with p; = p, and thus the number of
possible choices of p;, is at most 20, since there are 4 3-cells which contain
p and each 3-cell has 5 other plaquettes besides p. Similarly, the number of
possible choices for each p;;, 2 < j < dj, is at most 20. Continuing in this
manner, we may traverse 1" in breadth-first manner until we have chosen p;
forall 1 <i<n. O

Lemma 3.4.3. Let V be a vortex. For any m > 1, the number of vortices
V' of size m which are incompatible with V is at most 21|V'|(20e)™.

Proof. In order for a vortex V'’ to be incompatible with V, it must contain
a plaquette p which shares a 3-cell with a plaquette of V. The number of
such plaquettes is at most 21|V, since each plaquette p’ of V is contained in
4 3-cells, and every such 3-cell has 5 other plaquettes besides p’. Now finish
by Lemma O

Lemma 3.4.4. Any vortex of size m is contained in a cube of side length
m.

Proof. We proceed by induction. If m = 1, then the vortex is a single
plaquette, and the claim is true. Now suppose the claim is true for some m.
Given a vortex V of size m + 1, there exists a plaquette p € V such that
V\{p} is still a vortex. This follows by the following graph theory fact: any
connected graph has a vertex whose removal leaves the graph connected.
This fact may be seen by e.g. removing a leaf of a spanning tree. Now by
assumption, there is a cube B of side length m such that V'\{p} is contained
in B. There exists p’ € V such that there is a 3-cell ¢ which contains both
p,p’. If cis in B, then V is contained in B, and we are done. Otherwise,
since ¢ contains a plaquette of B, we may extend B in some direction to
ensure that ¢ is in this extended cube, of side length m + 1. O

Lemma 3.4.5. Form > 1, let S be the set of plaquettes p € Ay such that
any cube of side length m + 2 containing p does not contain an edge of .
Then

m 4 4
[Ao\ST| < 48 - T4em*.

Proof. Suppose p € AQ\STY”. Then there exists a cube B of side length
m + 2, such that p is in B, and there exists an edge e € v such that e is
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in B. Take a vertex = of e. Then p is contained in the £°° ball of radius
m + 2 centered at z. This £ ball, when intersected with Z*, is a cube of
side length 2m 4 4. The number of plaquettes in such a cube is at most
6-8(2m + 5)* = 48(2m + 5)*, since the number of vertices is (2m + 5)*, and
each vertex is incident to at most 8 edges, and each edge is incident to at
most 6 plaquettes. As m > 1, we have 2m +5 < 7m. To finish, observe that
the number of vertices in v is at most the number of edges /. O

The following lemma shows that if a plaquette set P is not near the
boundary of A, then in order for P to appear in the random collection of
surfaces P(X) with positive probability, it must either be a minimal vortex,
or have size strictly greater than 6 (which is the size of a minimal vortex,
and hence the name “minimal vortex”).

Lemma 3.4.6. Suppose the plaquette set P C Ao is such that any 3-cell
which contains a plaquette of P is contained in A. If |P| <5, then ®(P) = 0.
If |P| =6, then ®(P) # 0 if and only if P = P(e), for some e € A;.

Proof. 1 claim that if |P| < 5, then there cannot exist ¢ € G2, such that
dg = 0 and supp(q) = P. Consequently, ®(P) is an empty sum, and thus is
zero. The claim follows because if |P| < 5, then there must exist a 3-cell ¢
in Z* which contains exactly one element of P, call it p. By assumption, c
is contained in A. Note (dgq). = %q,. But if supp(q) = P, then ¢, # 0, and
thus dq # 0.

Similarly, if |[P| = 6, and if P is not a minimal vortex, then there must
exist a 3-cell ¢ which contains exactly one element of P. Then proceed as
before. O

Recall now equation (B.1]), which gives the formula for Ag in the Abelian
case. Define

ag = (|G| - 1)e PAa,

Lemma 3.4.7. For any plaquette set P C Ao, we have

| P

O(P) <oy

Proof. For any q € G2 such that dg = 0, supp(q) = P, we have
H 0s(gp) < e~ IPIBAG
peP

To finish, observe that since ¢, # 0 if and only if p € P, we have at most
(|G — 1)IPI possible choices of g. O

Remark 3.4.8. The bound in Lemma 347l may be fairly loose, since when
bounding the number of possible ¢ such that dg = 0,supp(q) = P, we did
not even use the restriction dg = 0.
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Let Py be the set of nonempty vortices V' C As. We will eventually apply
a result of [I], so to make our notation more in line with the notation of [1],
define the function 27 : Py — C as follows:
SV =aV).
To motivate the next definition, first observe that starting from Lemma
B.21] we may write

ZA,B=N1<1+Z > 1T m 1 ﬂ<w~Vj>>-

n>1{Vi,.. Vo CPy i=1 1<i<j<n

Here we have used Lemma [3.2.3] and the fact that any nonempty plaque-
tte set P C Ay may be decomposed uniquely into a collection of compatible
vortices V1, ..., V,, and moreover, by definition, vortices V1, ..., V, are com-
patible if and only if they are pairwise compatible.

Now for a function z : Py — C, and P C Py, define

Ep(z) =1+ > 2(V)-2(Va) J[ 1Vi~eVy).  (33)
n>1{V1,..,.V, }CP 1<i<j<n

Observe
Zpp = NiZp, (27).
Furthermore, as we will soon see, we may express the probability distribution
of P(X) in terms of Zp(z2).
Given a vortex V' € Py, define the set No(V) := {V' € Py : V/ = V}.
Now for a collection of vortices Vi,...,Vp,, let

no
Na(Vi,. ., Vo) = [ Na (V).
=1

Lemma 3.4.9. For compatible vortices Vi,...,Vy,,, we have

Epy\Na (Vi Vi) (27)
Ep, (27)

Proof. Observe that the event that Vi,..., V), are vortices of P(¥) may be

written

U U {P(2)=ViU---UV,, UVJU---UV/}.
>0 (V.. VA }CPA\NA (Vi oo Vi)

no
P(Vi, ...,V are vortices of P(X)) = <HZB(VZ)>
i=1

In the inner union over vortices V7, ..., V!, we have the additional restriction
that the vortices must be compatible, which due to space restrictions we
omit. Now finish by observing that the above union is a disjoint union,
applying Lemmas and B.2.3] and using the definition of Zp(2). O

Remark 3.4.10. It was mentioned in the introduction that the random
surface P(X) has “a lot of independence”. We can now describe in what
sense this is true. We will soon show that for certain subsets I' C Py,
the ratio Zp,\r /Zp, is essentially 1 when f is large. Combining this with
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Lemma [3.4.9] we then see that for fixed compatible vortices V1, ..., V,,, the
events that V; appears as a vortex in P(X), 1 < i < ng, are essentially
independent. In other words, vortices which are not very close to each other
appear approximately independently.

Observe as 27 (V) > 0 for all V € Py, we have

Epa\ N (V) (37) )
Ep, (27) -
and thus we have the following corollary of Lemma [3.4.91

Corollary 3.4.11. For compatible vortices Vi,...,V,,, we have
no
P(Vi,..., Vs, are vortices of P(X)) < HZB(VZ').
i=1

We now have enough to prove Lemma 3311l The proof is essentially a
Peierls argument.

Proof of Lemma[3.3.11. By Lemma [3.4.4] any vortex of size m which is not
on the boundary of A is contained in the interior of a cube of side length
at most m + 2. Combining this with Lemma [3.3.7], we have that on the
event E°, there must exist some vortex V of P(X) which is not a minimal
vortex, such that either (1) V is not on the boundary of A, and V' contains

a plaquette of Ag\SLVl, or (2) there is a plaquette of V' on the boundary of
A, and |V| > L. By Lemmas and B45] the number of vortices of size
m of the first type is at most 48 - 74/m*(20e)™. Recall N is the side length
of A, so that the boundary of A has at most 48 - (N + 1)* plaquettes. Using
this and Lemma [3.4.2] the number of vortices of size m’ > L of the second
type is at most 48(N + 1)*(20e)™ .

Now by Corollary 3411 and Lemma [B.4.7] we have that for any vortex
V of size m,

P(V is a vortex of P(X)) < 2°(V) < ag'.
Moreover, observe that if V' contributes, and V has size at most 6, then by
the assumption that L > 50, we have that the vortex V is far enough away
from the boundary of A, such that the condition of Lemma is satisfied.
Thus if we further assume that V is not a minimal vortex, then we must
have z#(V) = 0. Thus we may consider only vortices with size at least 7.
Now by a union bound, we have
o o
P(E®) <487 " m*(20e)™aff + 48(N + 1)* ) (20e)™ af"
m="T7 m/=L

(20ecg)®

o0
<4871 ) (80eap)™ +48 - 2N Teas

m="7
~7BAG (20eag)”

— 4874 (80e)T0(|G| — 1) 148 N4 )
(80e)° 4161 = V' T —5g0a, * 1— 20eas
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Note e8¢ < rg, and the assumption on 3 in the lemma statement implies

80eag < 1/2,
24871 (80e)7(|G| — 1)7 < A6/2,
2-48-2%. (20eap)l < (1/2)e PLAe/2, O

We will need a more general version of Lemma[3.4.9] to be described next.
Given a vortex V, let Fyy be the event that V is a vortex of P(X). Given
vortices Vi, ..., Vi, V{,..., Vi , observe that

is the event every vortex V;, 1 < i < ng is a vortex of P(X), and no vortex
Vi, 1< j < ko is a vortex of P(¥). For ease of notation, for I', P C Py, and
z : Ppn — C, define the ratio of partition functions (often called the reduced
correlations)
Epr(2)

Ep(z)

By essentially the same proof as Lemma [3.4.9] we may obtain the following
lemma.

pP(Zv P) =

Lemma 3.4.12. For compatible vortices V1, ..., Vy,, and another collection
of (possibly non-compatible) vortices Vi, ..., Vk/o, we have

P(QF% m]OlFV},) (E[lz (Vi) | x
ppp (27 NA(Vi, o Vi) ULV, VL D).
For z : Py — C, V € P C Py, define
O7(2) = ~log pp(2,{V}) = log Ep(2) — log Ep\ (v} (2).

We now quote the following cluster expansion result from [3], adapted to
our situation.

Theorem 3.4.13 (Theorem 2.1 of [3]). Suppose v : Py — R, and moreover
v is nonnegative, i.e. v(V') > 0 for allV € Pp. Suppose that for all V € Py,

we have
LWy I a+v(v) <v(V).
V/eNp(V)
Then for any V € P C Pp, we have
67 (27)] < log(1 + v(V)), (3.4)
07 (=") = 22 (V)| <log(1 + (V) = (V). (3.5)

Remark 3.4.14. Technically, Theorem 2.1 of [3] only gives ([8.4]). To obtain
B3), combine ([B.4) with equations (2.9) and (2.13) of [3].
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Theorem B.4.13] allows us to obtain the following bounds on ©7 at large
B.
Proposition 3.4.15. For b > 0, and 3 large such that
206b+1a5 <1,
b+1
420e’ " ag <
1 —20ebtlag —
we have that for any V € P C Py,
0P <log(1+ V127 (1)),
and

\@‘7;(26) — ZB(V)’ < log(l + ebW‘zﬁ(V)) — zﬁ(V) < (eb‘v| — 1)26(‘/).

Proof. To apply Theorem BA1I3] define v?(V) := 27 (V)e!!Vl. To verify the
condition of the theorem, it suffices to show that for all V' € P,, we have

(V) exp Z LNV < BVl
V/ENA(V)
or recalling Lemma 3.4.7]
> @) <y,
V/ENA(V)
Applying Lemma 343} and using the assumption 20e’*!
resulting geometric series, we obtain

> (66%)“”@% > (Pap)™

V'ENA(V) m=1V'eN(V)
[V'|=m

420€b+1045
WVl —
1 — 20eP*1ag
< V. O

ag < 1 to sum the

Lemma 3.4.16. For 0 < e <1, take b. := %log(l +€), so that €™ —1 =¢.
Suppose B is large enough so that

2Oeb5+1a5 <
be+1
420¢e ag <,
1 — 20eb=Flag
(2-126 - (20e)" - 2)a < erg.

Let P C Py, and let V be a minimal vortex. Suppose V is far enough
away from the boundary of A such that any cube of side length 25 (say)
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which contains a plaquette of V' is completely contained in A. Then for any
I' C NpA(V)NP, we have
lpp(2°,T) — 1] < 29075.
Moreover, let ng be the number of minimal vortices in I'. Then
|log pp(27,T) 4+ nors| < (no + 2)ers.

Proof. The conditions on S imply that we may apply Proposition [3.4.15]
with b =b.. Write I' = {V4,...,V,,}. For 1 <k <mn,let Ty :={V4,...,Vi},
and let I'g := &. We may express

(2 = (=3l

By the assumption that V is far away from the boundary of A, for any
1 < k < n such that |V}| < 6, we have that any 3-cell ¢ in Z* which contains
a plaquette of V; is contained in A. Thus the condition of Lemma [3.4.6] is
satisfied, and thus if |V}| < 6, then 2°(V;) = ®(V},) # 0 if and only if V},
is a minimal vortex. By Proposition B.Z15, we have that if 2%(V}) = 0,
then @I‘:—:’l(zﬁ ) = 0. Therefore we may as well assume that |Vj| > 6 for all
1 <k <mn, and further if |V;| = 6, then V}, is a minimal vortex.

Now if V}, is a minimal vortex, by Proposition and Remark [3.3.9],
we have

017 (&%) = gl < (e = 1) (Vi) = (¢ — 1)rg
If V}, is not a minimal vortex, then by Proposition [3.4.15], we have
Oy ()] < log<1 b MLA(1)) < A (1),
We then obtain

< no(eGbE - 1)rg+ R,

Z @Fk Y(27) —norg

where

R:= Z Z ebem B

m=7TV'eNy(V)
V'|=m

Applying Lemmas B.4.2] and B.4.7], we obtain

R < 21|V Z(2Oeeb5a5)m
m=7

7, Tbe T
(20e) ez

61 — 20eb=tlag

By the assumptions, we have e — 1 < e™ — 1 =¢, and R < (1 + £)erg.
Using € < 1 gives the second assertion. The first assertion follows from the
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second assertion by using the bound ng < 144 from Lemma [B.4.1] and by
observing

= B
=arle)
Ep(2F)
so that
0<1-— exp(logpp(zﬁ,F)) < —log pp(2°,T). O

In what follows, we will abuse notation and think of v as a set of (unori-
ented) edges. For each edge e € v, define the set of edges

B, :={€ €v:P(e) » P()}.

By Lemma 3.4l and the assumption that + is self avoiding, we have |B,| <
144. Recall that Fy is the event that V is a vortex of P(X), and observe

Ny =2 L
ecy
We quote the following Poisson approximation theorem, adapted to our

situation.

Theorem 3.4.17 (Theorem 4.1 of [§]). Let
by = Z Z ]P)(FP(e))]P)(FP(e’))y

ecy e’€B.

by:=> > Ellr,lr,,,)

e€y e’eB.\{e}

bs := ZE[‘E[HFP@) | ]]'FP(e/)7e, ¢ Be] — ]P)(FP(E))‘ :
ecy

Let Z(N) denote the law of N, and let A := EN,. Then
drv (Z(N,), Poisson()\)) < min(1, \™1)(by + bg) + min(1, 1.4A"1/2)b;.

Lemma 3.4.18. Let A\ := EN,,. In the setting of Proposition [7.3.13, we
have

drv (Z(N,), Poisson(\)) < 144rg + 1000 min(X, 1.4vX)7rg.

Proof. We will use Theorem BZATT7l Let by, b, b3 be as in the theorem. By
Corollary B.AT1] and Remark B:3.9] we have P(Fy) < rg for any minimal
vortex V. Combining this with the fact |B.| < 144, we have

bl < 144)\7’5 .

We have that by = 0, since by definition, P(X) is decomposed into compati-
ble vortices, so that no two incompatible vortices can both appear. We will
now show

by < 1000Ars,
which by Theorem [B.4.17] will then give desired result.



28 SKY CAO

Towards this end, first observe that the assumption on 5 from Proposition
[3.3.13] implies that the conditions on 8 in Lemma are satisfied with
€ = 1. Also, the assumption that L > 50 implies that for any e € -y, we have
P(e) C Ag, and moreover, we may apply Lemma [3.4.16 with V = P(e).

Now observe that b3 is a sum of expectations. Our strategy will be to
bound each expectation by an L* bound. l.e., fix any ¢y € 7, and any
7" € ¥\Be,. Define F .+ to be the event that for every edge e € 7/, the
associated minimal vortex P(e) is a vortex of P(X), and for every edge
e/ € Y\Be,, € ¢ 7', the associated minimal vortex P(€’) is not a vortex of
P(X). Note we may express Fy . as

For =) Fren [ Fhey (3.6)

eey’ e EPy\BeO
&y
It suffices to show that if P(F,, /) > 0, then
EMLrp) | Froor] — B(Fp(eg))| < B(Fp(ey)) 100075,
Note we may assume that the collection of vortices P(e), e € +' is compatible,
otherwise P(F,, /) = 0. Now define the collection of vortices

[:= Np(P(e),e €Y)U{P(€) : € € Y\Bey, €' ¢ 7'}
Applying Lemma [B.412] we obtain
P(Fp(ey)) = 2 (P(e0))ppy (27, NA(P(eo)),

Feo ) ( 1T+ )PPA(Z 1),

ecy’

P(Fp(eo) N Fag) = (P (Hz ) ) omy (2.7 U N (Ple)

ecy’
Here we have used the definition of B,,, to ensure that the collection of
vortices P(eg), P(e),e € 4" is compatible. We thus have

IE:[]1F1>(e0) | Feory] = P(Fp(eo)) -

P(Fp@m)<pPA“%Zﬁ’A%(f“e°»)——1).
ppy (27, Na(P(e0)))
For ease of notation, write the above as
P(Fp(eg))(R1/R2 — 1).

As previously observed, we may apply Lemma to obtain

|Ry — 1| <290rg,

|Ry — 1| < 290rg.
Now the assumption on 8 in Proposition B.:3.I3limplies that 3 is large enough
so that

58075

<
‘Rl/RQ 1‘ =71 290 = 10007‘5,
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and the claim now follows. O
Lemma 3.4.19. In the setting of Proposition [3.3.13, we have
|N = lrg| <290(rg)rg.
Proof. For each e € «, we have by Lemma [3.4.9]
P(Fp(e)) = rapp, (27, Na(P(e))).
Recalling that A =EN, =3 .. P(Fp()), we obtain
IN—tlrgl <> [P(Fpey) —rsl =15 Y _ lop, (27, Na(P(e))) — 1.

ecy ecry

As noted in the proof of Lemma [B:4.18], we may apply Lemma [B.4.16] with
¢ = 1. Doing so, we may further upper bound the right hand side above by
290(¢rg)ra, as desired. O

Proof of Proposition[3.3.13. By Lemma [B.4.18] we have
drv (ZL(N,), Poisson(\)) < 1447 + 1000 min (X, 1.4v/A)7rg.
By Corollary 3.1 of [I], and Lemma B.42.T9] we have
dry (Poisson (), Poisson(rg)) < |\ — frg| < 290(¢rg)rg.
We thus have
dry (Z(N,), Poisson (frg)) < 1447 + 1000 min(\, 1.4V X)rg + 290(¢rs)rs.

Now observe
1447 4 290(¢rg)rs < 290e“ 81y,

min(\, 1.4V\) < e,
The assumption on 3 from Proposition B.3.13] implies 290rg < 1/2, so that

applying Lemma 3219 once more, we obtain e < e!%8. Now finish by
combining the bounds. O

Proof of Proposition [3.3.15. Throughout this proof, ¢ = 0.001. The as-
sumptions on 8 and L in the proposition allow us to apply Lemma
with V' = P(e), for any e € v, with this particular value of . Let X, be the
indicator of the event Fp(.). Observe for 0 < k < ¢, we have

P(N=k)= > PX.=leer,Xo=0¢ cr\Y)
7' C
,y/

~=

Fix k, and 7' C ~, |7/| = k. We may assume that the vortices P(e),e € v/
are compatible, otherwise the associated probability is zero. Let

[:= Npy(P(e),e €y )U{P(e) : € € y\Y'}.
Now by Lemma and Remark 3:3.9] we have
P(X.=1l,ee®, X =0, €y\Y) = rgppA(zB,F).
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We want to apply Lemma [3.4.16] so we write the right hand side above as
a telescoping product. Let the edges of v be numbered ey, ..., e, such that
v = {e1,...,ex}. For 1 < j < k, let T'j := Np(P(e;),1 < i < j). For
E+1<j<lletT:=T,U{P(e;),k+1<j <t} Let I'g := @. We have

¢
ppa(27,T) HPP\P L)

Observe for 1 < j < £, we have

Pa\Lj = (PaLj )N\ j-1),
and moreover I';\T';_; C Nx(P(e;)). Let ng(j) be the number of minimal
vortices in

(Ti\Fj—1) N (Pa\Fj-1)-
We may apply Lemma to obtain

|log pprr,_, (27, 1) + no()rsl| < (no(f) + 2)ers.
Now let ng := Zf 1 no(j), the number of minimal vortices in I'. We obtain

|log pp, (27, 1) + norg| < (no + 20)ers,

which gives

20
log pp, (z°,1) < —nora (1 _ Mot €>.
no

Now ng > ¢ (here we've used the assumption that + is self avoiding), which
gives (note £ < 1/3)
< —lrg(1 — 3e).
We thus have
P(X.=1l,ee, X =0, e y\7) < rg exp(—frg(1 — 3¢)),
and thus
P(N, =k) < <£>rgexp(—€nﬂ1——3€».
Let m := |(1/2)¢rg]. We have
P(Ny <m) < <Z <£> ré) exp(—Lrg(1l — 3¢))

k=0

< <Z (glj) > exp(—¢rg(1l — 3¢)).

k=0

Let u := frg. We now use the formula (See [21])

kf‘ Fm+U’
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where

o
P(m+1,u):/ t"etdt,
u

and I'(m+1) = I'(m+1,0) is the standard Gamma function. To bound the
ratio of I'’s, let Y ~ Gamma(m + 1,1). Observe

L(m+1,u)
F(m+1)

Note EY = m+1. So assuming for the moment m+1 < u (i.e. [(1/2)u|+1 <
u), by a standard Chernoff bound we obtain

w m+1
P(Y > ) < e~(u=(m+1) <_> .
m—+1

=P(Y > u).

Thus

Lk eu ™
> 7 S ,
k! m+1

and thus

Now observe u/(m + 1) <2 and m < u/2, and so

<2 11 c 3¢
< 2eexp| —u 2og2 .

Now %logg > 0.153, and since € = 0.001, we obtain
P(N, < (1/2)trg) < 2eexp(—0.15¢(rg).

Recall we assumed m + 1 < u, i.e. [(1/2)u] + 1 < u. If this is not the case,
then u < 2. This implies

P(Ny < (1/2)trg) =P(N, =0) < exp(—{rg(1 — 3¢)).
As € = 0.001, the above is bounded by 2e exp(—0.150r3). O

4. THE NON-ABELIAN CASE

To extend the argument to the non-Abelian case, the approach will be to
show that the key intermediate results of Section B3 (i.e. Lemma [3.3.11] to
Lemma [3:3316]) extend to the case of general gauge groups. Our main result
(Theorem [[2.1]) will then follow fairly easily — see the end of Section
The proof of the intermediate results in the Abelian setting relied primarily
on cluster expansion, and the key lemma that allowed us to use cluster
expansion was Lemma [3.23] The issue now is that the direct analogue
of Lemma [3.2.3] does not hold if the gauge group is non-Abelian; this was
pointed out by Szlachanyi and Vecsernyes [19] and is due to non-trivial
topological considerations. The paper [19] does give a cluster expansion
for lattice gauge theories with finite non-Abelian gauge groups; however
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because the specific results we will need are slightly different, we will start
from scratch, and moreover full proofs will be given. I should stress however
that the main insight, which is to use algebraic topology to handle the non-
Abelian case, is already present in [19].

Throughout this section, A is some fixed cube in Z*, and v is a self
avoiding loop in A of length £ . We will later make some assumptions on
A, but for now, it can be any cube which contains . As before, A; is the
set of positively oriented edges of A, and Ay is the set of positively oriented
plaquettes of A. Also, let Ay be the the set of unoriented vertices of A. We
will again think of edge configurations on A as elements of G*!, with the
understanding that if e is a negatively oriented edge, and o € G™, then
o_. = o, '. This convention allows expressions such as (recall equation

@)
Ho-ey

ecy

where the orientation of the edges e in the loop = is taken into account, to
be well defined.

4.1. Topological preliminaries. Recall that a cell complex is a certain
type of topological space obtained by assembling cells of varying dimension;
see e.g. Section 0.2.4 of [I8]. In our case, the cells will be unit squares of
dimension at most two, i.e. vertices, edges, and plaquettes. So for us, a
one dimensional cell complex, or 1-complex, is a space consisting of vertices
and edges, and thus it is a graph. A two dimensional cell complex, or 2-
complex, is a space consisting of vertices, edges, and plaquettes. Note also
that although the names are similar, this is different from the lattice cell
complex which was introduced in Section 2.1} the former is a topological
space, while the latter is a formal collection of oriented cells.

In what follows, if we define a 1-complex by specifying a collection of
edges, then that 1-complex is understood to also include the vertices of the
edges in the collection. Similarly, if we define a 2-complex by specifying a
collection of plaquettes, then that 2-complex is understood to also include
the vertices and edges of the plaquettes in the collection.

Let S1(A) denote the 1-skeleton of A, i.e. the l-complex obtained from
the edges of A. Let S3(A) denote the 2-skeleton of A, i.e. the 2-complex
obtained from the plaquettes of A. Fix a vertex xg € Ag, and a spanning
tree T of S1(A). The fundamental group m1(S1(A), z9) may be described as
follows. For any vertex x € Ag, let w, denote the unique path in 7" from xg
to x. For any edge e = (x,y) € S1(A), let a. be the closed loop obtained by
starting at z, following w, to x, then traversing e = (z,y), then following
the path w, in reverse, from y to xo. Symbolically, we write

ae = wwew; 1
(Note if e is in the spanning tree T, and x is closer than y to xo (in the
distance induced by T'), then a. is the path which starts at x¢, follows the
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path wy to y, and then retraces its steps, following the path w, in reverse,
from y to xg. Thus in this case a, is equivalent to the trivial path.) We then
have that m1(S1(A),xg) can be presented as the free group with generators
ae,e € S1(A\T. Le.,

Wl(Sl(A),xo) = (ae,e S Sl(A)\T>

For notational convenience, we will sometimes omit xy and write m(S1(A))
instead of 71 (S1(A), zo).

Now observe that edge configurations o € G naturally induce a ho-
momorphism from 71 (S1(A), z9) to G. Let Hom(m(S1(A),z0), G) be the
set of homomorphisms from 71 (S1(A), zg) to G, and let the homomorphism

7 (0) € Hom(m(S1(A), o), G) be defined as follows. We specify the value
of ¥7° (o) on each of the generators a,e € S1(A)\T. For such an e, let the
edges traversed by a. be, in order, e1,...,e,. Define

w?‘) (0)(ac) == 0¢, -+ 0,

The next three lemmas show that homomorphisms from 1 (S1(A), o) to
G can be thought of as equivalence classes of edge configurations. This is
analogous in the Abelian case to thinking of 2-forms ¢ such that dg = 0 as
equivalence classes of edge configurations.

Lemma 4.1.1. Let xg € Ao, and let T be a spanning tree of S1(A). For any
homomorphism 1 € Hom(m1(S1(A), x0), G), there exists an edge configura-
tion ¢ € GM such that

7 (0) =1
Proof. For e € T, let 0. := 1. For e € S1(A)\T, let o, := 1(ae). Then for

all e € S1(A)\T', we have ¢7°(0)(ae) = 0e = 1)(ae), and the desired result
follows. O

Lemma 4.1.2. Let xg € Ao, and let T be a spanning tree of S1(A). Consider
edge configurations 0,7 € GM. Then Y7 (0) = 7°(7) if and only if there
exists a function h € G0, with hzy =1, such that for all edges e = (x,y) €
S1(A), we have

O = thehgl.

Proof. We prove the nontrivial direction. Suppose 0,7 induce the same
homomorphism. We define the desired h as follows. First, as required,
hz, = 1. Now for any edge e = (zg,x) € T, define h; so that

-1
Oc = hgyTehy

i.e.
hy =0, 17'6.
More generally, for any x € Ag, suppose w; = e - - - e,. Define

h‘.CE = (0-61 e Uen)_lTel c e Te

n*
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We now show that h is as required. Fix an edge e = (z,y). Suppose first
that e € T'. Without loss of generality, suppose that y is further from the
root xg of T" than x, so that w, = wye. If w, =e1---e,, then

-1 —1 —1
hmTehy = (061 cee Uen) Tey """ TenTe(Tel s TenTe) Oey '+ 0e,0e = O¢,

as desired. Now suppose e € S1(A)\T. Let w, = e1,...,en, wy = f1,..., fm.
Then

hﬂeh;l = (0, -+ 0c,)) ey - o TenTe(Th, - "Tfm)_lfffl oy,
= (0ey -+ 0¢,) WP (7)(ae)oy, - 0,
To finish, we want to show
CA Uen)_lwigﬁo (T)(ac)oy, -0y, = 0e.
If we move all the ¢’s to the right hand side, we see that we need to show
o7’ (T)(ae) = 7’ (0)(ac),
which is true by assumption. O

Lemma 4.1.3. Let zg € Ag. Let 0 € GM, and h € GM with hyy = 1.
Let 7 € G be the edge configuration given by T, = hmaehgjl for each
e = (x,y) € Ay. If there exists x € Ny such that hy, # 1, then o # 7.

Proof. Fix a spanning tree T' of S1(A). Take a vertex z € Ay such that

h, # 1, and also such that if zg,x1,...,z, = z is the sequence of vertices in
the unique path from zy to x in T', then hyy = --- = h;, , = 1. Then
Tawn—1,2) = U(xnfhx)h;l # Oz, 1,2) O

We have the following consequence of Lemmas BT ET1.2] and EI1.3,
which will be used later.

Corollary 4.1.4. Let ©g € Ag, and let T be a spanning tree of Si(A).
For any homomorphism ¢ € Hom(m1(S1(A),x0),G), the number of edge
configurations o € G™ such that Y3 (o) = 1 is |G|Mol=1,

For each plaquette p € Ao, let €, eb, e}, €} be the edges on the boundary
of p, traversed in a positive orientation. Let

Cp = Qb Aeb Qb Acp € m1(51(A), o).

In what follows, we will often suppress the dependence on p, and write
e1,...,eq instead of ef,... el for notational convenience. Observe that
Cp depends on (z9,T), but we will hide this dependence. Moreover, C),
is not uniquely determined, since there are four possible starting points,
corresponding to the four vertices of the plaquette p, but this will not matter.
Note that due to the backtracking of edges, we may also express

-1
Cp = wy, e1€2€304W,, (4.1)
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where z1 is chosen starting vertex. This shows that for any edge configura-
tion o € G, and for any plaquette p € Ao, there is some gp € G such that
(recall equation (L) for the definition of o,)

-1
7 (0)(Cp) = 9p0pg, - (4.2)
As pg (see equation (4] for the definition) is conjugate invariant (which
follows since the trace is conjugate invariant) this implies

11 wswic(o = I1 #s(o).

pEA2 pEA2
Now for homomorphisms ¢ € Hom(71(S1(A), zg), G), define

supp(y)) == {p € A2 : Y(Cp) # 1}.
For plaquette sets P C Ay, define

®(P) = 3 [T ws(w(Cp))

TZJGHOm(Wl (51 (A),wo),G) peEP
supp(y)=P
By (42)), the definitions of ® and supp(¢’) do not depend on the choices of
starting points for the Cp. Also, in principle, ® depends on (zq,T"), but we
now show that it is in fact independent of these choices.

Lemma 4.1.5. Let zo,z( € Ao, and let T,T" be spanning trees of S1(A).
Suppose @ is defined using (xo,T), and O’ is defined using (x,T"). Then
=,

Proof. Fix P C Ay. We want to show ®(P) = ®'(P). For = € Ag, p € Ao,
let w,,C) be defined in terms of (xo,T'), and w),C}, be defined in terms
of (x(,T"). First, suppose we have an isomorphism £ : m1(S1(A), zg) —
71(S1(A), xp), such that for any p € Ay, we have some b, € m(S1(A), zp)
such that

E(Cp) = bpChby (4.3)
Observe that & induces a bijection between the sets Hom(7 (S1(A), x0), G)
and Hom(m;(S1(A),z(),G), for example by mapping the homomorphism
Y" € Hom(my(S1(A), 25), G) to 3o, Moreover, by [@3]), we have ¢'(C;) =1
if and only if ¢/ 0 {(C)) = 1, which gives supp(¢)’) = supp(¢)’ 0 ). We then

have
> [T ese(c) = >, [ es@ o €(Gp)).
eHom (71 (S1(A),20),G) PEP Y’ €Hom(m1(S1(A),x(),G) pEP
supp(¢)=P supp(¢)=P

Again by ([@3), and the fact that g is conjugate invariant, we obtain

= >, [T esv’

¢’ €Hom(m1(S1(A),z(),G) pEP
supp(¢')=P

as desired.
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It remains to exhibit the isomorphism £. Let w be the unique path in T’

from x, to xy. For an element a € m(S1(A), x0), define
£(a) := waw™ L.

Then ¢ is an isomorphism, and it remains to verify (£3]). Recalling ([@.1), we
have that C}, may be written as a loop of the form w,ejezezesw;; L for some
vertex = of p. Then £(C)) = wwyereseseqw, fw ™. As the starting point of
C,, does not affect @', we may assume that C), has the same starting point
as Cp. Thus we have C}, = w)eiezezeq(w),) ™!, Setting by := wwg(w}) ™!, we

see that (4.3) holds, as desired. O

We have translated edge configurations into homomorphisms, but it will
sometimes be convenient to work directly with the edge configurations. The
next two lemmas allow us to go from homomorphisms back to edge config-
urations.

Lemma 4.1.6. Let xg € Ay, and let T be a spanning tree of S1(A). For
every homomorphism v € Hom(mi(S1(A),x0),G), there is a unique edge
configuration ¢ € G™ such that o =1 on T, and 7 (o) = .

Proof. The existence of such o follows from the proof of Lemma ATl For
uniqueness, observe for e € S1(A)\T, we must have

o = U7 (0)(ae) = P(ae). U

For an edge configuration ¢ € G, define the support of o by supp(o) :=
{p € Ay : 0, # 1}. For a spanning tree T of S1(A), let GF(T) := {0 € GM :
o=1on T} (“GF” stands for gauge-fixed).

Lemma 4.1.7. For a plaquette set P C Ay, and any spanning tree T of

S1(A), we have
eP)= > [wslop)
o€GF(T) peP
supp(o)=P
Proof. Fix a vertex xg € Ag. By Lemma [L.1.6] for any homomorphism 1),
there is a unique edge configuration o € GF(T') such that ¢ = ¢7° (o). More-

over, by ([£.3)), we have that supp(¢7° (0)) = supp(o), and pz(¢¥7°(0)(Cp)) =
pg(op) for all p € Ay. O

We now begin to explore the factorization properties of ®. In particular,
we want to show partial analogues of Lemma B.2.3], which was the key result
that allowed us to use cluster expansion to show that the random collection
of surfaces we were considering had a lot of independence. The analogues
will be given by Lemmas and I.22] but first we will need some
preliminary results. Recall that a topological space is said to be simply
connected if it is path connected and has trivial fundamental group. We say
that T is a spanning tree of a 2-complex S, if T is a spanning tree of the
1-skeleton of S.
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Lemma 4.1.8. Let S be a simply connected 2-complex, and a subcomplex of
So(A). Let Ty be a spanning tree of S. Suppose o € GM is such that o, = 1
for all edges e € Ty, and o, = 1 for all plaquettes p € S. Then 0. =1 for
all edges e € S.

Proof. Let S7 be the 1-skeleton of S. Fix a vertex xy in S1. We may obtain
a presentation of 71 (S1, o) just as we did for m (S1(A), zg). Le., for a vertex
x of S1, let w2 be the unique path from zq to x in Ty. For e = (z,y) € S1\Tp,
let a0 := wge(wg)_l. Then 71(S1,z0) = (a?, e € S1\Tp).

Just as for S1(A), observe that o induces a homormophism 71 (S, z¢) —
G. Call this homomorphism . As ¢ = 1 on T, we additionally have
that ¢ (al) = o for all e € S1\Ty. Now for plaquettes p € S, let CJ) :=

al a% a a® | where e, ez, e3,e4 are the edges of p, traversed in a positive

e1 Yea ez ey
orientation. For all plaquettes p € S, we have that w(Cg) and o, are in
the same conjugacy class of G. Thus by the assumption that o, = 1 for all
plaquettes p € S, we also have w(Cg) = 1 for all plaquettes p € S. Next,

observe that (see e.g. Section 4.1.3 of [1§])
7T1(S,$0) = <CL2,€ S Sl\TO | Cg,p S S> = 7T1(Sl,$0)/N,

where N is the normal subgroup of 71(S1, z¢) generated by C’g ,p € S. Note
that N C ker, and thus by the fundamental theorem of homomorphisms,
there is a homormophism ( : 71 (S, z9) — G such that ¢ = { o II, where II :
m1(S1,20) — m1(S,x0) is the natural projection map. But by assumption,
we have that m1(S,z9) = {1}. Thus for any e € S1\Tp, we have that

oe =(al) = Coll(ad) = ((1) = L.

As 0 = 1 on Ty by assumption, we conclude that o, = 1 for all e € S, as
desired. 0

The following lemma can be thought of as an analogue of Lemma [3.2.4]

Lemma 4.1.9. Let S1, Sy be 2-complexes, and subcomplezes of So(A). Sup-
pose S1 U Sy = Sy(A), and additionally, suppose Si1,S2, and S1 N Se are
simply connected. Let T be a spanning tree of S1(A), which contains span-
ning trees of S1,S2, and S1 N Sy. Suppose Py, Py C As, such that P, C Sy,
P, C Sy, and no plaquette of Py or Py is in S1N.Sy. Then there is a bijection
between edge configurations o € GF(T') such that supp(c) = P U Py, and
tuples of edge configurations (o', 02) such that o' € GF(T), supp(c?) = P;
i = 1,2. Moreover, if o is mapped to (c',0?), then 0 = o'o?, o' =1 on

Sy, and 02 =1 on Si. Consequently, fori=1,2, p € S;, we have op = 0;,.

Proof. Suppose we have o such that ¢ = 1 on T, and supp(o) = P U P,.
Since T contains a spanning tree of 5755, we have that c = 1 on a spanning
tree of S1 N S2. Moreover, we have that 0, = 1 on all p € S; NSy, since
no plaquette of P; or P is in S N S9. Thus by Lemma [£.1.8, we have that
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oc=1on 5, NS,. Fori=1,2, define

ot o, ecS;
Tl eg¢S
Clearly o =1 on T. '

We now look at supp(c®). First, as 0 =1 on S1NSy and S;USs = Sa(A),
we have that ¢ = 0'0?, and o' =1 on Sy, 0> =1 on S;. For p € Sy, all
edges of p are in S;. Thus o, = 0'11), and ag = 1. Likewise, for p € Sy, we
obtain o, = 0’12,, and 011) = 1. This shows supp(c’) = P;, i = 1, 2.

Conversely, suppose we start with (o!,02) such that ¢! € GF(T), and
supp(c?) = P;, i =1,2. Then 0! =1 on T, and 011, =1forallpe Sy AsT
contains a spanning tree of So, by Lemma B 1.8 we have that o' =1 on S.
Similarly, we obtain 62 = 1 on S;. Thus if we define 0 = 0'¢?, then o =1

on T, and for all p € S;, we have o), = 0’;. This shows supp(c) = PLUP,. O

What Lemma 1.9 says is that while the analogue of Lemma B3.2.3] may
not be true for general compatible plaquette sets Py, P, C As, it will be
true for those plaquette sets for which we can find a decomposition Sa(A) =
S U Sy which satisfies the conditions of Lemma [£.1.91 It turns out we can
always do so if one of the plaquette sets is a minimal vortex. We begin to
show this next.

Let e € Ay be such that P(e) C Ag. Let S, be the cell complex obtained
by including any plaquette which is in a 3-cell that contains the edge e (note
if P(e) C Ag, then any 3-cell that contains e is in A). Let 95, be the cell
complex obtained by deleting e, and all plaquettes in P(e), from S.. Let S¢
be the cell complex obtained by deleting e, and all plaquettes in P(e), from
Sa(A). Observe 9S, = S. NS¢

To help visualize, suppose first that we are in three dimensions, and e is
the edge between the vertices (0,0,0) and (1,0,0). Then 95, is the boundary
of the rectangular prism [0,1] x [~1,1]2. When we go to four dimensions,
with e now the edge between (0,0,0,0) and (1,0,0,0), 0S. is the union
of the boundaries of the three rectangular prisms [0,1] x [~1,1]% x {0},
[0,1] x [~1,1] x {0} x [~1,1], and [0,1] x {0} x [~1,1]2. The boundaries of
the first two prisms intersect at the closed curve which is the boundary of
the rectangle [0, 1] x [—1,1] x {0}2, and similarly the boundaries of the first
and third prisms intersect at the boundary of [0, 1] x {0} x [-1,1] x {0}, and
the boundaries of the second and third prisms intersect at the boundary of
[0,1] x {0}% x [-1,1].

We will need the following topological statement, whose proof is left to
the appendix.

Lemma 4.1.10. Suppose e € Ay is such that P(e) C Ay. Then S.,SS, and
0S. are all simply connected.

Lemma 4.1.11. Suppose P, P, C Ay are compatible, and Py is a minimal
vortex, i.e. P = P(eq) for some edge ey. Let T' be a spanning tree of S1(A)
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which contains a spanning tree of 0Se,. Then there is a bijection between
edge configurations o € GF(T) such that supp(c) = P1 U Ps, and tuples of
edge configurations (o', 0?), such that o' € GF(T), supp(c’) = P;, i = 1,2,
Moreover, if o is mapped to (o*,0?%), then o = o'0?, and o' = 1 outside e,

and 0% =1 on S, .

Proof. We apply LemmalLI.9l To verify the conditions, observe S, NS¢, =
0Sey, and by LemmalL.T.10L S, S¢,, S, are all simply connected. Observe
also that a spanning tree of 05, is also a spanning tree of S, and a spanning
tree of S1(A) which does not use eg is also a spanning tree of S¢ . Finally,
no plaquette of P(eg) is in S, and by definition of compatibility, we have

that no plaquette of P, can be in S, . O

Lemma 4.1.12. Suppose P = P U Py, C Ay, where Py, Py are compatible,
and Py is a minimal vortex. Then ®(P) = ®(P,)P(P).

Proof. Let e be such that P, = P(e). Let T be a spanning tree of Sj(A)
which contains a spanning tree of S.. Applying Lemmas .17 and E1.1T]

we have
(P) = Z H ©s(op)

c€GF(T) peP

supp(o)=P
= > S T westop) T1 eslop)
FEGF(T) o2eGF(T) peh peP
supp(c!)=P1 supp(c?)=P,
— O(P)D(Py). 0

By repeatedly applying Lemma 4. 1.12], we obtain the following corollary.

Corollary 4.1.13. Let P C As. Suppose we have a decomposition P =
PU---UP,, such that Py, ..., P, are compatible, and such that for some
0<k<n, P,...,P. are minimal vortices. Then

k
#(P) = (T] o) )a(Pa U+ UR,),
=1

We also have the following consequences of Lemmas A.1.8 and A T.1T1

Corollary 4.1.14. Suppose Py, P, C Ay are compatible, and Py is a minimal
vortex. Then the number of 1» € Hom(m1(S1(A)),G) such that supp(v) =
Py U Py is equal to (|G| — 1) times the number of ¥ € Hom(mw1(S1(A)), G)
such that supp(¢)) = Ps.

Proof. Let ey be such that P, = P(ep). Fix a spanning tree T' of Sy(A)
which contains a spanning tree of 0S,,. By Lemma [A.1.6], we have that the
number of 1) € Hom(my(S1(A)), G) such that supp(¢)) = Py U P» is equal to
the number of o € GF(T) such that supp(c) = P; U P». By Lemma [L.T.1T],
this number is equal to the number of (¢!, 0?) such that o’ € GF(T), and
supp(c?) = P;, i = 1,2. Moreover, we have that o' = 1 outside of ey. Thus
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there are |G| — 1 choices of ¢!, corresponding to the assignment of 0:5}0 to

a non-identity element of G. To finish, observe again by Lemma that
the number of 02 € GF(T) such that supp(c?) = P, is equal to the number
of ¢ € Hom(71(S1(A)), G) such that supp(v)) = Ps. O

Corollary 4.1.15. Suppose ey € Ay is such that P(eg) C As. The number
of homomorphisms ¢ € Hom(m(S1(A)),G) such that supp(y)) = P(eq) is
|G| — 1. Also, ®(P(eg)) = rp (recall the definition of rz (LH)).

Proof. Take a spanning tree T' of S7(A) which does not use eq, so that it is
also a spanning tree of S¢ . The number of such v is equal to the number
of o € GF(T') such that supp(c) = P(ep). For any such o, note that as T is
also a spanning tree of S¢ , we have 0 = 1 on a spanning tree of S . Also,
for all p € 5S¢, we have o), = 1. Thus by Lemma [L.1.8, we have that o, = 1
for all e € Sg, that is, for all e # eg. As supp(c) = P(eg), we must have
Oey # 1. Thus there are |G| — 1 possible choices for o, corresponding to the
assignment of o., to a non-identity element of G. Moreover, this implies
®(P(eg)) = rp, as desired. O

By repeatedly applying Corollary £ 1.14] and applying Corollary A.T.15]
once, we arrive at the following.

Corollary 4.1.16. Let V; = P(e;) € Ay, 1 < i < k, be compatible minimal
vortices. Fiz xg € Ag. Then the number of v» € Hom(m1(S1(A), z0),G)
such that supp(y)) = ViU --- UV, is equal to (|G| — 1)k, Consequently,
for a spanning tree T of S1(A) which does not contain ey, ..., ek, any such
Y is of the form ¢ = 7°(0), where o is such that o # 1 if and only if
ee€{er,...,ex}.

Remark 4.1.17. Noteif ey, ..., ey are such that P(ey),..., P(ex) C Ag, and
moreover the vortices are compatible, then the graph obtained by removing
€1, ..., e, from S1(A) is connected. Thus there always exists a spanning tree
T of S1(A) which does not contain e, ..., e.

By repeatedly applying Lemma [4.1.1T] we arrive at the following.

Corollary 4.1.18. Let Vi,..., Vi, P’ C Ay be compatible, with V; = P(e;),
1<i<k LetP:=ViU---UV,UP. Suppose T is a spanning tree of
S1(A) which contains spanning trees of 0Se,, 1 < i < k. Then there is a
bijection between o € GF(T) such that supp(c) = P, and tuples (5,0"),
such that 6,0' € GF(T), 0 = 60', 6. # 1 if and only if e € {e1,...,ex},
and supp(c’) = P'.

Remark 4.1.19. It is not clear whether there always exists a spanning tree
T of S1(A) which contains spanning trees of 9S,,, 1 < i < k. Thus we will
need to ensure that this is the case when we apply this corollary.

We now seek to prove the analogue of Lemma [3.2.3] for more general sets
of plaquettes. Given a rectangle B contained in A, let S3(B) denote the
2-complex obtained by including all plaquettes of B. Let 0S2(B) be the
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2-complex obtained by including all plaquettes which are on the boundary
of B, but not on the boundary of A. Note if B is contained in the interior
of A, then 0S5(B) is simply the 2-complex made of all boundary plaquettes
of B. Let S§(B) be the 2-complex obtained by including all plaquettes of A
that are not in B, as well as all plaquettes in 952(B).

Given plaquette sets P, P, C Ao, we say that P;, P, are well separated,
or P is well separated from P, if there exists a rectangle B in A such that
Py C S9(B), P, C S5(B), and no plaquettes of P} or P, are contained in
0S5(B). For such a B, we say that Pj, P, are well separated by B, or that
B well separates P;, P». Note this definition is not symmetric in Py, P;.

The proof of the following topological fact is left to the appendix.

Lemma 4.1.20. For a rectangle B in A, we have that So(B) is simply
connected. If in addition all side lengths of B are strictly less than the side
length of A, then 052(B), SS(B) are simply connected.

We now show the analogue of LemmaB.2.4lwhen P;, P; are well separated.

Lemma 4.1.21. Let P, P, C Ay. Suppose Py, Py are well separated by a
rectangle B in A, such that all side lengths of B are strictly less than the
side length of A. Let T be a spanning tree of S1(A) which contains spanning
trees of Sa2(B),S5(B), and 0S2(B). There is a bijection between the set of
o € GF(T) such that supp(c) = Py U Py, and the set of tuples (o*,0?) such
that o' € GF(T), supp(c’) = P;, i = 1,2. Moreover, if o is mapped to
(0',0?), then 0 = o'a?, o' =1 on SS(B), 0* =1 on Sa(B). Consequently,

for all p € Sa2(B), 011) = 0, and for all p € S§(B), 012) = 0p.

Proof. By Lemma [£.1.20] we have that So(B), S§(B) and 9S2(B) are simply
connected. Moreover, observe 0S2(B) = S2(B)NS5(B). Now apply Lemma
419 O

Lemma Z.T.2T now implies the following analogue of Lemma [3.2.3] for well
separated plaquette sets Pp, Ps.

Lemma 4.1.22. Let P, P, C Ay be well separated by a rectangle B con-
tained in A, such that all side lengths of B are strictly less than the side
length of A. Then

@(Pl U PQ) = @(Pl)@(Pg)

Proof. Take a spanning tree T as in the statement of Lemma [Z.1.2Tl To see
why such a spanning tree exists, first take a spanning tree T of 0S3(B) .
Extend T to spanning trees Ty, Th of Sy(B), S5(B), respectively. Then let
T be the union of T1,T». Now apply Lemma [£T.2T] and proceed as in the
proof of Lemma O

Now given a plaquette set P C Ay, we want to partition P such that
®(P) factors into a product. Moreover, we want this partition to be as
fine as possible. Towards this end, first decompose P = V; U --- UV, into
compatible vortices. We may assume that for some 0 < k < mn, Vi,...,V;
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are minimal vortices, while Vi41,...,V,, are not minimal vortices. Include
in the partition V4, ..., Vj. It then remains to partition P’ := Vi1 U---UVj,.
Observe that given a partition of the index set {k+1,...,n} = [LU---Ul,,
for 1 < j < m we may define

K= ]V

i€l

Then K7, ..., K,, is a partition of P’. We now impose the following condition
on Ki,..., K. For each 1 <j <m —1, Kj is well separated from K; i U
---U K, by a cube in A. Such a partition always exists; e.g. vacuously
take m =1, I; = {k+1,...,n}. Now take a “maximal” partition P’ =
Ky U---UK,,, in the sense that for every 1 < j < m, there does not exist
a further partition K; = K Jl UK ]2 into nonempty components, such that
K}, Kf are well separated by a cube in A.

Note such a maximal partition P/ = K; U --- U K,,, may or may not be
unique; we will not assume uniqueness. For each P’ which does not have
any minimal vortices in its vortex decomposition, fix a maximal partition
P'=K;U---UK,,. Note that for all 1 < j < m — 1, the cube which well
separates K from K 1 U---U K, must have side length strictly less than
the side length of A. Thus by applying Corollary ET.13] once and repeatedly
applying Lemma [£.T.22] we arrive at the following result.

Lemma 4.1.23. Suppose P C Ay, and P=V,U---UV,UK;U---UK,,
1s partitioned as just described. Then
k m
o) =[JoWv) [] 2(%)).
, e

=1

Hereafter, the partition P =V, U--- UV, U K7 --- U K,,, which was just
described will be referred to as the “knot decomposition” of P. Let K be the
collection of all K C Ay which appear in the knot decomposition of some
P C As. In particular, K contains all minimal vortices. Following [19], the
elements of K will be called knots.

4.2. Wilson loop expectation in terms of random collections of
knots. Recall p is a unitary representation of G, d is the dimension of p,
and  is the character of p. For a given vertex zy € Ag, and a spanning tree
T of S1(A), recall the presentation m1(S1(A), xg) = (ae, e € S1(A)\T), where
the a. are defined in terms of (2o, T"). For the self avoiding loop v = e - - - ey,
let C, = a, - - - a, (note if e; is such that e; € T', then define a., := 1). For
P C A,, define

P, (P) = > XW(C)) [T wsw(Cp)).
dJGHom(Wl (51 (A),wo),G) peEP
supp(¢)=P
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By the same proof as in Lemma [4.1.5] we have that ®. does not depend
on the choice of (zg,T). We also have the following analogue of Lemma
417 whose proof we omit.

Lemma 4.2.1. For any spanning tree T of S1(A), and for any plaquette set
P C Ay, we have

0,7)= ¥ (T]oe) T oston

c€GF(T) eey peEP
supp(o)=P

Recall P, is the set of nonempty vortices V' C Ag. For I' C Py, define
Pm) =V
Ver
I(T') := 1(elements of I" are compatible).

In particular, we have P(@) := @ C Ay, and I(@) := 1. The following
lemma expresses Wilson loop expectations in terms of a random subset of

Pa, which can be thought of as a random collection of surfaces. First, let
Ny = |G||AO|_1.

Lemma 4.2.2. We have
Zng =N Y O(PI)IT),
I'CPa
and
_ Srea, ®(PO)ID)
> e, ®PONIT)

Proof. Fix some vertex xg € Ag, and a spanning tree T" of S7(A). Recalling
Corollary E.1.4] we have

Zng= >, 1] ws(0p)

UEGAl pEAz

=M > [T #s(w(Cp))

YeHom (71 (S1(A),x0),G) PEA2

=N Y o(P)

PCAs

=N Y (PO)HIT).

ICPa

(W“/>A,B

Note the last equality follows because any plaquette set P C As has a unique
decomposition into compatible vortices. For the second assertion, start with

Wodas=Zx Y X<H0e> I #s(op).

oceGM ecy pEA2
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and then use the same manipulations as before to show that the numerator
is equal to

Ny Y @, (P@)I(I). 0
I'CPa
Now let ' C Pp be a random collection vortices, with law given by
o(P(T))I(T)
Yrep, SPI))IIY)’
(As an aside, one way to sample I" would be to first sample the edge config-

uration ¥ ~ pup g, and then take the vortex decomposition of supp(X).) By
Lemma [£.2.2] we have

P(T'=T):= I' C Py.

o (P(T)]
5 G | = s

It thus suffices to study the behavior of ®,(P(I"))/®(P(T")). The general
strategy will be the same as in the Abelian case. We will define an event
E, and a random variable IV,, such that on the event E, we may write
¢, (P(I))/®(P(T)) = Tr(A]BV”). We will be able to approximate N, by a
Poisson random variable, which will enable us to do an exact calculation to
obtain a formula for the first order of (W), 3. To obtain an error bound,
we will bound P(E€), as well as the error in approximating N, by a Poisson.

Towards this end, let P, denote the collection of all plaquettes contained
in at least one S.,e € v. lLe., p € P, if there exists e € 7, and a 3-cell
c which contains both e and p. For a given realization of I', we may take
the knot decomposition P(I') = Vi U--- UV, UK U---UK,,. Now let £
be the event that for all 1 < j < m, there is a cube Bg- in A which well
separates K; from P,. This definition of ' is a bit more complicated than
the corresponding definition in the Abelian setting, and this is again due
to the presence of additional topological considerations. Though the main
point is the same - E is defined so that on this event, only minimal vortices
can contribute. Let N, be the number of e € 7 such that P(e) is an element
of I'. The following lemma expresses ®.,(P(TI"))/®(P(T)) in terms of N, on
the event E. It is the analogue of Lemma B.3.10l First, recall the definition
of Ag in equation (L.G]).

Lemma 4.2.3. On the event E, we have
o, (P(T))
o(P(I))

Before proving this lemma, we need some preliminary results.

= Te(A3").

Lemma 4.2.4. Suppose P C As, such that for some edge e not in the loop
v, P(e) is a vortex of P. If ®(P) > 0, then

D,(P) _ ,(P\P(e))

o(P)  ®(P\P(e))
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Proof. By Lemma [£.1.12] we have ®(P) = ®(P(e))®(P\P(e)), so it suffices
to show @, (P) = ®(P(e))®~(P\P(e)). Let T be a spanning tree of S1(A)
which contains a spanning tree of 0S.. By Lemma 2.1l ®.(P) is a sum
over edge configurations o € G™ such that supp(c) = P. By Lemma ZT1T]
o corresponds uniquely to a tuple of edge configurations (o', o?), such that

o = o'o?, o' = 1 outside of e, supp(c!) = P(e), supp(c?) = P\P(e).

Observe as e ¢ v, we have [[., oc = [].c, 02. The desired result now
follows by factoring the sum over ¢ into sums over o', o2. O

Lemma 4.2.5. Suppose P = P' UK C As, such that K is well separated
from P'U P, by a rectangle whose side lengths are all strictly less than the
side length of A. If ®(P) > 0, then

,(P) _ &,(P)

o(P)  @(P)
Proof. By Lemmal[Z1.22] we have ®(P) = ®(P’)®(K), so it remains to show

P, (P) = ¢, (P)®(K). This follows by the same argument as in the proof
of Lemma [£.2.4] except we use Lemma [L.1.2T] in place of Lemma ZT.11l O

Lemma 4.2.6. Suppose we have P = ViU---UV}, C As, such that Vy,...,V
are compatible minimal vortices, and for all 1 < i < k, V; = P(e;), with
e; €. Then

®,(P)
o(P)

= Tr(Af).

Proof. Take zp € Ag, and a spanning tree T of S7(A) which does not contain
e1,...,¢e,. By Corollary LI.T6l we obtain that any homomorphism ¢ €
Hom(m(S1(A), zo), G) such that supp(t)) = P is of the form 7" (o), where
o is of the form
o g#1 e=¢,1<i<k
¢ 1 e¢{er...,ex}
We thus have

@,(P)

Hm) H 3(9:)°

)
AN

1 k

_Tr<

1

=Tr (]f[l <;P(9)¢5(9)6>> :

In the first equality, we used the assumption that v is self avoiding, so that
each edge appears only once. Also note that technically, for the edges e;
which are negatively oriented in -, the corresponding contribution should

03
Ak

lﬁim P

k
H gchﬁgz >
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be p(g; ') instead of p(g;). However, we can ignore this, since p is a unitary
representation, so that we have ps(g;) = ¢g(g; *). Now finish by dividing
through by ®(P) = ®(V1)--- ®(Vi) = r. a

Proof of Lemma [{.2.3 Start with the knot decomposition
PT)=ViU---UVLUKjU-- UK,

By relabeling if necessary, we may suppose that there is some 0 < k' < k
such that for all 1 < i < k', V; = P(e;), with e; € , and for all K'+1 < j < k,
V; = P(e;),ej ¢ 7. Note then N, = k’. Let P’ := Vi U- - .UV UK U- - - UK.
By repeatedly applying Lemma [£.2.4], we have

3, (P(T) _ &,(P')

o(P(T)) ()
Let By be a cube which well separates K7 from KoU---UK,,. On the event
E, there is a cube B} which well separates K from P,O>2ViU---UVp.
Thus B; N B} is a rectangle which well separates K from (P'\K;)U P,, and

moreover as all side lengths of B] must be strictly less than the side length
of A, the same is true for By N B}. Thus by Lemma .25 we have

@,(P) _ &, (P\K)
S(P)  B(P\K)

We may repeat this argument to get rid of Ko, ..., K,,, and obtain
P, (P o, (iU U W)

(P PV U---UVp)
To finish, apply Lemma [4.2.61 O

Now recall that in the Abelian case, to handle the case of long loops,
we used the bound [E[W,(X) | P(X)]| < |45/ (see the proof of Lemma
[B316]). We now set out to prove an analogue of this: Lemma To be
clear, this bound will always hold, so that we don’t need to work with the
event E here. Thus let us forget about £ until after Lemma [4.2.9]

Lemma 4.2.7. For any e € Ay, the number of € such that S., S.s share a
vertex is at most 217 — 1.

Proof. The number of vertices in S, is at most 3-2-9 = 54. For a given
vertex xg, in order for €’ to be such that S,/ contains xg, there must exist a
3-cell ¢ which contains both €’ and zg. The number of 3-cells which contain
Zg is at most 8 - 6 - 4, and the number of edges in a 3-cell is at most 12. To
finish, observe 54 -8 -6-4-12 < 217 — 1. O

Corollary 4.2.8. For any collection V; = P(e;) C Ao, 1 < i < k, there
exists a subset I C [k], of size at least max(|2717k|,1), such that the 2-
complexes Se,;,1 € I have disjoint vertez sets.
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Proof. Use Lemma [A.2.7], along with the following result from graph the-
ory. For a graph on n vertices with maximum degree d, there exists an
independent set of size at least n/(d + 1). O

Lemma 4.2.9. Let P C Ay, and suppose we have the knot decomposition
P=Vviu---UVzUKjU---UK,,. Let k be the number of V;, 1 <i < k,
such that V; = P(e;), with e; € vv. Then

®,(P)
o(P)

Proof. We may assume that Vi,...,V; are such that V; = P(e;), with
e; € v. By Corollary IZ8| there exists a subset I C [k] of size at least
max(|27'7k[, 1), such that the 2-complexes S,,,i € I have disjoint vertex
sets. Let k' := |I|, and by relabeling, assume I = [k']. Let

< df Ag|mx(2TTELY,

P :=Vy U - UVGUK U UK.

Now because the S.,,1 < i < k' have disjoint vertex sets, we may take a
spanning tree T of S;(A) which contains spanning trees of 9S,,, 1 <i <k’
Let EC be the set of 0 € GF(T) such that o, # 1 if and only if e €
{e1,...,er}. Applying Corollary L.T.I8] we obtain

- Y Y ﬂ(np@a;)) I ese) TT ol

o'€GF(T) 6€EC e€y pEP’ peV;
supp(c’)=P’ 1<i<k’

Let us now fix o/. We proceed to “average out” the sum over 5. Assume

e1,...,ep are ordered by appearance in . Observe then that there are
matrices Ay,..., A1 (depending on ¢’ but not &) such that for any ¢ €
EC, we have

[ 0(5e0h) = A1p(Fe,) A2p(Fey) -+ A pl(Fey, ) Arr 1.

ecy

For instance, if e; is the jth edge of +, then A; will be p applied to the
(ordered) product of o, as e ranges over the first j — 1 edges of 7. Now to
sum in &, it suffices to sum over the non-identity values of &, i.e. g; € G,
gi #1,1<i<k. We have

K Y
D Aip(gr) - Awplgi) A [ [ 89 =
i=1 g;#1 i=1

Al( > p(gl)cpﬁ(gl)6> "'Ak’< > p(gkf)wa(gkf)6> Aprpa.

g1#£1 Grr #1

As observed in the proof of Lemma [£.26] if the edge e; appears in v in
a negative orientation, then the contribution should be p(g; '), not p(g;).
However, once we sum over g;, this difference gets washed out, since ¢g(g;) =
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©5(g;1). Now observe that dividing through by ®(P) = ®(P') Hi‘il (V) =
<I>(P’)r§', we obtain
O(P) 1AL Ag - A AgApy .
We may bound
Tr(A1Ag - A AgAp+1) < d|AAg - Ap Ag A |, < dHABHZJ-

op —
As this inequality holds for any fixed ¢/, the same holds once we sum over
o', and this yields the desired inequality. O

In the remainder of the subsection, suppose 7 is far enough away from the
boundary of A, such that any cube of side length 50 (say) which contains a
vertex of 7 is completely contained in A. Recall also the event E and the
random variable N, which were defined just after the proof of Lemma [£.2.2]
We now state the key intermediate results about £ and INV,, and then use
these results to give a proof of Theorem [LZT]l These intermediate results
are entirely analogous to those of Section B3] (i.e. Lemma B3Il to Lemma
[3.3.16). Most proofs will be deferred to Sections 3] and 41

Lemma 4.2.10. Suppose
1
B > —(1000 + 141og |G]). (4.4)
Ag

Then
P(E®) < (frg)e PAc/2,

Corollary 4.2.11. Suppose
1
B > -—(1000 + 14log|G]).
Ag

Then
Wiag —ETr AN < 2d(¢frg)ePRc/2,
v/IAB B B

Proof. Recall that (W,)a g = E[®,(P(T"))/®(P(T))]. By Lemma 423 we
have

E[®.(T)/®(T)] — ETr(A}") = E[(% - Tr(A?”)) nEc} .

Note [©,(P(T))/®(P(I))| < d, and also [|Ag]|,, < 1, so that for any integer

k > 0, we have \Tr(Ag)] < dHA’éHop < d. Now finish by applying Lemma
4210 O

Proposition 4.2.12. Suppose
1
B > -—(500 + 7log |G]). (4.5)
Ag

Let Z(N~) be the law of N,. Then
dryv (Z(N,), Poisson (frg)) < 300(e*54 )rs.
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Proposition 4.2.13. Suppose
1
B > —(500 + 7log |G]). (4.6)
Ag
Then we have the left tail bound
1
IP’(NV < §€r5> < 2eexp(—0.15¢0rg).
Corollary 4.2.14. Suppose
1
B > -—(500 + 7log |G]).
Ag

Then
|(Wy)a,8] < 2edexp(—0.15¢rg) + dexp(—(2_19 log ”ABH;;)MB)

Proof. Recall that (W5)a g = E[®(P(T))/®(P(T"))]. By Lemma £.2.9] and
Proposition 213l we have

(EV(P(F)) 1 max (|27 80rg],1)

— || < < — Bl

‘E[ aom) || S P < 5t ) + sl
< 2ed exp(—0.150rg) + d|| Ag||m (122 ral1)

To finish, observe max(|[27%¢rg],1) > 2719%rs. O

Proof of Theorem [L.2]l. It suffices to show the bound (L9) with (W,)s re-
placed by (W) g, with all A sufficiently large. In particular, we may assume
that A is such that any cube of side length 50 which contains a vertex of
is completely contained in A, so that we may apply the preceding results of
this section.

First, by combining Corollary E.2.1T] and Proposition E.2.12] and using
the fact [|Ag||,, <1, we have

(W, )as — e o Tr(ef#48)| < 2d(0rg)ePR6/2 4 2d - 300e!2 8 1.
Asrg < (|G| —1)e~%%2¢  and  is large enough so that 600(|G| —1) < efA¢,
we further obtain

(W, )5 — e T8 Tr(ef848)| < 3del>rsePRe/2, (4.7)
Letting A1(8), ..., Aq(B) be the eigenvalues of Ag, observe
d
e—érﬁTr(legAﬁ) _ Z e—frg(l—)\i(ﬁ))‘
i=1
For notational convenience, denote this quantity by Bg. Now by Corollary
A2.14 and the definition of ¢z (see equation (L)), we have

[(Wa)as — Bal < [(Wa)as] + B < (2¢ + 2)de ™75, (4.8)
Upon combining equations (47]) and (4.8)), we obtain
|<W“/>A,ﬁ _ BB|1+1.5/05 < 3d61.55r56—5Ag/2((2e + 2)d€_grﬁcﬁ)1'5/cﬁ.
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Now finish by taking both sides to the power cz/(cg + 1.5). O

4.3. Proofs. For P C Ay, let S3(A2\P) denote the 2-complex obtained
by including all edges and vertices of A, and all plaquettes in As\P. For
xg € Mg, T a spanning tree of S1(A), we have the presentation (see e.g.
Section 4.1.3 of [18])

Wl(SQ(AQ\P),xQ) = (ae,e S Sl(A)\T ‘ Cp,p S A2\P> = Wl(Sl(A),xo)/Np,

where Np is the normal subgroup of m;(Si(A),zo) generated by Cp,p €
AQ\P. Let

IIp : Wl(Sl(A),x()) — Fl(SQ(AQ\P),x())
be the natural projection map induced by Np. For a homomorphism ( €
Hom (7 (S2(A2\P), z9), G), define supp(¢) := {p : (I p(Cp)) # 1}.

Lemma 4.3.1. Fiz P C As. The quotient map Ilp induces a bijection
between the set of ¥ € Hom(m1(S1(A),z0),G) such that supp(yp) = P, and
the set of ¢ € Hom(m(S2(A2\P), o), G) such that supp(¢) = P.

Proof. Observe that if ¢ € Hom(71(S1(A), z0), G), supp(v)) = P, then Np C
ker(t)). Then by the fundamental theorem on homomorphisms, there exists
a unique ¢ such that ) = (oIlp. Note this implies supp(¢) = supp(yp) = P.

Conversely, suppose ¢ € Hom(my(S2(A2\P),x0),G), supp(¢) = P. Then
(ollp € Hom(71(S1(A), z0),G), and supp(¢ o IIp) = P. O

Lemma 4.3.2. Let K € K be a knot. Consider the vortex decomposition
K=ViU---UV,. Then either n =1 and Vi is a minimal vortex, or for all
1 <i<n,V;is not a minimal vortex.

Proof. This follows by the definition of the knot decomposition, and the
definition of a vortex. O

The following lemma is an analogue of Lemma [3.4.6]

Lemma 4.3.3. Let P C As. Suppose for all plaquettes p € P, all 3-cells
which contain p are completely contained in A. If |P| <5, then ®(P) = 0.
If |P| =6, then ®(P) > 0 if and only if P = P(e) C As.

Proof. We have that ®(P) is a sum over homomorphisms ¢ : 71(S1(A)) = G
such that supp(¢) = P. By Lemma [A.3.1] the number of such 1 is equal to
the number of homomorphisms ¢ : 71(S2(A2\P)) — G such that supp(¢) =
P. I now claim that if |P| < 5 and P satisfies the stated assumptions, then
m1(S2(A2\P)) = {1}, which implies that there does not exist ¢ such that
supp(¢) = P. This would then imply that ®(P) = 0. Similarly, I claim that
if |P| = 6, and P satisfies the stated assumptions, then w1 (S2(A2\P)) # {1}
if and only if P = P(e) C Ag. As these two claims are purely topological,
they are left to the appendix — see Lemma [B.1l O

The following two lemmas are the analogues of Lemmas [3.4.2] and [3.4.4]
The proofs are a bit more involved, so to not distract from the main thrust
of the argument, they are left to Section (4.4l
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Lemma 4.3.4. Let p € Ay. For any m > 1, the number of knots in KC of
size m which contain p is at most (10%4)™.

Lemma 4.3.5. Let m > 1. For any knot K € K of size m, there exists a
cube B in A of side length at most 3m, such that all plaquettes of K are
contained in Sa2(B), but not in 052(B).

The following lemma is the analogue of Lemma [B.4.5]l First, recall the
definition of P, given just before Lemma £.2.3]

Lemma 4.3.6. For m > 1, let S be the set of plaquettes p € Ay such that
any cube of side length m containing p does not contain a plaquette of P .
Then

m 4
[A2\ST"] < 96 - 480(2m + 1),

Proof. Essentially the same proof as for Lemma [B.4.5] except we bound the
number of vertices in some plaquette of P, by 96/, since each such vertex
must be in a 3-cell which contains an edge of v, and any given edge has at
most 12 3-cells which contain it, and any given 3-cell has 8 vertices. O

We now give an upper bound on ®, which will be the analogue of Lemma
B4 First, define

ag = |Gle PRe,
Lemma 4.3.7. For any P C As, we have
1P|
®(P) <ag .

Proof. For any homomorphism ¢ € Hom(71(S1(A)), G) such that supp(¢) =
P, observe

[T ws(w(Cp)) < e7P2el.

peEP
To finish, we want to bound the number of such ¢ by |G|, By Lemma
[4.3.1] it suffices to bound the number of homomorphisms from 71 (S2(A2\P))
to G by |G|I”l. To do so, it suffices to show that rk(mi(S2(A2\P))) < |P|,
where rk denotes the rank of the group, i.e. the minimum size of a generating

subset. As this is a purely topological fact, it is left to the appendix — see
Lemma B.2 O

For P C Py, define
Ep =Y ®(P(I)I().
rcp

This is the analogue to the quantity defined in (3.3]), the analysis of which
was a crucial step in the argument for the Abelian case. Note that Z g oc
Ep, (recall Lemma 22]). For I' C P C Py, define

Zp\r
pp(I) = 2L
=p
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Observe we always have
0<ppl)<1. (4.9)

The next lemma shows that the probabilities of certain events involving
P(T') may be expressed in terms of pp,. It is an analogue of Lemma
First, recall that for vortices Vi,..., Vi, the set No(Vi,..., Vi) is defined as
the collection of vortices in P5 which are incompatible with at least one of
Vi,ooo, Vi

Lemma 4.3.8. Let Vq,..., V. € Py be compatible minimal vortices, and let
Vi, ..., V), € Py be vortices, not necessarily compatible nor minimal. Let F'
be the event that V; € T for all 1 < i < k. Let F’ be the event that Vj’ ¢ T
foralll1 <j<m. Let T':= NA(Vq,..., Vi) U{V{,..., V., }. We have

P(F N\ F') = rfpp, (T).

Proof. We have

P(FNF)=25" Y &PI)II). (4.10)
TPy
Vi,...,Vyer’
V), Vi T

Now for any I'' C Py such that I(I") =1, Vi,...,Vy €IV, and V/,... |V, ¢
I, we may partition IV = {Vi,..., V4 UT, where I(I') =1 and T NT = @.
Conversely, given any such ', we have that I {,..., VU f‘) = 1, since
LN NA(V4,..., Vi) = @. Also, by Corollaries 113 and EEL.I5, we have

k
#(P(r) = ([To%) ) #(P(0) = rhe(p()
i=1
We may thus rewrite the right hand side of (4.10) as

— SRR Ep,\r
=5l ST e(P(D)I(D) =k E;\ .
PCPA\D A

The desired result now follows. O

Applying Lemma 3.8 with £ = 1, m = 0, and using (£.9), we obtain the
following corollary.

Corollary 4.3.9. Let V' be a minimal vortex. Then
]P(V S F) < ra.

For K € K, let Fix be the event that K is present in the knot decompo-
sition of P(T"). The following lemma bounds the probability of Fi.

Lemma 4.3.10. For any K € K, we have
P(Fk) < ®(K).
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Proof. Let I'y be the set of vortices appearing in the vortex decomposition
of K. For any I' C Pj such that I(I') = 1 and K appears in the knot
decomposition of P(T"), we may partition I' = T'o U T”, where IV C Py\Ty,
IT) =1, and ®(P(T")) = ®(K)P(P(I")). We may thus upper bound P(F)
by
Ep®(K) Y. e(PI)II).
I"CPx\lo

The sum in the above display is at most Zp,, and thus the desired result
now follows. O

Proof of Lemma[{.2.10, By Lemma [.3.5] on the event E°, there must be
a knot K of some size m > 1 in the knot decomposition of P(I'), which
is not a minimal vortex, such that there is a cube of side length 3m which
contains both K and some plaquette of P,. Recalling the definition of Sim
from Lemma [£3.6] we then have that K contains a plaquette of Ag\Sf’,m.
Now if m < 6, then by the assumption that the loop v is far away from the
boundary of A, we also have that K is far away from the boundary of A. In
particular, K satisfies the condition of Lemma [£3.3] and thus ®(K) = 0.
By Lemma 310 we have P(Fg) < ®(K), and thus we may assume that
m > 7. Now by a union bound, and then applying Lemmas E3.10] E.3.4,
and .3.6] we obtain

P(E)Y<D > Y P(Fx)

m=7 pEAQ\S?’/m ‘[I{(Bp

=m
(e*10*ap)?
<96-48 - TH— T
= 1— €102 ag
Now observe ozg = |G|Te"™PRc, ¢7%PB¢ < g and the assumption on f3
implies
(e'10*G])"  _pa
96 -48 - TA—— T _e7FRG/2 < 1,
1— ' 1020, =
The desired result now follows. O

We now begin to build towards the proofs of Propositions and
@213l Recall that the main ingredient in the proofs (Section B4) of the
Abelian analogues of these propositions (Propositions B.3.13l and B.3.15]) was
that we were able to obtain good estimates on the Abelian analogue of pp
by using cluster expansion (Theorem B.4.13]). The trouble now is we are not
able to directly use cluster expansion, because we are not actually able to
express Zp in the form of equation ([B.3]). This is due to the fact that there
can be vortices V7, Vo, V3 which are pairwise well separated, but their union
V1 U Vo U V3 cannot be partitioned into two nonempty well separated pieces.
This is analogous to the existence of Borromean rings in knot theory; see
e.g. the Wikipedia page on Borromean rings. We thus have to resort to a
more bare-hands approach, which we begin next.



54 SKY CAO

Lemma 4.3.11. Suppose 1024oz5 < 1. Then for any p € Ay, we have

1024 7
> 809 < Tyt
Kek B
K>p
|K|>7
Proof. By Lemmas .3.7] and £.3.4] we have that the sum in question may
be bounded by

o o
Y w0 < Y (e
m=7 KekK m="7
K>p
|K|=m
Now use the assumption 10240z5 < 1 to sum the geometric series. U

The following two lemmas are crucial in allowing us to obtain good enough
bounds on pp.

Lemma 4.3.12. Suppose 3 is large enough so that 1024a5 < 1. Suppose
V e P C Py, V isa minimal vortex, and V is far enough away from the
boundary of A, such that any cube of side length 25 (say) which contains a
plaquette of V' is completely contained in A. Suppose T' C N (V)NP is such
that T does not contain any minimal vortices. Then

(10 a)"
1-— I' <126————.
Proof. We have
1
L= ppM) = = 3 e(PE)IT).
=P ricp
I'NT'#£9

Given IV C P such that I'NT # @, I(I'') = 1, consider the knot decompo-
sition of P(I'). Using this decomposition, we may partition P(I") into two
parts: a knot which is incompatible with V', and everything else. This gives a
partition I = TUT” such that P(T') € K, TN # @, and I(T') = I(T") =1
Moreover, we have ®(P(T")) = @(P(F))@(P(F”)) Thus we may bound

= 3 e < — Y3 @ B)a(P(T")1(")
=P I'CP =P rcp TVCP
T'NI'#£2 pP(D)ek
I'Nl#o

< D e(PM)ID).
rcp
P()ek
I'NI#2
Now suppose I is such that TNT # @ and P(f) € K. By assumption,
I' must contain a vortex which is not a minimal vortex. By Lemma [£3.2]
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this implies that P(I') cannot be a minimal vortex. Moreover, we have
P(I') = V, and by Lemma E3, there is a cube of side length 3|P(T)|
which contains P(T'). If | P(T')| < 6, then the assumption that V is far away
from the boundary of A also implies that P(f) is far enough away from the
boundary of A, so that P(I) satisfies the condition of Lemma 3.3} and so

®(P(I")) = 0. Thus we may further upper bound
Y e@P@O)IT) < ) B(K).

= =
pIjex |K[>7
I'nl'#o

Now in order for K to be incompatible with V', we must have that K contains
a plaquette which is in the same 3-cell as a plaquette of V. The number of
possible plaquettes is at most 21|V|. To finish, note by assumption |V| = 6,
and apply Lemma £.3.17] O

Lemma 4.3.13. Suppose I' C P C Py, and I' contains a minimal vortex
V. Then
pp(L) = pp(D\{V}) = rpp(I U (NA(V) N P)).
Proof. Observe P\(I'\{V'}) = (P\I') U{V'}. Thus
Eprvvy = Y S@IONIT)+ Y a(P()I(T).

IVCP\I' I'C(P\INU{V}
T'sVv

Now by Lemma T.T2] for any I such that I(IV) = 1, I” 3 V, we have
O(P(I")) = &(V)®(P(I"\{V})). Moreover, since I(I'') = 1, we have that
every element of I"\{V'} must be compatible with V', i.e. T/\{V} C P\(T"U
Na(V)). Conversely, for any I' € P\(I' U NA(V)) such that I(T') = 1, we
have I(T U{V}) = 1, and by LemmaEETIZ we also have ®(P(TU{V})) =
®(V)®(P(T)). Thus

Epvvy =, SPINITY) + (V) > d(P(I)I(I)
I'CP\T I'CP\(TUNA(V))
= Ep\r + TBEP\(TUWA (V)NP))-
Now finish by dividing through by Zp, and rearranging. O

We now apply Lemmas .3.12] and [£.3.13] to obtain lower (Lemma A.3.14])
and upper (Lemma F.3.15]) bounds on pp.

Lemma 4.3.14. Suppose [ is large enough so that 10%*

(10%ap)" _
1—102%ag — 7

ag < 1, and also
126

Suppose V' is a minimal vortex, V€ P C Pa, and V is far enough away
from the boundary of A, such that any cube of side length 25 (say) which
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contains a plaquette of V' is completely contained in A. Let T' C Ny(V)NP,
and let k be the number of minimal vortices in I'. Then

pp(r) >1- (k + 1)7‘5.

Proof. Let T' = {V1,...,V,,}, with V4,..., V, minimal, and Vj11,...,V,, not
minimal. By Lemma .3T2] it suffices to assume k > 1, i.e. T' contains a
minimal vortex. By Lemma d.3T3] we have

pp(L) = pp(T\{V1}) — rgpp(I' U (NA(V1) N P)).
Now observe that pp(I' U (Na(V1) NP)) < 1, and thus

= pp(T\{W1}) — 5.
Iterating this, we obtain
pp(T) > pp(T\{V1, ..., Vic}) — krg.
Now finish by Lemma O

Lemma 4.3.15. Suppose 5 is large enough so that 10240z5 <1, and also
(10 ag)”

PRy S G

1-— 1024045

Suppose V is a minimal vortex, V€ P C Pa, and V is far enough away from
the boundary of A, such that for any minimal vortez V' which is incompatible
with V', any cube of side length 25 (say) which contains a plaquette of V' is

completely contained in A. Let I' C Np(V) NP, and let k be the number of
minimal vortices in I'. Then

p'p(r) <1-— k"r’g(l — 2907‘5).

Proof. Let T' = {V1,...,V,,}, with V4,..., V4 minimal, and Vj11,...,V,, not
minimal. It suffices to assume k > 1, i.e. I" contains a minimal vortex. By
Lemma [4.3.13] we have

pp(L) = pp(IT\{V1}) — rgpp(I' U (NA(V1) N P)).
Let T’y := Np(V4) NP. To lower bound pp(I' UT;), observe
1—pp(TUT) < (1= pp((T)) + (1 —pp(l)),

126

so that
pp(UTY) 2 pp(L) + pp(I'1) — 1.

Note by assumption that both V, V; are far enough away from the boundary
of A to satisfy the conditions of Lemma [£.3.14. We may thus apply Lemma
13T to both pp(T) and pp(T'1), along with Lemma B.41] to obtain

pp(TUTY) >1— 290r3.
We thus obtain (note the assumption on § implies 29073 < 1)
p'p(r) < P’P(F\Vl) — ’r’g(l — 2907‘5).
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Upon iterating, we obtain

pp(T) < pp(T\ Vi, Vi) — kra(1 — 200r5)
Now finish by noting pp(I'\{Vi,...,Vi}) < 1. O

In the remainder of the subsection, we will abuse notation and think of
the loop v as a set of edges, ignoring orientation. We now have enough to
prove Propositions 4.2.12] and 4.2.13]

Proof of Proposition [{.2.13 The assumption (@5 on [ implies that the
conditions on ag,rs in Lemma B3.T4] are satisfied. Also, the assumption
that the loop v is far away from the boundary of A implies P(e) C Ag for
any e € v, and moreover, P(e) is far enough away from the boundary of
A to satisfy the conditions of Lemma [£.3.141 We may thus apply Lemma
M314 with V = P(e), for any e € 7.

The proof is essentially the same as in the Abelian case. For e € 7, let
Fp) be the event that P(e) € I'. Then N, =3’ . 1, . Let A :==EN,.
For e € v, define B, := {¢/ € v: P(e) » P(¢')}. We will apply Theorem
B.Z17] so let by, be, b3 be as in the statement of the theorem. To bound by,
observe by Lemma B4l and the assumption that « is self avoiding, that
|Be| < 144 for all e € 7. Then use Corollary to obtain by < 144Arg.
Note that by = 0.

It remains to bound b3. To do so, for ey € v, and v C 7\ B, let Fg,
be defined as in equation (3.6). We want to bound the quantity

B[l | Feorr] = P(Fp(ey))l,
when P(F,, /) > 0. Define
[:= Np(P(e),e €Y )U{P(€) : € € Y\Bey, €' ¢ 7'}
By Lemma 38| we have
P(Fp(ey)) = 18Py (NA(P(e0))),
P(Feoy) = TE/‘PPA (),
P(Fp(eg) N Fegrr) =75 ppy (U NA(P(e0)))-

Thus
ElLryy, | Fror] ~ B(Ep(eg) = B(Ep(e) (B /B2 1),
with
Ry = ppr(Na(P(eo)) N (PA\D)),
Ry = pp, (Na(P(e0)))-
Now apply Lemmas [4.3.14] and [3.4.1] to obtain
0 S 1— Rl S 1457‘5,
0 § 1-— R2 S 1457‘5.
The assumption (45]) on § implies 14574 is small enough for us to bound
|R1/Ry — 1| < 1507,
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and thus
bz < 150Arg.

Thus by Theorem B.4.T17] we obtain
dry (Z(N,), Poisson()\)) < 1447 + 150 min(\, 1.4V \) 7.

We proceed to bound (recall by Corollary that P(Fp()) < rg for all
e€")
ltrg — A =) (rs — P(Fp(e)))-
ecy

Note P(Fp(e)) = rgpp, (Na(P(e))). Combining this with Lemmas[4.3.14]and
we may upper bound the above by 145(¢rg)rg. Applying Corollary 1
of [1], we thus obtain

drv (Z(N,), Poisson(frg)) < 144rg + 150 min(\, 1.4V X)rg + 145(¢r5)rs.
To finish, proceed as in the proof of Proposition B.3.13l O
Proof of Proposition [{.2.13 The assumption ([£0]) on S implies that the
conditions on ag,rg of Lemma H3.T5] are satisfied. Also, the assumption
that the loop v is far away from the boundary of A implies P(e) C Ag for
any e € v, and moreover, P(e) is far enough away from the boundary of
A to satisfy the conditions of Lemma We may thus apply Lemma
A315 with V = P(e), for any e € 7.

For e € v, let X¢ := 1p,,,,. From the proof of Proposition B.3.15, we see

that it suffices to show that for any 0 < k < %57’5, and any 7' C v, |[Y'| =k,
we have

P(X.=1l,eev, X =0, e y\7) < rg exp(—0.997¢rg).
It suffices to assume that the vortices P(e),e € v/ are compatible. Let
I':= Nx(P(e),e €y YU{P(e) : € € ¥\v'}.
By Lemma [4.3.8 we have
P(X.=1le€v, X =0,¢ €y\Y)=15pp, ().

Number the edges of v by eq,...,e,, such that v = {e1,...,ex}. For 1 <
Jj < k, define I'; := Np(P(e;),1 < i < j), and for K+ 1 < j < ¢, define
I'j:=TpU{P(e;) : k+1<1i<j}. Define I'y = @. We then have

k
pra () =[] pparr, . (T;\T-0).
i=1

Let k; be the number of minimal vortices in I';\I';_;. By Lemma [£.3.15] we
obtain

ppar,_ (T\Lj—1) <1 —kjrg(1—290rg).
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The assumption ([46]) on § implies 290753 < 0.003. Thus we further have

ppar; (Lj\Lj—1) < exp(—0.997k;rg).
We thus obtain

k
pps(T) < exp | —0.997 " kjrg
j=1

Now finish by observing that Z§=1 k; > ¢, since I at least contains P(e), e €
v (note here we have assumed that ~ is self avoiding). O

4.4. Upper bounding the number of knots. Given a plaquette set P C
Ay, define B(P) as a cube of minimal side length in A such that all plaquettes
of P are in Sy(B(P)), but not in 0S2(B(P)). If the choice of B(P) is not
unique, fix one such cube. For P, P’ C Ay, define the function

1 PNnB(P)#@or PNB(P)# 2
0 otherwise ’

J(P,P") = {

To be clear, we are slightly abusing notation here by writing PN B(P’) # &;
what this means is that there is a plaquette p € P which is contained in
B(P"). We now inductively define a hierarchy of undirected graphs G*(P),
for integers s > 0. First, to define G(P), consider the vortex decomposition
P=ViU---UVy,. Define P? :=V;, 1 <i<mng. The vertex set of G°(P) is
{PP,...,PJ}. The edge set is

{({P), P} i # 4, J(P), PY) = 1}.

Ao which are compatible (and thus disjoint), and such that P = PU---UP; .
To define G**1(P), first let ns41 be the number of connected components of
G*(P), with connected components given by the partition Iy U--- U1, ,, =
[ns]. For 1 <i < mngyq, define

s+1 . s
Pt Py
JEl;

Now suppose for some s > 0, G°(P) is defined, with vertices Py,..., P; C

The vertex set of G*t1(P) is {P{™,..., P5F1 1}, and the edge set is

Ns+1
s+1 s+1y . . s+1 s+1\ _
Observe that if s > 1 is such that ng = 1, then GS~!(P) is connected. Also,

for any s’ < s, any vertex of GS,(P) must be contained in one of the vertices
of G*(P). Finally, for all s > 0, the vertices of G*(P) form a partition of P.

Lemma 4.4.1. For any s, and any vertex P of G*(P), the cube B(P}) has
side length at most 3|P?|.
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Proof. We induct on s. First, for s = 0, the vertices of G*(P) are vortices.
Let P? be a vertex of G°(P). By Lemma .44} there is a cube of side
length |P?| which contains P?. Extending this cube by (at most) one in all
directions, we obtain a desired cube of side length at most |P?|+2 < 3|P?|.

The key to the inductive step is the following. Suppose we have P, P’ C
Ao, such that B(P), B(P’) have side lengths at most 3| P|, 3| P'|, respectively.
Suppose also that J(P, P') = 1. This implies that B(P), B(P’) must inter-
sect. It is then possible to obtain a cube B of side length at most 3| P|+3|P’|,
which contains both B(P) and B(P"). O

If K € K is a knot, then the graphs G*(K),s > 0 have some crucial
additional properties. First, for P C Ay, define s*(P) := min{s : ny = 1}.
If ng > 1 for all s, define s*(P) = oc.

Lemma 4.4.2. Let K € K, s > 0. Ifng > 1, then there are no isolated
vertices of G*(K). Consequently, every connected component of G*(K) is of
size at least 2, and thus if also s < s*(K), then for all vertices P of G*(K),
we have |P?| > 2°.

Proof. Let P? be a vertex of G°(K). Since ng > 1 by assumption, we
have K\P? # @. Then by definition, there cannot exist a cube which well
separates P’ from K\P?. Therefore we must have B(P’) N (K\P?) # @,
and thus P cannot be an isolated vertex in G*(K). 0

Note this lemma implies that if K is a knot of size m, then s*(K) <
|logy m |, and thus GU°&2™=1(K) is connected.

Proof of Lemma [{.3.5 Given a knot K € IC, by the previous discussion, we
have that GU°82™] has a single vertex. Since the vertices of G*(K) form a
partition of K for all s > 0, we thus have that the lone vertex of Gl°g2m]
must be K. Now finish by Lemma 411 O

Let D be the collection of P C Ay such that s*(P) < oo, and for all
s < s*(P), any vertex of G°(K) is of size at least 2°. Observe that if P € D
and |P| = m, then s*(P) < |logym], and consequently GlUog2m=1(P) is
connected. Now define

A(m,s) :={P € D: |P|=m,G*(P) is connected}.

By the previous observation, note if s > [logym]| — 1, then A(m,s) =
A(m, [logym] —1). Also, as previously noted, if K € K is a knot of size m,
then K € A(m, |logym]| —1). Now for p € Ag, define

A(m,s,p):={P € A(m,s) : P > p}.

To upper bound the number of knots of size m which contain p, it suffices to
upper bound |A(m, |logom| — 1,p)|. We will do this by inductively upper
bounding |A(m, s, p)|, for s < |logym| —1. We first start with the base case
s=0.
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Lemma 4.4.3. For any m > 1, and any p € Ay, we have
|A(m,0,p)| < (20e)™(e”/¢219e1)™
Before we prove Lemma [£.4.3] we need the following preliminary result.

Lemma 4.4.4. Fix a vortex V. C Ay, and m’ > 1. The number of vortices
V' C Ag, such that |V'| =m/, and J(V,V') =1, is at most
219’V’4(m/)4(206)ml

Proof. We upper bound the number of V' such that V' N B(V) # @, and the
number of V’ such that V N B(V') # @. For the first case, observe that as
B(V) has side length at most 3|V, it has at most (3|V'| + 1)* vertices and
each vertex is incident to at most 8-6 = 48 plaquettes. Thus B(V') contains
at most 48(3|V| + 1)* < 48 - 44|V |* plaquettes. Now apply Lemma to
upper bound the number of V’ such that |V'| =m/, and V' N B(V) # & by
48 - 44V [*(20e)™

In the second case, observe if V N B(V') # &, then V' must contain some
plaquette p, for which there exists a cube of side length 3m’ which contains
both p and a plaquette of V. Any such plaquette p must be contained in
a cube of side length 6m’ centered at a vertex of a plaquette in V. The
number of plaquettes in a cube of side length 6m’ is at most 48(6m’ +
1)* <48 - 74(m/)%, and the number of vertices in V is at most 4|V|. Using
these observations along with Lemma[3.4.2], we thus obtain the upper bound
4-48 7% [V|(m/)*(20e)™ . To finish, we may further upper bound

48-41|V |4 (20e)™ +4-48- 74|V | (m/)(20e)™ < (48-41+4.48.7H) |V |1 (m)* (20e)™
and note 48 - 4* + 4 .48 - 74 < 219 O

Proof of Lemma[{.4.3 Given an ordered tuple of plaquette sets (P, ..., P,),
define H(Py,...,P,) to be the undirected graph with vertex set [n], and
edge set {{i,j} : i # j, J(P;, Pj) = 1}. (Note H(-) is reminiscent of G°(-),
although one difference is that the vertices of H(-) are integers, whereas the
vertices of GO(+) are plaquette sets. Another difference is that H can encode
the connectivity between general plaquette sets, while G only encodes the
connectivity between vortices.) Now given P € A(m,0,p), suppose G°(P)
has vertices P, .. P,?O, which by definition are compatible vortices. Note
then that P corresponds to the collection of ordered tuples

{(Pfr)(l), . 7P7(r)(n0)) : m a permutation of [ng]}.

Moreover, since G°(P) is connected, we have that for any permutation T,

H (P7(r)(1)’ e ,Pg(no)) is also connected. Also, P7(r)(1) U Pg(n ) = P for all
7, and thus |P0 | +- 4 |P7?(n)| = m for all w. We thus have
1
0 — 1(H(P,...,Py) i ted).
| A(m,0,p)] 2_:” Z (H(Py,...,P,,) is connected)

P1,...,Png
[Py |-+ Pagl=m
Ji: P;op
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Note the sum over Pi,..., P,, also includes the additional restriction that
the Pp,...,P,, are compatible vortices. Due to space reasons, we will not
explicitly write this (actually, we can even drop the condition that the P;
are compatible — we only need the fact that the P; are vortices, to eventually
apply Lemma [£.4.4]). Now applying Lemma B.4.2] to handle the case ng = 1,
we can upper bound the above display by

(20e)™+ Z Z Z 1(H(Py,...,P,,) is connected). (4.11)

no=2 Okl PryossPag
[Pol+++{ Pagl=m
Pyop

Fix 2 < ng < m, and set k = 1 (say). We proceed to bound
Z L(H(P,...,P,,) is connected) <

Pty Prg
[Py |-+ Pag |=m
P13p
Z Z 1(H(Py,...,P,,) is connected).
M- Amng=m | P;|=m;,1<i<n
ml,...,mnOZI P15p
(4.12)
Fixing mq,...,mp, > 1, observe
Z L(H(P,...,P,,) is connected) <
| Pi|=m;,1<i<ng
P
p (4.13)

> > 1(H(Py,...,P,) 2 T).
T on [no] | Pi|=m;,1<i<ng
P1op
Here 31, ) denotes a sum over trees with vertex set [ng], and the ex-
pression H(Py,...,P,,) 2 T means T is a subgraph of H (P, ..., P,,). Now
fix a tree T with vertex set [ng]. Let the d; be the degree of vertex i in T,
for all 1 <i < ng. I claim

n0
> L(H(Py, ..., Pyy) 2 T) < [[2"9mi%(20e)™. (4.14)
| P;]=m;,1<i<no i=1
Pi3p

Given this claim (whose proof we postpone until the end), the rest of the
proof is straightforward, but slightly tedious. We obtain

> > L(H(Py,...,Ppy) 2 T) < 2'970(20e)™ >~ Hm

T on [no] |P;|=m;,1<i<ng T on [ng] =1
P>p
(4.15)
Note dj + - -+ + dp, = 2(ng — 1), and for any such sequence dy, ..., dy,, the
(no—2)!

number of trees with this degree sequence is @D, =T (see e.g. [4],
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Chapter VIII, Corollary 21). We may thus bound

no 4d;
) Hm "< (ng - 2)! > Uﬁ (4.16)
T on [no] i=1 dy+++dng=2(no—1) i=1

1 ,eeding >1
Combining equations (£.12)), ([4I3)), (£I5]), and ([@I0), we obtain

Z L(H(P,...,P,,) is connected) <

P17~~~7Pn0
[Py Prg |=m

iop (4.17)

(ng — 2)1219%0 (20e)™ > > H @ 1

di+-- +dn0—2(n0 1)m1+ +mn0—m2 1
dy,.. ,dn0>1 mi,.. 7777,n()>1

Fixing di + -+ + dp, = 2(no — 1), for any m; + --- + my, = m with
my,..., My, > 1, we may bound

id- 4d; m 8(n0—1) 70 d
m; " < =0——= d;".
e =lmts) (o) 1
Let C := m/( (ng — 1)). We thus have

> D Hd_1

di+-- +d7lo—2(n0 1) mi+-+mny=mi=1

dyyeydng >1 mi,...,Mng>1
no d4d
SRS S | -SSR SR
(di —1)! ’
di+4++Adpg=2(no—1) i= 1 m1+---+mn0=m
di,.. ,dn0>1 77117---,77%021

We may further upper bound the above by

no 4d;
8(no—1) [ M — 1 dzi 4.1
¢ <n0—1> Z H(dz’—l)!' (418)
di+++dny =2(no—1) =1
i eenying >1

Now for any di + - -+ + dy, = 2(no — 1) with di,...,d,, > 1, we may upper

bound s S 1)
-1) 2(ng — 1)\ """
4d; < no _ 0 .
e <11 2o =)

Let C' := (no - 1)/n0. We thus have

no d{ldi g . no 1
/ -
> dgtg=er Y Mt
dy o tdng=2(no—1) i=1 * " ’ dy ot dng =2(ng—1) i=1 * " ’
d17"-7dn0 d17---,dn021

(4.19)
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Note
no 1
> Mgyl gty) - e
di++dng=2(no—1) i= 1 =1 “g;>1 "

A1y >1
Combining equations (£17)), ([4I8), (£I19), and ([£.20), we obtain

Z 1(H(Py,...,P,,) is connected) <

Pl?"'vpn()
[Pt -+ | Pag |=m

P3p
1 m 8(no—1)
—9 !219n0 2 m (M e no
(no =212 oe (M) (2) e

By the same argument, the above inequality still holds with the condition
Py > p replaced by P, 3 p, for any 2 < k < ng. Combining this with
equation (4.11l), we obtain

m m - (2196)n0 E S{no=1) m—1
A, 0.9) < (206)" + (200" 3 S () no—1)"

We may bound
m—1Y _ (m—1)e "0_17
ng—1, — ng— 1

and for x > 0, we have (m/z)* < ¢™¢. Thus

A(m,0.9)] < (2007 + (20emesmre 3 o)
m,0, < e)™ + e)medm/e \« =)
p no—2 nog — 1
919 ¢2ym
< m m_9m/e o (
< (20e)™ + (20e)™ e’ ¢(m 1)7m —
< (20€)m(69/e21964)m

To show the claim (£I4]), fix a tree T on [ng]. First, by Lemma B:42] the
number of possible choices of Py, such that |P;| = my, P, 3 p is at most
(20e)™ . Let i1, ...,iq, be the neighbors of 1 in T'. Having chosen Pj, each
Pi;, 1 < j < dy must be such that [P, | = m;,, and J(Py, P;;) = 1. Applying
Lemma 444 we thus have that the number of choices of P;; is at most
219m1m (20e)™% . Now continue in this manner until we have chosen P; for
all 1 <4 § ng. O

We now proceed to upper bound |A(m, s, p)| for general s. Naturally, the
proof will follow by induction s. The proof of the inductive step will have
the same form as the proof of Lemma [£.4.3] which we just finished. Recall
that the first step in this proof was to associate the vertices G(P) with a
collection of ordered tuples. The following lemma allows us to do the same
thing for the vertices of G*(P), for general s.



WILSON LOOP EXPECTATIONS FOR FINITE GAUGE GROUPS 65

Lemma 4.4.5. Let m > 1, s > 0. Let P € A(m,s+ 1). Let the vertices
of GTY(P) be Py, .. ,Pns;:ll. Then for all 1 < i < ngy1, we have P €
A(IPF1, ).

Proof. Without loss of generality, take ¢ = 1, and let m; := |Pf+1|. To show
Pt e A(my, s), we need to show that G*(P; ™) is connected, and that for
all ' < s*(P;T), we have that all vertices of G* (Py1!) are of size at least
25", To show both these conditions, it suffices to show the following claim:
for all s’ < s+ 1, we have that the vertices of G*'(P;!) are also vertices of
G* (P).

To show this claim, observe that due to the hierarchical nature of the
construction of G*(P), for all s’ < s, we have that G¥ (P) is a disjoint union
of the graphs G*' (P{™),...,G¥(P5t1). This shows the claim for s’ < s.

Ns+1
For s’ = s+ 1, observe that the connected components of G*(P) are the
connected components of G5(P{™!) ... ,GS(Pssi'll), and thus as the vertices

of G¥T1(P) are unions of the connected components of G*(P), it follows that
the vertices of G*1(P) are the vertices of G**1(P;™) ... GsT1 (P51 ). This

Ns+1
implies that G*+(P{ ™) can only have a single vertex, which then must be

pstl, O
We will also need the following analogue of Lemma 441

Lemma 4.4.6. Let s > 0. Suppose there is a constant C, such that for all
m > 1, p € Ay, we have |A(m, s,p)| < C™. Fizm,m' > 1, and P € A(m, s).
Then the number of P' € A(m’,s) such that J(P,P’") =1 is at most

219m4(ml)4cm’ .

Proof. Note for any P € A(m,s), the graph G*t1(P) has a single vertex,
which then must be P. Thus by Lemma [4.1] the cube B(P) has side
length at most 3|P|. Given this, the argument is the exact same as for

Lemma [£.4.4] O

We now have all the ingredients needed to be able to bound |A(m, s, p)]
for general s.

Lemma 4.4.7. Let s > 0. Suppose there is a constant C such that for all
m > 1, p € Ay, we have |A(m, s,p)| < C™. Then for allm > 1, p € Ag, we
have

(0(21964)27(S+1)69/6)m s=0
(0(21964)2*@“)(25+1)9~2*(S+1>)m s>1°

|A(m, s +1,p)| < {
Before we prove this lemma, we show its consequences. Upon combining
Lemmas .43 and EZ4.7], we obtain by induction the following corollary.
Corollary 4.4.8. Forallm >1,0< s < |logom| — 1, p € As, we have
|A(m,8,p)| < (20618/623869227/2)m < (1024)m‘
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Proof of Lemma [{.3.4 As previously detailed, every knot K € IC of size m
is in the set A(m, [logy m| —1). Thus for fixed m > 1, the number of knots
K € K of size m which contain p is bounded by |A(m, [logyom|—1,p)|. Now

apply Corollary 4.4.8] O

Proof of Lemma[{.4.7 Fix m > 1. Recall that if s+ 1 > |logy m| — 1, then
A(m,s +1) = A(m, |loggm]| — 1) = A(m,s). Thus we may assume that
s+1<|loggm|—1. For Py,..., P, C Ag, let H(Py,...,P,) be the graph
as defined in the proof of Lemma [£.4.3] By applying Lemma A 475] we may
proceed as in the proof of Lemma [.43] to upper bound |A(m, s+ 1,p)| by

Lm2*(s+1)J Ns+1

o™+ Z 1 Z Z L(H(P,...,P,,,,) is connected).

n !

Nep1=2 (ns+1) k=1  mit+-+  PcA(mi,s)
Mngp1 =M 1<i<ngy
m17~~~,mns+121 Piop

Here we have n,, 1 < m2~6F1 because for P € A(m, s+ 1,p), we have that
for s/ < s*(P), all vertices of G* (P) are of size at least 2°. As s +1 <
|logy m| — 1, it then follows that all vertices of G*T1(P) are of size at least
2571 and thus G**1(P) can have at most m2~(*1) vertices. Note also that
in the sum over my + --- +my, ., = m, we can further restrict m; > AR
but we can afford to be loose and ignore this constraint. Now by summing
over trees as in the proof of Lemma 4.3 and using Lemma in place
of Lemma [4.4.4] to obtain the analogue of the inequality (4.14]), we obtain

\A(m, s +1,p)| < C™ + C™D, (4.21)
where
Do Lm2i+l)J (2196)ns+1 < m >8(ns+1—1)< m—1 >
‘ Mg1=2 Negy1 — 1 \Ngy1 negy1 — 1 ‘

Now observe

(2) <o 2
Sup e é —(s .
1< |m2—(s+1) | x (28+1)m2 (s+1) s>1

Suppose s > 1. The case s = 0 will follow similarly. As
m—1 < (m—1)e ns“_l,
N1 — 1) 7 \ngp1— 1

D< (21962)m2*<5+1> (25+1)9m2’(5+1) m2—(s+1)

we obtain

Combining this with ([£21]), the desired result follows. O
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APPENDIX A.

We prove the representation theory statements which were made in Sec-
tion [I1

Lemma A.1. Let G be a finite group of order at least 3. There exists a
faithful unitary representation p such that ||A|,, < 1.

Proof. Let n := |G| > 3. First, take p to be the regular representation of G,
with character x. This faithfully represents GG as a set of permutation matri-
ces on the vector space C", and moreover, we have x(1) = n, and x(g) =0
for all g # 1, so that Go = G\{1}. Enumerate G = {g1,...,gn}, with
g1 = 1, and let m,...,m, be the permutations which give p(g1),...,p(gn)-
Observe that the permutations 7, ..., 7, (i.e. the permutations which cor-
respond to non-identity elements), have no fixed points. Moreover, for any
2<i#4 <n,and any 1 < j < n, we have m;(j) # my(j). This implies that

1 1
A=—=> plg)=—01-1),
g#1

where 1 is the n X n matrix with every entry equal to 1, and I is the n x n
identity matrix. Now define the subspace

V::{xGC":Zn:xiZO}.

1=1

Observe that on V, the matrix A acts as —ﬁ times the identity. Asn > 3,

we have ﬁ < % Thus the desired representation p may be obtained by

taking the subrepresentation of g given by the invariant subspace V. ([

Lemma A.2. Let G be a finite group of order at least 3, and let p be a
faithful unitary representation of G. If p is irreducible, then HA||Op <1.

Proof. Observe that for any h € G, we have hGoh™' = Gy. This implies
that for any h € G, we have

p(h)Ap(h™") = 4,

i.e. A is an intertwiner. Since p is irreducible, we may apply Schur’s lemma
to obtain that A must be a multiple A of the identity. Since A is Hermitian,
and [|Afl,, < 1, we have A € [-1,1]. If [\] = 1, then we must have that
for all g € Go, p(g) is A times the identity. Because p is faithful, we have
A # 1. Now if A = —1, then by the definition of Gy, we must have Gy =
G\{1}, which by assumption is of size at least 2. This then contradicts the
assumption that p is faithful. Thus |A| # 1, ie. A € (—1,1). O

APPENDIX B.

We prove the topological statements which were needed in Section [l
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Proof of Lemma [{.1.10, Suppose without loss of generality that e is the edge
between (0,0,0,0) and (1,0,0,0). We start with S.. Observe that S, is
defined by including all plaquettes which are contained in a 3-cell which
contains e. Consequently, we may attach all such 3-cells to S., without
changing its fundamental group. Call the resulting space S.. After doing
this, we may then attach all 4-cells whose boundary 3-cells are in S, without
changing the fundamental group. The resulting space is the union of the
rectangular prisms [0, 1] x [-1,1]% x {0}, [0,1] x [~1,1] x {0} x [~1,1], and
[0,1] x {0} x[~1,1]2. The fundamental group of any of these prisms is trivial,
and the intersection of these three prisms is the line segment [0,1] x {0}3,
which is path connected. Thus by the Seifert-Van Kampen theorem, we
obtain that the fundamental group of the union of these spaces is also trivial,
and thus also 71 (S,) is trivial.

Now onto 9S.. As noted right before Lemma [I.I0] recall that 9S,
is the union of the boundaries of three rectangular prisms. Denote the
three boundaries by Bi, Ba, Bs. Each B;, 1 < ¢ < 3 is simply connected.
Recall also that Bj, Bs intersect on the boundary of a rectangle, which
is path connected. Thus by Seifert-Van Kampen, B; U By is also simply
connected. Now observe that B; U By and Bj intersect on the union of
the boundaries of two rectangles, and moreover, these two boundaries have
nonempty intersection. Thus the intersection of By U By and Bs is path
connected, and thus again by Seifert-Van Kampen, 0S. = B; U By U Bg is
simply connected.

Finally, we look at S¢. Observe S, N SS = 9S,, while S, U SS = Sa(A).
Thus by Seifert-Van Kampen, we have that m1(S2(A)) = m1(Se) * m1(SS),
where * denotes free product of groups. As both 71(S2(A)) = m1(Se) = {1},
we thus must also have 71(S¢) = 1. O

Proof of Lemma [{.1.20. First, to see why S(B) is simply connected, we
may attach all 3-cells whose boundary 2-cells are all contained in Sy(B),
without changing the fundamental group. Call the resulting 3-complex
S3(B). We may then attach all 4-cells whose boundary 3-cells are all con-
tained in S3(B), without changing its fundamental group. The resulting
space is a four dimensional cube in R*, which is simply connected.

Now onto 0S2(B). If B is contained in the interior of A, then by attaching
3-cells and 4-cells to 9S3(B) as before, we obtain the boundary of a four
dimesional cube in R*, which is simply connected. If instead B intersects the
boundary of A, then upon attaching 3-cells and 4-cells, we obtain a space
which is homeomorphic to a three dimensional unit ball, which is simply
connected. Here we have used the assumption that all side lengths of B are
strictly less than the side length of A.

Finally, we look at SS(B). Observe that So(B) N SS(B) = 0S2(B), which
is simply connected. Also observe So(B) U S§(B) = Sa(A), which is simply
connected. Thus by Seifert-Van Kampen, we have m1(S2(A)) = m1(S2(B)) *
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m1(S5(B)). As both m(S2(A)) = m1(S2(B)) = {1}, we must also have
m(53(B)) = {1}. O

Lemma B.1. Let P C Ay be such that for every plaquette p € P, ev-
ery 3-cell which contains p is completely contained in A. If |P| < 5, then
m1(S2(A2\P)) = {1}. If |P| = 6, then w1 (S2(A2\P)) # {1} if and only if
P = P(e) Q A2.

Proof. Fix a vertex xg € Ag, and a spanning tree T' of S1(A). We have the
presentation

71 (S2(A2\P), w0) = (ae,e € SI(A\T | Cp,p € A2\ P).
If we can show that for all p € P, we have C), = 1, then we would have
m1(S2(A2\P), o) = (ae,e € SI(A\T' | Cp,p € Ag) = m1(S2(A2\D), 20).

But S2(A2\@) = Sa2(A) is the 2-skeleton of A, which is simply connected.
Thus our goal is to show that C}, =1, for all p € P.

This follows from the following observation. For p € P, if there is a 3-cell
¢ which contains p, and such that for every other plaquette p’ of ¢, we have
Cp = 1, then also C}, = 1. Here we've used the assumption that since c
contains a plaquette of P, ¢ is contained in A. Now if |P| < 5, then there
always exists a plaquette p € P for which there is such a 3-cell ¢. The same
holds if |P| = 6 but P is not a minimal vortex. O

The proof of the following lemma is due to Ciprian Manolescu.

Lemma B.2. For any plaquette set P C Ay, we have rk(m(S2(A2\P))) <
Pl

Proof. Suppose A = ([ay,b1] x --- x [a4,bs]) N Z*. By going to the dual
lattice, we have that the fundamental group of S3(A2\P) is the same as
the fundamental group of the complement of a 2-complex M made of |P|
plaquettes in B := [—(a1 + 1/2),b1 + 1/2] x -+ x [—(as + 1/2),bs + 1/2].
Pick a point g € B — M, and take non intersecting paths in B from x( to
the center of each plaquette in M, such that the paths don’t intersect M
anywhere else. This is possible by the transversality theorem [14] (and since
1+ 2 < 4). These paths form a “star” S. Let N be a small neighborhood
of S, such that IV intersects the plaquettes of M in small disks around the
center points. Let @) := B\N, and observe that @ is homeomorphic to
S3 % [0,1]. Now decompose B\M = (N\M) U (Q\M).

Observe that the 2-complex M with the center point of each plaque-
tte removed deformation retracts to its l-skeleton. Thus Q\M is homo-
topy equivalent to S3 x [0,1] minus a 1-dimensional space, and thus by the
transversality theorem [I4] (and since 142 < 4), Q\M is simply connected.
Moving to N\ M, observe that this space is homeomorphic to a four dimen-
sional cube with |P| parallel 2-dimensional hyperplanes removed, and thus
m1(N\M) is the free group on |P| generators. Now finish by the Seifert-Van
Kampen theorem. U
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INDEX OF NOTATION

There are some quantities which are defined in both the Abelian case
and the general case. This was done to emphasize the analogies between
certain aspects of the proofs in the Abelian and general cases. The result
is that some entries of the index point to multiple pages; the earlier page
contains the definition in the Abelian case, while the later page contains the
definition in the general case.

Notation Page Description

G Gauge group

1 Identity of G

0 Unitary representation G

X Character of p

A Finite 4d cube

D Plaquette

B 3 Inverse coupling constant

HA.B 3 Lattice gauge theory

v 3 Closed loop

W, 3 Wilson loop variable

Ag 4 Strictly positive real number defined in terms
of G

g 4 Function on G

T8 4 Sum of pg(g) over g € G,g # 1

Ag 4 Weighted average of p(g) over g € G,g # 1,
with weight g(g)

14 4 Length of

df ] Exterior derivative of f

of Coderivative of f

(f,9) O Inner product of differential forms

N 11 Side length of A

B, 1 Cube of side length ¢ which contains ~

L Inl| £>° distance between the boundaries of B, and
A

P Plaquette set

1% Vortex

P 2, B5 Function on plaquette sets

by @4 Random edge configuration with law pp g

P(¥%) 14 Random plaquette set, support of dX

E 7 E4  Event which captures the typical behavior

N, 7 E4  Count of weakly dependent rare events

ag 2I,65I Upper bound on ®

Pa 22] Set of nonempty vortices contained in A

Zp 22l 61 Roughly, a restricted partition function

Na(Vi, ..., V) Vortices which are incompatible with at least

one of Vi,...,V,
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PP 24,511 Reduced correlations

S1(A) 1-skeleton of A

Sa(A) 2-skeleton of A

x0 Base point of S1(A)

T Spanning tree of S1(A)

Qe A closed loop corresponding to e

7 (o) 33 Homomorphism induced by o

Cp (341 Closed loop which winds around the boundary
of p

supp(o) The set of plaquettes p for which o, # 1

GF(T) Set of edge configurations which are identity
on T

Se A certain 2-complex corresponding to e

Sa(B) 4a 2-skeleton of B

0S3(B) (40l Roughly, the 2-skeleton of the boundary of B

SS(B) 41l Roughly, the 2-skeleton of the complement of
B

K Knot

K Collection of all knots in A

T 43l Collection of vortices, i.e. a subset of Py

PT) 43l Plaquette set which is the union of elements of
r

() 43l Indicator which tracks whether the elements
of I are compatible

r 44 Random collection of vortices

Sao(A2\P) 2-complex obtained by deleting the plaquettes
of P from Ss(A)

G*(P) 1Y¢) A certain graph induced by P

A(m, s) Plaquette sets for which G*(P) is connected

A(m, s, p) 60 Plaquette sets containing p, for which G*(P)

is connected
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