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SOLID-ON-SOLID INTERFACES WITH DISORDERED PINNING

HUBERT LACOIN

ABSTRACT. We investigate the localization transition for a simple model of interface
which interacts with an inhomonegeous defect plane. The interface is modeled by the
graph of a function ¢ : Z? — Z and the disorder is given by a fixed realization of a field
of IID centered random variables (wz),ez2. The Hamiltonian of the system depends on
three parameters 5, « > 0 and h € R which determine respectively the intensity of nearest
neighbor interaction the amplitude of disorder and the mean value of the interaction with
the substrate. It is given by the expression

H(p) =B |¢x) — dm)| — D _(aws + h)1(4(z)=0},
T~y x
We focus on the large-/3/rigid phase phase of the Solid-On-Solid (SOS) model. In that
regime, we provide a sharp description of the phase transition in h from a localized phase
to a delocalized one corresponding respectively to a positive and vanishing fraction of
points with ¢(x) = 0. We prove that the critical value for h corresponds to that of the
annealed model and is given by hc(a) = —log E[e®*], and that near the critical point,
the free energy displays the following critical behavior
92 _spn Var [e®*] } '
2 E [eaw]
The positive constant 61(8) > 0 is defined by the asymptotic probability of spikes under
Pg, the infinite volume SOS measure with 0 boundary condition, that is, 61(8) :=
limp— 00 €™ Ps(¢p(0) = n). This particular form of asymptotic behavior is the signature
of an accumulation of layering transitions: At the level of heuristics, the solution n, to
the variational problem appearing in the asymptotics corresponds to the typical distance
to the defect plane at which ¢ localizes. The discontinuity points for the derivative of
the functional appearing in the asymptotics correspond to the value of u at which this
integer observable undergoes a transition. These transitions accumulates at zero and n,,
diverges to infinity as u — 0+.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The Solid-On-Solid model (SOS) was introduced in [IT], B8] as an effective interface
model for lattice systems displaying phase coexistence, a prototypical example being the
low temperature 3D-Ising model with mixed boundary condition [19]. It provides a simpli-
fied framework to study the behavior of interfaces while conserving a rich and interesting
phenomenology. We refer the reader to the recent survey concerning effective interfaces
[31] and to the introduction of [34] 35] for an overview centered on the SOS model.

The two dimensional SOS model is known to display a phase transition from a low tem-
perature phase where interfaces are rigid to a high temperature one where the interfaces
are rough [9, 211, [37]. The rigid phase is the best understood of the two : The represen-
tation of interfaces in terms of level lines allows for the application of cluster expansion
techniques [32] which can yield detailed information on the model such as exponential
decay of correlations [9].

The focus of the present paper is to study the interaction of an SOS interface in the
rigid phase with a defect plane. On top of the gradient nearest-neighbor interaction
corresponding to the SOS Hamiltonian, we add an energetic reward (or penalty) for points
located at level 0. The defect plane of interaction can be crossed. In other words, we allow
our interface to visit both the positive and negative half-space.

In the homogeneous setup, when the intensity of the interaction with the substrate,
call it h, is the same at every point, one can show using rather soft arguments (see
Proposition 2.3] below) that the system exhibits a first order phase transition: the free
energy’s derivative - which corresponds to the asymptotic contact fraction - displays a
discontinuity at the critical point.

The understanding of the disordered model is a more delicate matter and the main focus
of the present paper. We want to understand whether and how the transition is modified
when disorder is introduced in the interaction field, that is, when A is replaced by h + aw,
where (w;) is an IID centered field. The understanding of the effect of heterogeneities in
a statistical mechanics model is in general a challenging problem which has attracted the
attention of theoretical and mathematical physicists (see e.g. [, 2] and references therein
for the case of the random field Ising model). In the specific case of pinning models,
the study of disorder relevance for one dimensional interfaces has given rise to a plentiful
literature partly motivated by a connection to the DNA denaturation phenomenon (see
[22] 23] for a review and references). The case of higher dimension was explored only more
recently in the case of Lattice Free Field interfaces [15, 24] 25| 26, B3] for which heights
takes values in R.

Our aim in studying a discrete interface model such as the SOS case is to understand the
combined influence of lattice effects and disorder on the phase transition. Our main result
(Theorem [2.6]) gives a detailed picture of the phase transition : We prove that the critical
value for h is the same as that of the annealed system (which for our model coincides with
the homogeneous system) and we identify the asymptotic behavior of the free energy close
to the critical point.

This asymptotic behavior differs from that of the homogeneous model, in various as-
pects. A first major difference with the homogeneous model is that the free energy growth
at criticality is quadratic in (h — h.) instead of linear in the homogeneous case. This
change of power exponent (from 1 to 2) is analogous to what was observed for the Lattice
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Gaussian Free Field (LGFF) in dimension larger than 3 [26] (when d > 3 the variance of
the Lattice Free Field is uniformly bounded which makes the model somehow similar to
the SOS model in the rigid phase, the two dimensional LGFF displays a very different
behavior, see [33] for details). Also, and this is perhaps the most novel aspect of our
result, we identify a phenomenon which is specific to the discrete nature of the SOS model
: The asymptotics of the free energy is not a pure power. It is a piecewise affine function
whose derivative displays an accumulative sequence of discontinuity point (given in (2.22])
below). These points correspond to changes of the typical localization height of the SOS
field which can take only integer values.

Our result thus indicates that besides the localization transition, the system could un-
dergo countably many layering transitions. This is only a heuristic reasoning and it is in
general a difficult task to prove that the free energy itself - and not only the asymptotic ap-
proximation given in (2.22)) - displays discontinuities in its derivative. In the present paper,
we content ourselves with the proof of free energy asymptotic and leave the (challenging)
question of the presence of angular points on the free energy for future endeavors. To our
knowledge, this is the first time in the litterature (both in Mathematics and Theoretical
Physics) that a layering phenomenon triggered by disorder is identified.

Let us mention also the free energy’s asymptotic expression displays similarity with the
one found in [34] Theorem 2.1] for the homogeneous wetting of SOS interfaces with an
homogeneous interaction at level zero and half-space restriction though the mechanism
triggering the layering phenomenon in that case is of a very different nature (see [4} (6] [10]
13|, 16l 17, [35] for more details on the subject).

2. MODEL AND RESULTS

2.1. The SOS model. Consider A a finite subset of Z¢ (equipped with its usual lattice
structure) and let A denote its external boundary

ON:={zecZI\A : IyecA, z~y}

Setting Qp := {¢ : A — Z} and fixing an integer parameter n € Z we define the Hamil-
tonian for the Solid-On-Solid (SOS) model with boundary condition n as,
1
Hi(9) =5 T olb@) -+ D ) —nl. (2.1)
T~y T~y

The factor 1/2 in front of the first sum is present so that each pair {x,y} of neighboring
points has total weight one in the sum. Given 8 > 0, we define the SOS measure with
boundary condition n, P} 5 on Qa by

1 n n
Px’ﬁ((b) = —ZAge_BHA(¢) where Zj) g:= Z e PHR(9), (2.2)

PEQA
Note that, by vertical translation invariance, Z, g does not depend on n. For readability,
we drop the superscript n in the notation in the special case n = 0. Observe that if A1)
and A are disjoint we have

Hywua@ (0) < Hao (9) + Hpe (4) (2.3)

which yields immediately
Z\uA@ g = Za0) 2N g- (2.4)
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This property implies (we refer to [20, Exercise 3.3] for a proof of this classical fact for
the partition function of the Ising model) the existence of the following limit
1 1

log ZAﬁ = Sup —+—— log ZAﬁ = F(ﬁ), (2.5)

lim
n |An]

Nn—00 | An|
along any sequence of rectangles A,, := H?Zl [[an), bg )]] which satisfies lim,,—e0 mini(bg ) _
agf)) = oo (here and in the rest of the paper, we use the notation [a,b] = [a,b] N Z for
a < b). To check that () is finite for 8 > 0, the reader can check by a simple computation

P41 Al
that Zas < (52) .

Remark 2.1. With additional efforts, using the specifics of the model, one can extend the
statement and show that (23] holds as soon as lim,_,« |[OA,|/|An| = 0, but this is not
required for our analysis.

When § increases, the SOS model with constant boundary condition undergoes a phase
transition from a rough phase where the variance of ¢ diverges with the distance to the
boundary OA (see [2I]) to a rigid phase where the distribution of ¢ at any given site
remains tight. In the present paper we are solely interested in this low-temperature phase,
so let us describe more accurately the results which are available for large 8. It is known
(cf. [9, Theorem 2]) that for 8 > By sufficiently large, P 5 converges (in the sense of finite
dimensional marginals) to an infinite volume measure P defined on  := {¢ : Z* — Z}.
We introduce a quantitative version of the statement which requires the introduction of
some classic terminology.

 We say that a function f: Q := (Z)Zd — R is local if there exists 1, ..., 7; € Z? and
[ (Z)* — R such that f(¢) = f(¢(z1),...,¢(xx)). The minimal choice (with respect to
the inclusion) for the set of indices {x1,...,x} is called the support of f (and is denoted

by Supp(f)). With some abuse of notation, whenever A contains the support of f, we
extend f to 2p in the obvious way. An event is called local if its indicator function is a
local function. For A and B two finite subsets of Z? we set

d(A,B) := i — 2.6
(4, B):= min |z -y, (2.6)
where | - | denote the ¢; distance. The following result follows from the proof in [9] (see

also [35] for details).

Theorem A. There exists constants Bo(d) > 0 and ¢ > 0 such that for any B > By, there
exists a measure Pg defined on Qo such that for every local function f : Qo — [0,1] with
Supp(f) = A, and every A that contains A

[Easlf(9)] — Eslf(@)]] < |Ale=PHOMA), (2.7)

2.2. The SOS model with interaction at level 0. We introduce now a modification of
the SOS measure by introducing an extra term in the Hamiltonian to model an interaction
of the interface at level 0. Consider (w;),cz¢ a fixed realization of an IID random field
indexed by Z? (we let P denote its distribution). We assume that our random variables
have finite exponential moments of all orders

Va € R, A«) :=log E[e®“*] < oo. (2.8)

We also assume (without loss of generality) that w, has zero mean. Fixing o > 0 and
h € R, we define PX’%’O"“’ to be a modified version of the SOS measure, where for each x
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such that ¢(x) = 0, an energy term aw, — A\(«) + h is added to the Hamiltonian. That is,
setting 5w = 1{¢(x):0}7

’ ZA:B7 )
with
Zphes = N e PHROF Een (0w =A@+, (2.10)
PEQ

The term —\(«) is present by mere convention (it just corresponds to a shift in h) but turns
out to be practical when considering the annealed model (see in particular the inequality

213) below).

Setting Ay := [1,N]? we replace the subscript A by N in the notation when Ay
is considered. When « = 0, neither the partition function nor the probability measure
introduced above depend on w and they are simply denoted as Z;\L,% and P%hﬁ respectively.
As stated before, we drop n from the notation when considering 0 boundary condition.

Our aim is to understand the asymptotic properties of P};\}O‘B’w when N tends to infinity.

In particular we want to understand the effect of disorder, that is, how Pﬁ}aﬁ’w differs
from P’& s when « > 0. To this purpose we study the asymptotic free energy per unit of
volume (we simply refer to it as the free energy) whose existence follows from combining

now standard arguments which can be found e.g. in [I4], 20} 23]. We include the details of
the proof in Appendix [A]]

Proposition 2.2. For every o, 8 > 0 and h € R, the following limit exists and does not
depend on n nor on w. The convergence holds both in L1(P) and in the almost sure sense

. 1 nh,a,w |
A}l_l}(l)omlogZNﬁ =:F(B,a, h). (2.11)
In particular we also have

. 1 n,h,o,w

The function h — F(B, a, h) is convex non-decreasing and we have whenever the derivative
exists

: 1 n o,w
OnF(B,ah) = lim < BRS]S 75 (2.12)

TEAN
Setting ¥(S, h) := F(5,0,h) we have for every a > 0,
F(B,h — ANa)) < F(B,a,h) < F(B,h). (2.13)
We also have for every a, 8 and h
F(B,a,h) > F(fB). (2.14)

We let Fg(a,h) denote the free energy difference produced by the interaction with the
defect plane by setting

Fg(o, h) :==F(B,a,h) — F(B)

and simply write Fg(h) when a = 0. We have for any fixed value of n

_ 1 - 1
Fo(a,h) = lim —log Bl g |eXeehn @ =M —; lim 5 10g Z3i@. (2.15)
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n,h,a,w

z
We refer to Zg ]}\L,aw = gff 5 as the reduced partition function. Note that from (2.14))

Fg(a, h) > 0 for all h € R. Moreover it is quite immediate to check that Fg(h) < 0 when
h <0 (and hence that Fg(h) = 0 when h <0) . By (2I3]) we also have Fg(a, h) = 0 when
h < 0. Let us set

he(B,a) :=inf{h : Fg(a,h) > 0}.
According to (2.12)), h.(8, ) separates two phases, with the asymptotic contact fraction
vanishing if h < h.(f, @) and remains bounded away from zero when h > h.(3, a) or more
precisely

1 n a,w :
Jm SGEVET D 6| =0 i< he(Ba),
_SCEAN

(2.16)
1
lim inf N—E" %aw Z de| >0 if h> he(B,a).

N—o0

TEAN

Note that the asymptotic contact fraction is also zero at the critical point h.(8,«a) if
Op¥Fs(a, he(B,a)) = 0. In the case when OpFg(c, he(B,c)) > 0 then ([2I2) does not
provide information but one may conclude using other arguments see Remark below.
We focus on the large-/3 regime in which interfaces are rigid (cf. Theorem [A]). In that case,
the homogeneous model (o = 0) displays a first order phase transition at A = 0, in the
sense that asymptotic contact fraction displays a discontinuity. The statement is a rather
direct consequence of rigidity of the interfaces, the proof is included in Appendix [A.T] for
completeness.

Proposition 2.3. When 8 > By (given by Theorem [4]) we have h.(3,0) = 0 and there
exists a constant cg > 0.

ﬁg(h) h20+ Cgh. (2.17)

Remark 2.4. The natural guess is that one should have cg = Pg(¢(0) = 0). It seems
likely such a statement can be proved using cluster expansion techniques similar to the
ones exposed e.g. in [35] but this is out of the scope of the present paper.

Remark 2.5. As a consequence of Theorem [A] we have when B = 0 and the fact that
he(5,0) =0 we have

]\}I_I}loo WE" he(8,0) Z 3z | =Ps(¢(0) =0) > 0. (2.18)
TEAN
From (2I3)), it follows that h.(8,a) > 0 for all @ > 0. Hence a natural question is
whether this inequality is strict. Another one is whether the order of the phase transition
is modified by the introduction of disorder. These questions are intimately related to that
of disorder relevance: “Does the introduction of a small amount of disorder in the system
change the characteristics of the phase transition?”

2.3. Presentation of the main result. The main result presented in this paper aims
at giving a detailed picture of the phase transition for the disordered system which goes
beyond the identification of the critical points and of the free energy critical exponent. For
the sake of simplicity we restrict ourselves to the case of dimension 2 for which the contour
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decomposition (see Section [B.]) allows for more intuitive proofs. We are very confident
that the method extends to the case of higher dimension.

We show first that when $ is sufficiently large (larger than 3y given by Theorem [Al),
then h.(3,a) = 0 for all & > 0. We also prove that the behavior at the vicinity of h.(8, «)
is different from the one observed in the homogeneous case. A major difference is that
Fg(o, h) grows quadratically at the right of 0 in the sense that there exist two constants
a3 and Cy g > 0 such that for every h € [0, 1]

ch? < Fg(a,h) < Oh?. (2.19)

However, whereas (2.19) might suggest it at first glance, the quantity Fg(a, h)h~2 does not
converge when h — 0+. The sharp asymptotic of Fg(a, h) is rather given by a function
which is piecewise affine and whose angular points form a geometric sequence accumulating
at 0. In order to give an precise formulation to this we need to introduce the quantity 6,
(which depends on ) which governs the probability of seing thin spikes appearing in the
infinite volume SOS interface
01 := lim Py [p(0) > n], (2.20)
n—oo
For the existence and positivity of 6; we refer to [34, Proposition 4.5] (see also [12, Lemma
2.4]). We can now state our main result.

Theorem 2.6. (d=2) There exists By such that for B > By, we have for every a > 0,
he(B,a) = 0. Furthermore we have

Fa(oh) "2F Gy(a, h) (2.21)

where

1 Var(e®wo
Gg(a, h) := max Ore=*Prp — 59%6_857172“(6 )

n>0 E [eowo]? (2.22)

Recalling (2.8) we have Var(e®9) _ eM20)=2X(@) _ 1 The expression (2.22) provides an

E[e2w0]? =€
acute picture of the localizati[on s]trategy of ¢ in the near critical regime, which we choose
to discuss in the following subsection. Note that a consequence of ([2.2I)) is that Fg(c, -)
is differentiable at 0 and O,Fg(a, h) = 0. Thus the asymptotic contact fraction vanishes
at criticality.

2.4. Interpretation of the result. The expression of Gg(a,h) can be explained by
describing the localization strategy for the interface ¢. Because of the exponential decay
of correlation exposed in Theorem [Al for large n under ETJ(, 8 the process (0z)zen, looks
like an IID collection of Bernoulli variables of parameter Pg(¢(0) = n) which can be
approximated by p,, := 6e~ 45",

The partition function which is obtained by replacing EY 5 by the IID Bernoulli distri-
bution with parameter p,, in the reduced partition function (recall (2I0)) is equal to

[T 1+ pufecss At — 1)),
TEAN

The corresponding free energy obtained by taking the logarithm, then the expectation
and dividing by the volume of the box is simply E [log(l + pp (e@w A +h _ 1)] Using a
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Ga(a, h)

FIGURE 1. The asymptotic free energy equivalent Gg(a, h) as a function of h (solid
red curve) represented together with four of the affine functions appearing in the max
in 222) (dotted lines). The derivative of Gg(a, h) is discontinuous along a geometric
sequence with ratio e=*?, the slopes of the affine pieces of the curve follow a geometric
sequence with ratio e ®’. To make the picture more readable we have chosen 8 =
(log2)/4 even though our result requires 5 to be large.

Taylor expansion, there exists a constant C' > 0 such that for all h € [0,1] and n > 1
1
2

Hence noticing that for the maximizing value of n, p, is of order h we have (recall the

definition of G(a, h) in (2.22])

‘E [log(l + pu(etemM+h 1)} — puh — Zp2 (MA@ 1)‘ < C|h2pp + hp? + p3).

m;i{(E [log(l + p (e A@+R 1)} 20+ Gp(a, h). (2.23)

Hence a heuristic interpretation of the result (Z.2I]) is that for small values of h, typically
under P%?‘B’w, in the bulk of the box, the distribution of ¢ looks like Py s where n = ny, is
the value that maximizes ([2.22]). The interface localizes around height ny, because it is the
best manner to have an optimal contact density p,. The entropic cost of jumping from
height 0 to nj, near the boundary of the box is of order N4 and is compensated by the
gain in the bulk which scales like N¢.

This phenomenon of localization around a typical height (and the associated behavior
of the free energy) is reminiscent of the layering phenomenon observed for the SOS model
in the presence of a solid substrate [4], 34, 35]. The difference here is that the layering
phenomenon is not triggered by entropic repulsion but by the presence of disorder. To our
knowledge, our result is the first reported case of disorder-induced layering.

2.5. Comparison with results obtained for other models. The study of disorder
relevance for pinning models has been a very active field of study in the past two decades.
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The focus has first been put on the problem of 1 dimensional pinning which corresponds
to a random walk interacting with a defect line (we refer to [22, 23] for an historical
introduction, reviews and references). In this case, the contact set possesses a renewal
structure which helps in the analysis. A series of work (cited in alphabetical order) [3] 5]
8, [18], 27, B9] allowed for a full characterization of disorder relevance and in [28] it was
shown that the free energy transition is always smoother than quadratic. In particular
for a large class of centered random walks on Z (which includes the nearest neighbor
random walk and the SOS model in dimension 1) it was proved that there is a shift of the
disordered critical point w.r.t. the annealed one [27], in contrasts with our main result.

More recently an extensive answer to the question of disorder relevance has been given
for higher dimensional surface models, in the case where ¢ is the lattice Gaussian Free
Field (GFF) on Z% (and 4, is replaced by 1ise(—1,173) with d > 2 [15, 24, 25| 26, 33].
The case which offers most similarities with the low temperature SOS model is that of
dimension d > 3 (for which it is known that the variance of the field is bounded). In that
case it was shown in [24], 26] that while the value of the critical point h. is not affected
by the introduction of inhomogeneities, disorder smoothens the phase transition. The
homogeneous model displays a phase transition of first order (like the model studied in
the present paper, cf. Proposition 2.3]), while the critical growth of the free energy is
quadratic (also similar to what we observe here cf. (2.19])) when disorder is present.

However, unlike for the SOS model, the asymptotic of the free energy when h tends to
0 is given by a pure power (recall (2.22))). More precisely, in the GFF case, the free energy
asymptotics is given by [26, Theorem 1.1]

PR RN BT h?
plél[%ﬁ} ph 2p (6 1) - 2(6)\(2(1)—2)\(01) _ 1)'

The expression is very similar to that in (2.22]), the main difference being that in the in
the optimization problem in the Lh.s. p is allowed to assume any value in [0, 1] instead
of being constrained to belong to the set {p,}n>1 = {016_46"},21. The reason for the
similarity is that, for both the GFF and the SOS model, if the boundary condition is set to
a high value, then the contact set looks like a Bernoulli field. Hence in both cases at a small
entropic cost, one can change the boundary coundition so that the distribution of (0 )zen 5
is “close” to that of a Bernoulli fields. The difference is that for the GFF, the contact set
can assume any specified density p in an interval of the form [0, pg] because the density of
contact under the infinite volume measure varies continuously with the R-valued boundary
condition. For the SOS model on the contrary, the only values of p for which (0;)zea
can emulate a Bernoulli field with density p are given by Pg(¢(0) =n) ~ 01e*8" hence
the optimization procedure is performed only along that sequence.

2.6. Presence/Absence of layering transitions. The form taken by the free energy
asymptotic is very reminiscent of that found for the (non disordered) wetting problem for
the SOS model (see [34, Theorem 2.1]). Moreover it was shown in [35] (see also [13] and
references therein for earlier similar results) that each discontinuity point in the derivative
of the asymptotic approximation is also present on the free energy curve. This sequence of
points of non-differentiability corresponds to a (countably infinite) sequence of first order
phase transitions which correspond to transitions of the typical height assumed by ¢ from
one integer value to another.
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It is thus a natural question to ask whether such a sequence of first order phase tran-
sitions is also observed for the disordered SOS model. We leave this question open for
future research.

2.7. Organization of the paper. In Section [3] we introduce some tools and estimates
for the low temperature SOS measure, that are necessary for the proof of our main result.
Most results have appeared in other references. The proof of complementary results follow
very similar ideas and are included Appendix Bl for the sake of completeness.

In Section [, we prove a quantitative version of the lower bound on the free energy
displayed in Theorem This proof relies on using a simple localization strategy :
Fixing the boundary condition equal to n and restricting to realizations of ¢ which does
not display long level lines. This restriction has the effect of killing most of the long
range correlations (in a sense it corresponds to considering a massive version of the SOS
field). After this restriction is performed we split Ay into fixed sized cells and estimate
the contribution of each cell to the free energy by a second moment argument. While
quite technical and requiring some fine understanding of the SOS model behavior to be
implemented, the method is in spirit analogous to the one used in [26] for the lattice GFF.

In Section Bl we prove a quantitative version of the upper bound on the free energy
displayed in Theorem This is in our opinion the most difficult and novel part of the
proof. In order to show that there is no better strategy than the one used for the lower
bound, we need an argument to prove that the field is locally flat in most regions of the
space. This part of the proof requires a novel coarse graining argument, based on a “large
contour” decomposition of the field.

A remark about notation. In the proofs, in order to avoid the excessive use of indices, we
use the letter C' for a generic constant which does not depend on the parameters «, h, 8
and w and whose value may change from an equation to another.

3. TECHNICAL PRELIMINARIES

3.1. Contour representation. We recall how to describe a function ¢ € Q5 using only
its level lines. The formalism of this section is identical to the one used in [34] 35], and
inspired by other papers making use of contours to study the properties of the SOS model
[4, (12, [13].

We let (Z?)* denote the dual lattice of Z? (dual edges cross that of Z? orthogonally
in their midpoints). Two adjacent edges (Z?)* meeting at z* of are said to be linked if
they both lie on the same side of the line making an angle w/4 with the horizontal and
passing through z. (see Figure [2). We define a contour sequence to be a finite sequence
(e1,...,eyn) of distinct edges of (Z2)* which satisfies:

(i) For any i = [1,n — 1], ¢; and e; 1 have a common end point in (Z?)*, e; and e,
also have a common end point.
(ii) If for i # j, if €;, €;41, €; and e;4; meet at a common end point then e;, e;11 are
linked and so are e; and e;;1 (with the convention that n +1 = 1).
A geometric contour ¥ := {e1,...,ej5} is a set of edges that forms a contour sequence
when displayed in the right order. The cardinality |y| of 7 is called the length of the
contour.
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Remark 3.1. Note that equivalently a contour sequence can be described by a sequence
of lattice points (x1,...,xy) such that x; ~ x;41 for all i € [1,n] (with the convention
that n + 1 = 1), which also has to satisfy some additional condition. This alternative
description is useful when introducing a coarse grained version of contours in Section [5.2.

A signed contour or simply contour v = (7, ¢) is a pair composed of a geometric contour
and a sign € € {+1,—1}. We let £(y) denote the sign associated with a contour ~, while
with a small abuse of notation, 7 is used for the geometric contour associated with v when
needed. For z* € (Z?)* we write x* € 7y or 2* € 5 when the point z* is visited by one edge
of the geometric contour.

FI1GURE 2. The rule for splitting four edges meeting at one point into two pairs of linked
edges. To obtain the set of contours that separates {x : ¢(x) > h} from {z : ¢(x) < h}
for h € Z, we draw all dual edges separating two sites x, y such that ¢(x) > h > ¢(y) and
apply the above graphic rule for every dual vertex where four edges meet. When several
sets of level lines include the same contour, it corresponds to a cylinder of intensity 2 or
more for ¢.

We let 7 denote the set of vertices of Z? enclosed by 5. We refer to 7 as the interior of
v and say that || is the volume enclosed in the contour y. We let A, the neighborhood
of 7, be the set of vertices of Z? located either at a (Euclidean) distance 1/2 from 7
(when considered as a subset of R?) or at a distance 1/1/2 from the meeting point of two
non-linked edges. We split the A, into two disjoint sets, the internal and the external
neighborhoods of v (see Figure [3))

AL :=A,N% and Ajy' = Aﬁ,ﬂic. (3.1)

Given a finite set A C Z? a contour 7 is said to be in A if ¥ € A. We let C denote the
set of contours in Z? and C, that of contours in A. Given ¢ € Q,, we say that v € Cy is
a contour for ¢ with boundary condition n, if there exists k£ > 1 such that

min ¢(z) = max p(x) + ke(y). (3.2)

€A

where in the above equation by convention we consider that
¢(z)=n if ze€ AL,

The quantity k appearing in (3.2)) is called the intensity of the contour and the triplet
(v,k) = (7,e(7), k) with v € C and k € N an intensity, is called a cylinder. We say that
(7, k) is a cylinder for ¢ (with boundary condition n) if 7y is a contour of intensity k. The
cylinder function associated with (v, k) is defined on Z? by

Py, (T) = e(V)k15(z). (3.3)
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We use the notation 7 to denote a generic cylinder and write k(5) to denote its intensity.
With some small abuse of notation, 7, 7y andj denote the geometric contour, contour, and
contour interior associated with 7. We let T,,(¢) denote the set of cylinders for ¢ with
boundary condition n and Y, (¢) the corresponding set of contours.

We say that A is a simply connected subset of Z?2, if it can be expressed as the interior of
a contour, that is, if

vy €C, Fp=A. (3.4)
Note that, when A is simply connected, an element ¢ € 25 is uniquely characterized by
its cylinders. More precisely, we have

Ve e A, ¢(x) :=n+ Z ©5(). (3.5)

Furthermore, the reader can check that

HE(9) = D K@ (3.6)
7€ (9)
Of course not every set of cylinder is of the form Tn(gb) and we must introduce a notion

of compatibility which characterizes the “right” sets of cylinder.

Two cylinders 7 and 7’ are said to be compatible if they are cylinders for the function
©5 + @57. This is equivalent to the three following conditions being satisfied : (see Figure
B3)

() 777 and 707 € (0.7.7).
(i) If e = ¢’ and N7 = (), then then ¥ NAT =0 .

(i) If e # &’ and 5" C ¥ (resp. ¥ C ¥') then 7' N AT =0 (resp. YN AL, = 0).

This first condition simply states that compatible contours do not cross each-other. The
conditions ¥NAY = ) and ¥’NAZ = (in (ii) and (477) can be reformulated as: 5 and 7' do
not share edges, and if both 7 and 5’ possess two edges adjacent to one vertex z* € (Z2)*
then the two edges in « are linked and so are those in 7.

] ] ]
7
] o] o] ]
] ] ] o| O ]
J J
4 ‘
a o| o0 L] a
] [o) o
L] o] ] L]
L] ] o |0 ]
a a a L]

FIGURE 3. A contour ~ represented with its internal (A7 circles) and external ( AT,
squares) neighborhood. To be compatible with 7, a contour 4’ of the same sign such that
¥ N7 = () cannot enclose any squares. A compatible contour of opposite sign enclosed
in v (such that %' C %) cannot enclose any circles.
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Note that the compatibility of two cylinders does not depend on their respective inten-
sity, so that the notion can naturally be extended to signed contours : the contours v and
+ are said to be compatible (we write v | 7') if the cylinders (v,1) and (7/,1) are. Two
distinct non-compatible contours are said to be connected (we write v L 7).

2
””””’”%’”L”’: ,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,
SR ANREEEEE
\__/ R /
! 4 N
J L
e N'd s
G, i | i
IR [ T D
7777777 E N NN
| ‘ (‘\
e S R i R
| AN
e Y
R N Ml .
- j (- 4
\. \ '/

FIGURE 4. A compatible collection of contour on the dual lattice (the primal lattice is
represented in dotted lines). Contours of different signs are displayed in different colors
(red-dotted /blue-solid).

A (finite or countable) collection of cylinders (or of signed contours) is said to be a
compatible collection if its elements are pairwise compatible (see Figure d). The reader
can check by inspection the following claim which establishes that the set of compatible
collections of cylinders is in bijection with Q4 (simple connectivity is required to avoid
having level lines enclosing holes).

A~

Lemma 3.2. If A is simply connected, then for any ¢ € Qp, Tp(P) is a compatible
collection of cylinders and reciprocally, if I' C Cp is a compatible collection of cylinder in
A then its elements are the cylinders of the function E%f 5

Using (3.6) and the contour representation above, we can rewrite the partition function
Z)p in a new form. We let K£(A) and IC(A) denote the set of compatible collections of
contour and cylinders in A. We have

Tek(A) 7€l
Summing over all the possible intensities, we obtain
1
2= 2 e (38)
rek(A) veD

This rewriting of the partition function entails that under P g the distribution of Y, (¢)
is a product measure conditioned to compatibility. In particular as the event “being
compatible” is a decreasing event for the inclusion relation in the power set P(Cp ), Harris
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inequality [30] implies that Py g is stochastically dominated by this product measure. To
make this more explicit, let Qa g be the distribution of a random element x € P(Cya) (the
power set of Co) under which the variables x(7) := 1{,¢,} are independent and

Qap(yex) =e Ml (3.9)
We refer to [34, Lemma 4.3 and 4.4] for more details of the proof of the following statement.
Lemma 3.3. The distribution of the cylinders in Y"n(qﬁ) can be described as follows:
(A) We have
A sl Tn(9) €1:=Qaplx €| x is a compatible collection |. (3.10)

In particular the distribution of T, (¢) is stochastically dominated (for the inclu-

sion) by Qa s.
(B) Conditionned to the realization Yy (¢p) the intensities (k(7))

geometric variable of parameter e—BAhl

ST (0) UTE independent

We end up this section by introducing some notation an terminology which we use in the
remainder of the paper.

SOS measure with contour restrictions: For a fixed set of contours L C Cp, let us define
the measure Py, , 5 which is obtained by conditioning all the contours of ¢ to belong to L

tag=PRsgl | Tn(d) CL] (3.11)
The proof of Lemma B.3] extends to Pﬁ AB in the sense that under the measure Pﬁ A3
the distribution of Y, (¢) is stochastically dominated by that of x N L under Qa g (and
thus also by that of x). This is because the distribution P} 5 [T, (¢) € - | Tn(¢) C L] is a
product distribution on P(L) constrained to a decreasing event for the inclusion in P (L)
(compatibility).
Ezxternal contours: Given I' a compatible collection of contours and v € I', we say that

v is an external contour in T' if 7 is maximal in T" for the inclusion (this time we are
considering the inclusion relation in Z?), that is

VY el, ¥ cyordny=0. (3.12)
We let T(¢) denote the set of external contours in Y,(¢). For A C Z% we let ¢4

denote the restriction of ¢ to the set A. Note that under P} 5 (and also under Py , 5 for

arbitrary L), conditionned to the realization of Y¢**(¢) the restrictions of ¢ to the interior
of external contours ¢|5, v € T&(¢) are independent.

3.2. Peak probabilities estimates for the SOS measure. We introduce here a result
concerning the asymptotic probability of observing high points for ¢ under Py, 5 3. Having
estimates which are also valid with a contour restriction is of crucial importance in our
proofs. To state the result, we need to introduce the following notion of distance between
a vertex and the complement of a finite set of contours

d(zx, LC) :=min{y € C\ L,max |z — y|}. (3.13)
yey
Note that if L D Cy then d(z, LC) is larger than the distance from z to AC. The following
estimates are proved in Appendix [Bl

Proposition 3.4. There exists a constant C' such that if B > By sufficiently large, then
such for any choice A, L
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(i) For any x € A for any n > 0 we have
Prasld(z) > n] < Ce . (3.14)

If in addition, the positive contour of length 4 surrounding x (which we denote by
Yo s in L we have

Praslo(a) =n] > C7 e, (3.15)
(il) For any x,y € A for any n > 0 we have
P A smin(¢(2), d(y)) > n] < Ce %" (3.16)
(iii) For any x € A for any n > 0 we have
Praslo(z) >n] — b1e " < C <e—6ﬁ" + e_d(m’LC)> . (3.17)
(iv) For any x1,...,x), we have for n >0
Pras {gﬁ%ﬂ ¢(xi) = n} < Cre 3VE, (3.18)

Remark 3.5. Let us discuss here about the requirement on 5 for our estimates to be valid.
The proof of BI4)-BI6) and BIR) are essentially based on a Peierls-type argument [36]
and does not require more than the following condition

Y e filcn
{yeC : o7}

which is valid when > 1. On the contrary B.IT) requires the convergence of the cluster
expansion associated with the contour decomposition which is a more stringent condition.
Looking at the discussion in [32, pp 493] and considering that the number of contours of
length n containing 0 is bounded above by n3"~2 < 4" and that the weight associated with
contours satisfy for B > 1,

(7 —1)71 < TN,

we obtain that our estimates are valid as long as
10
g > g(logél + 1.6).
Hence in all our statements, 5 sufficiently large can be replaced by B > 3.5.

4. LOWER BOUND ON THE FREE ENERGY

4.1. Result and decomposition of the proof. The object of this section is to prove a
quantitative version of the lower bound part of (2.:2]).

Proposition 4.1. There ezists € such that for all 5 sufficiently large and all oo > 0, there
exists C'(a, ) > 0 such that for all h >0

Fg(a,h) > Ggla, h) — C(a, B)h*Te. (4.1)

h—0
Note that as we have Gg(a, h) 2R, (#T) implies immediately that

Let us also observe that it is enough to prove the statement for h < hg(«, 3) where hy can
be chosen arbitrarily small. Indeed by tuning the value of C(«, 8) we can make the r.h.s.
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of (A1) negative for all h > hy. We can make the constant ¢ in Proposition [£.1] explicit
(the reader can check reading through the proof that ¢ = 1/100 works), but we choose to
work with a letter for the sake of readability.

Decomposition of the proof of Proposition[{-1] In this whole section we fix n = ng = ng(h)
to be the maximizer in (2.22]) (there is a geometric sequence of values for h for which (2.22))
admits two maximizers, in the case we select the smallest one). We have

ng(h) = max (o, [log (AT — 1)/ 2h) D (4.2)

4p

In particular ng(h) is asymptotically equivalent to |log h|/45 and as we are interested in
the small values of h, we can think of n as large. Recalling the definition of the reduced
partition function (2I5]), we are going to show that for N > Ny(h) sufficiently large we

have )
mElog Zg”]}\l;a’w > Gg(a, B) — C(a, B)R*TE. (4.3)

Taking the limit of (43]) when N tends to infinity we obtain ([&I]). We split the proof of

the result in two main steps and three lemmas. Our first step get rid of the possibility of
having large contours. We show that Zg’]}f,’a’w can be replaced by

~nh,aw . Tan > (awz—A(@)+h)dz
Zgy " =By TN )

where B

PR s =Pl [ Ananl,
is the SOS measure with boundary condition n, conditioned not to display contours of
length larger than n.

ANy = {V7 €Y,n(d), 7| < n4}.
The choice of n* for the threshold defining large contours is quite arbitrary (the only

requirements are subexponential growth in n and being of a larger order of magnitude
than n?) and but turns out to be convenient in the computation. The following lemma

implies that Zg;\z,aw is a good approximation for Zg’]}f,’a’w.
Lemma 4.2. We have for all B > 2log 3, and all integers N and n

P 5 [Ann] > exp <—4e_6"4/2N2) : (4.4)
In particular we have

log Zg,’]}f,’a’w > log Zg;f,o‘w — 4NZe P2, (4.5)

Note that with our choice for n = ng(h), we have 4e=PG/2 < b3 for h sufficiently small
and thus it is sufficient to prove (3] with Zg”;f,’a’w replaced by Zg:]}f,’a’w. The second step
is more delicate and relies on a coarse graining argument. We wish to divide our system
into cells in order to factorize the partition function. In order to obtain a factorization we
must condition on the realization of the set of contours which intersect several cells.

We set M = h_%, N = kM where k € N is arbitrary. Imposing that IV is a multiple
of N is by no mean restrictive. Indeed, since the limit of the Lh.s. exists, it is in fact
sufficient to prove (&3] along a subsequence. We divide Ay = [1, N] in k% boxes. We let

H = Hys = {(x1,22) € (Z)* : M|(x1 —1/2) or M|(z2 —1/2)}
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denote the grid in the dual lattice which splits Ay into cells of side-length M. We index
these cells by z € [0,k — 1]?, and set C, := Ap; + Mz. Recalling the definition of an
external contour ([B.12]), we are going to consider the set of countours intersecting H (here
we consider the vertex intersection)

U(9) ={y €T3 (¢) : yNH#0}.

Note that the contours of U(¢) naturally provides a partition of the box Ay. If U(¢) =T,
setting I" := Uﬁ/GF 5, we let, for z € [0,k — 1]2, B, denote the set of sites in C, which are
not enclosed in a contour of I,

B,:=C,\T.

Note that B, is not necessarily connected. We can observe that

A= U B |ullU7]. (4.6)

z€[[1,k] ~el

and that the union is disjoint. Moreover using the contour decomposition, one can check
that conditioned on U(¢) = I, the restrictions of ¢ to the regions of the partition in the
Lh.s. of (@.6]) form an independent family. Hence we have

E?\/ﬁ ezzeAN (awx—)\(a)+h)6z|U(¢) _ F}

ST B [ @i ) =]
z€[0,k—1]?
x [ Bl [eZeertoma @i pig) = 1], (47)
~yel

and as a consequence

—n,h,a,w . mn > (awz—A(a)+h)d- _
> x z =
Elog Zj " > min [ e[[OEk—l}]? Elog B} 4 [e es | U () r}

+ ZElOg E%,B [ezzew(awx—)\(a)ﬁ-h)& | U(qb) — F] ] ’ (48)
yerl

where the minimum is taken over all possible realization of U(¢). To conclude we obtain a
lower bound on each term of the two sums in the Lh.s. above, yielding an estimate which is
uniform in the realization of U(¢). As the cells B, cover much more area than the interior
of contours in U(¢), we need to show that sites inside B, gives a contribution per site very
close to Gg(a, h), while for the restriction to 7, showing that the contribution of each site
is of order h? in absolute value is sufficient. This the content of the two following lemmas.

Lemma 4.3. There ezists a constant C(a, ) such that for any h € (0, 1], for any v € Ca,
with || < (ng(h))* we have

Elog EY 4 [eize%awz”(aﬂhﬁz |y € TCnXt(qﬁ)] > —CFIR*. (4.9)

Lemma 4.4. There exists a constant ho(c, 3) > 0 such that if h € (0, ho(c, B)] then we
have, for any possible realization of U(¢) and any z € [0,k — 1]
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Elog E}, 4 |e2ren:(0ws AT | 17(4) = r} > M? [Ggla, h) — h*T¢] . (4.10)

Before proving the above results, let us show how they permit to conclude our proof of
Proposition 411

Proof of Proposition [{.1]. In view of ([@3]),[@5]) and (48], we only need to show that for
every choice of I' we have

5 By S ()]

2€[0,k—1]2

+ ZElog EnN,B [ezmﬁ(awx—x(a)mm | U(¢) = F}
yerl
> N2Gg(a, h) — CR*E. (4.11)

It is a direct consequence of the contours construction that

~n > (awz—A(a)+h)ds - > (awg—A(a)+h)ds ot

Eyg | |U(¢) =T| =Eyg |7 |y € TS g)| . (4.12)

Hence taking the expectation with respect to w in (4.8 and using the lemmas to evaluate
each term of the sum we obtain that the r.h.s. of (1)) is larger than

N? [Ggla,h) — h*F€] — CR*ER 5 > [l (4.13)
el
Now the sites enclosed by some v € U(¢) are all located at distance n* from H. Hence we
have (provided that ¢ < 1/50), for all h sufficiently small

4ntN?
Y Al <dan'kPM = T < NP

M
YEU ()

This is sufficient to conclude.

0

4.2. Proof of Lemmal4.2l The event Ay, is decreasing for the inclusion. Thus applying
Lemma B.3] we have

PR 5 [Anal > Qusl Vv € x, [7] < nf). (4.14)
Now, if Cy denotes the set of contours in the box Ay the latter probability is exactly equal
to

[Ta-e ) >exp|-2> N (4.15)

veCN veCN

where we used 1 — x > e~2* which is valid for € (0,1/2). We conclude by observing
that, as the number contour of length m in [1, N]? is bounded above by N23™

o~ (B—log3)n?

-8R < N2 -
d e fl<N e (4.16)
vECN

which allows to conclude.
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4.3. Proof of Lemma [4.3l For both Lemma [4.3] and [4.4] our strategy is to rely on
second moment computation together with a Taylor expansion. Let us first describe the
distribution of ¢ restricted to 7 after the conditioning. We have (recalling (3.])) from
Lemma [3.3]

P [ Vee AT, p<n—1] ife(y)=—1,

5 - . (4.17)
PIH |Vz e AT,¢>n+1] ife(y) =+1.

P s [dl5€ | v € T3] = {

where the tilde on the r.h.s. is present to remind ourselves that we are conditioning on
having no contour of length more than n*. In order to have a better control on the second
moment of the partition function, we restrict the computation to the set of surfaces ¢
which display only a small number of contacts. We introduce the event

Dr={¢ : > & <k} (4.18)
reYy
We fix the value of k equal to 100 (and drop the dependence in & in the notation) but

keep the letter x in the computation for better readability. As in both cases in the r.h.s.
of ([@I7T), the measure is of the type P’I‘JjEA1 s (the conditioning corresponds to prohibiting

positive (if £(7) = —1) or negative (if e() = +1) contours which enclose elements of AZ).

Hence using Proposition 3.4l and a union bound we have (recall that [§| < n!® from the
restriction on the contours’ length)

DN ex |7 — n—
%4 [DE |yex t} < (/{ e 30— < 3, (4.19)

We define p., , the probability on Qy defined by

E%,ﬁ [1DwﬂA€hZ”€76x |y € Tcxﬂ

/L'y,h(A) = (4'20)

B P e
We have
log E%B e2zey(awz=A(@)+h)ds 1p, | v € TOXt}
= log E?{/ﬂ [ezxﬂ hoq 1p, |y € TeXt] + log fiy 4 (ezxew(‘”"z_)‘(a))&z) . (4.21)
Using (4.19]), when h is sufficiently small the first term is larger than
log f”f\fﬁ [Dy | v e 1] > —n?.

Now we have to estimate the expectation of the second term. Combining (AI7]) with
Proposition 3.4l we obtain that for all z € 7,

EY 5 [0z | v € T < Ce =D (4.22)

for some positive constant C'. Using the expression for the density and the assumption
that || < n'® < C|logh|'® we obtain for sufficiently small h, a similar estimate under
My b

Ce—4B(n=1)+h[7l|

< Clem =), (4.23)

fy,h(02) < =5 =
PR 5 [Dy | v € T
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Then by Markov’s inequality we have

pin (eBwer(os 2O >y ) S8, =0 ] 21— CYgle 0 >
ey

. (429)

N =

We can use the inequality logz > (z — 1) — (z — 1)? (valid for 2 > 1/2) and obtain
- 2
E (log fiy.p (ezzg(awx—x(a))axﬂ > _E [M%h (ezzﬁawx—x(a) _ 1) } _ (4.25)

The average w.r.t. w can be computed explicitly, we obtain

[ 2 (1) <(2)
E |1y <eZzewawx—*(a> _ 1) ] = 12 [eW?a)—”(aﬂ PIRERINS ] Y (4.26)

From the definition of j,; we have erw 59(31)59(32) < k, with probability 1. Hence using

the fact that for any u € [0, k(A\(2a) — 2A(av))] we have
et —1 < uerPE)=2Ma) (4.27)

Using (£.23]) and the expression for n = ng(h) given in (£2]), we can conclude the proof
as follows

o) —2)\ (o _ s(1)5(2) R ) —2)\(a

ue? [ew ) =2 (0)] ey 08104 ] 1< R 22 | 5750 5)
TeY

< 4" A7) 71785001 < C(a, kv, B) IR, (4.28)

0

4.4. Proof of Lemma [4.4. The proof follows the same steps as that of Lemma [43]
except that we must aim for sharper estimates. We define i, j, a probability of Qx by

ien(A) Bl 5 Lot canp.e Zeem: 7 | U(9) =T
Hz,h =
B s [Liots,cpye Dren | U(6) = T

with (again k is set to be equal to 100 but the letter is kept in the computation for better
readability)

(4.29)

D.i={¢ : > b, <} (4.30)
TzEB,
We are going to refine second moment argument of the second section. In particular we
want to use the fact (cf. Proposition [3.4)) that the probability of contact is close to ;e ~4"
for most points inside B,. As these estimates are not valid close to the boundary of B.,
let us define B, a subset of B, which includes only points in the bulk

B, :=[n", M —n']*+ Mz C B..

The point here is that from the definition, because contours in I" are all of diameter smaller
than nt/2 (length smaller than n?) then all points in B, are at a distance at least n/2
from the boundary of B,. The following estimates are easily deduced from Proposition 3.4]
(we include details at the end of the present subsection).

Lemma 4.5. There exists constants C' > 0 and By > 0 such that for all B > By we have
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(i) For all x € B, we have
|2 (85) — B2 < ORP/2, (4.31)

This estimate is also valid for fi, .
(ii) For all x € B, we have

Tl n(0,) < Ce™40m, (4.32)

This is also valid for fi, .
(iii) For all x,y € B,

Tz (0,0,) < Ce™ %, (4.33)
Let us now prove the result using the estimates above. Note that we have
log E?\/,ﬁ |:1,DZeZIEBz(aLUz—>\(OZ)+h)6z ’ U(¢) — P}
= log INE"NB [lpzezzesz Wz | U(g) = I‘} +log iz n <ezzesz(awx_)‘(°‘))) . (4.34)
The first term is equal to
log 15%5 D, | U(¢) =T]+ log ﬁzp(eZ”EBz h‘;””). (4.35)

Similarly to (419 using that M = h~%0 and recalling that x = 100, we have
~ M?2
Ns [DE | U(¢) = r} < C( p >e—305" < h3/2. (4.36)

Hence the first term in (£35]) is larger than —h3. The second term is larger (by Jensen’s
inequality) than

firo | D 0a | > (M —20*)2(0:h% — Ch¥/2) > M? (01h% — h**) (4.37)
reB,

where the first inequality is a consequence of ([4.31]) and the second one follows if from the
fact that n is of order |log h| and M = h~1/%0 (assuming that & < 1/50). Now concerning
the second term in (A34]), we note that using (£32]) and our choice of parameter we have

iz p(erensl0we =A@y > (Z 0y = 0) >1—Ce B, >1-Vh  (4.38)

z€B;
Hence using the inequality
logz > (z — 1) + =—(z — 1)
valid for all x > y we obtain that
E |log ﬁz’h(eresz(awx—A(a)))]
E [ﬁzvh(ezzesz(awx—x(a» e

2(1 — Vh)2

>E [ﬁz,h(ezre&(a‘”r’\(a)) - 1)} + (4.39)
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The first term in the r.h.s. equals zero. Now the variance term above can be expressed as

%2 (P2 =2M@)] Ty, ss 1)

< (M2M0) _ )2 (Z 5062 — 1) 1 exiAa)-2x@)] o2 (Z 5052 > 2) _
zeB, zeB,
(4.40)

Using Markov inequality to estimate the first term we have then from Lemma (more

precisely (£.31)-(E.32)
~®2 <Z 5(1 5(2 > 1) < N®2 <Z 5(1 5(2)

TEB: rEB:
< OB, \ BLle 8" + |BL|(62=%" + ChP /2) < M?(02e3" — p2+5). (4.41)
To estimate the second term, we combine (@33]) and a union bound we have

(Y o6 =2y < Y pZh(8V6? = 1 and 56 = 1)

Z‘EBz ,yEB
> Fen(6:6,)7 < CMAe 2 < MPRP/2. (4.42)

z,yeB,
Combining the inequalities (4.39)-(@.42]) we obtain
Elog i, p(eXzes:(0ws =2y > _ pp2(920=86n o op2+e), (4.43)

Hence from ([@34)), ([A37) and ([@43]), we can conclude that
log E?\/B 1p, eXwes: (e =A@)Fh)0= | 74y — ] > M%(he 4" —2e=8n _CR?*e). (4.44)
O

Proof of Lemma [{.5 The three statements are deduced from Proposition 3.4l For I' a
realization of U(¢) which includes no contour longer than n*, let us consider

() =Exgldls.c - | U@) =T] (4.45)

Note that 1 is of the form P} , 5 (here A = Bz and the contour restriction L is determined
by the boundary condition U(¢) = I' as well as by the exclusion of long contours). Recall
that by definition any point in B, is located at a distance from the boundary which is
larger than n*/2. Hence we have for the set L which appears implicitly in the definition
of  and any choice of z € B, (recall (B13))

d(z, LY > n2. (4.46)
Hence we can deduce from (B.14)-@BI10)-BI7) that
[(6,) < Ce™ . vYreB.
1(0,) — 01e7P"| < Ce %" vz e B, (4.47)
1(5:0,) < Ce 9 va y € B,.
To conclude we only need to show that for any event A we have
|z p(A) = B(A)| < B+ 2M2hp(A). (4.48)
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Indeed using (@8] for the events {5, = 1} and {00, = 1} and recalling that M = h~1/%0
we can deduce all the required estimates from (£47]). Now let us prove (£48]), we have

RS b
~ /J(e zeEB, ]-'D ﬂA) .
L n(A) = 04) _ (1 4 (A, h))i(A | D, 4.49
Feald) = ) = (14 (4 WA | D) (1.49)
where (A, h) satisfies
e M _ 1 < p(A ) <M1 (4.50)

Thus for h sufficiently small |r(A, k)| < (3/2)M?h. Hence we can conclude by observing
that from (A.36]) we have

(A | D:) - m(A)| < h°/2.

5. UPPER BOUND ON THE FREE ENERGY

5.1. Result and strategy of proof. The aim of the section is to prove the following
quantitative statement, which together with Proposition [£.1] completes the proof of The-
orem

Proposition 5.1. There exist positive constants By and € such that for all B > By and
a > 0 there exists a constant C(a, B) such that for all h > 0

Fp(a, h) < Gg(a, h) + C(a, B)R*TE (5.1)

To explain the proof strategy, we need to mention a result from [26], which allows to
bound the expectation of the log-partition function without using any information about
the distribution of the contact set (dz)zen -

Proposition 5.2. Consider A a finite set, (wy)zen a field of IID positive random variables
with probability distribution denoted P and an arbitrary random vector (8z)zen on {0, 1}A
with probability distribution denoted by Pa. Then we have

Elog Ep |eXeea(@we=A@)0z | < |A| max E [log <1 + p(ele — 1))] (5.2)
p€[0,1]

where & 1= e Ma),

The result can simply be obtained by induction on the number of vertices |A|. Let
us set & := e®=~M®)  The above result indicates in particular that the expectation is
maximized when (d,),ea is a field of IID Bernoulli random variables with a parameter
which maximizes the left-hand side of (5.2)). Using Proposition for our partition
function we obtain immediately that

Fg(a, h) < p%%fiE [log <1 +p(eé - 1))] : (5.3)

The bound (5.3]), while not sharp is going to help us to provide the intuition for the proof
of Proposition 5.1l Let us develop on this point. If one fixes the boundary condition equal
to some large n, the distribution of (1;4(s)—0})zeny is a good approximation of a Bernoulli
product measure with parameter p, = f1e~%%" (cf. Proposition B.4). If one temporarily
accepts that the best optimization one can make is select the optimal boundary condition
(like we have done for the lower bound), it looks plausible that the maximum in (5.3)
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should not be taken over all values of p but only along the sequence p, yielding the
following approximation for the free energy

maeE [log (1+ 06 - D) |

This latter quantity is asymptotically equivalent to Gg(a, h) (cf. Section [ZH]).

To make this reasoning rigorous, we are going to show that after conditioning to the
realization of large contours (rigorously defined below), in most of the box Ay, the process
(1{¢(z)=0} )zeny is locally well approximated by IID Bernoulli variables of parameter p;,
for some value of n. More precisely, we show that large contours occupy a small fraction
of the space and that in regions where there are no large contour, the Bernoulli field is a
good approximation. We proceed as follows:

e Firstly, we make a decomposition of the partition function based on the realization
of the set of large contours. In order to use some convenient sub-additivity property
we replace Elog Zn by %log EZ]% for some 6 € (0,1). By choosing 6 very close to
zero, we can make this change having a negligible effect.

e Then, after conditioning on the realization of the set of large contours, we divide
Ay into large cells, an by using the information given by Proposition B.4] concern-
ing the contact density in each cell, we manage to obtain a sharp bound for the
contribution of each cell to the log-partition function.

We need to fix a few parameters. There is a wide range of valid choices, but the following
one turns out to be convenient in the computations. Given € > 0 we fix (taking integer
parts when necessary)

0:=h°, L:=h"%* M:=IL° (5.4)

We assume that N is an integer multiple of M (and thus of L). Our first observation is
that

h,o,w 1 h,o,w 0
E [log 235" < S logE (zhs) (5.5)
For A C Qn we let Z&aﬁ’w(A) denote the reduced partition function restricted to A

If (4;)iez is a partition of Qy, then using the inequality (3 ;c; a;)? < 3, af valid for
any collection of positive real numbers and any 6 € (0,1), we have

(7)< 3 (Zhan) (5.

1€

We partition 2y according to the realizations of the set of large contours. We say that a
contour is large if [§| > L and we let Y12'8°(¢) denote the set of large contours in Y(¢)).
For the inequality (5.6) to be not too far off we want the cardinality of the set Z to be
as small as possible. To this end, we group realizations of Y1#"8¢($) which are in a sense
close to one another to include them in a common event. This brings the necessity of
introducing a coarse grained version of contours on the scale L.
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5.2. Coarse grained large contour. We divide R? into boxes of side-length L by setting
B, :=[0,L)? + Lz. Recalling that

TE(g) := {y € T(¢) = 7| > L}. (5.7)
We wish to define coarse grained versions of the contours at scale L. We start by defining
the coarse-grained trace of a contour

() = {z € Z2 : 5N B. £0} (5.8)
where 7 above is identified with the union of the geometric segments associated with its
edges. Note that x(7) is a connected subset of Z?. We also define Int., : Z> — {0,1/2, 1},
the coarse grained interior function which is the coarse grained approximation of the
function 15

0if B. C 7L,
Inty(2) := ¢ 1/2if z € x(v), (5.9)
1if B, C 7.
An important observation is that Int, is not determined by x(v) (see Figure ). However,
the definition implies that Int, is constant on all connected components of 72\ x. Hence

there are at most (and the counting is rough) 2Ix| possible interior functions corresponding
to a given trace (this is because Z?2 \ x(v) has at most |x| connected components).

ILI

FIGURE 5. Schematic representation of two contours with coarse grained trace and
interior (the hatched part correspond to the value 1/2 and the darker one to the value
one). Note that while the two contours have the same trace, they have different interior

functions.

A coarse grained cylinder X is a triplet (x,t,q) made of a connected subset of Z?2, a
function Z% — {0,1/2,1} which is constant on the connected components of Z? \ x and
an intensity ¢ € Z. We say that (x,t,q) is a coarse grained cylinder for ¢ if

(A) There exists at least one contour y € T'38°(¢) such that x(v) = x and Int, = Int.
(B) We have (recall that by convention if 7 is a cylinder, v denotes the associated
contour)

> k@A) =1, (5.10)

{FeT1aree(g) : x(7)=x and Int; =1}
When ¢ # 0, the condition (B) implies of course that (A) holds. We let =(¢) denote
the set of coarse grained cylinders associated with ¢. We let 3 denote the set of coarse
grained cylinders that can be obtained from contours in Ay (the set 3 also depends on
h via L but we omit this dependence for better readability). For € C 35 we introduce
the event B¢ := {Z(¢) = €}. Note that we have not imposed any compatibility condition
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so that for many instances of €, B¢ is an empty event. We consider CDI]% the set of “low
density” coarse grained cylinder collections

D ={C¢C3y: > |xI<VhN?}, (5.11)
(x:4,9)€C

and let @lf\? denote its complement in the power set P(3y). We set B := Ue‘e@;\? Be.
Using (5.6) we have

)< i

- 1d
cenld

0
0 6 h,o,w 73
< | 3 PuslBe max [ZQ] +E [(zw (B)) ] . (5.12)
cepld N

where

Zg = ENﬁ [erEAN(awz_Ma)—i—h)&z ’ B@] . (513)
Let us first show that the second term in the r.h.s. of (5I2]) is small. Using the annealed
bound we have

E|(245°®)| < (2458)’ < (@ PuslB). (514

We can then use the following rough estimate (proved at the end of the section) which
implies that the second term in the r.h.s. of (512]) is smaller than 1.

Lemma 5.3. For 8 sufficiently large and h sufficiently small we have
Py s[B] < e VIV, (5.15)

Considering now the first term in the r.h.s. of (512]), the factor (26691]3 PNﬁ[BQ‘]G)

which materializes how much we might have lost in our coarse graining decomposition can
also be controlled with the rough estimates exposed in the following lemma, whose proof
is postponed to the next subsection.

Lemma 5.4. For every € C 35 we have

P slE(9) = Be] < e 1T, (5.16)
where |€| is defined by

€= > max(lal. 1)lx].

(xt,9)€€
As a consequence we have

3" PrglBe)’ < NP (5.17)
celd

The most delicate part is to control the value of [Zg] for all € C 3.

Proposition 5.5. There exists positive By and hg such that for B > By, and h € (0, ho]
we have for every € C 3n 1,

glogE (28] < N* (Gpla ) + 12) (5.18)
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The proof of Proposition runs from Section to 5.8l Note that as a consequence
of Lemma [5.3] Lemma [5.4] and Proposition we deduce from (5.12]) that for small h we
have

6 £
E [(Z]’y;;’“) ] < 14 N (@plah)th+h>e) (5.19)
which is sufficient to deduce Proposition 5.1] (recall (5.5)). O

5.3. Proof of Lemma While the result could be deduced from Lemma (.4 it is
substantially simpler to replicate the argument given in the proof [34, Lemma 8.3].

If ¢ € B then the sum of the length of its large contours has to be large. Indeed for every
coarse grained cylinders (x,t,q) of ¢, there must be at least one contour vy € Y'ar8e(¢)
which satisfies x(7) = x, in particular the length of this contour must be larger than |x|
(in fact it must be larger than (L/9)|x| but this is of no importance here). Hence the sum
of the length of large contours must satisfy

c(g):= Y Al= D> IxI= VAN (5.20)
,ye’rlargc((b) (X7L7q)65(¢)

Now we can follow the proof of [34] Lemma 8.3] which helps to control the Laplace trans-

form of Llarse, Using the stochastic domination of Lemma B3] we have for A > 0 (the

ML) is an increasing function of the set of contour Y(@))

En s [excla’ge(@} < 11 (1 + e Al 1)), (5.21)
{veCay + HIZL}
Only adding extra-factors which are all larger than one in the product we observe that

H{’YECAN zny S Ileeay Iyec - wes | 511y -+ -+ and by translation invariance we
have

quantity e

N2
En s [e)\ﬁl‘"“gc(fb)] < H (14 e ARl — 1)) (5.22)
{ye€ - 0e7 , HI=L}

Using that log(1 + ¢) < ¢t and observing that there are at most n4™ contour of length n
which goes around 0, this yields in turn

1 arge ~ ~
N2 log En 3 [e)‘ﬁl g (‘;5)} < Z e APl — 1) < Z nd"eX=An - (5.23)
{rec : 07, [7I>L} n>L

If 3> 3 and A = 1, we obtain that the right hand side is smaller than e~%/10 (which is
smaller than any powers of h). Then we can conclude using the fact that

Py s[L%(¢) > VAN?] < e VIV Ey 4 [eﬁl‘"‘“g°<¢>] . (5.24)
O

5.4. Proof of Lemma 5.4l For notational simplicity we prove a bound for the probability
of the presence of a given coarse-grained cylinders

Pyalx.t,q) €E(@)] <e (5.25)
The reader can then check that the same proof yields for any finite family of coarse grained
cylinders (xi, ti, @i )iez

_ BLmax(lq[,1)|x]
10 .

_ BLY ez max(lg;],1) x|

PNﬂ [(Xi7 Li)Qi) € E(@),Z € I] <e 10 s (526)
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which is a stronger statement than (5.16]). Given positive integers m > 1 ki, ky ... ky > 1
and €1,...,6m € {—1,1} and ¢ a function Z? — {0,1/2,1}, we are going to show that

Png |31, - Ym € THE(9)

BL E;’il ki lx|

Vi € [1,m],e(v;) = €i, k(v;) = k; and Int,, = L} <e” 8 . (5.27)

In order to deduce (5.25)) from (5.27)), we use a union bound and sum over all possible m,
k; and &; which are such that 221 eik; = q (excluding of course m = 0 when ¢ = 0) Note
that we must have necessarily > ;" | k; > |¢| V 1. Hence slightly overcounting, we have

Prslvnd eSol< 3 3 3 2me (5.28)

q'>lglvim>1{k 37" ki=q'}

Note that given ¢’ there are exactly 29’ =1 possibilities to chose the pair (m, k) and hence
the above sum is smaller than
/ _BLq
d e (5.29)

q'>|gqlv1

which is sufficient to conclude the proof if L is sufficiently large.

Now let us prove (5.27). Let zpin be the smallest element in x for the lexicographical
order. We observe now that a contour which satisfies Int, = ¢ must have length at
least lin := Lmin(1,]|x|/4) > L|x|/4 (simply because L step are needed to visit more
than 4 squares) and a point in B, , . For ¢ > /i, there are thus at most 412 possible
geometric contours of length ¢. Using a greedy union bound (choosing each of the contours
independently and summing over all possible contours) we obtain when > 3 the L.h.s. of
(BE27) is smaller than

(L2)m Z f2img bi =B Liki < (2L2)m4m€mine—5\x\5min 2 ki
lewzmzzmin

_BLIxXIZ Ry
3

<e (5.30)

To prove (B.I7) we observe that as a consequence of (B.16]) we have

> PuslBe’ < Y e = 11 <1+6_6L1§9>' (5.31)

cenld ¢C3n (X:L:a)€3N

Taking the logarithm we obtain that

log Z PNﬂ[B@]G < Z e_BL(‘q‘lvol)‘X‘e. (532)

ceold (6,0 €3N

Let us first evaluate the sum over ¢ and ¢ for a fixed xy. We have (provided LO = h™¢ is
sufficiently large)

_ BL(4qlvD)Ix|® _ BL|x|®
D e oo <de” 10, (5.33)
qEZ
Then there are at most 2X| interior functions corresponding to one coarse grained contour

x. Finally the number of choice for a connected set y with |x| = k is at most (IN/L)?16F.
Indeed for every such set S, there exists a lattice path of length 2k — 1 whose range is
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exactly S. Then (N/L)? is the number of options for the starting point and 16* is an
upper bound on the number of lattice paths. Combining the above observation we obtain
that

S e T < ST ok (V/L)M16Re 00 < N2 < NPWB/4. (5.34)
(XyL,q)GSN kzl
where the two last inequalities are valid if 8L = h™¢ is sufficiently large, which in view of

(5:32) is sufficient to conclude.

5.5. Proof of Proposition Now we want to make a coarser decomposition of our
lattice. We split Ay into cells of size M (recall that M = L2 More precisely we set for
y € [0,(N/M) —1]? (see Figure [

Cy:=yM + [2L+1,M — 2L]* and C;, == yM + [0, M)?.

Ql
<

FIGURE 6. The cell C, (enclosed by the dotted blue line) and its slightly larger version C,,
(enclosed in the solid red line). These cells are much larger than the cells B (represented
with thinner dotted lines, in the picture L = 4). As the boundary of Cy is at a distance
2L from that of Cy, the behavior of ¢ inside C, is not much affected by boundary effects
after conditioning to the realization of ¢ outside C,, provided that C, is a good cell.

Given € a set of coarse grained contour, say that C, is a good cell for € if there are no
coarse grained contours which intersects it. Or more precisely if

V(x,t,q) €€, Vzex, B,NC,=0.

Our assumption that our set of coarse grained contours has low density € € @11‘\17 ensures
that there are at most N2v/h bad cells and thus that the proportion of bad cells is at most

of order hz % (recall (5.IT]), we assume £ < 1/20). We let Gn () (good sites) and Ry (€)
(the rest) denote respectively the set of lattice sites which are resp. are not in a good cell

v = U ¢
{y : Cy is good } (535)

RN(Q:) = AN \ QN(Q)
From the definition of ”}35{}, there exists a positive constant C' such that

IRy ()| < C (N2h2€ n N2h%—8~f) < 20h%. (5.36)
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where the first term takes into account sites which are in C, \ C, and the second one, sites
that are in bad cells. The second inequality comes from £ < 1/20. We can write

Ze = By g |e=reon e (@@= M@)th)i: | BQ] & [ezxemm<awz—A<a>+h>5w} (5.37)

Where ,ujc\}w is defined by

ENB |:1A ez::ceQN(Q)(O“’Jac_)\(Ol)-i-h)(salr | B€:|

N]C\}W(A) = A )6
Ens [eregN(c)(awz— (c)+h)z ‘ B¢:|

Our first task, is to ensure that the sites + € Ry do not yield a contribution larger than
h? to the free energy. We let Ex ~ denote the expectation with respect to (wy)zery -

Lemma 5.6. There exists two constant C,, and hg such that for all h < hg and € €
1
0

The second task, which is more delicate it to show that each good site yields (at most)
a contribution of order Gg(c, h) to the free energy plus a smaller order correction.

Lemma 5.7. There exists ho(a, ) such that for h < ho(c, B), for any fized € € we have

0
IOgERN |:(M]€\}w [ezzeRN(G)(awx—)\(a)-l-h)(sx]> :| < Ca’RN(Q:)’h2 (538)

1 oWy — (0% g
5l0gE [ENﬂ [eZIEQN(@( =A@ 34 ] < 1GNn(O)(Ga(a, h) + h*F).  (5.39)

The proof of these two lemmas are detailed in Section and [B.7] respectively. Let
us show how this is sufficient to conclude the proof. Remembering (5.37) and applying
successively Lemma [5.6] and [5.7] we obtain that

1
5 108 ElZe] < Cal?[R(O)] + |G (€)|(G(, h) + h*H)
< N3(Ggla, h) + h*T) + C'N2h*T22. (5.40)

where in the second line we have used (5.36) (valid for ¢ € D). This concludes the proof.
]

5.6. Proof of Lemma To prove this inequality, we apply a result analogous to
Proposition but valid for fractional moments. The proof goes by induction on the
number of sites and is given in full details in [26].

Lemma 5.8. [26, Lemma. 5.6] Consider A a finite set, (wz)zen a field of IID positive
random variables with probability distribution denoted P and an arbitrary random wvector
(62)zen on {0,1}A with probability distribution denoted by Pn. Then we have for any
h >0,

[% 0
logE <EA [eZweA(o‘%_)‘(a))‘Sz] > < |A] m[zom}i] logE [(1 + p(ele - 1)) ] . (5.41)
pe )

where & 1= e Ma),

We apply Lemma [5.8] to the distribution ,ujc\}w with A := Ry. This is a random distri-
bution but it is independent of (wy)zer, Which is all that matters. Then we simply need
to show that

1 h o 2
plél[%,)i] glogE [(1 + p(e"& — 1)) ] < Cuh”.
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In order to work with 6 that does not depend on h, we notice that by Jensen inequality
we have (for 6 < 1/2)

E [(1 +plehe — 1))9] <E [ 1+ plehe — 1)}29.

Thus to conclude we just need to prove that

max E [ 1+ p(eh¢ — 1)] —1<ChR2 (5.42)
p€[0,1]

The function p — E [ 1+ p(ehé — 1)} is stricly concave. Let pp be where the function
attains its unique maximum. Observe that p; tends 0, when h tends to 0. Indeed as

E [\/1 + pp(ehé — 1)] > 1, any limit point p, of the sequence (py)p>0 at 0 must satisfy

E[VIitpE-1)|>1

On the other hand if one assumes p, > 0, since E[¢(] = 1 and £ is not a constant, by
Jensen’s (strict) inequality we have

E[VI+pE—1)] < VEL+p.(€— 1] =1,

yielding a contradiction. Using a Taylor expansion at third order we have

E [\/1 +pp(ehg — 1)} —1

2
_tmc v oud
2
_ p%h - %Var({) +O(pj + hpj, + h?pn),  (5.43)

where O(f3) here denotes here a quantity smaller in absolute value that C fj, uniformly in

h € [0,1]. It then follows that p; ~ VfoEE) and thus that

1
2Var(§)

E [\/1 + pp(eh€ — 1)} —1= h* + O(h?). (5.44)

0

5.7. Proof of Lemma [5.7. The starting point of the proof is that if € is fixed, then
inside good cells Cy, the distribution of ¢ looks like the infinite volume SOS model, with
a bulk height n, which is fully determined by € and y.

Then the idea is that if n, is large, we can (at the cost of a small error term) replace
(5x)x€cy by IID Bernoulli variables with parameter 0148 which yields at most a con-
tribution of order Gg(cv, h) per site (the bound being sharp if n, takes the optimal value).
If n, is small, the system displays a lot of contacts and a rougher argument is sufficient
to show that the corresponding contribution to the free energy is negative.

Let us go more into details and explain how we perform our comparison with the
Bernoulli measure. The starting point is the following application of Holder’s inequality.
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For any positive function g of the environment we have

0
E [ENvB [ezzegw<¢>("“ﬂ(“’+")5m | Bg] }

<Eng [E [g(w)e—lezzegz\r(c)(awx—A(a)+h)6x] | BQ::|9E [g(w)g} . (5.45)

Hence the Lh.s. of (5.39) which we have to bound is smaller than

%E [g(w)g] +logEyn [E [g(w)g_lezzegzv(c)(aww_’\(O‘)+h)6””] | B@] . (5.46)

Our idea is to choose g to be equal to (something close to) the partition function
associated with the IID Bernoulli fields which appears in our heuristics. Let us first define
the height of each good cell as follows. Given x € Gn(€) we let z = z(z) be such that
z € B,. We set

Ng == > q. (5.47)
{Cong)ee : u(2)=1}
Then fixing a constant K sufficiently large, we set

Pz := min(fre" " Kh). (5.48)

The cutoff for low heights is present for technical reasons, and is placed far from the
optimal contact density. As by definition large contours do not cross good cells, the value
of n, (and thus of p,) does not vary within a good cell. Now we define g(w) as follows

g(@) = [ O +pale —1)7. (5.49)

€GN

It corresponds roughly to the partition function of a pinning system for which the §, are
IID Bernoulli variables of parameter p,. The power 1T10 and the absence of the term e”

are of no importance, the proof would work the same if (1 + p, (& — 1))ﬁ was replaced
by (1 + pz(e?€, —1)). The reason for this choice of g is that it makes the computation
slightly simpler.

Now simpler expressions for both terms in (5.40) can be given. Let us set

ou(p,0) =+ log B (1 4 p(e — 1))1%]

02(p) :=1ogE [(1 +p(¢ —1))7'], (5.50)
03(p) = 10g E [(1+ p(¢ = 1))7"¢] — log B [(1 +p(§ — 1)) 7]

We have
1-6

g [9(w)’] = > 01(pa:0) (5.51)

zeGN

Concerning the second term in (5.46]), we have

E g(w)ezxeg]\,(q)(awz—k(a)+h)5z} — ez:ceg]\r(93(p1)+h)51+92(p1)‘ (552)

Hence from (5.45)) we have
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0

< Z (01(pz,0) + 02(pz)) +log En g [ezfegzv(gg’(p”” )+h)s “| B ] (5.53)
zeGN
In order to conclude we first introduce sharp estimates on p; in terms of p and 6. These

are obtained via tedious but elementary computations which we postpone to Appendix [Cl

Lemma 5.9. There exists a positive constant C' (which is allowed to depend on the dis-
tribution of w) such that for all p,0 € (0,1/2)

IN

2
01(p.0) < - Var(§) + C(° + 0p),
02(p) < p*Var(§) + Cp°, (5.54)
03(p) < —pVar(§) + Cp°.

Now the second ingredient we require is something that could justify an approximation of
the type

Ey s erEgN(QS(Pz )+h)d. * | B ] H (1 +pm(e(93(pz)+h) —1)),
zeGN
obtained by replacing §, by independent Bernoulli variables of parameter p,. Our first
step is to factorize the expectation on the lL.h.s. in order to obtain a product over good
cells. It is not possible to obtain an equality since the realization of ¢ in the different cells
are not independent. However, we can obtain an upper bound by taking for each cell the
worse boundary condition.

Given ¢ € Bg (a realization of the field for which the set of coarse grained contour is
given by €) and y such that C, is a good cell, we let P denote distribution of ¢ conditioned
to coincide with ¢ outside of the box éy. More precisely we set

B5/(0)]i= Bvs |16 | Ben {0l = vlze | (5.55)
Yy Yy
An immediate induction on y yields, by the domain Markov property
Zzeg [03(Pz)+h]dx < © erc [03(pz)+h]0z
Eng [e N | B@} < H &%’é EY [e v ] (5.56)

{ vy :Cyis good }

If h is sufficiently small (recall that by definition p, > ch!/3, and we assumed ¢ < 1/20)
we have

0s(ps) +h < M72/2 = 1 2.
We can thus use the inequality e* < 1+ u + u?, valid for v < 1/2 and deduce (with a
small abuse of notation we write p, for the value assumed by p, on C,) that

IOg Ef ezmeCy[gg(py +h]ba } |: z€Cy (o3 (py)+h]oz ] -1
<

(los(py) + h] + M[os(py) + h]?) S EL[6.], (5.57)

z€Cy
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where we used that Ef[(ercy 62)%] < M? ercy E{[6.]. Back to (5.53) combining it with
(5.56)-(5.57) we obtain that

1 — 0
glogE [EMB [ezxegN(c)(Oéwx AMo)+h)ds | Bc} ]

< > (01(pe,0) + 02(p2)) + ([03(p2) + Bl + M?[03(pe) + 1)) max B[5,], (5:58)
zeGN ¢

where in the above equation we use the convention announced above (0.47) that z =
z(z) € Z% is such that = € C,. To conclude it is sufficient to show that for every = € Gy,
we have

01(Pz,0) + 02(p2) + (03(ps) + h+ M?[03(py) + h]?) max B[]

< Ggla,h) + h**e. (5.59)

We then use an estimate for EZ[,] that can be obtained as direct consequences of Proposi-
tion B.4] (recall the definition of n, (5.47)). The proof is postponed to the next subsection.

Lemma 5.10. If x € Gn(€) NCy, we have for every realization of ¢ € Be

Ef[0,] — 1”10 | < Cem00ms 4 ooV, (5.60)

Furthermore we have

E?[0,] > C e =, (5.61)

Now to prove (B.59]), let us first apply the estimates from Lemma 5.9 For simplicity
we write p for p,. We obtain

01(p,0) + 02(p) + (03(p) + h + M?[03(p) + h]?) max B3]

2
< %Var({) + (h — pVar(§))E?[0,] + C [p* + 0p* + M*(h* + p*)EZ[5,]] . (5.62)
Now if §1e=%" > Kh (and thus p = Kh), then (5:61) in Lemma B0 yields E£[6,] >

C~'Kh. This is sufficient to ensure that the r.h.s. in (5.:62) is negative if K is chosen large
enough.

If §1e~4" < Kh (and thus p = §1e~*") then using (5:60) (note here that the correction

¢~V is much smaller than any power of h and thus irrelevant) we obtain that the r.h.s.
in (5.62) is smaller than (changing the value of the constant C' if necessary)

1
hOe~ 4 — §Var(£)0%e_85”
+ C(he™58n 4 71080 4 ge=8n 4 pp2pZe=48n 4 N2e=126n L p3). (5.63)

The first line in (5.63) is clearly smaller than Gg(a,h) while the second line is smaller
than C’h?*¢ which allows to conclude.
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5.8. Proof of Lemma [5.10. We obtain the result by considering a stronger conditioning
than the realization of ¢ outside C,. We let Y¥)(¢) denote the set of cylinders in ¢ which
intersect (Q,)E, or more precisely

TW(¢) = {7 € TW(p), : 7N (C,)° # 0}, (5.64)

where, like in (5.8), we have identified the geometric contour 7 with a subset of R? (a
union of segments). It is quite simple to check via (B35) that the knowledge of Y®)(¢) is
sufficient to reconstruct ¢ AN\G,"

Given T' a collection of cylinders which is such that P [B@ | Y®(¢) =T| > 0 (that is,

the coarse grained cylinders corresponding to T are exactly those in €), we are going to
prove (5.60) and (5.61]) are valid with P} replaced by

PI[].=P [ | Be N {T®(g) = f}} . (5.65)

We want to consider Pg, or rather, its restriction to a domain A as a measure of the form
PY A5 We let Ay, f) denote the Sul)set of C, N Z* obtained by subtracting the interior
of contours which intersects the box C,

A(%f) = (Z2 mzy) \ U v
{’yéf : ANCy#0}

We define similarly L(y, f) to be the set of contours which can appear in Y(¢) \ T®(¢)
when T®)(¢) = T'. Recall that by convention, T® (¢) and T' correspond to the image of
T(y)(qﬁ) and I" for the canonical projection on the set of cylinders to the set of contours.

~

L(y,I'):={y€Cx : |7| < L and vUT is compatible }.
With these definitions, the reader can check that

P [¢lre ] =P} 15

with A = A(y,T") and L = L(y,I") defined as above and n = n,. As by definition
d(z,A%) > L/2, and thus d(z,L°) (recall BI3) is mostly determined by the restriction on

the contour length. We have in particular d(z, LC) > +/L/2. Hence both inequalities can
be deduced from Proposition [3.4 O
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APPENDIX A. BASIC PROPERTIES FOR THE FREE ENERGY

A.1. Proof of Proposition Assuming (2.I1]) the statements about convexity and
monotonicity of h — F(5,, h) easily follow. Indeed Z}ff’fga’w is log-convex in h (that
is a function whose log is a convex function) as a sum of log-convex functions h
e PHR(9)+ 2 senlaw=A(@)=h)dz Tt ig also increasing. These properties are conserved in the
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limit so that F(5,a,h) (provided it exists) is non-decreasing and convex. The identity
([212) just comes from the fact that

oy, log Z]’Z,”%’a’w = E%hg’a’w Z 0z |
TEAN

and convexity allows to interchange limit and derivatives (provided that the limit exists).
The upper-bound (2.13)) is the classical annealed bound is obtain after passing to the limit
in the following inequality

E [log 235"| <10gE [Z}5] =1og 235, (A1)

where the right hand side denotes the partition function corresponding to o = 0 (in this
case the dependence in w vanishes). For the lower-bound, it is sufficient to observe that

E [log Zﬁ7%+A(ﬁ),a,w} —E |log Z o BHR (D) +2 e (aw+u)de
PEQA
is convex in « and minimized when o = 0 (when all other parameters are fixed). Taking
u=h — A(B) we obtain

E [log z}yg“v“] > log 23,

Let us thus prove (2.11]). A direct consequence of the triangle inequality is that we have
for any ¢ € Qyp,

(MR (0) — HR(@)| < 4(n —m)N,
and thus
7h7 b 7h7 b
| logZ}fwaw - logZ]nVlﬁ Y <4(n —m)N
which implies that should the limit exist, it does not depend on n. Concerning the existence

of the limit in (2.I1]), using the same super-additivity argument as in (2.4]), we have, for
disjoint A and A

7h7 ) 7h7 ) 7h7 )
E [log 2315040 5] 2 E |log 217577 | + E [log 2357 (A.2)

The quantity E [log ZX’Z’O"“’] , being invariant under lattice translation (of A), this is suffi-

cient (e.g. following the step of [20] Exercise 3.3]) to entail the convergence of N~E [log ZK,%Q“} .

To obtain the convergence of the log-partition function without expectation, we need a
concentration result. We use a method similar to the one displayed in [I4] (more specif-
ically for the proof of Proposition 2.5) combining truncation and Azuma’s inequality, to
prove that there exists a positive constant ¢ (depending on « and on the distribution of
w) such that for every u > 0 and A.

P[l10g 205" ~ E [log 205 ] | = V/IATu| < 3AJexp(—eu??).  (A.3)

Let us first work under the assumption that there exists K < oo such that P[|lw,| < K] = 1.
Then, considering (r1,...,z5|) an enumeration of A we consider the martingale

M; =E {log szg,a,w | (wxj )jZH—l} (A4)
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which satisfies, |M; — M;_1| < 2aK almost surely for every i < |A|. Thus by Azuma’s
inequality [7] we have

w2
P [\Mw —E [My] = \A\U} < 2e” 87K (A.5)

which is stronger than (A.3]). Now, under the weaker assumption (2.8]) we can use the
above for M; :=E [log ZX’Z’“’“ | (wa, )jgi] where

LNUm = 1{|wx\§u2/3}w$

Using Azuma’s inequality for the martingale M whose increments are smaller than 2au?/3
we obtain that for an appropriate positive constant c

P[|10g Zy5"% ~ E |log 25| | = V/AJu/2] < 2exp(—cu®?). (A.6)

Now we observe that the existence of exponential moments (2.8)) and a union bound implies

that Pl(wz)zer # (Wz)zen] < 2|A|e_cu2/3 (also for some adequate value of ¢), we obtain

thus

P[l10g 235" — E [log 2057 ] | < v/INu/2] < 20101 + 1) exp(—eu®?). (A7)

Then we observe that (A7) implies that
(E [mg ZXIZ’M] ~E [1og ZX:Z’O‘"T’] (
<E [|log 235 ~ B [log 23:57||| < O VIRT(1og|ANY2. (A8)

The reader can then check that after an appropriate change of the constant ¢, (A.3)) is
obtained as a combination of (A7) and (A.8). Let us finally prove (2ZI4]). Observe that
we have

n,h,o,w

TEE By [ O] S P e € A, 9(0) 2 1]
N,B

=Pyg[Ve € Ay, ¢(z) >1—n]. (A.9)
Hence to conclude one must show that for any e, we can find n such that for IV sufficiently
large we have

Py sV € Ay, ¢(x) > 1—n] > e N (A.10)
Let Ny be such that

Niglogzzvo,ﬁzpw)—(a/m and NOEdFiﬁ)

Note that we only need to prove this for a sequence of values of N going to infinity so we
might assume that N is of the form kNy + k — 1 for some k£ > 1. We consider H(N, Np)

to be a “grid” which splits Ay into cells of side-length Ny, that is the set of vertex in Axn
for which at least one coordinate is a multiple of Ny + 1.

H(N, No) = {(:El, e ,:Ed) cEAy : die [[1,d]],xi/(N0 + 1) S Z} (A.ll)
Now we can bound from below the probability we want to estimate by
Pys[{Vr € Ay, ¢(z) > 1 —n } N {Vz € H, ¢(x) = 0}]
=Png[Ve € An, ¢(x) > 1 —n | Vo e H, ¢(x) =0Pyg[Ve € H,¢(x) =0], (A.12)
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and estimate separately each term of the product. Using the spatial Markov property for
the SOS model, we have
PyglVe € An, ¢(z) >1—n | Vo€ H,¢(x) = 0]
=P,V € Any, d(z) > 1—n]* > NVEB . (A13)

where the last inequality can be made valid by choosing n sufficiently large. Now just

N¥(B)

from the definition of the partition functions we have (recall that Z Ng<e for every

N)
o Ene)™ dnd 3 v
Py gV € H,¢(x) = 0] = Z s > exp <l<: N§(FE(B) — (¢/2)) = N F(ﬁ)) . (A19)

The quantity in the exponential is larger than —e N¢.

A.2. Proof of Proposition 2.3l We have

1
Foft) = Jim <tog B [ Toctins®],

As a consequence of Jensen’s inequality, when h > 0, the r.h.s. is larger than (the existence
of the limit and its value are consequences of (2.1))

. 1
h lim By g D> 6| =hPs(6(0) =0). (A.15)
z€[1,N]¢
When h < 0 we have Ey g [ehzzeul,l\fﬂd 51’] < 1 which implies Fg(h) < 0. On the other

hand as a consequence of ([2.14])) we have Fz(h) > 0 and hence Fg(h) = 0 for h < 0. The
result follows by convexity for some constant cg satisfying Pg(¢(0) =0) < cg < 1. O

APPENDIX B. PROOF OF PROPOSITION [3.4]

Except for (3.I8]), the estimates we need to prove are very similar to the ones found in
[34] and [35], with only minor modifications needed in the proof. We include the details

for (3:15), (B16) and (BI7) for the sake of completeness.

B.1. Proof of ([BI5]). A proof using cluster expansion is given in [35, Proposition 3.10]
(for a constant C' = 2). Let us present a simpler proof which only use a variant of Peierls
argument.

Recall that v, denote the positive contour of length 4 such that 7, = {x}. One possi-
bility to have ¢(x) = n is that =y, is the only contour in Y(¢) surrounding x and it has
intensity n. Set

LY := {ye L\ {7} : 7 is incompatible with v, or = € 7}.
We have

Praglo(x) =n] > Praglye € Y(9) ; k(va) =n;T(¢)NL) =0 ]
=Prag [ €Y(9); k(re)=n | T(@)NLL=0]Prag[T(¢)NLY=0]. (B.1)
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Using Lemma [B.3], because there is no compatibility constraint present after the condi-
tioning, 7, is present with probability e™*? and k(q,) is a geometric random variable,
hence

Prag[ve € Y(d); k(va)=n [ T(@)NLI=0]=(1—e*)e (B.2)

Now T(¢) NLY = () is a decreasing event. Hence using Lemma 3.3 (the stochastic domi-
nation by a product measure) we have

Prags[T(@)NLE=0]> [] -7 (B.3)
vELY
The r.h.s. is bounded from below uniformly in A and L € A provided that » {(vec:0e7) e Pl <

oo which is valid for large enough £.

B.2. Proof of [BI6). If ¢(x),¢(y) > n, then there must exists a set of positive contours
enclosing = whose intensities sum up to something larger than n. The same must be
satisfied for y. We let p be the sum of intensities of contours which enclose both x and .
Letting Y4 (¢) denote the set of positive contours in ¢ we introduce the events

AP = {Elm’zl(’yi)?ll € (T+(¢))mv{x’y} - 71 c---C 7m7 and Zk('VZ) :p}
=1

Béx) = {Elm7;|(’yi)?ll S (T+(¢))m7 {LE} CMC - Ch%n ¥ g—f Vs Zk(’yl) > q} ’

i=1

i=1
(B.4)

with the convention that A, B(gm) and B(gy) are equal to 2 for p,q < 0. We also assume
that their is not repetition in our sequences of contour, that is, the inclusion %; C %;,4 is
strict. We have by a union bound

Pras(0(x),6(y) = n) <3 Pras [4,0 B, 0 BY, (B.5)
p=0

Now as A, N B,(Lm_)p N B,S@p is an increasing event, we can use Lemma B.3] and independence
of the events under Q5 g to obtain that the probability we wish to bound is smaller than

ZQAﬁ ))Qus(BY2,)Qa s(BY,) (B.6)

Hence we can conclude if we can show that for all p and ¢ we have

Qas(Ap) < Ce™  and Qa(BfY), Qup(BY)) < Ce™ . (B.7)
Indeed this would directly imply

Prs(6(z), p(y) > n) < Z eSn=20p 1 N " om0, (B.8)

p>n

We focus on the first probability in (B.7) Whlch is more delicate to control (the other one
in controlled in a completely analogous fashion). Using union bound and ignoring the
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constraint that the contours are in Cy as well as a factor (1 — e #1l) for each contour, we

have
QA,ﬁ(Ap) < Z Z Z 6_6 2oimy KalFl (Bg)
1<m<p {zy}Cy,CCFpp, {(ki) = 3272 ki=p}

Note that we necessarily have |71| > 6 and |72 > 8
m m m m
D kilFil = 6(ks — 1) +8) (ki — 1)+ > [l =8(p—m) —2(ks — 1)+ Y _ [l (B.10)
i=1 i=2 i=1 i=1

With this observation we can bound the sum over (k;) as we have (the first inequality

results from the fact that 2751~ is a bound for the number of partitions of an inteval of
length p — k1)

p—m-+1
Z e2Pk1-1) < Z e2Bk1gp—k1—1 — 625(17—”1)(1 + 2¢72). (B.11)
{(ki) © 320 ki=p} k=1
We obtain (with a constant allowed to depend on f3)
Qi s(A,) < Ce %P Z oB8m Z e~ B2 iz il (B.12)
1<m<p {m,y}C%C"'Cﬁm

Now to estimate the sum over contours, note that we have |y;| > ¢ + 1. Let us fix K
(depending only on ) which is such that

Z e Pl < =88, (B.13)
{7 : zey, FIZK+1}

Then relaxing the restriction {z,y} C 7, C --- C 7¥,, and replacing it by x € 7, |7| > K
for ¢ > K + 1 and simply & € ¥ when ¢ < K we obtain that

mAK
Z e Bt il < Z e~ B eSBM=—K) < e=8m (B.14)
{zy}CyiCCm e
This is sufficient to conclude that Qu g(A,) < Ce™ 5P O

B.3. Proof of (3I7). Using the triangle inequality we have

Py aglo(x) =n] — f e~
< [Praglé(e) = n] = Pglé(z) = n]| + Py slo(x) = n] - 0re™*"|  (B.15)

Now using the fact that {¢(x) = n} is a local event in the acception given in [35, Propo-
sition 3.5] we have using this proposition

[Praslé(x) = n] - Pylo(x) = n]] < ¢ C/100LY), (B.16)
Now concerning the second term, it is controlled by [34], Proposition 4.6], we have
Py sld(x) =n] — hre™ | < Ce™%m. (B.17)

Note that the result in [34] concerns P g[¢(x) > n] but it ends up being equivalent to
the above at the cost of a change of the constant C. O
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B.4. Proof of (BI8)). For the event to be realized, we need to have a family of positive
cylinders (v;, k;)72; in Y (y) such that

Viel[l,m], Jie[l,x], z;€7;

Vi € [1, k], Z k’j]-{:vieﬁj} >n. (B.18)
j=1
Using Lemma [B.3] we recall that
1 [{(%7 kj)};nzl - T ] H B\% —k; B[]

Thus, using a union bound, if we let é\;{" » be the set of compatible families of cylinders
which satisfies (BI8)), it is sufficient to prove that

S [[e™OR < o9V (B.19)
TeCt,, 7€l
Let us prove (B.19) by induction on . Our statement includes the case n = 0 (for which in

particular one is allowed to include the empty cylinder family). Note that the case k = 1 is
a consequence of the proof of ([B.14]). To perform the induction step we split our collection
of T' between cylinders which enclose all the z;s and cylinders which enclose a strict (non-
empty) subset of {z;};cpi . We let @m denote families of compatible cylinders whose
contours enclose all the (z;)f_ ; and whose sum of intensities is equal to m. Using the
notation y C x to say that y is a sequence obtained by deleting some of the x;s we obtain

S [ 0R < i S e

fEé\,tn Qef‘ m=0 f‘1 eCA,Q’m /’?Efl
> Z Z H e PrR(2) 172 E H LI CEVIRE] (B.20)
yg{cx)f@} /F\Q ecy,nfm Y2 EFQ F3 GCx\y n—m 3 G/F\g

If we let |y| denote the number of terms in the sequence y. The induction hypothesis
implies that

S [ PR S e

ToeC), _,, 2€ls TseC), A3€l’s

x\y,n—m

< C|Y|CH—|Y|6_3B( r=lyl Iy (n=m)+ < C|y\Cn—|y|€_36(m+l)("_m)+ (B.21)

Summing over all y only factors a constant that depends only on «, hence to conclude we
only need to check that for some constant depending on x we have for every m > 0

S e er bl < ()¢ 3VEm, (B.22)
Tec?

X,m

From now on, we present an element Te C:%m as a sequence ((y1,k1),--., (v, k1)) where

(identifying x with a set of points) x C 7; C --- C 7; (and Y k; = m). Note that by
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isoperimetric inequality, all contours have length at least 41/k. Hence we have
d_E@AIZ DAl (m = DAV, (B.23)
Fel ~el
Now let us choose K (depending only on x and f3) such that
Z e Pl < =4B(VE+D)
{y : 0€7 and [7|>K+1}

Proceeding as in the proof of (3.16]) we observe that as our sequence of contours is nested
we have [;| > i. This entails that

Z ﬁ e~ Bkl

xXCy1C-Cyi=1

KA
< C(k, B)eAm=DAVE <Z e—m) 3 o—B1A

7% {r 5%, [FIZ2K+1}

(I=K)+

< C'(k, B)e” PAMVEHL (B 24)

Hence summing over [ and k, using the fact that

#{k : Z:l;k — )= <rln_—11>.

we obtain

Em: 3 S ekl

=1 {k : 22:1 ki=m} xCy1C-Cm

S -1
< C'(r, B)emVEy et <”;_ ) > < C"(k, B)e”¥™VE (B.25)
=1

and that concludes the proof.

ApPPENDIX C. PROOF OF LEMMA [5.9]

Let us start with go. Note that when z > —1/2 we have by Taylor’s formula
1
142
Now as p > 1/2 by assumption we obtain

log E[(1+p(¢—1))"' | =E[(1+p¢—-1)7"] -1
< —pE[(€ — 1)] + p°E[(£ — 1)°] + 8p°E[|¢ — 1] = p*Var(¢) + 8p°E[|€ — 1°]. (C.1)

Concerning p3, using the expansion with one fewer term H% <1 — x4+ 422, valid for the
same values of z we have

E[(1+p(& —1))7"¢] < E[¢] — pE[(€ — 1)E] + 4p°E[(€ — 1)*¢]
= 1+ pVar(€) + 4p°E[(€ — 1)%¢]. (C.2)

<1—x+ 2%+ 8z
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Using again that log < uw — 1, and the result concerning g, it is sufficient to conclude.
Now concerning g we use the inequality (obtained from Taylor expansion, valid for any
x> —1/2 and v € (0,1).

(14+2) <1+yz - ’Y(lT_fY)xQ + 4y|z)?
We obtain (assuming 6 < 1/2)
o 0(1— 20 40
BI(L (¢~ 1)) -1 < 1= 20 e + 2Bl - 1) ()
This yields in turn
log BI(1-+ p(6 — 1)1%7] < -2 (1~ 2= ) 4 4Bl - 1P], (C4)
and concludes our argument.
O
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