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A HC MODEL WITH COUNTABLE SET OF SPIN VALUES:

UNCOUNTABLE SET OF GIBBS MEASURES

U. A. ROZIKOV, F. H. HAYDAROV

Abstract. We consider a hard core (HC) model with a countable set Z of spin
values on the Cayley tree. This model is defined by a countable set of parameters
λi > 0, i ∈ Z \ {0}. For all possible values of parameters, we give limit points of the
dynamical system generated by a function which describes the consistency condition
for finite-dimensional measures. Also, we prove that every periodic Gibbs measure for
the given model is either translation-invariant or periodic with period two. Moreover,
we construct uncountable set of Gibbs measures for this HC model.

Mathematics Subject Classifications (2010). 82B05, 82B20 (primary); 60K35
(secondary)
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1. Introduction

In the theory of Gibbs measures important problems are related to existence and non-
uniqueness of such measures. The existence is known for models with a finite number of
spin values, but it depends on Hamiltonian of the system in case of a countable set of
spin values (see [9, 14]).

There are papers devoted to the study of (gradient) Gibbs measures for models with
an infinite set of spin values. For gradient Gibbs measures of gradient potentials on
Cayley tree see [6–8,11] and references therein. In [15] the uniqueness of the translation-
invariant Gibbs measure for the antiferromagnetic Potts model with a countable set of
spin values and a nonzero external field was shown. In [5] for this Potts model the
Poisson measures, which are Gibbs measures, were described.

HC models arise in statistical mechanics, combinatorics, and neural networks [1, 10].
In [13], Mazel and Suhov introduced and studied the HC model on a d-dimensional
lattice Zd. Many papers are devoted to the study of Gibbs measures for HC models with
a finite number of states on the Cayley tree (see [1], [2], [10], [12], [15] and the references
therein).

In [16], for the first time a HC model with a countable number of spin values is
considered. This model is defined by a countable set of parameters {λj}j∈Z. In the

paper, the exact value of the parameter is found, which is the sum of the series obtained
from the sequence of parameters {λj}j∈Z such that for 0 < Λ ≤ Λcr there is exactly

one periodic Gibbs measure µ0, which is translation invariant, and for Λ > Λcr there
1
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are exactly three periodic measures Gibbs µ0, µ1, µ2, where the measures µ1 and µ2 are
periodic (not translation-invariant) Gibbs measures with period two.

In the present paper, we continue investigation of the model considered in [16]. For all
possible parameters {λj}j∈Z, we give all limit points of the dynamical system generated

by a function which describes the consistency condition for finite-dimensional Gibbs dis-
tributions. It is known (see [18]) that there is one-to-one correspondence between Gibbs
measure and normalisable boundary laws. For our model we show that any boundary
law is normalisable. This result then applied to prove that every periodic Gibbs measure
for the given model is either translation-invariant or periodic with period two, since such
measures are completely studied in [16] our result says that there is no any other periodic
Gibbs measure. In addition, by adapting to our model the (well known for Ising model)
Bleher-Ganikhodjaev construction (see [3]) we construct an uncountable set of Gibbs
measures which correspond to an uncountable set of normalisable boundary laws.

2. Preliminaries

The Cayley tree ℑk = (V,L) of order k ≥ 1 is an infinite tree, i.e. graph without
cycles, each vertex of which has exactly k + 1 edges. Here V is the set of vertices of ℑk

va L is the set of its edges. For l ∈ L its endpoints x, y ∈ V are called nearest neighbor
vertices and denoted by l = 〈x, y〉.

For a fixed x0 ∈ V we put

Wn =
{
x ∈ V | d

(
x, x0

)
= n

}
, Vn =

n⋃

m=0

Wm,

where d(x, y) is the distance between the vertices x and y on the Cayley tree, i.e. number
of edges of the shortest path connecting vertices x and y.

The set S(x) of direct successors of the vertex x is defined as follows. If x ∈ Wn then

S(x) = {yi ∈ Wn+1 | d (x, yi) = 1, i = 1, 2, . . . , k} .

Let us consider the HC model of nearest neighbors with a countable number of states
on the Cayley tree. The configuration σ = {σ(x) | x ∈ V } on the Cayley tree is given as
a function from V to the set Z, i.e. in this model, each vertex x is assigned one of the
values σ(x) ∈ Z, where Z is the set of integer numbers.

Consider the set Z as the set of vertices of some infinite graph G. Using the graph
G, we define a G-admissible configuration as follows: a configuration σ is called a G-
admissible configuration on a Cayley tree if {σ(x), σ(y)} is an edge of the graph G for
any nearest neighbors x, y from V .

Denote the set of G-admissible configurations by ΩG.
The activity set [2] for the graph G is the bounded function λ : G 7→ R+ (R+ is the

set of positive real numbers). The value λi of the function λ at the vertex i ∈ Z is called
its “activity”.
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For given G and λ, we define the G− HC-model Hamiltonian as

Hλ
G(σ) =







J
∑

x∈V
lnλσ(x), if σ ∈ ΩG,

+∞, if σ /∈ ΩG,
(2.1)

where J ∈ R.
Let L(G) be the set of edges of the graph G, denote A ≡ AG = (aij)i,j∈Z by the

adjacency matrix of G, i.e.

aij = aGij =

{
1 if {i, j} ∈ L(G),
0 if {i, j} /∈ L(G).

Definition 1. (see chapter 12 of [9]) A family of vectors l = {lxy}〈x,y)∈L with lxy =

{lxy(i) : i ∈ Z} ∈ (0,∞)Z is called the boundary law for the Hamiltonian (2.1) if
1) for each 〈x, y〉 ∈ L there exists a constant cxy > 0 such that the consistency equation

lxy(i) = cxyλi

∏

z∈∂x\{y}

∑

j∈Z

aijlzx(j) (2.2)

holds for any i ∈ Z, where ∂x is the set of nearest neighbors of x.
2) The boundary law l is said to be normalisable if and only if

∑

i∈Z



λi

∏

z∈∂x

∑

j∈Z

aijlzx(j)



 < ∞ (2.3)

for all x ∈ V .

Let us now give a general setting of correspondence between boundary laws and Gibbs
measures. To do this consider a nearest-neighboring interaction potential Φ = (Φb)b,
where b = 〈x, y〉 is an edge, define symmetric transfer matrices Qb by

Qb(ωb) = e−
(
Φb(ωb)+|∂x|−1Φ{x}(ωx)+|∂y|−1Φ{y}(ωy)

)

, (2.4)

where ωb = {ωx, ωy}, ∂x is the set of all nearest-neighbors of x and |S| denotes the
number of elements of the set S.

For a finite subset Λ ⊂ V define the (Markov) Gibbsian specification as

γΦΛ (σΛ = ωΛ|ω) = (ZΦ
Λ )(ω)

−1
∏

b∩Λ 6=∅

Qb(ωb).

Theorem 1. [18] For any Gibbsian specification γ with associated family of transfer
matrices (Qb)b∈L we have

(1) Each normalisable boundary law (lxy)x,y for (Qb)b∈L defines a unique Gibbs mea-
sure1 µ (corresponding to γ) via the equation given for any connected set Λ ⊂ V

µ(σΛ∪∂Λ = ωΛ∪∂Λ) = (ZΛ)
−1

∏

y∈∂Λ

lyyΛ(ωy)
∏

b∩Λ 6=∅

Qb(ωb), (2.5)

1Also is called tree-indexed Markov chain.
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where for any y ∈ ∂Λ, yΛ denotes the unique nearest-neighbor of y in Λ.
(2) Conversely, every Gibbs measure µ admits a representation of the form (2.5) in

terms of a normalisable boundary law (unique up to a constant positive factor).

Assuming lxy(0) ≡ 1 (normalization at 0 ), from (2.2) we obtain

lxy(i) =
λi

λ0

∏

z∈∂x\{y}

ai0 +
∑

j∈Z0
aij lzx(j)

a00 +
∑

j∈Z0
a0j lzx(j)

. (2.6)

In this paper we consider a concrete graph G∗ with ai0 = 1 for all i ∈ Z and aim = 0
for all i,m ∈ Z0.

The corresponding admissible configuration satisfies σ(x)σ(y) = 0 for any nearest
neighbor 〈x, y〉 from V , i.e. if a vertex x has a spin value σ(x) = 0, then we can put any
value from Z on neighboring vertices, if the vertex x contains any value from Z0, then
we put only zeros on the neighboring vertices.

Given a boundary law lxy(i), we define zi,x = lxy(i) when x is direct successor of y,
i.e. x ∈ S(y), then (2.6) can be written as (see [4])

zi,x = λi

∏

y∈S(x)

1

1 +
∑

j∈Z0
zj,y

, i ∈ Z0. (2.7)

Thus the investigation of the Gibbs measures for Hamiltonian (2.1) in case of graph G∗

is reduced to finding solutions of (2.7). In the following sections we give several solutions
of (2.7).

3. A dynamical system corresponding to (2.7)

Denote

V := {zx = (. . . z−2,x, z−1,x, z0,x, z1,x, z2,x, . . .) | zi,x ∈ R, z0,x = 1, ∀x ∈ V } ,

V+ := {zx ∈ V | zi,x > 0} ,

L :=

{

zx ∈ V |
∑

i∈Z

|zi,x| < ∞

}

, L+ := V+ ∩ L.

Hence, (2.7) can be written as

zx = λ
∏

y∈S(x)

1

1 + ‖zy‖
, zx ∈ V+, ∀x ∈ V, (3.1)

where λ = (..., λ−2, λ−1, 1, λ1, λ2, ...) ∈ V+ and ‖zy‖ :=
∑

i∈Z ‖zi,y‖.
Denote

S1(x) = {y ∈ V : 〈x, y〉} , x ∈ V and x↓ = S1(x) \ S(x).

Lemma 1. λ ∈ L+ if and only if zx ∈ L+.
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Proof. If ‖λ‖ = ∞ then by ‖zx‖
∏

y∈S(x) (1 + ‖zy‖) = ‖λ‖, there exists v ∈ S(x) ∪ {x}

such that ‖zv‖ = ∞. Thus, z↓v = 0 /∈ L+, where 0 is a zero vector. Hence, it is sufficient
to consider the case λ ∈ L+. Since

‖zx‖ = ‖λ‖ ·
∏

y∈S(x)

1

1 + ‖zy‖
6 ‖λ‖

we get zx ∈ L+ for all x ∈ V . �

We define an operator W : L+ → 〈λ〉 := {cλ : c ∈ R} by

W (z) = λ ·
1

(1 + ‖z‖)k
, λ ∈ L+. (3.2)

For each z0 ∈ L+, we study limn→∞W (n) (z0), where

W (n) = W ◦W ◦ ... ◦W
︸ ︷︷ ︸

n times

.

Denote
W (n) (z0) = z(n) = αnλ ∈ 〈λ〉.

Note that
z0 = α0λ.

From
αn+1λ = zn+1 = W (n+1) (z0) = W (zn) = W (αnλ)

we obtain

αn+1λ = W (αnλ) = λ ·
1

(1 + ‖λαn‖)
k
= λ ·

1

(1 + αn‖λ‖)
k
.

Consequently,

αn+1 =
1

(1 + αn‖λ‖)
k
=: fλ (αn) . (3.3)

Hence, we now study limit of αn. It’s easy to check that fλ (x) is a monotone decreasing
function. Then

gλ (x) := (fλ ◦ fλ) (x) (3.4)

is a monotone increasing function. If α0 ≤ α2 (the case α0 ≥ α2 is similar) then
gλ (α0) ≤ gλ (α2) ⇒ α2 ≤ α4. Continuing this process we obtain that {α2n}

∞
n=1 is

the monotone increasing sequence ({α2n−1}
∞
n=1 is the monotone decreasing sequence).

Taking into account both cases we can say {α2n}
∞
n=1 is the monotone sequence. Similarly,

we can show {α2n−1}
∞
n=1 is the monotone sequence. It is easy to check that 0 < αn < 1,

i.e. {αn}
∞
n=1 is the bounded sequence. Hence, there exist limits of sequences {α2n−1}

∞
n=1

and {α2n}
∞
n=1. Put

lim
n→∞

α2n−1 = A, lim
n→∞

α2n = B.

Since αn+1 =
1

(1+αn·‖λ‖)
k , n ∈ N one gets

A = fλ(B), B = fλ(A). (3.5)
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We note that if A 6= B and ‖λ‖ ≤ Λcr(k) =
kk

(k−1)k+1 then the last equation has not any

positive solution (see [16]). For the case A = B and ‖λ‖ ≤ Λcr(k) there is a unique posi-
tive solution ξ. If A 6= B and ‖λ‖ > Λcr(k) then equation (3.5) has two positive solutions
(α∗, β∗) and (β∗, α∗), α∗ < β∗. For the case A = B and ‖λ‖ > Λcr(k) there is a unique
positive solution ξ. After simple analyzing, the function gλ(x) is convex on (0, α∗]∪ [ξ, 1]
and concave on (α∗, ξ). Also, if z0 = α0λ, with α0 ∈ (0, ξ) then limn→∞W (2n)(z0) = α∗

and limn→∞W (2n−1)(z0) = β∗. For the case α0 = ξ we have limn→∞W (n)(z0) = ξ. If

α0 ∈ (ξ, 1] then limn→∞W (2n)(z0) = β∗ and limn→∞W (2n−1)(z0) = α∗.

All of the above mentioned, we can conclude that:

Theorem 2. Let k ≥ 2 and λ ∈ L+.

(1) If ‖λ‖ ≤ Λcr then limn→∞W (n)(z0) = ξλ, for all z0 ∈ L+.
(2) If ‖λ‖ > Λcr and z0 = α0λ, with α0 ∈ (0, ξ) then

lim
n→∞

W (2n)(z0) = α∗λ, lim
n→∞

W (2n−1)(z0) = β∗λ.

(3) If ‖λ‖ > Λcr and z0 = α0λ, with α0 ∈ (ξ, 1) then

lim
n→∞

W (2n)(z0) = β∗λ, lim
n→∞

W (2n−1)(z0) = α∗λ.

(4) If α0 = ξ then limn→∞W (n)(z0) = ξλ.

4. Each solution of (2.7) is normalisable

From above sections, all periodic solutions to the operator W which defined in (3.2) is
either translation invariant or periodic with period two. In addition, if ‖λ‖ > Λcr then
there is only one periodic solution with period two (α∗λ, β∗λ) such that α∗ < β∗, i.e.

W (α∗λ) = β∗λ, W (β∗λ) = α∗λ.

Let u = (..., u−2, u−1, 0, u1, u2, ...), v = (..., v−2, v−1, 0, v1, v2, ...) ∈ L+. We introduce
partial ordered relation � on the set L+ such that u � v if ui ≤ vi for all i ∈ Z.

Proposition 1. If zx is a solution to (3.1) then α∗λ � zx � β∗λ, for any x ∈ V .

Proof. Since W (zx) ∈ 〈λ〉 we can write zx = αxλ, αx > 0. Then the equation (3.1) can
be written as

αxλ = λ
∏

y∈S(x)

1

1 + αy‖λ‖
.

Consequently, we obtain

αx =
∏

y∈S(x)

1

1 + αy‖λ‖
⇒ 0 < αx < 1.

Since fλ(x) (defined in (3.3)) decreasing function, one gets

λαλ :=
1

(1 + ‖λ‖)k
λ = fλ(1)λ � zx � λfλ(0) = λ, x ∈ V \ {x0}.
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Then

fλ(λ)λ � zx � fλ(λαλ)λ.

Iterating this argument we obtain

λh(2n)(αλ) � zx � λh(2n)(1), λh(2n−1)(1) � zx � λh(2n−1)(αλ),

where h(n) is its nth iteration of the mapping fλ(λ)λ. By Theorem 2 we have

lim
n→∞

h(2n)(1) = lim
n→∞

h(2n−1)(αλ) = β∗λ

and

lim
n→∞

h(2n−1)(1) = lim
n→∞

h(2n)(αλ) = α∗λ

Hence, we obtain that α∗λ � zx � β∗λ, for any x ∈ V . �

Proposition 2. Let k ≥ 2 and λ ∈ L+. Then any boundary law l = {lxy := zx}〈x,y〉∈L,

for the Hamiltonian (2.1) with graph G∗, is normalisable.

Proof. By Lemma 1 we obtain zx ∈ L+. Since

lxy(i) = cxy
∏

z∈∂x\{y}

∑

j∈Z

Q(i, j)lzx(j)

one gets

∑

i∈Z




∏

z∈∂x

∑

j∈Z

Q(i, j)lzx(j)



 =
1

cxy

∑

i∈Z

∑

j∈Z

Q(i, j)lyx(j)lxy(i),

where Q(i, j) := aijλi. Hence, it is sufficient to show that
∑

i∈Z

∑

j∈Z

zy,jQ(i, j)zx,i < ∞.

Indeed, for graph G∗ we have
∑

i∈Z

∑

j∈Z

zy,jQ(i, j)zx,i =
∑

i∈Z

∑

j∈Z

aijλjzx,izy,j = zy,0
∑

i∈Z

zx,iλi.

By Proposition 1 we obtain
∑

i∈Z

∑

j∈Z

zy,jQ(i, j)zx,i ≤ β∗zy,0
∑

i∈Z

λ2
i .

It is easy to check that if λ ∈ L+ then
∑

i∈Z λ
2
i < ∞. �

Remark 1. In the sequel of the paper we assume k ≥ 2 and λ ∈ L+. Therefore, each
boundary law which we construct, by Theorem 1 and Proposition 2, defines a Gibbs
measure.
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5. Periodic HC Gibbs measures

A group representation of the Cayley tree. Let Gk be a free product of k + 1 cyclic
groups of the second order with generators a1, a2, ...ak+1, respectively. It is known that
there exists a one-to-one correspondence between the set of vertices V of the Cayley tree
Γk and elements of the group Gk. To give this correspondence we fix an arbitrary element
x0 ∈ V and let it correspond to the unit element e of the group Gk. Using a1, ..., ak+1 we
numerate the nearest-neighbors of element e, moving by positive direction. Now we’ll
give numeration of the nearest-neighbors of each ai, i = 1, ..., k+1 by aiaj, j = 1, ..., k+1.
Since all ai have the common neighbor e we give to it aiai = a2i = e. Other neighbor are
numerated starting from aiai by the positive direction. We numerate the set of all the
nearest-neighbors of each aiaj by words aiajaq, q = 1, ..., k+1, starting from aiajaj = ai
by the positive direction. Iterating this argument one gets a one-to-one correspondence
between the set of vertices V of the Cayley tree and the group Gk (e.g., [15]).

Definition 2. Let K be a subgroup of Gk, k ≥ 1. We say that a function h = {hx ∈ R :
x ∈ Gk} is K- periodic if hyx = hx for all x ∈ Gk and y ∈ K. A Gk- periodic function h
is called translation-invariant.

A Gibbs measure is called K-periodic if it corresponds to K-periodic function h. Let
Gk : K = {K1, ...,Kr} be a family of cosets, K is a subgroup of index r ∈ N.

Definition 3. A set of quantities h = {hx, x ∈ Gk} is called K-weakly periodic, if
hx = hij , for any x ∈ Ki, x↓ ∈ Kj .

Let K be a subgroup of index r in Gk, and let Gk/K = {K0,K1, . . . ,Kr−1} be the
quotient group, with the cosetK0 = K.

Put

qi(x) = |S1(x) ∩Ki| , i = 0, 1, . . . , r − 1,

where | · | is the number of elements in the set. Also, we denote

Q(x) = (q0(x), q1(x), . . . , qr−1(x)) .

We note (see [17] and Theorem 1.13 in [15]) that for every x ∈ Gk there is a per-
mutation πx of the coordinates of the vector Q(e) (where e is the identity of Gk ) such
that

πxQ(e) = Q(x). (5.1)

Let G
(2)
k denote subgroup of Gk consisting all words of even length. This is a normal

subgroup of index two.

Theorem 3. Let H be a normal subgroup of finite index in Gk. Then each H-periodic
solution of (3.1) for the HC-model with countable set of spin values is either translation-

invariant or G
(2)
k - periodic (i.e. with period two).
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Proof. Let H ⊳ Gk and Gk : H = {H0,H1,H2, . . . ,Hn}, where H0 = H. If h1, h2 ∈ H0

then |{hja1, hja2, . . . , hjak+1} ∩Hi| is equal to the number ofHi in {Ha1,Ha2, . . . ,Hak+1},
where i ∈ {0, 1, . . . , n}, j ∈ {1, 2}. Let ai1H 6= ai2H and we consider a family of cosets

{ai1H, ai2ai1H, ai1ai2ai1H, ..., aisai3−s
...ai1

︸ ︷︷ ︸

n+1 times

H}, s ∈ {1, 2}.

Then we can find at least two equal cosets. Hence, there exists x ∈ ai1H such that
xai1 ∈ H. By above facts and (5.1), we can conclude that if

H
′
,H

′′
∈ {yHi | y ∈ S1(x), x ∈ Hi, i ∈ {0, 1, ..., n}} ,

then there exists x
′
, x

′′
∈ Hi such that x

′

↓ ∈ H
′
and x

′′

↓ ∈ H
′′
. By using this fact we

consider H-periodic solutions of (3.1). For any x1, x2 ∈ Hi, i ∈ {0, 1, ..., n} one gets

zx1
= λ

∏

y∈S(x1)

1

1 + ‖zy‖
, zx2

= λ
∏

y∈S(x2)

1

1 + ‖zy‖
. (5.2)

Consequently,

1 =
zx1

zx2

=
λ
∏

y∈S(x1)
1

1+‖zy‖

λ
∏

y∈S(x2)
1

1+‖zy‖

=
1 + ‖zx1↓

‖

1 + ‖zx2↓
‖
.

Thus, ‖zx1↓
‖ = ‖zx2↓

‖. Hence, ‖zx1
‖ = ‖zx2

‖ = a,∀x1, x2 ∈ S1(x). Analogously, if we

denote zx := b, x ∈ H then we obtain that zy′ = b for all y
′
∈ S1(y) where y ∈ S1(x). If

a = b then H-periodic solution is translation-invariant. If a 6= b then H-periodic Gibbs

measure is G
(2)
k - periodic with period two. �

Theorem 4. [16] Let k ≥ 2 and Λcr(k) = kk

(k−1)k+1 . Then for the HC model with a

countable number of states (corresponding to the graph G∗), the following statements are
true:

• If 0 < ‖λ‖ ≤ Λcr then there is exactly one G
(2)
k − periodic Gibbs measure µ0,

which is translation invariant;

• If ‖λ‖ > Λcr, then there are exactly three G
(2)
k -periodic Gibbs measures µ0, µ1, µ2,

where the measures µ1 and µ2 are G
(2)
k -periodic (not translation-invariant).

From Theorem 3 and Theorem 4 we can conclude the following corollary.

Corollary 1. Let k ≥ 2 and Λcr(k) =
kk

(k−1)k+1 . Then for the HC model with a countable

number of states (corresponding to the graph G∗), the following statements are true:

• If 0 < ‖λ‖ ≤ Λcr then for any normal subgroup H, each H-periodic Gibbs measure
is translation-invariant and it is unique;

• If ‖λ‖ > Λcr, then there are only three periodic Gibbs measures and two of them

are G
(2)
k -periodic and one translation-invariant Gibbs measures.
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6. Bleher-Ganikhodjaev construction

Let Γk
0 = (V 0, L0) be a semi-infinite tree. Note that all above notations in V are the

same as the notations in V 0. On the tree Γk
0 one can introduce a partial ordering, by

saying that y > x if there exists a path x = x0, x1, . . . , xn = y from x to y that “goes
upwards” and the set of vertices V 0

x =
{
y ∈ V 0 | y ≥ x

}
and the edges connecting them

from the semi-infinite tree Γk
x “growing” from the vertex x ∈ V 0.

We can represent an arbitrary (finite or infinite) path x0 = x0 < x1 < x2 < . . . starting
from the point x0 by a sequence i1i2i3 . . ., where in = 0, 1, . . . , k − 1 (see [3] and [15]).

Let π =
{
x0 = x0 < x1 < . . .

}
be an infinite path, represented by the sequence i1i2 . . .

We assign the real number

t = t(π) =
∞∑

n=1

in
kn

, 0 ≤ t ≤ 1

to the path π. This assignment is a one to one correspondence everywhere except at
those numbers t that can be decomposed into a finite sum,

t =
N∑

n=1

in
kn

, iN 6= 0.

Denote

Qk =

{

0 < t < 1 : t =
N∑

n=1

in
kn

, iN 6= 0

}

.

If t ∈ Qk, then t is known to be decomposed in two ways:

t =

N∑

n=1

in
kn

, iN 6= 0, t =

N−1∑

n=1

in
kn

+
(iN − 1)

kN
+

∞∑

n=N+1

k − 1

kn
.

The first of these sequences is denoted by {i
(1)
n , n = 1, 2, . . .} and the second by

{i
(2)
n , n = 1, 2, . . .}.

Let the paths π(t, 1) and π(t, 2) be represented by the respective sequences i
(1)
1 i

(1)
2 i

(1)
3 . . .

and i
(2)
1 i

(2)
2 i

(2)
3 . . . . Let π =

{
x0 = x0 < x1 < . . .

}
be an infinite path. We assign the set

of numbers zπ =
{
zπx , x ∈ V 0

}
satisfying equation (3.1) to the path π. For x ∈ Wn,

n = 1, 2, . . . the set zπ is unambiguously defined by

zπx =

{
α∗λ, if x ≺ xn, x ∈ Wn,
β∗λ, if xn ≺ x, x ∈ Wn.

(6.1)

Theorem 5. Let Λcr < ‖λ‖ < 1
β∗−α∗ , λ ∈ L+ then for any infinite path π, there exists

a unique set of numbers zπ =
{
zπx , x ∈ V 0

}
satisfying equations (3.1) and (6.1).
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Proof. On Wn, we define the set

z(n)x =







α∗λ, if x ≺ xn, x ∈ Wn,
β∗λ, if xn ≺ x, x ∈ Wn,

z
(n)
x , if x = xn,

where z
(n)
xn ∈ [α∗λ, β∗λ] is an arbitrary number. We extend the definition of z

(n)
x for all

x ∈ Vn = ∪n
m=0Wm using recursion equations (3.1). Put z

(n)
x = α

(n)
x λ and zx = αxλ then

we now prove that the limit

αx = lim
n→∞

α(n)
x (6.2)

exists for every fixed x ∈ V 0 and is independent of the choice of z
(n)
x for x = xn. If

x ∈ Wn−1 and x ≺ xn−1, then

z(n)x = λ
∏

y∈Wn,y>x

1

1 + β∗‖λ‖
= λ

(
1

1 + β∗‖λ‖

)k

= α∗λ.

Similarly, for x ∈ Wn−1 and xn−1 ≺ x, we get z
(n)
x = β∗λ. Consequently, for any

x ∈ Wm,m ≤ n we have

z(n)x =

{
α∗λ, if x ≺ xm, x ∈ Wm,
β∗λ, if xm ≺ x, x ∈ Wm.

(6.3)

This implies that limit (6.2) exists for x ∈ Wm and x 6= xm and

zx =

{
α∗λ, if x ≺ xm, x ∈ Wm,
β∗λ, if xm ≺ x, x ∈ Wm.

Therefore, we only need to establish that limit (6.2) exists for x = xm. Let 1 ≤ l ≤ n.
Then

z(n)xl−1
= λ

∏

y∈S(xl−1)

1

1 + ‖z
(n)
y ‖

.

Consider two sets
{

z̄
(n)
x := ᾱ

(n)
x λ, x ∈ Vn

}

and
{

z̃
(n)
x := α̃

(n)
x λ, x ∈ Vn

}

which corre-

spond to two values z̄
(n)
x and z̃

(n)
x for x = xn, in (6.1), then from (6.3) we get

‖z̃(n)xl−1
− z̄(n)xl−1

‖ = ‖λ‖|ᾱ(n)
xl−1

− α̃(n)
xl−1

| = ‖λ‖
∏

y∈S(xl−1)

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

1

1 + ᾱ
(n)
y ‖λ‖

−
1

1 + α̃
(n)
y ‖λ‖

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
. (6.4)

Since z̃
(n)
y = z̄

(n)
y for any y 6= xl, y ∈ Wl one gets

‖z̃(n)xl−1
− z̄(n)xl−1

‖ = ‖λ‖
∏

y∈S(xl−1)\{xl}

1

1 + ᾱ
(n)
y ‖λ‖

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

1

1 + ᾱ
(n)
xl

‖λ‖
−

1

1 + α̃
(n)
xl

‖λ‖

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
.

Since α∗ ≤ αx ≤ β∗, x ∈ V we have

‖z̃(n)xl−1
− z̄(n)xl−1

‖ ≤
‖λ‖

(1 + α∗‖λ‖)k+1
‖z̃(n)xl

− z̄(n)xl
‖ =

‖λ‖β∗

(1 + α∗‖λ‖)
‖z̃(n)xl

− z̄(n)xl
‖.
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Let θ := ‖λ‖β∗

(1+α∗‖λ‖) then since ‖λ‖ < 1
β∗−α∗ we get θ < 1.

Hence ∥
∥
∥z̃(n)xl−1

− z̄(n)xl−1

∥
∥
∥ ≤ θ

∥
∥
∥z̃(n)xl

− z̄(n)xl

∥
∥
∥ .

Iterating this inequality we obtain
∣
∣
∣h̃(n)xm

− h̄(n)xm

∣
∣
∣ ≤ θn−m

∣
∣
∣h̃(n)xn

− h̄(n)xn

∣
∣
∣ . (6.5)

For arbitrary N,M > n, we now consider the sets
{

z
(N)
x , x ∈ VN

}

and
{

z
(M)
x , x ∈ VM

}

determined by initial conditions of form (6.1) for x ∈ WN and x ∈ WM respectively and

by recursion equations (3.1). We set z̄
(n)
xn = z

(N)
xn , z̃

(n)
xn = z

(M)
xn . Then inequalities (6.5)

imply ∣
∣
∣z(N)

xm
− z(M)

xm

∣
∣
∣ ≤ θn−m

∣
∣
∣z(N)

xn
− z(M)

xn

∣
∣
∣ ≤ 2β∗θn−m.

This estimate implies that the sequence z
(n)
xm satisfies the Cauchy criterion as n → ∞ for

a fixed m; therefore, limit (6.2) exists and is independent of the choice of z
(n)
xn in (6.1).

Because, by construction, the sets {z
(n)
x } satisfy equation (3.1) before taking the limit,

so does {zx}. The uniqueness of {zx} obviously follows from estimate (6.5). �

Lemma 2. For every t ∈ Qk, t =
∑N

n=1
in
kn

, the number sets zπ(t,1) and zπ(t,2) are

identical, and z
π(t,2)
x = β∗ if x = xn, n ≥ N + 1.

Proof. For n > N , we set

zx =

{
α∗, if x ≺ xn,
β∗, if xm � x,

and extend the definition of the set
{
zx, x ∈ V 0

}
for x ∈ VN , using recursion equations

(3.1). Then, it is easy to see that the set
{
zx, x ∈ V 0

}
satisfies these equations for

all x ∈ V 0; further, from Theorem 2, one gets the constructed set
{
zx, x ∈ V 0

}
is

coincide with
{

z
π(t,2)
x , x ∈ V 0

}

. Analogously, the set
{
zx, x ∈ V 0

}
is also identical to

{

z
π(t,2)
x , x ∈ V 0

}

; therefore, zπ(t,1) = zπ(t,2). �

It follows from Lemma 2 that for any point t ∈ [0, 1], the number set zπ(t) =
{

z
π(t)
x , x ∈ V 0

}

is unambiguously defined. Let z0(t) = z
π(t)
x0 , where x0 is the root vertex

of the graph Γk
0.

Lemma 3. The function z0(t), t ∈ [0, 1] is a strictly decreasing continuous function, and
z0(0) = β∗, z0(1) = α∗.

Proof. Let

t =

∞∑

n=1

jn
kn

, s =

∞∑

n=1

in
kn

, t > s

Then there exists N such that
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kN
N∑

n=1

jn
kn

− kN
N∑

n=1

in
kn

≥ 2

(otherwise t = s ).
Let π(t) =

{
x0 = x0 < x1 < x2 < . . .

}
and π(s) =

{
x0 = y0 < y1 < y2 < . . .

}
. Then

yN ≺ xN and at least one more vertex zN exists between xN and yN , i.e., yN ≺ zN ≺ xN .
By conditions (6.1), this leads to

zπ(t)x

{

≤ z
π(s)
x , x ∈ Wn,

< z
π(s)
x , x = zn.

Setting n = 0, we obtain z
π(t)
x0 < z

π(s)
x0 , which proves that the function z0(t) is strictly

monotonic. We now show it to be continuous. Let

t =

∞∑

n=1

jn
kn

, s =

∞∑

n=1

in
kn

,

with
in = jn, if n ≤ N

Then paths π(t), π(s) coincide up to the level N : xn = yn, n ≤ N . We set z̄
(N)
xN =

z
π(t)
xN , z̃

(N)
xN = z

π(s)
xN . Then, by (6.5) with n = N and m = 0, we get

‖z0(t)− z0(s)‖ ≤ θN2β∗.

Then it is obvious that

‖z0(t)− z0(s)‖ ≤ θN4β∗, if |t− s| ≤ k−N−1.

This estimate leads to
‖z0(t)− z0(s)‖ ≤ C|t− s|α,

where α = − ln θ
lnk

, which proves the continuity of z0(t). Equalities z0(0) = β∗, z0(1) = α∗

follow from Lemma 2. �

Hence (similarly to Bleher-Ganikhodjaev construction), we obtain uncountable num-
ber of solutions to (3.1). Lemma 3 implies that the number sets zπ(t) are distinct for

different t ∈ [0, 1]. By Proposition 2, zπ(t) is a normalisable and by Theorem 1 there is
a one-to-one correspondence between normalisable boundary laws and Gibbs measures.
Thus, we can correspond Gibbs measure µt for any solution zπ(t) to (3.1). Hence, we can
conclude the following theorem.

Theorem 6. Let Λcr < ‖λ‖ < 1
β∗−α∗ . Then for any t ∈ [0, 1] there is a Gibbs measure

µt corresponding to zπ(t) such that µt 6= µs, t 6= s, s, t ∈ [0, 1].
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