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Abstract. We consider classical O(N) vector models in dimension three and higher
and investigate the nature of the low-temperature expansions for their multipoint
spin correlations. We prove that such expansions define asymptotic series, and de-
rive explicit estimates on the error terms associated with their finite order trunca-
tions. The result applies, in particular, to the spontaneous magnetization of the 3D
Heisenberg model. The proof combines a priori bounds on the moments of the local
spin observables, following from reflection positivity and the infrared bound, with an
integration-by-parts method applied systematically to a suitable integral represen-
tation of the correlation functions. Our method generalizes an approach, proposed
originally by Bricmont and collaborators [6] in the context of the rotator model, to
the case of non-abelian symmetry and non-gradient observables.

1. Introduction

In 1976, in one of the most influential papers in mathematical statistical mechanics,
Fröhlich-Simon-Spencer (FSS) [11] proved the existence of orientational long range
order for classical O(N) vector models in three or more dimensions. In 1981, in the
special case of the O(2) model, also known as the rotator or XY model, Bricmont-
Fontaine-Lebowitz-Lieb-Spencer (BFLLS) [6] extended the FSS result, proving, in
particular, that the formal low-temperature expansion for its magnetization defines an
asymptotic series; that is, the difference between the magnetization at temperature
T and the truncation of its low-temperature series at any finite order n is o(T n) as
T → 0. A direct generalization of this result to O(N) models with N ≥ 3, including
the physically relevant case of the Heisenberg model, remained open since, due to the
difficulty in extending the BFLLS method to the case of non-abelian rotational sym-
metry. By ‘direct’, here, we mean by similar elementary methods, combining a priori
bounds on the moments of local spin observables, based on reflection positivity and
the related infrared bound [11, 12], with systematic integration-by-parts applied to a
suitable integral representation of the spin correlations. In this paper we provide such
a direct, self-contained, proof of the asymptotic nature of the low-temperature expan-
sion for the magnetization and other spin correlation functions of classical O(N) vector
models, for any N ≥ 3. Technically, our proof is based on an extension of the BFLLS
proof, capable of handling non-abelian symmetry and non-gradient observables.

Let us recall that there are other, more involved, approaches that can be used
to investigate the low-temperature properties of classical O(N) vector models: we
refer here to Balaban’s multiscale analysis [1, 2, 3] of its correlation functions [4].
Balaban’s construction implies, in particular, that the low-temperature expansion for
the magnetization is an asymptotic series; it actually provides much more detailed
informations on the correlations at low temperatures, including their large distance
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asymptotics and decay exponents. However, the construction is extremely involved
and it is hard to extract from it explicit informations in a simple and direct way.

For this reason, it is important to develop simpler approaches to the problem, par-
ticularly in cases, such as the classical O(N) vector model, where the system displays
reflection positivity, which in turn implies several strong a priori bounds on correla-
tion functions. The proof described below shows that, even in models with non-abelian
continuous symmetry, there is no intrinsic obstacle in using the infrared bound to de-
rive bounds on the low-temperature expansion for correlations. However, even if our
method allows us to control multipoint spin correlation at any fixed coordinates, it
does not provide informations on their asymptotic behavior as the relative distance
between the spins diverges to infinity. We believe that, in order to compute the crit-
ical exponents and the dominant asymptotics of spin correlations, multiscale analysis
is inevitable. It would be extremely nice to be able to use systematically reflection
positivity within a multiscale scheme, thus simplifying Balaban’s approach, particu-
larly in connection with the technically involved procedure related to the small/large
field decomposition. It would also be nice to develop methods, inspired by the BFLLS
approach, capable of controlling the low-temperature series for the magnetization of re-
flection positive quantum spin systems, such as the 3D quantum XY model or quantum
Hesienberg anti-ferromagnet. These long term goals are behind the very motivations
of the current work. It remains to be seen whether such challenging problems can be
solved or at least attacked via extensions of the current work, and we hope to come
back to these problems in future publications.

1.1. Definition of the model and finite-volume infrared bound. Let ΛL be the
d-dimensional discrete torus of side L, in dimension d ≥ 3. Each site of ΛL carries
an N -component unit vector, called ‘spin’; we assume that N ≥ 2, and denote by
ΩL = (SN−1)ΛL the corresponding space of spin configurations. For f : ΩL → R,
β ≥ 0, and h ≥ 0, we define the un-normalized expectations as follows:

ZL;β(f) =

∫
ΩL

∏
x∈ΛL

dνN(Sx)f(S)eβ
∑
x∈ΛL

∑
e Sx·Sx+e ,

ZL;β,h(f) ≡ ZL;β

(
feh

∑
x∈ΛL

SNx
)
,

(1)

where νN is the Lebesgue (area) measure on SN−1. Their normalized counterparts are:

〈f〉L;β =
ZL;β(f)

ZL;β(1)
, 〈f〉L;β,h =

ZL;β,h(f)

ZL;β,h(1)
(2)

We will write ZL;β,h ≡ ZL;β,h(1), and often omit β from the notation. µL;h will denote
the probability measure with expectation 〈 〉L;h.

Reflection positivity of µL;h implies the following finite-volume version of the infrared
bound [11, Theorem 2.1], which is one of the basic ingredients of our analysis. We
denote by êk with k = 1, . . . , d the elements of the canonical basis of unit vectors of
Rd, and ∇êk

x f = f(x + êk) − f(x) = (∇êkf)(x). We also denote by ∆L the Laplacian
in the torus ΛL and by GL = (−∆L)−1 its finite-volume Green’s function.

Proposition 1.1. For any h, β ≥ 0, any L, and any f1, · · · , fd : ΛL → RN ,

〈e
∑d
k=1

∑
x∈ΛL

Sx·∇
êk
x fk〉L;h ≤ e

1
2β

∑d
k=1

∑
x∈ΛL

(fk(x))2

.
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In particular, for f such that
∑

x f(x) = 0, letting fk(x) = (−∆L)−1∇êk
x f in the

previous equation, one has:

〈e
∑
x∈ΛL

Sx·f(x)〉L;h ≤ e
1

2β
(f,GLf). (3)

1.2. Construction of the infinite volume measure and infrared bound. We
will work with the successive limits L→∞ (thermodynamic limit), and h↘ 0 of µL;h.
We denote by µh a (arbitrarily chosen) cluster point of µL;h as L→∞, which exists by
compactness and inherits translation invariance from the finite volume measures, and
by 〈·〉h the corresponding expectation. It is believed (but, to the best of the authors
knowledge, not yet proved) that the limit of µL;h as L → ∞ always exists and is
exponentially mixing when h > 0.

A crucial ingredient for our construction is the following infinite volume version of
the infrared bound:

〈e
∑
x(Sx−〈Sx〉h)·f(x)〉h ≤ e

1
2β

(f,Gf), (4)
for any f of finite support, with G = (−∆)−1 the Green’s function associated with
the lattice Laplacian ∆ on Zd. As proved in [11, Corollary 2.5], if µh is ergodic, then
(4) readily follows from (3). When N = 2, 3, one can extract from Lee-Yang theory
(see [9, 10]) that the limit state µh = limL→∞ µL;h (with h > 0) is well defined and
exponentially mixing; in particular, it is ergodic and, therefore, (4) follows. When
N > 3, Lee-Yang theorem is not available. However, the day can still be saved. In
fact, for the purpose of proving (4), ergodicity is not required: as shown in Appendix
A, the property that L−d

∑
n∈Zd:|ni|≤L/2 Sx+n converges to 〈Sx〉h in Lp(µh) for p ≥ 1

suffices.
Let ψ : RN → R be the pressure of the O(N) model, defined by ψ(v) ≡ ψβ(v) =

limL→∞
1
|ΛL|

logZL;β(e
∑
x∈ΛL

v·Sx). Let

D∗ := {h > 0 : ψ is differentiable at hs ∀s ∈ SN−1}
(note that the definition is well-posed, thanks to O(N) invariance: if ψ is differentaible
at hs0 for some s0 ∈ SN−1, then it is automatically differentiable at hs for all s ∈ SN−1).
D∗ has full Lebesgue measure on (0,+∞), thanks to the convexity of ψ. Moreover,
let µ be a (arbitrarily chosen) limit point of µh, as h ∈ D∗ tends to 0+, and let 〈·〉 be
the corresponding expectation. Then the following generalization of [11, Corollary 2.5
and Theorem 3.1] holds (for the proof, see Appendix A).

Proposition 1.2. If h ∈ D∗, for any f with finite support,

〈e
∑
x(Sx−〈Sx〉h)·f(x)〉h ≤ e

1
2β

(f,Gf). (5)

In particular,
〈S0〉h · 〈S0〉h ≥ 1−NTG(0, 0), (6)

where G(0, 0) = (2π)−d
∫
p∈[−π,π]d

dp
(
2
∑d

k=1(1 − cos(pk))
)−1. The bounds (5) and (6)

also hold with 〈·〉 replacing 〈·〉h.

1.3. Main results. We are now ready to state the main result of this work.

Theorem 1.3. For any n,K ∈ Z+ := {0, 1, 2, · · · }, and ε > 0 there exists C <∞ such
that for any α1, · · · , αN : Zd → Z+ with

∑N
k=1

∑
x∈Zd α

k
x ≤ K, there are coefficients

a0, · · · , an ∈ R such that∣∣∣〈∏
x

∏
k

(Skx)α
k
x〉 −

n∑
i=0

aiT
i
∣∣∣ ≤ CT n+1−ε
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where the ais are given by an explicit inductive algorithm.

A Corollary of Theorem 1.3 and of our inductive algorithm is the following second
order approximation of the magnetization. Recall that ∆ denotes the Laplacian on
Zd and G = (−∆)−1 its Green function. Recall also that {êk}k=1,...,d denotes the
canonical basis of unit vectors of Rd. The discrete derivative of G acting (say) on its
second coordinate, ∇êk

x G(x0, ·), was defined right before the statement of Proposition
1.1. Similarly, we let ∇êk,êk′

x,y G = G(x+êk, y+êk′)−G(x, y+êk′)−G(x+êk, y)+G(x, y).

Corollary 1.4. For d ≥ 3 and N ≥ 2, the following second order expansion for the
spontaneous magnetization of the O(N) vector model holds, as T → 0+:

〈SN0 〉 = 1− T (N − 1)

2
G(0, 0) + T 2 (N − 1)

2

[(3N − 5)

4
G(0, 0)2

−
∑
x1∈Zd

∑
e∈{êi,i=1,···d}

(
∇e
x1
G(0, ·)

)2
(1

2
∇e,e
x1,x1

G+ (N − 2)G(0, 0)
)]

+ o(T 2). (7)

Of course, similar formulas can be derived for third or higher order truncations, but
we decided to spell out for illustrative purposes only the simplest non-trivial one.

A second immediate consequence of the proof of our main result is the following.

Corollary 1.5. Let S = (Sx)x∈Zd be distributed with respect to the measure µ. Then
the first N − 1 components of the rescaled field

√
βS, that is,

√
β(S1, S2, . . . , SN−1),

converge in law, as β →∞, to N − 1 independent Gaussian Free Fields on Zd.

1.4. Organization of the paper. We will prove Theorem 1.3 by introducing an
inductive procedure to compute the coefficients in the Taylor series. This expansion
follows the same scheme as in [6]: a regularized version of the Gaussian integration
by part and a priori bounds on the moments of suitable observables, obtained by
using the infrared bound. The main difference lies in the fact that for N > 2, the
O(N) model can not be written as a gradient perturbation of a Gaussian free field.
This substantially complicates the picture and, as a result, we need to introduce a
more involved procedure than the one of [6], particularly in regards to the procedure
required for summing over the coordinates the remainder terms. The paper is organized
as follows: after having summarized the notations used in the paper in Section 2, in
Section 3 we introduce the coordinates we use to parametrize the spin space; then,
using these coordinates, we express the Gibbs measure as a perturbation of a Gaussian
one; finally, we use this re-writing of the measure to derive the formal low-temperature
expansion, whose structure will be used below, in the description of the inductive
procedure. In Section 4, we explain how to use the infrared bound to derive a priori
bound on the spin moments (this is an adaptation of the method in [6]). In Section
5 we describe the version of the Gaussian integration by parts to be used in the
following. Finally, in Section 6, we describe the inductive procedure: we first illustrate
the procedure for the computation of the spontaneous magnetization at order T 2, thus
proving Corollary 1.4, and then discuss the general scheme at all orders, thus proving
Theorem 1.3 and Corollary 1.5. Appendix A contains the proof of Proposition 1.2. The
proofs of the priori bounds on the decay of correlations (which use reflection positivity
in a relatively standard manner) are collected in Appendix B, while Appendix C
discusses some standard Gaussian estimates, and their implications for the summation
over the coordinates of certain connected Gaussian expectations, which systematically
appear in the evaluation of the remainder terms.
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2. Notations

Before starting the proof of our main results, let us summarize here the notations
and conventions used in this paper. For ease of reference, we include here also those
already introduced in the previous section.

We write Z+ = {0, 1, 2, · · · } and [n] = {1, 2, · · · , n}.
We will work in dimensions d ≥ 3, on either Zd or ΛL = {0, · · · , L − 1}d the d-

dimensional discrete torus of side L. We denote EL, E the set of nearest neighbour
pairs in ΛL,Zd. We write i ∼ j when i and j are nearest neighbours. When writing∑

x, we mean summing over x ∈ Zd.
The symbols êi, with i ∈ {1, . . . , d}, will denote the canonical basis unit vectors of

Rd and B = {−ê1, ê1, . . . ,−êd, êd}. Sometimes we will also use the notation êi, with
i ∈ {1, . . . , N}, for the base vectors of RN and hope that it will not confuse the reader.
We attribute a canonical orientation to each edge: any edge can be written {x, x+ e}
with e ∈ B+ = {êi, i = 1, . . . , d}, and we orient it from x to x+ e. When writing

∑
e,

we mean summing over e ∈ B+. Sums over e ∈ B will be explicitly mentioned. Let
Ed =

{
(x, e) : x ∈ Zd, e ∈ B+

}
. There is a canonical bijection between E and Ed.

For p : Zd → Z+, q : Ed → Z+, and p̃ : Zd × [N − 2]→ Z+ we write

φp =
∏
x∈Zd

φpxx , (∇φ)q =
∏

(x,e)∈Ed

(∇e
xφ)qx,e , up̃ =

∏
x

N−2∏
k=1

(ukx)
p̃kx ,

‖p‖
1

=
∑
x∈Zd
|px|, ‖q‖

1
=

∑
(x,e)∈Ed

|qx,e|, ‖p̃‖
1

=
∑
x

∑
k

|p̃kx|,
(8)

where: p̃k : Zd → Z+ is given by p̃kx = p̃(x, k), and, for f : Zd → RN ,

∇e
xf = f(x+ e)− f(x) = (∇ef)(x), e ∈ B.

We say that p is odd if ‖p‖
1
is, same for q. We say that p̃ is even if each p̃k is, we say

that it is odd if there is k ∈ {1, · · · , N − 2} such that p̃k is. We define the support of
p, q, p̃ as above:

suppp = {x ∈ Zd : px 6= 0}, suppp̃ =
N−2⋃
k=1

suppp̃k ,

suppq =
⋃

(x,e)∈Ed:qx,e 6=0

{x, x+ e}.
(9)

We also let P,Q, P̃ be the sets of tuples p, q, p̃ of finite support of the form described
above, respectively. Analogous definitions hold for tuples p : ΛL → Z+, q :

{
(x, e) :

x ∈ ΛL, e ∈ B+

}
→ Z+, and p̃ : ΛL × [N − 2] → Z+, whose sets will be denoted

PL,QL, P̃L, respectively.

For f : Zd → RN and g : Zd × Zd → R, let

(−∆f)(x) = 2df(x)−
∑
e∈B

f(x+ e) = −
∑
e∈B

∇e
xf,

∇e,e′

x,y g = g(x+ e, y + e′)− g(x, y + e′)− g(x+ e, y) + g(x, y), e, e′ ∈ B.

∆ is the Laplacian on Zd, we let G = (−∆)−1 be its Green function. Gm will denote
the Green function of the massive Laplacian: Gm = (−∆ + m2Id)−1. We write Φm

for the law (and expectation) of the (massive) Gaussian Free Field on Zd (the centred
Gaussian field with covariance Gm). ∆L will denote the Laplacian in the torus ΛL and
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Gm
L = (−∆L + m2Id)−1. Φm;L will denote the law (and expectation) of the centred

Gaussian vector with covariance matrix Gm
L . When m is omitted, it is set to 0. We

will write Gm(·, y) the function x 7→ Gm(x, y), and define similarly Gm(y, ·). We will
sometimes use the notation Gm

xy ≡ Gm(x, y).
Scalar product will be denoted · or ( , ). By convention, if f, g have value in RN ,

(f, g) =
∑

x∈Zd f(x) · g(x).
We will denote Sk the unit sphere in Rk+1 and νk+1 the Lebesgue (un-normalized

uniform) measure on Sk. We also denote Bk = {x ∈ Rk : ‖x‖ ≤ 1}. Moreover,
ΩL = (SN−1)ΛL .

Finally, we recall that µL;β,h, or simply µL;h (we often omit β from the nota-
tion), denotes the probability measure associated with the average 〈·〉L;β,h, or sim-
ply 〈·〉L;β, in (2). ZL;β,h ≡ ZL;β,h(1), or simply ZL;h denotes the partition function
(see (1)), and ψ : RN → R the pressure in the thermodynamic limit, defined as
ψ(v) = limL→∞ |ΛL|−1 logZL;β(e

∑
x∈ΛL

v·Sx). µh denotes an arbitrarily chosen limit
point of µL;h as L → ∞, and 〈·〉h denotes the corresponding average. µ denotes
an arbitrarily chosen limit point of µh as h ↘ 0 taken along a sequence of hs in
D∗ := {h > 0 : ψ is differentiable at hs ∀s ∈ SN−1, }, and 〈·〉 the corresponding
average.

In the following sections, C,C ′, . . . , c, c′, . . . denote constants independent of T, h,m,
whose specific values may change from line to line; dependence upon additionally
auxiliary parameters will usually be specified explicitly, with the exception of N ≥
2, which we shall not track the dependence of the various constants on. We will
explicitly focus on the case N > 2, the case N = 2 being significantly simpler, in that
the u variables introduced at the beginning of the next section are not present; the
interpretation and adaptation of the proof to the case N = 2 is immediate and left to
the reader (moreover, the case N = 2 is already covered by [6]).

3. Gaussian coordinates and the formal low-temperature expansion

3.1. The Gibbs measure as a perturbed Gaussian. We will use a particular
parametrization of SN−1: for u ∈ RN−2 with ‖u‖ ≤ 1, and −π < θ ≤ π, we let

Π(u, θ) =
(
u1, · · · , uN−2, ρ sin(θ), ρ cos(θ)

)
(10)

with ρ = ρ(u) =
√

1− ‖u‖2, which provides a parametrization of SN−1. Note that
if N = 2 there is no variable u and ρ should be replaced by 1 (in this case, many
of the formulas and equations below simplify significantly). One has the change of
coordinate formula: for any integrable f : SN−1 → R,∫

SN−1

dνN(S)f(S) =

∫
BN−2

du

∫ π

−π
dθf(u1, · · · , uN−2, ρ sin θ, ρ cos θ). (11)

In light of (11), given an observable a : ΩL → R of the spin configuration in ΛL, letting
A be the composition of a with the transformation (10), to be applied to each spin
Sx ∈ SN−1, x ∈ ΛL, we find that the un-normalized expectation of a can be rewritten
as follows:

ZL;β,h(a) =

∫
ΩL

∏
x∈ΛL

dνN(Sx) a(S)e
∑
x∈ΛL

(β
∑

e Sx+e·Sx+hSNx )

=

∫
(BN−2)ΛL

du

∫
[−π,π]ΛL

dθ A(u, θ)eHL;h(u,θ),
(12)
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where, in the first line, S = (Sx)x∈ΛL , and

HL;h(u, θ) =
∑
x∈ΛL

[
β
∑
e

(
ux · ux+e +

√
(1− ‖ux‖2)(1− ‖ux+e‖2) cos(∇e

xθ)
)

+ h
√

(1− ‖ux‖2) cos(θx)
]
.

(13)

If we now rescale the variables as follows:

φx =
√
βθx, ũx =

√
βux,

the expectation in (12) becomes, letting T = β−1 and Ã(ũ, φ) = A(
√
T ũ,
√
Tφ):

ZL;β,h(a) = TL
d(N−1)/2

∫
(
√
βBN−2)ΛL

dũ eHL;h(ũ)

∫
[−
√
βπ,
√
βπ]ΛL

dφ Ã(ũ, φ)e−
1
2
‖∇φ‖2eWL;h(ũ,φ)

(14)

where ‖∇φ‖2 =
∑

x∈ΛL

∑
e(∇e

xφ)2, ‖φ‖2 =
∑

x∈ΛL
(φx)

2,

HL;h(ũ) =
∑
x∈ΛL

[∑
e

(
ũx · ũx+e + β

√
(1− T‖ũx‖2)(1− T‖ũx+e‖2)

)
+ h
√

1− T‖ũx‖2
] (15)

and

WL;h(ũ, φ) =
∑
x∈ΛL

{∑
e

[
β
√

(1− T‖ũx‖2)(1− T‖ũx+e‖2)
(

cos
(√

T∇e
xφ
)
− 1
)

+
1

2
(∇e

xφ)2
]

+ h
√

1− T‖ũx‖2
(

cos
(√

Tφx

)
− 1
)}
.

(16)

Note that WL;h vanishes linearly in T as T → 0. More precisely, by expanding in
Taylor series in T the right side of (16), we find that WL;h admits the following low-
temperature expansion:

WL;h(ũ, φ) =
∑
s≥1

T s
∑
x∈ΛL

∑
r,p≥0:
r+p=s

[
cr
∑
e

(∇e
xφ)2r+2Gpx,e(ũ) + cr−11r≥1h(φx)

2rc̃p‖ũx‖2p
]
,

(17)
where cr = (−1)r+1

(2r+2)!
, c̃p = (−1)p

(
1/2
p

)
(recall that

(
1/2
0

)
= 1 and

(
1/2
p

)
= 1

p!
1
2
(1

2
−1) · · · (1

2
−

p+ 1) for integer p > 0) and Gpx,e(ũ) =
∑

l+m=p c̃lc̃m‖ũx‖2l‖ũx+e‖2m.
Therefore, (14) expresses the O(N) model as a perturbation of a Gaussian measure,

as far as the integration over the φ variables is concerned. Moreover, as a consequence
of the O(N−1) symmetry of the model in the hyper-plane orthogonal to the magnetic
field, for any k ∈ {1, · · · , N − 2} one has the equality in law (with respect to the
probability measure with density ∝ eHL;h(ũ)− 1

2
‖∇φ‖2+WL;h(ũ,φ)):(

ũ1, · · · , ũN−2
) law

=
(
ũ1, · · · , ũk−1,F(ũ, φ), ũk+1, · · · , ũN−2

)
. (18)

where F(ũ, φ) =
(√

β(1− T‖ũx‖2) sin
(√

Tφx
))
x∈ΛL

,
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3.2. The formal low temperature expansion. Eqs.(14),(17),(18) allow us to re-
cursively define the coefficients of the (a priori formal) low-temperature expansion for
the average of any observable a : ΩL → R. Let Ã(ũ, φ) be, as before, the form that
the observable takes, once it is re-expressed in terms of the variables ũ, φ. We denote
its formal Taylor expansion in T by

Ã(ũ, φ)
(∞)
=
∑
s≥0

T s
∑
p,p̃

ap,p̃s φpũp̃, (19)

where
(∞)
= denotes identity between formal power series, or between a function and its

formal Taylor series, the sums over p, p̃ run over PL, P̃L, respectively (see definition
after (9)), and ap,p̃s are suitable real coefficients, independent of T . The formal low-T
expansion for

〈a〉L;h =

∫
(
√
βBN−2)ΛL

dũ eHL;h(ũ)
∫

[−
√
βπ,
√
βπ]ΛL

dφ Ã(ũ, φ)e−
1
2
‖∇φ‖2eWL;h(ũ,φ)

∫
(
√
βBN−2)ΛL

dũ eHL;h(ũ)
∫

[−
√
βπ,
√
βπ]ΛL

dφ e−
1
2
‖∇φ‖2eWL;h(ũ,φ)

(20)

is obtained by neglecting the constraints |ũx| ≤
√
β, |φx| ≤ π

√
β in the integration

domain (as we will show in the next section, this approximation produces an exponen-
tially small error in β, as β →∞), and by replacing (17) and (19) in (20). In view of
this, we write

〈a〉L;h
(∞)
=
∑
s≥0

T s
∑
p,p̃

ap,p̃s

∫
dũ eHL;h(ũ)+VL;h(ũ) ũp̃〈φp〉L;h,ũ∫

dũ eHL;h(ũ)+VL;h(ũ)
(21)

where the integral over ũ is performed over (RN−2)ΛL , we defined VL;h(ũ) = log∫
dφ e−

1
2
‖∇φ‖2+WL;h(ũ,φ) (where the integral over φ is performed over (RΛL)ΛL), and

〈φp〉L;h,ũ =

∫
dφ e−

1
2
‖∇φ‖2+WL;h(ũ,φ)−VL;h(ũ)φp. (22)

By formally expanding in WL;h, this expectation can be rewritten as

〈φp〉L;h,ũ
(∞)
=
∑
k≥0

1
k!

ΦL(φp;WL;h; · · · ;WL;h︸ ︷︷ ︸
k times

), (23)

where ΦL(A1; · · · ;Ak) denotes truncated expectation with respect to the Gaussian law
ΦL with covariance GL, that is,

ΦL(A1; · · · ;Ak) := ∂λ1 · · · ∂λk log
(

Φ(e
∑k
i=1 λiAi)

)∣∣∣
λ0=···=λk=0

(24)

or, equivalently,

ΦL(A1; · · · ;Ak) =
∑
π∈Pk

(|π| − 1)!(−1)|π|−1
∏
Y ∈π

ΦL(AY ), (25)

where Pk ≡ P([k]) is the set of partitions of [k] = {1, · · · , k}, and AY =
∏

i∈Y Ai.
Inserting the formal low-T expansion of WL;h, (17), and taking L → ∞, h ↘ 0, we
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find:

〈a〉 (∞)
=
∑
s0≥0

T s0
∑
p,p̃

ap,p̃s0

[
Φ(φp)〈ũp̃〉+

∑
s≥1

T s
∑
k≥1

1
k!

∑
p1,r1,...,pk,rk≥0:
pl+rl=sl≥1
s1+···+sk=s

∑
x1,e1,...,xk,ek

· cr1 · · · crkΦ
(
φp; (∇e1

x1
φ)2r1+2; · · · ; (∇ek

xk
φ)2rk+2

)
〈ũp̃

k∏
l=1

Gplxl,el〉
]
,

(26)

where Φ is the law of the massless Gaussian Free Field on Zd, the sum over p, p̃ can
be freely restricted to even tuples (terms with p or p̃ odd are zero by parity), and the
sums over x1, . . . , xk are now over Zd.

3.3. The finite order truncations of the low temperature expansion. If we
denote by 〈a〉(n) the truncation at order n of the formal Taylor series in T , (26) implies
that

〈a〉(n) =
n∑

s0=0

T s0
∑
p,p̃

ap,p̃s0

[
Φ(φp)〈ũp̃〉(n−s0) + 1n>s01‖p‖1>0

n−s0∑
s=1

T s
∑
k≥1

1
k!

∑
p1,r1,...,pk,rk≥0:
pl+rl=sl≥1
s1+···+sk=s

·

· cr1 · · · crk
∑

x1,e1,...,xk,ek

Φ
(
φp; (∇e1

x1
φ)2r1+2; · · · ; (∇ek

xk
φ)2rk+2

)
〈ũp̃

k∏
l=1

Gplxl,el〉
(n−s−s0)

]
,

(27)

where, again, the sum over p, p̃ can be restricted to even tuples. Now, the terms
〈ũp̃〉(n−s0) in the right side (and similarly 〈ũp̃

∏k
l=1 Gplxl,el〉

(n−s−s0), which are linear com-
binations of terms of the same form, i.e., of 〈ũp̃′〉(n−s−s0) for suitable p̃′), can be com-
puted recursively, by using (18) and (27) itself for a finite number of times. In fact,
let m+‖p̃‖1/2 ≥ 0 be the order of 〈ũp̃〉(m), where p̃ is an even tuple with non-negative
elements. If the order is zero, then 〈1〉(0) = 1. More generally, if p̃ = 0, 〈1〉(m) = 1,
for all m ≥ 0. Let us then consider a term 〈ũp̃〉(m) of positive order k = m + ‖p̃‖1/2,
with ‖p̃‖1 positive. Let us assume without loss of generality that ‖p̃1‖ is even and
positive, so that p̃≥2 = (0, p̃2, . . . , p̃N−2) has norm ‖p̃≥2‖1 ≤ ‖p̃‖1 − 2. Using (18), and

expanding
∏

x

(√
β(1− T‖ũx‖2) sin

(√
Tφx

))p̃1
x

in Taylor series in T in the form

φp̃
1
∑
s≥0

(−1)sT s
∑

(sx)
x∈Zd :

sx≥0,
∑
x sx=s

∏
x∈Zd

∑
ix,jx≥0:
ix+jx=sx

φ2ix
x ‖ũx‖2jx

1

(2ix + 1)!

(
1/2

jx

)

≡ φp̃
1
∑
s≥0

T s
∑
n∈P

∑
ñ∈P̃

cn,ñs φnũñ
(28)

(note that cn,ñs is non zero only if n, ñ are both even and ‖n‖1 + ‖ñ‖1 = 2s), we find

〈ũp̃〉(m) =
m∑
s=0

T s
∑
n∈P
ñ∈P̃

cn,ñs 〈φp̃
1+nũp̃

≥2+ñ〉(m−s). (29)

By applying formula (27) to the terms 〈φp̃1+nũp̃
≥2+ñ〉(m−s) in the right side, we can

re-express each of them as linear combinations of terms 〈ũp̃′〉(m′), whose order, k′ =
m′ + ‖p̃′‖1/2, is strictly smaller than the original order k. Therefore, by proceeding
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recursively, we can compute 〈ũp̃〉(m) explicitly. By plugging the result back into (27)
we obtain the (truncation at order n of the) low temperature expansion of 〈a〉, for any
observable a.

For later reference, we formalize the definition of 〈 〉(n) as follows. Let A be the
space of formal power series in T of the form

∑
s≥0 T

s
∑

p∈P
∑

p̃∈P̃ a
p,p̃
s φpũp̃ with real

coefficients ap,p̃s independent of T . Let also A0 be the subspace of A consisting of
formal power series independent of ũ, φ, of the form

∑
s T

sas, with as ∈ R.

Definition 3.1. For any n ≥ 0, 〈 〉(n) is the operator acting on A that satisfies the
following properties.

• 〈1〉(n) = 1.
• 〈 〉(n) is translation invariant, that is, for any p ∈ P, p̃ ∈ P̃, x0 ∈ Zd, 〈φpũp̃〉(n) =
〈φτx0pũτx0 p̃〉(n), where (τx0p)x = px−x0 , and similarly for τx0 p̃.
• For any Q,Q′ ∈ A, 〈Q+Q′〉(n) = 〈Q〉(n) + 〈Q′〉(n).
• For any λ ∈ A0 of the form λ =

∑
s≥0 T

sλs, and any Q ∈ A, 〈λQ〉(n) =∑n
s=0 T

sλs〈Q〉(n−s).
• For any p ∈ P and any p̃ ∈ P̃, letting F = F(ũ1, . . . , ũN−2) = ũp̃,

〈φpF(ũ1, · · · , ũN−2)〉(n) = 〈φpF(ũπ(1), · · · , ũπ(N−2))〉(n) (30)

for any permutation π of {1, · · · , N − 2}.
• For any p̃ ∈ P̃, if p̃1 = (p̃1

x)x∈Zd ∈ P is not zero, letting p̃≥2 = (0, p̃2, . . . , p̃N−2),

〈ũp̃〉(n) = 〈φp̃1

F̃ ũp̃
≥2〉(n) (31)

where F̃ =
∑

s≥0 T
s
∑

n,ñ c
n,ñ
s φnũñ ∈ A (the coefficients cn,ñs were defined in

(28)).
• For any even p ∈ P, p̃ ∈ P̃, the following “extraction” formula holds:

〈φpũp̃〉(n) = Φ(φp)〈ũp̃〉(n) + 1n≥1

n∑
k=1

1

k!

n∑
s=k

T s
∑

s1,··· ,sk≥1∑
sl=s

∑
x1,··· ,xk
e1,··· ,ek

∑
r1,p′1,··· ,rk,p′k≥0

p′l+rl=sl

×

×
( k∏
l=1

crl
)
Φ
(
φp; (∇e1

x1
φ)2r1+2; · · · ; (∇ek

xk
φ)2rk+2

)
〈ũp̃

k∏
l=1

Gp
′
l
xl,el〉(n−s),

(32)

where cr and Gpx,e were defined right after (17).

Note that the presence of the connected correlation Φ
(
φp; (∇e1

x1
φ)2r1+2; · · · ; (∇ek

xk
φ)2rk+2

)
ensures absolute summability of the second line of (32), see Lemma C.5, thus mak-
ing 〈 〉(n) a well defined object. More precisely, Lemma C.5 implies the following
quantitative bounds, which will be used in the inductive proof discussed in Section 6.

Lemma 3.1. Let K > 0, n ≥ 0 be integers. Let ε > 0. Let p, p′ : Zd → Z+ be odd,
p̃ : Zd × [N − 2]→ Z+ be even, and such that ‖p‖

1
+ ‖p′‖

1
+ ‖p̃‖

1
≤ 2K, then,

|〈φpφp′ũp̃〉(n)| ≤ C
∑

x∈suppp

∑
y∈suppp′

1

(1 + |x− y|)d−2−ε ,

where C = C(K,n, ε).
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Lemma 3.2. Let K > 0, n ≥ 0 be integers. Let ε > 0. Let p : Zd → Z+ be odd,
q : Ed → Z+ be odd, p̃ : Zd× [N −2]→ Z+ be even, and such that ‖p‖

1
+‖q‖

1
+‖p̃‖

1
≤

2K, then,

|〈φp(∇φ)qũp̃〉(n)| ≤ C
∑

x∈suppp

∑
y∈suppq

1

(1 + |x− y|)d−1−ε ,

where C = C(K,n, ε).

These two lemmas follows straightforwardly from Lemma C.5 and the definition of
〈 〉(n). In fact, notice first of all that eq.(86) of Lemma C.5 implies that, for any even
p̃ ∈ P̃,

|〈ũp̃〉(n)| ≤ C, (33)
with C = C(‖p̃‖1, n): this can be easily proved by induction in n+‖p̃‖1/2, proceeding
as described after (27). More in detail: consider a non zero even p̃ and n ≥ 0; assume
inductively that |〈ũp̃′〉(n′)| ≤ C is known for all p̃′, n′ such that n′+‖p̃′‖1/2 < n+‖p̃‖1/2;
use (30) to reduce to the case of p̃1 non zero; apply (31), then use (32); write p̃1 = p+p′

with p, p′ odd, then use (86) and the inductive hypothesis to conclude the proof of the
induction step. At this point, the two lemmas follow immediately from (32), the use
of (86) and (87), respectively, and of (33) (details left to the reader).

4. Applications of the infrared bound

In this section we describe an important application of the infrared bound summa-
rized in Proposition 1.2 above. In particular, generalizing a method in [6], we derive
a priori bounds on the moments of the spin correlation functions, in the (u, θ), or
equivalently (ũ, φ), coordinates. These will be used in the following sections in order
to control the remainder of the low temperature expansion, as produced by systematic
integration by parts.

4.1. Large deviation estimates on the spin correlations.

Lemma 4.1. For any β ≥ 0, h ∈ D∗ and a > 0, if k ∈ {1, · · · , N − 1},

〈ea
√
β|Sk0 |〉h ≤ 2ea

2G00/2. (34)

Moreover,
〈ea
√
β(1−SN0 )〉h ≤ e(a

√
TN+a2/2)G00 . (35)

Proof. By the infrared bound (5) applied to the function f(x) = −a
√
βδ0,xek, one

obtains
〈e−a

√
β(Sk0−〈Sk0 〉h)〉h ≤ ea

2G00/2. (36)
Now, for k = 1, · · · , N − 1, by symmetry Sk0 has the same law as −Sk0 . In particular,
〈Sk0 〉h = 0 and

〈ea
√
β|Sk0 |〉h = 〈ea

√
βSk01Sk0≥0〉h + 〈e−a

√
βSk01Sk0<0〉h ≤ 2〈e−a

√
βSk0 〉h.

Thus (34) holds for k = 1, · · · , N − 1. Notice that this bound holds for any value of
T . For k = N , the lower bound (6) on 〈SN0 〉h, and 〈SN0 〉h ≥ 0 implies that

〈SN0 〉h ≥
√

max(1− TNG00, 0) ≥ max(1− TNG00, 0).

Plugging this bound in (36) with k = N , we find

ea
2G00/2 ≥ ea

√
β〈SN0 〉h〈e−a

√
βSN0 〉h ≥ e−a

√
TNG00〈ea

√
β(1−SN0 )〉h
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so that
〈ea
√
β(1−SN0 )〉h ≤ ea

2G00/2ea
√
TNG00 ≤ e(a

√
TN+a2/2)G00 ,

proving (35). �

A direct consequence is

Corollary 4.2. Let β ≥ 0, h ∈ D∗ and b > 0. For any 1 ≤ k0 ≤ N − 1,

µh
( k0∑
k=1

|Sk0 |2 ≥ b2
)
≤ 2e−b

2β/(2k2
0G00). (37)

If, additionally, T ≤ b/(2G00N), then

µh(S
N
0 ≤ 1− b) ≤ e−b

2β/(8G00). (38)

Proof. Using the exponential version of Chebyshev’s inequality, Hölder’s inequality,
and (34), we find that, for any a > 0,

µh(

k0∑
k=1

|Sk0 |2 ≥ b2) ≤ µh(

k0∑
k=1

|Sk0 | ≥ b)

≤ e−ab
√
β〈ea

√
β
∑k0
k=1 |S

k
0 |〉h

≤ e−ab
√
β

k0∏
k=1

〈eak0
√
β|Sk0 |〉1/k0

h

≤ 2e−ab
√
βea

2k2
0G00/2.

Choosing a = b
√
β/(k2

0G00) implies (37). Next, using (35) and, again, the exponential
version of Chebyshev’s inequality, for any a > 0,

µh(1− SN0 ≥ b) ≤ e−ab
√
β〈ea

√
β(1−SN0 )〉h ≤ e−ab

√
βe(a

√
TN+a2/2)G00 .

Choosing a = b
√
β/G00 −

√
TN and T ≤ b/(2G00N) implies (38). �

4.2. Bounds on the moments of the (u, θ) coordinates. The next Theorem is
the main objective of this section. Its proof is a generalization of the one of the
corresponding result in [6], namely [6, Eq.(10) and Lemma 2]. Here and below, with
some abuse of notation, we denote by 〈 〉h the average with respect to µh, even when
re-expressed in terms of the (u, θ) variables, rather than of S (a similar convention will
be used for 〈 〉L;h and 〈 〉).

Theorem 4.3. There exist constants C,C0, c > 0 and T0 > 0 such that, if T ≤ T0,
the following holds.

• For any k ∈ {1, · · · , N −2} and a > 0, 〈ea|ũk0 |〉h ≤ 2ea
2G00/2. Moreover, for any

n ≥ 0,
〈|ũk0|n〉h ≤ Cn

√
n!.

• 〈e|φ0|〉h ≤ C. In particular, for any n ≥ 0,

|〈|φ0|n〉h| ≤ Cn!.

• For any F function of φ, ũ,

|〈Fδ(θ0 ± π)〉h| ≤ ‖F‖∞C0e
h−cβ,

where the sup-norm is computed over φx ∈ [−
√
βπ,
√
βπ] and ‖ũx‖ ≤

√
β for

all x ∈ Zd.
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Proof. The first inequality in the first item, 〈ea|ũk0 |〉h ≤ 2ea
2G00/2, is a direct conse-

quence of (34) and the definition of ũ. From such inequality, it follows that 〈|ũk0|n〉h ≤
2ea

2G00/2a−nn!. The choice a =
√
n/G00 implies the stated bound on 〈|ũk0|n〉h.

To get the second item, write

〈e
√
β|θ0|〉h = 〈e

√
β|θ0|1|θ0|≤π/21‖u0‖≤1/2〉h + 〈e

√
β|θ0|1|θ0|≤π/21‖u0‖>1/2〉h + 〈e

√
β|θ0|1|θ0|>π/2〉h

≤ 〈eπ−1
√

3β
√

1−‖u0‖2| sin(θ0)|〉h + eπ
√
β/2µh(‖u0‖ > 1/2) + eπ

√
βµh(|θ0| > π/2)

= 〈eπ−1
√

3β|SN−1
0 |〉h + eπ

√
β/2µh

(N−2∑
k=1

|Sk0 |2 > 1/4
)

+ eπ
√
βµh(S

N
0 ≤ 0)

≤ 2e3G00/(2π2) + 2eπ
√
β/2e−β/(8G00(N−2)2) + eπ

√
βe−β/(8G00),

where in the last inequality we used (34), (37) and (38). If we now choose β large
enough and recall the definition of φ, we obtain, as desired, that 〈e|φ0|〉h ≤ C for a
suitable C > 0.

Finally, we consider the term 〈Fδ(θ0 ± π)〉h involving the delta function. Using the
DLR equation and letting S0(u0) = Π(u0, π) = (u1

0, · · · , uN−2
0 , 0,−

√
1− ‖u0‖2),

〈Fδ(θ0 ± π)〉h =

∫
dµh(Si, i 6= 0)

∫
‖u0‖≤1

du0 F (S, S0(u0))eβ
∑
i∼0 S0(u0)·Si−

√
1−‖u0‖2h∫

dνN(S̃0)eβ
∑
i∼0 S̃0·Si+hS̃N0

.

Define

J(Si, i ∼ 0) = sup
‖u0‖≤1

(∫
dνN(S̃0)eβ

∑
i∼0(S̃0−S0(u0))·Si+hS̃N0

)−1

≡ sup
‖u0‖≤1

Ju0(Si, i ∼ 0).

One has

|〈Fδ(θ0 ± π)〉h| ≤ ‖F‖∞
πN/2−1

Γ(N/2)

∫
dµh(Si, i 6= 0)J(Si, i ∼ 0).

Now, for any event A measurable with respect to {Si : i ∼ 0}, one has∫
dµh(Si, i 6= 0)J(Si, i ∼ 0) ≤ sup

(Si)i∼0∈A
J(Si, i ∼ 0) + µh(A

c) sup
(Si)i∼0∈Ac

J(Si, i ∼ 0).

(39)
We choose A = {SNi ≥ 7/8, i ∼ 0}. Study the first term. For any (Si)i∼0 ∈ A, any
u0 ∈ BN−2 and h ≥ 0, one has the bound

Ju0(Si, i ∼ 0) ≤
(∫

dνN(S̃0)1S̃N0 ≥7/8e
β
∑
i∼0(S̃0−S0(u0))·Si

)−1

≤
(∫

dνN(S̃0)1S̃N0 ≥7/8e
β2d/32

)−1

= Ce−β2d/32.

for some constant C > 0. Indeed, on the one hand, for SNi ≥ 7/8 and ‖u0‖ ≤ 1, by
Cauchy-Schwartz,

S0(u0) · Si =
N−2∑
k=1

uk0S
k
i −

√
1− ‖u0‖2SNi ≤ ‖u0‖

(N−1∑
k=1

(Ski )2
)1/2

≤ ‖u0‖
(

1− 49

64

)1/2

≤ ‖u0‖ ·
1

2
≤ 1

2
.
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On the other hand, if S̃N0 ≥ 7/8 and SNi ≥ 7/8,

S̃0 · Si ≥ cos(2 arccos(7/8)) =
17

32
. (40)

We now turn to the second term in (39). First, by a union bound,

µh(A
c) ≤ 2dµh(1− SN0 > 1/8) ≤ 2de−β/(8

3G00),

where we assumed T sufficiently small and used (38). Moreover, for any u0 ∈ BN−2,

Ju0(Si, i ∼ 0) ≤ eh
(∫

dνN(S̃0)1‖S̃0−S0(u0)‖≤T e
β
∑
i∼0(S̃0−S0(u0))·Si

)−1

≤ eh+2d
(∫

dνN(S̃0)1‖S̃0−S0(u0)‖≤T

)−1

≤ C ′ehβN−1,

for some C ′ > 0 independent of T . Combining the two previous equations, we obtain
the desired estimate on the second term in (39), which concludes the proof. �

4.3. Taylor expansion of the spin correlations. Given α : Zd × [N ] → Z+ with
‖α‖1 =

∑N
k=1

∑
x∈Zd α

k
x finite, we let aα(S) be the spin observable

aα(S) =
∏
x

∏
k

(Skx)α
k
x .

In order to prove our main result, Theorem 1.3, we are interested in computing 〈aα(S)〉
for αs such that ‖αk‖1 =

∑
x α

k
x are even, for all k ∈ {1, . . . , N − 1} (if any of these

‖αk‖1 is odd, 〈aα(S)〉 = 0, due to the residual O(N − 1) symmetry in the directions
orthogonal to the magnetic field). The main result of this subsection is the following:

Lemma 4.4. Let α and aα(S) be defined as above. Then there exist coefficients ap,p̃α,s,
with s ≥ 0 and p ∈ P, p̃ ∈ P̃ both even, such that, for any n ≥ 0,

〈aα(S)〉 =
n∑
s=0

T s
∑
p,p̃

ap,p̃α,s〈φpũp̃〉+Rn+1(α), (41)

where the sum over p, p̃ in the right hand side runs over even tuples in P, P̃, ap,p̃α,s = 0
if ‖p‖1 + ‖p̃‖1 6= 2s, and the remainder satisfies

|Rn+1(α)| ≤ C(n, α)T n+1 (42)

for some C(n, α) > 0.

Remark 4.1. The coefficients ap,p̃α,s are explicitly computable in terms of the Taylor
expansions of

√
1− x, sinx and cosx, see (45)-(46) below.

Proof. We denote by Aα(ũ, φ) the rewriting of aα(S) in the (ũ, φ) variables:

Aα(ũ, φ) =
∏
x

∏
k

(
Πk(
√
T ũx,

√
Tφx)

)αkx
, (43)

with Πk the components of the function Π in (10). Letting Eα be the event

Eα = {ũ ∈ (
√
βBN−2)Z

d

: ‖ũx‖ ≤
√
β/2,∀x ∈ suppαN−1 ∪ suppαN},

and using (37), which implies that µ(Ec
α) = O(e−cβ) for some c > 0, we find

〈aα(S)〉 = 〈1Eα Aα(ũ, φ)〉+O(e−cβ). (44)
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By expanding each factor
√

1− T‖ũx‖2, sin
(√

Tφx

)
, cos

(√
Tφx

)
appearing in the

right hand side of (43) in power series in T , as√
1− T‖ũx‖2

(∞)
=
∑
n≥0

T n(−1)n
(

1/2

n

)
‖ũx‖2n,

sin
(√

Tφx

)
=
√
Tφx

∑
n≥0

T n
(−1)n

(2n+ 1)!
φ2n
x ,

cos
(√

Tφx

)
=
∑
n≥0

T n
(−1)n

(2n)!
φ2n
x ,

(45)

we obtain the formal power series expansion for Aα(ũ, φ), in the form

Aα(ũ, φ)
(∞)
=
∑
s≥0

T s
∑
p,p̃

ap,p̃α,sφ
pũp̃, (46)

for suitable real coefficients ap,p̃α,s, which are non zero only if ‖p‖1 + ‖p̃‖1 = 2s (the sum
over p, p̃ runs over even tuples in P, P̃). By the Taylor remainder’s theorem, for any
n ≥ 0, there exists Cn,α > 0 such that, for any ũ in the support of Eα,∣∣∣Aα(ũ, φ)−

n∑
s=0

T s
∑
p,p̃

ap,p̃α,sφ
pũp̃
∣∣∣ ≤ Cn,αT

n+1
∑

x∈suppα

(‖ũx‖2(n+1) + φ2(n+1)
x ).

Therefore, using again (37) and the moments bounds in the first two items of Theorem
4.3, we obtain (41)-(42), as desired. �

5. Integration by part

From now on, we shall assume T ≤ T0, with T0 the same as in the statement of
Theorem 4.3, without recalling it each time. The main results of this section are
the following two integration-by-part lemmas, which are the key ingredients of the
inductive computation of the coefficients of the low temperature expansion for the
correlation functions, described in Section 6.

Lemma 5.1 (Integration by part: non-gradient). Let p, p′ ≥ 0 be integers. Let F be
a monomial in φ of degree 2p + 1, and F be a monomial in (ũkx)x,k with even degree
at most 2p′, both with coefficient 1. Then, for any x0 ∈ Zd, integers γ > n ≥ 0, and
ε > 0,

〈φx0FF〉 =
∑

y∈suppF

G(x0, y)〈∂yFF〉+

+ 1n≥1

n∑
k=1

T k
∑
x1,e

∇e
x1
Gmγ (x0, ·)

∑
r+p′=k

c′r〈FF(∇e
x1
φ)2r+1Gp′x1,e

〉

+Rn+1(FF , x0)

where mγ = T γ, c′r = (−1)r+1

(2r+1)!
, Gp′x,e was defined after (17), and |Rn+1(FF , x0)| ≤

CT n+1−ε with C depending only on ε, γ, p+ p′.

Lemma 5.2 (Integration by part: gradient). Let p′ ≥ 0 be an integer. Let F be a
monomial in (ũkx)x,k of even degree at most 2p′ with coefficient 1. Let p : Zd → Z+ be
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odd, and let q : Ed → Z+ be even, both of finite support. Then, for any x0 ∈ Zd, e′ ∈
B+, α > n ≥ 0 integers, and ε > 0,

〈(∇e′

x0
φ)φp(∇φ)qF〉 =

∑
y∈suppp∪suppq

∇e′

x0
G(·, y)〈∂y(φp(∇φ)q)F〉+

+ 1n≥1

n∑
k=1

T k
∑
x1,e

∇e′,e
x0,x1

Gm
∑

r+p′=k

c′r〈φp(∇φ)q(∇e
x1
φ)2r+1Gp′x1,e

F〉

+R′n+1(p, q,F , x0, e
′)

where m = e−(log T )2, and R′n+1 satisfies

|R′n+1(p, q,F , x0, e
′)| ≤ CTα + CT n+1−ε

∑
x∈suppp

∑
y∈suppq∪{x0}

log2(1 + |x− y|)
1 + |x− y|

with C depending only on ε, α, ‖p‖
1

+ ‖q‖
1

+ p′, n.

In both proofs, we will use Gaussian integration by parts with respect to a regu-
larized version of the Gaussian measure described in Section 3.1, the regularization
consisting in a mass term, which we add and subtract to the Gaussian weight. The
first term in both lemmas is the standard Gaussian integration by parts, the second
comes form the perturbation WL;h (see Section 3.1) and the remainder term contains
the effect of the regularization (mass) and of the perturbation 1|φ|≤√βπ (see again Sec-
tion 3.1). The proofs of the two lemmas will use the following a priori bounds on the
decay of correlations, which will be proven in Appendix B.

Lemma 5.3. Let ε > 0, α > 0, p′ ≥ 0, p, q : Zd → Z+ odd of finite support, and
q′ : Ed → Z+ odd of finite support. There exists C = C(ε, α, p′ + ‖p‖

1
+ ‖q‖

1
) and

C ′ = C(ε, α, p′ + ‖p‖
1

+ ‖q′‖
1
) such that, for any T < T0, and any F even monomial

in ũ of degree at most 2p′,

|〈Fφpφq〉| ≤ CTα + Cβε
∑

x: px odd,
y: qy odd

log(1+|x−y|)
1+|x−y| , (47)

|〈Fφp(∇φ)q
′〉| ≤ C ′Tα + C ′βε

∑
x: px odd,
y∈suppq′

log(1+|x−y|)
1+|x−y| . (48)

Proof of Lemma 5.1. Let us start with L finite and h > 0, and let us represent
〈φx0FF〉L;h as in (20). For any 0 < m < 1, we rewrite the integral over φ in the
numerator of (20) (in the case of our observable of interest) as follows:∫

[−
√
βπ,
√
βπ]ΛL

dφ e−
1
2

(φ,(GmL )−1φ)+m2

2
‖φ‖2+WL;h(ũ,φ)φx0F (φ).

If we now integrate φx0 by parts with respect to the reference Gaussian weight e−
1
2

(φ,(GmL )−1φ),
we obtain (denote ∂y ≡ ∂

∂φy
):

〈φx0FF〉L;h =
∑

y∈suppF

Gm
L (x0, y)〈∂yFF〉L;h +

∑
z∈ΛL

Gm
L (x0, z)〈F∂zWL;hF〉L;h

+m2
∑
z∈ΛL

Gm
L (x0, z)〈φzFF〉L;h

+
∑
z∈ΛL

Gm
L (x0, z)〈(δ(φz +

√
βπ)− δ(φz −

√
βπ))FF〉L;h.



LOW TEMPERATURE ASYMPTOTIC EXPANSION FOR CLASSICAL O(N) VECTOR MODELS17

Now, taking L → ∞ for h ∈ D∗, and then h → 0+ along a sequence in D∗, all the
terms in the two sides converge to their infinite volume, zero field, limits. Bounding
the last term via the third item of Theorem 4.3 and the Gaussian estimate (77), we
obtain:

〈φx0FF〉 =
∑

y∈suppF

Gm(x0, y)〈∂yFF〉+
∑
z∈Zd

Gm(x0, z)〈F∂zWF〉

+m2
∑
z∈Zd

Gm(x0, z)〈φzFF〉+R∞(m,FF),

where in the second term in the right side we denoted byW the formal L→∞, h→ 0
limit of (16), and |R∞(m,FF)| ≤ m−2(Cβ)1/2+p+p′e−cβ for some c, C > 0 independent
of β and m (as long as T < T0). We denote the three other terms in the R.H.S.
I, II, III. Using (78) and the moment bounds in the first two items of Theorem 4.3,
we find

I =
∑

y∈suppF

G(x0, y)〈∂yFF〉+RI(m,FF , x0)

with |RI(m,FF , x0)| ≤ Cp+p′m for some Cp+p′ depending only on p + p′. We then
treat III when m = mγ = T γ. Using Lemma 5.3, one obtains that for any ε > 0,

|〈φzFF〉| ≤ CT γ + Cβε/2
∑

y∈suppF

log(1 + |z − y|)
1 + |z − y|

,

with C depending only on p+ p′, ε, γ. In particular, since log(1 + r)/(1 + r) ≤ Cε′(1 +
r)ε
′−1 for any ε′ > 0, one has that, by choosing ε′ = ε/(2γ) and using (77) and (81)

(and remembering that we set m = T γ),

|III| ≤ CT γ−ε

with C depending only on p+ p′, ε, γ. It remains to treat II. We first compute∑
z∈Zd

Gm(x0, z)∂zW =
∑
z∈Zd

Gm(x0, z)∂z
∑
x∈Zd

∑
e

[
βρxρx+e cos

(√
T∇e

xφ
)

+
1

2
(∇e

xφ)2
]

=
∑
x∈Zd

∑
e

∇e
xG

m(x0, ·)
[
− ρxρx+e

√
β sin

(√
T∇e

xφ
)

+∇e
xφ
]
,

where ρx =
√

1− T‖ũx‖2. Now plugging in m = mγ = T γ, and proceeding as in the
proof of Lemma 4.4 (i.e., in brief: Taylor expanding to order 2γ − 1 both the sin and
the square root in the ρxρx+e term, and using the bound on moments in Theorem 4.3
combined with Hölder’s inequality), one finds that by the Gaussian estimate on the
sum of gradients (79),∣∣∣ 2γ−1∑

k=1

T k
∑
x1,e

∇e
x1
Gmγ (x0, ·)

∑
r+p′=k

c′r〈FF(∇e
x1
φ)2r+1Gp′x1,e

〉 − II
∣∣∣ ≤ CT γ,

for some C depending only on γ + p + p′, where c′r = (−1)r+1

(2r+1)!
, Gp′x,e was defined after

(17), and
∑

x1
denotes summatin over Zd. Now, one can use Lemma 5.3 combined

with (79) and (81) in the same fashion as before on the ks with n < k ≤ 2γ − 1, to
obtain that for any ε > 0 there exists C depending on ε and p+ p′ + γ only,∣∣∣ n∑

k=1

T k
∑
x1,e

∇e
x1
Gmγ (x0, ·)

∑
r+p′=k

c′r〈FF(∇e
x1
φ)2r+1Gp′x1,e

〉 − II
∣∣∣ ≤ CT n+1−ε.
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Gathering all the above, and letting m = mγ = T γ also in the error terms R∞ and RI ,
gives the result. �

Proof of Lemma 5.2. Write Fp,q = φp(∇φ)q. Starting as in the proof of Lemma 5.1,
for m = e−(log T )2 ,

〈(∇e′

x0
φ)Fp,qF〉 =

∑
y∈suppFp,q

∇e′

x0
Gm(·, y)〈∂yFp,qF〉+

∑
z∈Zd
∇e′

x0
Gm(·, z)〈Fp,q∂zWF〉

+m2
∑
z∈Zd
∇e′

x0
Gm(·, z)〈φzFp,qF〉+R∞(m, p, q,F , x0)

= I + II + III +R∞(m, p, q,F , x0),

with |R∞(m, p, q,F , x0)| ≤ m−1(Cβ)p
′+ 1

2
(‖p‖1+‖q‖1)e−cβ, for some C, c > 0 independent

of β and m. Then, using (79), one has

|III| ≤ Cp′+‖p‖1+‖q‖1m.

Moreover, using (78) and Theorem 4.3, one has∣∣I − ∑
y∈suppFp,q

∇e′

x0
G(·, y)〈∂yFp,qF〉

∣∣ ≤ Cp′+‖p‖1+‖q‖1m.

To finish the proof of Lemma 5.2, consider II and proceed as in the proof of Lemma 5.1
to obtain∣∣∣ α∑

k=1

T k
∑
x1,e

∇e′,e
x0,x1

Gm
∑

r+p′=k

c′r〈Fp,qF(∇e
x1
φ)2r+1Gp′x1,e

〉 − II
∣∣∣ ≤ CTα+1(log T )2,

where we used (80) and m = e−(log T )2 , and C depends only on p′+ ‖p‖
1
+ ‖q‖

1
and α.

We then apply Lemma 5.3 and (82) to obtain that, for any r, p′ with r + p′ ≤ α and
any ε > 0,∣∣∣∑
x1,e

∇e′,e
x0,x1

Gm〈Fp,qF(∇e
x1
φ)2r+1Gp′x1,e

〉
∣∣∣ ≤ CTα+Cβε

∑
x∈suppp

∑
y∈suppq∪{x0}

log2(1 + |x− y|)
1 + |x− y|

with C depending only on p′ + ‖p‖
1

+ ‖q‖
1
, α, and ε, and

∑
x1

denotes summation
over Zd. This allows us to get rid of the terms with n+ 1 ≤ k ≤ α. Combining all the
previous estimates gives the lemma. �

6. Inductive expansion

In this section we prove of our main results, Theorem 1.3 and Corollaries 1.4 and
1.5, on the basis of an iterative application of the integration-by-parts lemmas stated
and proved in Section 5 and of the moment bounds summarized in Theorem 4.3. We
start with the proof of Corollary 1.4, which illustrates the general method in a simple,
non-trivial, case. The general case is proved by induction, and discussed step-by-step
in the following subsections. We recall that, whenever we write

∑
x1
, we always mean∑

x1∈Zd , and similarly for
∑

xi
, etc. As already mentioned above, we explicitly focus

on the case N > 2, the case N = 2 being significantly simpler, in that the u variables
are not present; the interpretation and adaptation of the following discussion to the
case N = 2 is left to the reader.
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6.1. Magnetization to second order. We first present the proof of Corollary 1.4.
Shortcuts are taken as the full procedure will be described in the remaining of the
section. First, rewrite SN0 in terms of the coordinates (ũ0, φ0), so that

〈SN0 〉 = 〈
√

1− T‖ũ0‖2 cos
(√

Tφ0

)
〉.

We expand the function under the average in the right hand side in Taylor series in T
up to second order and, applying Lemma 4.4 (see also Remark 4.1), we obtain

〈SN0 〉 = 1− 1

2
T 〈φ2

0〉 −
1

2
T 〈‖ũ0‖2〉 − 1

8
T 2〈‖ũ0‖4〉+

1

4
T 2〈‖ũ0‖2φ2

0〉+
1

24
T 2〈φ4

0〉+O(T 3).

(49)
Treat each term separately. First, using Lemma 5.1 with n = 0,

〈φ4
0〉 = 3G(0, 0)〈φ2

0〉+O(T 1−ε) = 3G(0, 0)2 +O(T 1−ε),

〈‖ũ0‖2φ2
0〉 = G(0, 0)〈‖ũ0‖2〉+O(T 1−ε).

(50)

Then, using the leftover O(N − 1) symmetry of the model in the subspace orthogonal
to the magnetic field, eq.(18), the moment bounds of Theorem 4.3, and applying
Lemma 5.1 once more, we obtain

〈‖ũ0‖2〉 = (N − 2)
(
〈φ2

0〉 −
T

3
〈φ4

0〉 − T 〈‖ũ0‖2φ2
0〉
)

+O(T 2)

= (N − 2)
(
〈φ2

0〉 − TG(0, 0)2 − TG(0, 0)2(N − 2)
)

+O(T 2−ε),
(51)

and
〈‖ũ0‖4〉 = (N − 2)〈φ4

0〉+ (N − 2)(N − 3)〈(ũ1
0)2φ2

0〉+O(T )

= (N − 2)3G(0, 0)2 + (N − 2)(N − 3)G(0, 0)2 +O(T 1−ε).
(52)

So far we used: (1) the leftover O(N − 1) symmetry in the directions orthogonal to
the magnetic field, in order to generate φs when only ũs remain; (2) Lemma 5.1, but
only in its “trivial” form (n = 0). We then need to generate the expansion of 〈φ2

0〉 to
first order. This is where the controlled inductive procedure starts to show up. Using
Lemma 5.1 with n = 1 (and γ = 2), we obtain

〈φ2
0〉 = G(0, 0) +O(T 2−ε)

+ T
∑
x1,e

∇e
x1
GT 2

(0, ·)
( 1

3!
〈φ0(∇e

x1
φ)3〉+

1

2
〈φ0∇e

x1
φ(‖ũx1‖2 + ‖ũx1+e‖2)〉

)
.

(53)

One can then use Lemma 5.2 with n = 0 on the terms inside the sum to obtain
〈φ0(∇e

x1
φ)3〉 = ∇e

x1
G(·, 0)〈(∇e

x1
φ)2〉+ 2∇e,e

x1,x1
G〈φ0∇e

x1
φ〉+R1(x1)

〈φ0∇e
x1
φ(‖ũx1‖2 + ‖ũx1+e‖2)〉 = ∇e

x1
G(·, 0)

(
〈‖ũx1‖2〉+ 〈‖ũx1+e‖2〉

)
+R2(x1)

(54)

with Ri(x1) satisfying, for i = 1, 2,

|Ri(x1)| ≤ CT 3 + CT 1−ε log2(1 + |x1|)
1 + |x1|

. (55)

Using again Lemmas 5.1 and 5.2 with n = 0 and the residual O(N − 1) symmetry in
the directions orthogonal to the magnetic field, in (54) we can rewrite

〈(∇e
x1
φ)2〉 = ∇e,e

x1,x1
G+O(T 1−ε),

〈φ0∇e
x1
φ〉 = ∇e

x1
G(0, ·) +R3(x1),

〈‖ũx1‖2〉 = 〈‖ũx1+e‖2〉 = (N − 2)G(0, 0) +O(T 1−ε),

(56)
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with R3(x1) bounded as in (55). Plugging (56) in (54), and then the resulting ex-
pressions in (53), we find that, thanks to (79) and (81), the contributions from the
terms involving the error terms Ri(x1) and O(T 1−ε) to the second line of (53) can all
bounded by CT 2−ε, for any ε > 0 and some C > 0 depending on ε, but independent
of T . Therefore, we have

〈φ2
0〉 = G(0, 0) +O(T 2−ε)

+ T
∑
x1,e

∇e
x1
GT 2

(0, ·)
(1

2
∇e
x1
G(·, 0)∇e,e

x1,x1
G+ (N − 2)∇e

x1
G(·, 0)G(0, 0)

)
.

(57)

Finally, noting that, for any ε > 0,
∣∣∇e

x1
GT 2

(0, ·) − ∇e
x1
G(0, ·)

∣∣ ≤ CT 2−2 1+ε
d−1 1

(1+|x1|)1+ε

(which follows from the second bound in Theorem C.1 and from the use of Lemma
C.3 with m = T 2, γ = d − 1 and γ′ = 1 + ε), we can remove the mass T 2 from the
massive propagator up to an additional error of order O(T 2+ d−3

d−1
− 2ε
d−1 ). In conclusion,

for any ε > 0,

〈SN0 〉 = 1− T

2
(N − 1)G(0, 0) +

T 2

8
(N − 1)(3N − 5)G(0, 0)2

− T 2

2
(N − 1)

∑
x1,e

(
∇e
x1
G(0, ·)

)2
(1

2
∇e,e
x1,x1

G+ (N − 2)G(0, 0)
)

+O(T 3−ε),

which concludes the proof of Corollary 1.4.

In the incoming subsections we will apply the same ideas used here in order to
compute at a generic order in the low temperature expansion the correlation functions
of the model. More precisely, we will inductively prove that, for any p ∈ P, p̃ ∈ P̃,
n ≥ 0, ε > 0,

〈φpũp̃〉 = 〈φpũp̃〉(n) +O(T n+1−ε), (58)
where 〈 〉(n) was defined in Definition 3.1. In view of Lemma 4.4, (58) implies our
main result, Theorem 1.3, with an explicit bound on the remainder and an explicit
procedure for computing the coefficients ai.

6.2. Inductive hypotheses.

Definition 6.1 (Inductive hypotheses HM,K). We say that HM,K holds if for any
0 < ε < 1, and any integer α > M , the two following hold:
H1
M,K : There exists C = C(ε,K,M) such that: for any integer 0 ≤ n ≤ M , p : Zd →

Z+ even, p̃ : Zd × [N − 2] even with ‖p̃‖1+‖p‖1
2

≤ K,∣∣〈φpũp̃〉 − 〈φpũp̃〉(n)
∣∣ ≤ CT n+1−ε. (59)

H2
M,K : There exists C ′ = C ′(ε,K,M, α) and cK such that: for any integer 0 ≤ n ≤M ,

even p̃ : Zd × [N − 2] → Z+, odd p : Zd → Z+, and odd q : Ed → Z+ with
‖p̃‖1+‖p‖1+‖q‖1

2
≤ K,∣∣〈φpũp̃(∇φ)q〉 − 〈φpũp̃(∇φ)q〉(n)

∣∣ ≤
≤ C ′Tα + C ′T n+1−ε

∑
x∈suppp

∑
y∈suppq

log2+n(1 + |x− y|)
1 + |x− y|

. (60)

We say that HM,∞ holds if HM,K holds for every K ≥ 0, and that H∞,K holds if HM,K

holds for every M ≥ 0.
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Remark 6.1. By linearity, HM,K implies a control over polynomials in ũ, φ,∇φ. The
constants in the error terms depend then on the coefficients of the polynomial.

Remark 6.2. We automatically have the validity of H∞,0.

To lighten notation, we will not recall the domain and image of p, q, p̃. The main
result of this section is

Theorem 6.1. HM,K holds for any M,K ≥ 0.

The proof of Theorem 6.1 will occupy the remainder of this section. Note that
what we are in fact only interested in is the validity of H1

M,K . H2
M,K is only needed

for technical reasons (which will be highlighted when proving the induction step for
H1
M,K).

6.3. Initiating the procedure.

Lemma 6.2. Suppose H0,K holds. Then, H0,K+1 holds.

Proof. Suppose H0,K holds. Let 0 < ε < 1, α > 0. We prove H2
0,K+1 and then H1

0,K+1.

H2
0,K+1 part. Let p be odd, q = 1(x0,e0)+q̃ with q̃ even, and p̃ even with ‖p̃‖1+‖p‖1+‖q‖1

2
≤

K + 1. Using Lemma 5.2 with n = 0, one obtains∣∣〈φp(∇φ)qũp̃〉 −
∑

y∈suppp∪suppq̃

∇e0
x0
G(·, y)〈∂y(φp(∇φ)q̃)ũp̃〉

∣∣ ≤
≤ CTα + CT 1−ε

∑
x∈suppp

∑
y∈suppq

log2(1 + |x− y|)
1 + |x− y|

for some C = C(ε, α,K + 1). We can then use H1
0,K to obtain

|〈(∇φ)q̃∂yφ
pũp̃〉 − 〈(∇φ)q̃∂yφ

pũp̃〉(0)| ≤ C ′T 1−ε

for some C ′ = C ′(ε,K). So,∣∣ ∑
y∈suppp

∇e0
x0
G(·, y)

(
〈(∇φ)q̃∂yφ

pũp̃〉 − 〈(∇φ)q̃∂yφ
pũp̃〉(0)

)∣∣ ≤
≤ C ′T 1−ε

∑
y∈suppp

c

(1 + |x0 − y|)d−1
,

where we used the decay of ∇e
x0
G(·, y), see the second inequality in Theorem C.1.

Now, ∑
y

∇e0
x0
G(·, y)〈φp∂y(∇φ)q̃ũp̃〉 =

∑
z,e

q̃z,e∇e0,e
x0,z

G〈φp(∇φ)q̃−1(z,e)ũp̃〉.

We can then useH2
0,K , the uniform boundedness of |∇e0,e

x0,z
G|, and the previous estimates

to obtain

|〈φp(∇φ)qũp̃〉 −
∑

y∈suppp∪suppq̃

∇e0
x0
G(·, y)〈∂y(φp(∇φ)q̃)ũp̃〉(0)| ≤

≤ C ′′Tα + C ′′T 1−ε
∑

x∈suppp

∑
y∈suppq

log2(1 + |x− y|)
1 + |x− y|

,



22 ALESSANDRO GIULIANI AND SÉBASTIEN OTT

with C ′′ = C ′′(ε, α,K + 1). Finally, using the extraction property (32),

〈φp(∇φ)qũp̃〉(0) = Φ(φp(∇φ)q)〈ũp̃〉(0)

=
∑
y

∇e0
x0
G(·, y)Φ

(
∂y(φ

p(∇φ)q̃)
)
〈ũp̃〉(0)

=
∑
y

∇e0
x0
G(·, y)〈∂y(φp(∇φ)q̃)ũp̃〉(0)

where we used Gaussian integration by part in the second line. This concludes the
proof of H2

0,K+1.

H1
0,K+1 part. Start with the case p 6= 0. Then, p = 1x0 + p′ with p′ odd. Using

Lemma 5.1 with n = 0,∣∣〈φpũp̃〉 −∑
y

G(x0, y)〈∂yφp
′
ũp̃〉
∣∣ ≤ CT 1−ε

with C = C(ε,K + 1). Using then H1
0,K and the extraction property (32) as be-

fore, one obtains the wanted claim. It remains to treat the p = 0 case. In that
case, there exists k ∈ {1, · · · , N − 2} such that p̃k is non-zero (and even). Denote
p̄ = (p̃1, . . . , p̃k−1, 0, p̃k+1, . . . , p̃N−2). Using the residual O(N − 1) symmetry in the
directions {1, . . . , N − 1}, eq.(30), we get

〈ũp̃〉 = β‖p̃
k‖/2〈

∏
x

(√
1− T‖ũx‖2 sin

(√
Tφx

))p̃kx
ũp̄〉. (61)

Now, we apply Lemma 4.4 with n = ‖p̃k‖/2 to the right hand side, thus getting

〈ũp̃〉 = 〈φp̃k ũp̄〉+R1(p̃),

with |R1(p̃)| ≤ CT , C = C(K + 1). The rest is the same as in the p 6= 0 case. This
conclude the proof of H1

0,K+1. �

Remark 6.3. From Lemma 6.2 and the validity of H0,0, one obtains the validity of
H0,∞.

6.4. Induction step. To keep notation readable, we introduce the shorthands

fi ≡ (∇ei
xi
φ)2ri+2, gi ≡ G

p′i
xi,ei , fA =

∏
i∈A

fi, gA =
∏
i∈A

gi.

We will use a simple identity on connected correlation of Gaussian:

Claim 1. For any F monomial in φ of odd degree,

Φ(φzF ; f1; · · · ; fk) =
∑
y

G(z, y)Φ(∂yF ; f1; · · · ; fk)+

+
k∑
i=1

(2ri + 2)∇ei
xi
G(z, ·)Φ

(
F (∇ei

xi
φ)2ri+1; f1; · · · ; fi−1; fi+1; · · · ; fk

)
. (62)

Proof. It is a simple consequence of the sum-over-partitions formula (25) for cumulants
and of Gaussian integration by part. Letting A0 be the element of π ∈ P({0, 1, . . . , k})
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containing 0, we have

Φ(φzF ; f1; · · · ; fk) =
∑

π∈P({0,··· ,k})

(|π| − 1)!(−1)|π|−1
( ∏
B∈π,0/∈B

Φ(fB)
)

Φ(φzFfA0\0)

=
∑
π∈Pk

(|π| − 1)!(−1)|π|−1
∑
A∈π

( ∏
B∈π,B 6=A

Φ(fB)
)[

Φ(φzFfA)− Φ(φzF )Φ(fA)
]
.

Integrating by parts φz in the two terms in brackets gives

Φ(φzF ; f1; · · · ; fk) =
∑
π∈Pk

(|π| − 1)!(−1)|π|−1
∑
A∈π

( ∏
B∈π,B 6=A

Φ(fB)
)
·

·
[∑
i∈A

(2ri + 2)Φ(φz∇ei
xi
φ)Φ

(
F (∇ei

xi
φ)2ri+1fA\i

)
+
∑
y

G(z, y)Φ(∂yF ; fA)
]

=
k∑
i=1

(2ri + 2)Φ(φz∇ei
xi
φ)Φ

(
F (∇ei

xi
φ)2ri+1; f1; · · · ; fi−1; fi+1; · · · ; fk

)
+

+
∑
y

G(z, y)Φ(∂yF ; f1; · · · ; fk),

as desired. �

Lemma 6.3. Suppose HM+1,K and HM,∞ hold. Then, HM+1,K+1 holds.

Proof. Let ε > 0, α > M + 1. We only have to consider n = M + 1. We again treat
first H2

M+1,K+1 and then prove H1
M+1,K+1.

H2
M+1,K+1 part. As q is odd, there exist x0 ∈ Zd, e0 ∈ B+ such that q = 1(x0,e0) + q̃

with q̃ even. Then, by Lemma 5.2,∣∣∣〈∇e0
x0
φφp(∇φ)q̃ũp̃〉 −

∑
y

∇e0
x0
G(·, y)〈∂y(φp(∇φ)q̃)ũp̃〉

−
M+1∑
k=1

T k
∑
x1,e1

∇e0,e1
x0,x1

Gm
∑

r1+p′1=k

c′r1〈(∇
e1
x1
φ)2r1+1φp(∇φ)q̃ũp̃g1〉

∣∣∣ ≤
≤ CTα + CTM+2−ε

∑
x∈suppp

∑
y∈suppq

log2(1 + |x− y|)
1 + |x− y|

, (63)

with C = C(ε, α,K+1,M+1), and m = e−(log T )2 . We can then use H1
M+1,K to obtain∣∣〈(∇φ)q̃∂yφ

pũp̃〉 − 〈(∇φ)q̃∂yφ
pũp̃〉(M+1)

∣∣ ≤ C ′TM+2−ε,

with C ′ = C ′(ε,K,M + 1). So, using the decay of |∇e0
x0
G(·, y)| (see the second bound

of Theorem C.1),∣∣∣∑
y

∇e0
x0
G(·, y)

[
〈(∇φ)q̃∂yφ

pũp̃〉−〈(∇φ)q̃∂yφ
pũp̃〉(M+1)

]∣∣∣ ≤ C ′TM+2−ε
∑

y∈suppp

cd
(1 + |x0 − y|)d−1

with cd depending only on d. Next,∑
y

∇e0
x0
G(·, y)〈φp∂y(∇φ)q̃ũp̃〉 =

∑
z,e

q̃z,e∇e0,e
x0,z

G〈φp(∇φ)q̃−1(z,e)ũp̃〉.
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So, by the uniform boundedness of |∇e0,e
x0,z

G|, and H2
M+1,K ,∣∣∣∑

y

∇e0
x0
G(·, y)

[
〈φp∂y(∇φ)q̃ũp̃〉 − 〈φp∂y(∇φ)q̃ũp̃〉(M+1)

]∣∣∣ ≤
≤ C ′′Tα + C ′′TM+2−ε

∑
y∈suppq̃

∑
x∈suppp

logM+3(1 + |x− y|)
1 + |x− y|

with C ′′ = C ′′(ε, α,K+1,M+1). Finally, usingH2
M,∞, there exists C ′′′ = C ′′′(ε, α,K+

1,M + 1) such that for 1 ≤ k ≤M ,∣∣〈(∇e1
x1
φ)2r1+1φp(∇φ)q̃ũp̃g1〉 − 〈(∇e1

x1
φ)2r1+1φp(∇φ)q̃ũp̃g1〉(M+1−k)

∣∣ ≤
≤ C ′′′Tα + C ′′′TM+2−k−ε

∑
x∈suppp

∑
y∈suppq̃∪{x1}

logM+3−k(1 + |x− y|)
1 + |x− y|

.

Plugging all the estimates in (63), using triangular inequality, and using Theorem C.2,
more precisely (80) and (82), we obtain∣∣∣〈∇e0

x0
φφp(∇φ)q̃ũp̃〉 −

∑
y

∇e0
x0
G(·, y)〈∂y(φp(∇φ)q̃)ũp̃〉(M+1)

−
M+1∑
k=1

T k
∑
x1,e1

∇e0,e1
x0,x1

Gm
∑

r1+p′1=k

c′r1〈(∇
e1
x1
φ)2r1+1φp(∇φ)q̃ũp̃g1〉(M+1−k)

∣∣∣ ≤
≤ C̃Tα + C̃TM+2−ε(log T )2

∑
x∈suppp

∑
y∈suppq

logM+3(1 + |x− y|)
1 + |x− y|

,

(64)

with C̃ = C̃(ε, α,K + 1,M + 1). If we now use the bound

|∇e0,e1
x0,x1

G−∇e0,e1
x0,x1

Gm| ≤ Cm1/(2d)(1 + |x1 − x0|)−d+1/2

following from Theorems C.2 and C.1 and Lemma C.3, the bound

|〈(∇e1
x1
φ)2r1+1φp(∇φ)q̃ũp̃g1〉(M+1−k)| ≤

∑
y∈suppp ∪ suppq̃

(1 + |x1 − y|)−d+1+ε

following from Lemma 3.2, and the summability result of Lemma C.4, we see that in
the second line of (64) we can replace the massive propagator ∇e0,e1

x0,x1
Gm by ∇e0,e1

x0,x1
G up

to an error term ≤ CTm1/(2d), which can be re-absorbed in C̃Tα up to a redefinition
of C̃. It remains to prove that

∑
y

∇e0
x0
G(·, y)〈∂y(φp(∇φ)q̃)ũp̃〉(M+1) +

M+1∑
k=1

T k
∑
x1,e1

∇e0,e1
x0,x1

G ·

·
∑

r1+p′1=k

c′r1〈(∇
e1
x1
φ)2r1+1φp(∇φ)q̃ũp̃g1〉(M+1−k) ≡ 〈∇e0

x0
φφp(∇φ)q̃ũp̃〉(M+1). (65)
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Setting F = φp(∇φ)q̃, we can now use the extraction formula (32) to obtain:

〈∂yFũp̃〉(M+1) = Φ(∂yF )〈ũp̃〉(M+1)+

+
M+1∑
k=1

1

k!

M+1∑
s=k

T s
∑

s1,··· ,sk≥1∑
sl=s

∑
x1,··· ,xk
e1,··· ,ek

∑
r1,p′1,··· ,rk,p′k≥0

p′l+rl=sl

( k∏
l=1

crl
)
Φ
(
∂yF ; f1; · · · ; fk

)
〈ũp̃

k∏
l=1

gl〉(M+1−s),

where cr = (−1)r+1

(2r+2)!
= 1

2r+2
c′r. Similarly, renaming k as s1 in the second line of (65), for

s1 = 1, · · ·M + 1,

〈(∇e1
x1
φ)2r1+1Fũp̃g1〉(M+1−s1) = Φ

(
(∇e1

x1
φ)2r1+1F

)
〈ũp̃g1〉(M+1−s1)

+ 1M+1>s1

M+1−s1∑
k=1

1

k!

M+1−s1∑
s=k

T s
∑

s2,··· ,sk+1≥1∑
sl=s

∑
x2,··· ,xk+1
e2,··· ,ek+1

∑
r2,p′2,··· ,rk+1,p

′
k+1≥0

p′l+rl=sl

·

·
( k+1∏
l=2

crl
)
Φ
(
(∇e1

x1
φ)2r1+1F ; f2; · · · ; fk+1

)
〈ũp̃

k+1∏
l=1

gl〉(M+1−s1−s).

Plugging these in the L.H.S. of (65), and using the integration by parts formula for
the Gaussian measure Φ, one obtains

Φ(∇e0
x0
φF )〈ũp̃〉(M+1) +

M+1∑
k=1

1

k!

M+1∑
s=k

T s
∑

s1,··· ,sk≥1∑
sl=s

∑
x1,··· ,xk
e1,··· ,ek

∑
r1,p′1,··· ,rk,p′k≥0

p′l+rl=sl

( k∏
l=1

crl
)
×

×
∑
y

∇e0
x0
G(·, y)Φ

(
∂yF ; f1; · · · ; fk

)
〈ũp̃

k∏
l=1

gl〉(M+1−s)

+
M+1∑
s1=1

T s1
∑
x1,e1

∑
r1+p′1=s1

cr1(2r1 + 2)∇e0,e1
x0,x1

GΦ
(
(∇e1

x1
φ)2r1+1F

)
〈ũp̃g1〉(M+1−s1)

+
M+1∑
k=2

1

k!

M+1∑
s=k

T s
∑

s1,··· ,sk≥1∑
sl=s

∑
x1,··· ,xk
e1,··· ,ek

∑
r1,p′1,··· ,rk,p′k≥0

p′l+rl=sl

k∑
i=1

(2ri + 2)×

×
( k∏
l=1

crl
)
∇e0,ei
x0,xi

GΦ
(
(∇ei

xi
φ)2ri+1F ; f1; · · · ; fi−1; fi+1; · · · ; fk

)
〈ũp̃

k∏
l=1

gl〉(M+1−s),
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where we symmetrized the role of index 1 in the last line. Re-grouping the terms with
the same values of k, s, we can rewrite this as

Φ(∇e0
x0
φF )〈ũp̃〉(M+1) +

M+1∑
k=1

1

k!

M+1∑
s=k

T s
∑

s1,··· ,sk≥1∑
sl=s

∑
x1,··· ,xk
e1,··· ,ek

∑
r1,p′1,··· ,rk,p′k≥0

p′l+rl=sl

〈ũp̃
k∏
l=1

gl〉(M+1−s)×

×
( k∏
l=1

crl
)[ k∑

i=1

(2ri + 2)∇e0,ei
x0,xi

GΦ
(
(∇ei

xi
φ)2ri+1F ; f1; · · · ; fi−1; fi+1; · · · ; fk

)
+

+
∑
y

∇e0
x0
G(·, y)Φ

(
∂yF ; f1; · · · ; fk

)]
.

But now, it follows from (62) that the term in brackets is simply Φ
(
∇e0
x0
φF ; f1; · · · ; fk

)
,

which implies (65) (by another look at the extraction formula (32)).

H1
M+1,K+1 part. We first consider p 6= 0. We can then write p = 1x0 + p̄ with p̄ odd,

x0 ∈ Zd. Using Lemma 5.1 with γ = 2(d− 1)(M + 1), we have∣∣∣〈φpũp̃〉 −∑
y

G(x0, y)〈∂yφp̄ũp̃〉

−
M+1∑
k=1

T k
∑
x1,e1

∇e1
x1
Gmγ (x0, ·)

∑
r1+p′1=k

c′r1〈(∇
e1
x1
φ)2r1+1φp̄ũp̃g1〉

∣∣∣ ≤ CTM+2−ε

with C = C(K + 1,M + 1, ε), and mγ = T γ = T 2(d−1)(M+1). We can then use H2
M,∞

to obtain that for k = 1, · · · , n,∣∣〈(∇e1
x1
φ)2r1+1φp̄ũp̃g1〉 − 〈(∇e1

x1
φ)2r1+1φp̄ũp̃g1〉(M+1−k)

∣∣ ≤
≤ C ′T γ+M+1 + TM+2−k−ε/2C ′

∑
y∈suppp̄

logM+3−k(1 + |y − x1|)
1 + |y − x1|

,

with C ′ = C ′(K + 1,M + 1, ε), and use H1
M+1,K to obtain∣∣〈∂yφp̄ũp̃〉 − 〈∂yφp̄ũp̃〉(M+1)

∣∣ ≤ C ′′TM+2−ε,

with C ′′ = C ′′(K + 1,M + 1, ε). Using these and (79), (81), we get∣∣∣〈φpũp̃〉 −∑
y

G(x0, y)〈∂yφp̄ũp̃〉(M+1)

−
M+1∑
k=1

T k
∑
x1,e1

∇e1
x1
Gmγ (x0, ·)

∑
r1+p′1=k

c′r1〈(∇
e1
x1
φ)2r1+1φp̄ũp̃g1〉(M+1−k)

∣∣∣ ≤ C ′′′TM+2−ε,

with C ′′′ = C ′′′(K + 1,M + 1, ε). We can then use the decay

|〈(∇e1
x1
φ)2r1+1φp̄ũp̃g1〉(M+1−k)| ≤

∑
y∈suppp̄

c

(1 + |x1 − y|)d−5/4

from Lemma 3.2, combined with

|∇e1
x1
Gmγ (x0, ·)−∇e1

x1
G(x0, ·)| ≤ cm1/(2d−2)

γ (1 + |x0 − x1|)−d+3/2
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(which follows from (78), the decay bound of Theorem C.1, and Lemma C.3), and with
Lemma C.4, to replace the massive propagator ∇e1

x1
Gmγ by its non-massive version,

∇e1
x1
G, up to an error smaller than c′Tm1/(2d−2)

γ = c′TM+2. The equality∑
y

G(x0, y)〈∂yφp̄ũp̃〉(M+1)

+
M+1∑
k=1

T k
∑
x1,e1

∇e1
x1
G(x0, ·)

∑
r1+p′1=k

c′r1〈(∇
e1
x1
φ)2r1+1φp̄ũp̃g1〉(M+1−k) ≡ 〈φpũp̃〉(M+1)

follows exactly as in the proof of H2
M+1,K+1, and concludes the proof of H1

K+1,M+1

when p 6= 0. We now turn to the p = 0 case. Without loss of generality, we can
assume that p̃1 is non-zero and even. Let q̃kx = p̃kx for k = 2, · · · , N − 2 and q̃1

x = 0.
We then use the remaining O(N − 1) symmetry through (18) to obtain

〈ũp̃〉 = 〈(ũ1)p̃
1

ũq̃〉 = β‖p̃
1‖/2〈

∏
x

(√
1− T‖ũx‖2 sin

(√
Tφx

))p̃1
xũq̃〉.

We now apply Lemma 4.4: letting φp̃1
(1 +

∑
s≥1 T

s
∑

n,ñ a
n,ñ
p̃1,sφ

nũñ) be the formal low

temperature expansion of β‖p̃1‖/2∏
x

(√
1− T‖ũx‖2 sin

(√
Tφx

))p̃1
x

obtained via the
first two of (45) (cf. with (46)), where the sum over n, ñ runs over even tuples in
P, P̃, and the coefficients an,ñp̃1,s are non zero only if ‖n‖1 + ‖ñ‖1 = 2s, we obtain∣∣∣〈ũp̃〉 − 〈φp̃1

ũq̃〉 −
M+1∑
s=1

T s
∑
n,ñ

an,ñp̃1,s〈φ
n+p̃1

ũñ+q̃〉
∣∣∣ ≤ CTM+2,

with C = C(K,M). The claim then reduces to the p 6= 0 case and to H1
M,∞. This

concludes the proof of the validity of H1
M+1,K+1 and therefore of the Lemma. �

From Lemma 6.3, the validity of H1,0 (see Remark 6.2) and of H0,∞ (see Remark
6.3), the conclusion of Theorem 6.1 follows. In particular, this implies that (58) holds,
for any n ≥ 0 and ε > 0, and, as remarked after (58), this also implies our main result,
Theorem 1.3.

6.5. Proof of Corollary 1.5.

Proof. It is sufficient to check convergence for finite degree polynomials in
√
β(S1, S2,

. . . , SN−1), as they are dense in the continuous local functions; and, by linearity, we
can further reduce to finite degree monomials. Therefore, using the change of variables
from S to (φ, ũ), one needs to control

〈
∏
x

((√
β
√

1− T‖ũx‖2 sin
(√

Tφx
))αN−1

x

N−2∏
k=1

ũα
k
x
x

)
〉,

for some α1, . . . , αN−1 : Zd → Z+ of finite support. By Lemma 4.4, this is equal to
〈
∏

x

(
φα

N−1
x
x

∏N−2
k=1 ũ

αkx
x

)
〉+O(T ). By Theorem 6.1 this is, in turn, equal to

〈
∏
x

(
φα

N−1
x
x

N−2∏
k=1

ũα
k
x
x

)
〉(0) +O(T 1−ε) = Φ(φα

N−1

)〈
∏
x

N−2∏
k=1

ũα
k
x
x 〉(0) +O(T 1−ε),

for any ε > 0. Using the residual O(N −1) symmetry (18) and iterating (N −2) times
gives the result. �
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Appendix A. Proof of Proposition 1.2

Recall that
ψ(v) ≡ ψβ(v) = lim

L→∞

1

|ΛL|
logZL;β

(
e
∑
x∈ΛL

v·Sx).
By O(N) invariance, ψ(Rv) = ψ(v) for any matrix R ∈ O(N); moreover, if ψ is
differentiable at hs, for some h > 0 and s ∈ SN−1, then ψ is differentiable at hs′,
for any s′ ∈ SN−1. Recall also that v 7→ ψ(v) is a convex function from RN to R.
Therefore, ψ is differentiable almost everywhere. Define

D∗ = {h ∈ [0,∞) : ψ is differentiable at hs, ∀s ∈ SN−1},
which is (at least) dense in [0,∞). For h ∈ D∗, let JhêN : RN → R denote the derivative
(gradient) of ψ at hêN . Since ψ is the limit of a sequence of convex differentiable
functions, one has that for every s ∈ SN−1,

JhêN (s) = lim
L→∞

1

|ΛL|
ZL;β

(∑
x∈ΛL

Sx · seh
∑
x∈ΛL

SNx
)

ZL;β

(
eh

∑
x∈ΛL

SNx
) = lim

L→∞
〈S0 · s〉L;β,h.

In particular, by the residual O(N − 1) symmetry in the directions orthogonal to êN ,

JhêN (êk) = 0, 1 ≤ k < N.

A simple consequence of this fact is that, if we define m∗ := JhêN (êN), then, for any
translation invariant Gibbs measure ν of the spin O(N) model at inverse temperature
β and magnetic field heN ,

ν(S0 · s) = sNm∗. (66)
The proof is a classical fact, which follows from differentiability of ψ, see e.g. [5, Proof
of Theorem 2.5] for the proof of a similar fact. A slightly more subtle consequence is
that

ν(|Mn − ν(S0)|) n→∞−−−→ 0, (67)
where Mn = 1

(2n+1)d

∑
x∈{−n,...,n}d Sx. To prove this, we use the ergodic decomposition

of ν: there exists a probability measure Pν on the space of ergodic Gibbs measures
such that ν(f) =

∫
dPν(η)η(f) for every ν-integrable f (see [13, Theorem 14.10]).

Moreover, by the ergodic theorem, for any η ergodic, limn→∞ η(|Mn − η(S0)|) = 0
(see [13, Appendix 14.A]). Now, any η ergodic is in particular translation invariant,
therefore, by (66), η(S0) = (0, . . . , 0,m∗) = ν(S0). So, one has the pointwise conver-
gence limn→∞ η(|Mn − ν(S0)|) = 0. To conclude, by Vitali’s dominated convergence
theorem one has

lim
n→∞

ν(|Mn − ν(S0)|) = lim
n→∞

∫
dPν(η)η(|Mn − ν(S0)|) = 0.
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Given (67), the proof of eqs.(5)-(6) follows [11]. Let h ∈ D∗, and let f : Zd → RN

be a finitely supported function. Then, set Cf =
∑

x f(x) ∈ RN , and fn(x) = f(x)−
1

(2n+1)d
Cf1x∈{−n,...,n}d . Since

∑
x fn(x) = 0, one can apply (3) and take L → ∞ to

obtain
〈e

∑
x Sx·fn(x)〉h ≤ e

1
2β

(fn,Gfn).

Now, as in [11, Corollary 2.5], (fn, Gfn)→ (f,Gf) as n→∞ (using the decay of the
Green function in d ≥ 3). To conclude, observe that

∑
x Sx·fn(x) =

∑
x(Sx−Mn)·f(x).

Then, for every integer p ≥ 1,∣∣〈(∑
x

Sx · fn(x)
)p〉h − 〈(∑

x

(Sx − 〈S0〉h) · f(x)
)p〉h∣∣ =

=
∣∣ p∑
k=1

(
p

k

)
〈
(∑

x

(Sx − 〈S0〉h) · f(x)
)p−k(

(〈S0〉h −Mn) · Cf
)k〉h∣∣

≤
p∑

k=1

(
p

k

)
(2cf )

p−k(2|Cf |)k−1|Cf |〈|〈S0〉h −Mn|〉h

where cf =
∑

x |f(x)|. Now, (67) implies that the last line converges to 0 as n→∞;
therefore, the convergence 〈e

∑
x Sx·fn(x)〉h → 〈e

∑
x(Sx−〈S0〉h)·f(x)〉h as n → ∞ follows.

The bound (6) follows from (5) as in [11] (choose f(x) = εδx,0êi), expand in ε at
second order, and sum over i = 1, . . . , N , recalling that

∑N
i=1(Si0)2 = 1).

Appendix B. Upper bounds on correlation functions

This appendix contains the proof of Lemma 5.3. We first derive a bound on the two
point function. The log can be removed when d ≥ 4 as is clear from the proof.

Lemma B.1. For any d ≥ 3, there exists c ≥ 0 such that for any distinct x, y ∈ Zd,
and any k = 1, · · · , N ,

〈Skx ;Sky 〉 ≤
c

β

log(n)

n
(68)

where n = ‖x− y‖∞.

Proof. By translation invariance, we can reduce to the case y = 0. Then, by symmetry,
one can assume ‖x‖∞ = x1. Furthermore, using reflection positivity, one has

|〈f0fx〉| = |〈f0Θfx⊥〉| ≤ 〈f0fx‖〉1/2〈fx⊥fx〉1/2,

where Θ is the reflection through the hyperplane {y : y1 = x1/2}, fx = Skx , 1 ≤ k < N
or fx = SNx − 〈SN0 〉, and x = x‖+ x⊥, x‖ = (x · e1) e1. Since, by translation invariance,
〈fx⊥fx〉 = 〈f0fx‖〉, the general claim is implied by its restriction to x = ne1.

First treat k 6= N . By symmetry, it is sufficient to prove the result for k = 1. Set
g(x) = ze11x∈{0,...,ne1}. Use then (5) for this g. Expand both sides of the inequality,
simplify the constant term, divide by z2 and take z ↘ 0 to obtain

n∑
k,l=0

〈S1
ke1
S1
le1
〉 ≤ 1

β

n∑
k,l=0

G(ke1, le1),

where G(ke1, le1) ≤ c/(1 + |k − l|)d−2. We can then use the standard fact (following
from reflection positivity, see [17] or [15]) that 〈f0fne1〉 in monotonic in n (for the same
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fs as before) to obtain

n2〈S1
0S

1
ne1
〉 ≤ c

β
n

n∑
k=0

(1 + k)2−d ≤ c

β
n log(n).

The proof for k = N follows exactly the same path but the truncature becomes non-
trivial. �

Proof of Lemma 5.3. To simplify notations, we conduct the proof with infinite volume
notation. What we are really doing is to work in finite volume with h > 0 and
take limits afterwards. We will use several times that if one conditions on everything
but the sign field of φ, the latter is distributed according to a ferromagnetic Ising
model, denoted σ in what follows, and is therefore coupled to a Random Cluster (RC)
model [8]. We denote 〈·〉′ the conditional measure of the sign field σ, and Φ′ the
associated Random Cluster measure. We first prove the intermediate bound: there
exist C <∞, c > 0 such that for any x, y ∈ Zd and T > 0,

〈φxφy〉 ≤
C log(1 + |x− y|)

1 + |x− y|
+ Ce−cβ. (69)

Indeed, introducing the event B = {|θx| ≤ π
2
} ∩ {|θy| ≤ π

2
} ∩ {‖ux‖ ≤

√
3

2
} ∩ {‖uy‖ ≤√

3
2
}, one has (using the fact that, on B, 1

ρxρy
≤ 4, and |θxθy |

| sin θx sin θy | ≤ π2/4)

0 ≤ 〈φxφy〉 = β〈1B|θxθy|〈σxσy〉′〉+ β〈1Bc |θxθy|〈σxσy〉′〉
≤ π2β〈1Bρxρy| sin θx sin θy|〈σxσy〉′〉+ π2βµ(Bc)

≤ π2β
(
〈SN−1

x SN−1
y 〉+ βµ(Bc)

)
To conclude, apply Lemma B.1 and observe that

µ(Bc) ≤ 2µ(|θ0| > π/2) + 2µ(‖u0‖ >
√

3/2) ≤ Ce−cβ

by a union bound and an application of eqs.(37)-(38). Before we turn to the proof of
our main claim, let us also observe the following: define

C̃K = sup
0<T<T0

sup
p,p′,F

‖p‖1+p′≤K

〈|φpF|〉 (70)

where the second sup is over p : Zd → Z+, p′ ∈ Z+ and F monomial in ũkx with degree
at most 2p′. By Theorem 4.3 and Hölder’s inequality, C̃K <∞.

Let us now turn to the proof of (47). Let A = {x : px is odd} and B = {x :
qx is odd}. Note that, since

∑
x px and

∑
x qx are odd, |A| and |B| are odd as well.

Using the RC representation of the Ising model associated with the σ variables dis-
cussed above, one has

|〈Fφpφq〉| ≤ 〈|Fφpφq|〈σAσB〉′〉 (71)
Let now ED be the percolation event “each cluster contains an even (possibly 0) number
of sites of D”. Since |A| and |B| are odd, EA∪B implies the existence of x ∈ A, y ∈ B
such that x and y are in the same connected component, denoted x↔ y. One has

〈σAσB〉′ = Φ′(EA∪B) ≤
∑
x∈A

∑
y∈B

Φ′(x↔ y) =
∑
x∈A

∑
y∈B

〈σxσy〉′.

Plugging this bound in (71), one obtains

|〈Fφpφq〉| ≤
∑
x∈A

∑
y∈B

〈|Fφp−δxφq−δy |φxφy〉. (72)
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We then partition on whether |Fφp−δxφq−δy | ≤ βε or not, and use Cauchy-Schwartz to
obtain

〈|Fφp−δxφq−δy |φxφy〉 ≤ βε〈φxφy〉+ 〈|Fφpφq|2〉1/2µ(|Fφp−δxφq−δy | > βε)1/2 (73)

≤ βε〈φxφy〉+ (C̃2K0)1/2
(C̃K0d2α/εe

β2α

)1/2

(74)

where we used the definition (70), we let K0 = ‖p‖
1
+ ‖q‖

1
+ p′, and in the last line we

used Markov’s inequality. Applying the upper bound on correlation (69) in this last
estimate and plugging the resulting bound in (72) and in (75), we obtain (47). For
(48), letting C ′ =

⋃
(x,e):q′x,e 6=0{x, x+ e}, we expand

(∇φ)q
′
=
∑
C⊂C′

∑
q:C→Z+

‖q‖1≤‖q′‖1

cq′(q)φ
q

for appropriate coefficients cq′(q). We can then write

〈Fφp(∇φ)q
′〉 =

∑
C⊂C′

∑
q:C→Z+

‖q‖1≤‖q′‖1

cq′(q)〈Fφpφq〉. (75)

Now, by symmetry, 〈Fφpφq〉 is 0 if
∑

x∈C qx is even. In particular, defining Cq = {x ∈
C : qx odd}, |Cq| is odd. Then we bound 〈Fφpφq〉 as in eqs.(71) to (73) and, using
(69), we obtain (48), as desired. �

Appendix C. Gaussian estimates

C.1. Correlations and massive correlations. Let us first state and prove the fol-
lowing standard bounds on the massive lattice Green’s function.

Theorem C.1. For d ≥ 3, there exists c = c(d) such that for any m ≥ 0, x ∈ Zd,
e, e′ ∈ B,

0 ≤ Gm
0x ≤

c

(1 + |x|)d−2
, |∇e

xG
m(0, ·)| ≤ c

(1 + |x|)d−1
, |∇e′,e

0,xG
m| ≤ c

(1 + |x|)d
.

Proof. We use the following integral representation of Gm (see, for example, [16]):

Gm(0, x) =

∫ ∞
0

dte−(m2+2d)t

d∏
k=1

Ixk(2t), (76)

where Iν(t) is the modified Bessel function of the first kind. We shall use that Iν(t) ≥ 0,
I−ν(t) = Iν(t), and Iν(t) ≥ Iν+1(t) for ν ∈ Z+, t ∈ R+ [18]. The asymptotic Iν(t) ∼
O((2πt)−1/2et) valid for large real argument makes the integral well defined at m = 0
for any d ≥ 3.

The claim at m = 0 is classical and proven, for example, in [14]. The integral repre-
sentation (76) together with the monotonicity of Iν(t) in ν implies Gm

0x, |∇e
xG

m(0, ·)|,
and |∇e′,e

0,xG
m| when e · e′ = 0 are monotone decreasing in m; therefore, in these cases,

the bound for m = 0 implies the one for m 6= 0. By translation invariance, we are then
left with bounding |∇e′,e

0,xG
m| for e = e′; we can further restrict to e = e1 by symmetry.

Consider first x1 = 0. Then, using (76),

|∇e1,e1

0,x Gm| = 2

∫ ∞
0

dte−(m2+d)t
(
I0(t)− I1(t)

) d∏
k=2

Ixk(t),
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which is again decreasing in m. We then consider x1 ≥ 1 (which will cover all
leftover cases by symmetry). W.l.o.g., we can suppose x2, · · · , xd ≥ 0 and x2 =
max(x2, · · · , xd). We first treat x1 ≥ x2. Using the reflection positivity of the
Gaussian measure Φm, and denoting by Θ the reflection through the hyperplane
{y : y2 = bx1/2c − y1} (which passes through sites of Λ and is tilted by an angle
π/4 w.r.t. the i-th coordinate axis, i > 2)), we find:

|∇e1,e1

0,x Gm| = |Φm(∇e1
0 φ∇e1

x φ)| = |Φm(∇e1
0 φΘ∇−e2

x̄ φ)| ≤
≤ Φm(∇e1

0 φΘ∇e1
0 φ0)1/2Φm(∇−e2

x̄ φΘ∇−e2
x̄ φ)1/2 = Φm(∇e1

0 φ∇−e2
x̃ φ)1/2Φm(∇−e2

x̄ φ∇e1
x φ)1/2

where x̄ = (bx1/2c − x2, bx1/2c − x1, x3, · · · , xd) and x̃ = (bx1/2c, bx1/2c, 0, · · · , 0).
Now, as e · e2 = 0, ‖x̃‖ ≥ cx1 ≥ cd−1/2‖x‖, and ‖x̄ − x‖ ≥ c′x1 ≥ c′d−1/2‖x‖, we can
apply the previously obtained bounds to get the result. The case x2 > x1 is treated
similarly using a reflection through {y : y2 = bx2/2c − y1}. �

We next gather the following estimates on the sum of Gm and of their derivatives,
as well as on the difference between Gm and G0, which are used systematically in the
proof of our main result.

Theorem C.2. There exists c <∞ such that for any 0 < m ≤ 1,
(1) ∑

x∈Zd
Gm(0, x) =

1

m2
(77)

(2) For any x
|Gm(0, x)−G(0, x)| ≤ cm. (78)

(3) for e ∈ B, ∑
x∈Zd
|Φm

(
φ0(φx − φx+e)

)
| ≤ cm−1. (79)

(4) for e, e′ ∈ B,∑
x∈Zd
|Φm

(
(φ0 − φe)(φx − φx+e′)

)
| ≤ c| log(m)|. (80)

(5) For 0 < α < 1, there exists C <∞ such that for any y ∈ Zd,∑
x∈Zd

Gm(0, x)(1 + |x− y|)−α ≤ Cm−2+α,

∑
x∈Zd
|Φm

(
φ0(φx − φx+e)

)
|(1 + |x− y|)−α ≤ Cm−1+α.

(81)

(6) For every k ≥ 0 there exists C <∞ such that for any y ∈ Zd,∑
x∈Zd
|Φm

(
(φ0 − φe′)(φx − φx+e)

)
| logk(1 + |x− y|)

1 + |x− y|
≤ C

logk+1(1 + |y|)
(1 + |y|)

. (82)

Proof. All estimates are proved in [7], except for the last one. More precisely, for (77),
see [7, Prop.A1(a)]; for (78), see [7, Prop.A5]; for (79), see [7, Prop.A1(b)]; for (80),
see [7, Prop.A1(d)]; for (81) see [7, Prop.A1(e)]. We are left with proving (82): using
Theorem C.1, we have the upper bound∑

x∈Zd

c

(1 + |x|)d
logk(1 + |x− y|)

1 + |x− y|
=

∑
x:|x|≤|y|/2

·+
∑

x:|x−y|<|y|/2

·+
∑

x:|x|>|y|/2,|x−y|≥|y|/2

·.
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In the first sum, one has |y|/2 ≤ |x − y| ≤ 3|y|/2, which allows us to bound from
above the first term by C ′ logk(1+|y|)

1+|y|
∑
|x|≤|y|/2(1 + |x|)−d ≤ C logk(1+|y|)

1+|y| log(1 + |y|). In
the same fashion, in the second sum, |x| > |y|/2 so the second term is bounded from
above by C ′ logk(1+|y|)

(1+|y|)d
∑
|x−y|<|y|/2(1 + |x − y|)−1 ≤ C logk(1+|y|)

1+|y| . In the last case, using
Hölder’s inequality, we see that the third sum is bounded from above by

C ′
( ∑
|x|>|y|/2

1

(1 + |x|)d+1

) d
d+1
( ∑
|x−y|≥|y|/2

logk(d+1)(1 + |x− y|)
(1 + |x− y|)d+1

) 1
d+1 ≤ C

logk(1 + |y|)
1 + |y|

.

This proves the claim (C depends on k, d). �

In order to compare massive and massless propagators, we use Theorem C.1 in
combination with eq.(78) and the following Lemma.

Lemma C.3. Suppose fm(x) is such that
• supm≥0 |fm(x)| ≤ C(1 + |x|)−γ,
• |fm(x)− f0(x)| ≤ Cm,

for some C, γ > 0. Then, for any 0 < γ′ < γ, there exists C ′ > 0 such that

|fm(x)− f0(x)| ≤ C ′m1−γ′/γ(1 + |x|)−γ′ . (83)

Proof. One has |fm(x) − f0(x)| ≤ |fm(x) − f0(x)|1−γ′/γ(2 supm≥0 |fm(x)|)γ′/γ. From
this, the two assumptions readily imply (83). �

We conclude this subsection with a simple lemma that we used in many instances.

Lemma C.4. Let a, b > 0 be such that a+ b > d. Then, there exists C = C(a, b) such
that for any u ∈ Zd,∑

x∈Zd
(1 + |x|)−a(1 + |x− u|)−b ≤ C

log(1 + |u|)
(1 + |u|)a+b−d .

Proof. Separate the sum over x into
∑
|x|≤|u|/2 +

∑
|x−u|<|u|/2 +

∑
|x|>|u|/2
|x−u|≥|u|/2

. In the first

sum, one has |x − u| ≥ |u|/2, which allows us to bound from above the first term by
C log(1+|u|)

(1+|u|)a+b−d (the log only appears if a = d). In the same fashion, in the second sum,
|x| > |u|/2 so the second term is bounded from above by C log(1+|u|)

(1+|u|)a−d+b (the log only
appears if b = d). In the last case, one has |x| ≤ |x− u|+ |u| ≤ 3|x− u|. So, the last
sum is bounded from above by C

∑
|x|>|u|/2(1 + |x|)−a−b ≤ C(1 + |u|)d−a−b. �

C.2. Gaussian connected correlations. Let a1, · · · , an ∈ Zd and denote by A =
{a1, · · · , an} the corresponding multi-set, i.e., the collection of the elements a1, . . . , an
counted with their multiplicities, in the case that a given site of Zd appears more than
once in the list. One has the Wick formula

Φ(φA) =
∑

π∈Pairings(A)

∏
{a1,a2}∈π

Φ(φa1φa2), (84)

where φA =
∏

a∈A φa, and Pairings(A) is the set of partitions of A into two-elements
classes. Moreover, from (25) one also has the corresponding formula for connected
correlations: let Ai = {ai1, · · · , aiki}, i = 1, · · · , n, be multi-sets of sites. Then,

Φ(φA1 ; · · · ;φAn) =
∑

π∈Pairingsc(A1,··· ,An)

∏
{a1,a2}∈π

Φ(φa1φa2), (85)
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Figure 1. n = 4, r1 = r2 = r3 = 1, r4 = 2. Left: the “vertices” with the
outgoing half-edges. Right: a possible pairing of the elements with 0, 0′ not
merged.

where Pairingsc(A1, · · · , An) is the subset of Pairings(A1 ∪ · · · ∪ An) consisting of
the pairings π such that the graph with vertex set {A1, · · · , An} and edge set Fπ =
{{Ai, Aj} : ∃ a ∈ Ai, b ∈ Aj such that {a, b} ∈ π} is connected. The same formulas
extend (by linearity) to the case Ai = Avi t Aei with Avi a multi-set of sites and Aei a
multi-set of edges (elements of Ed) and φAi is replaced by φAvi (∇φ)Aei .

Lemma C.5. Let K,n ≥ 0 be integers. Let ε > 0. Then, there exists C = C(n,K, ε)
such that for any p, p′ : Zd → Z+ odd, any q : Ed → Z+ odd, and r1, · · · , rn > 0
integers with ‖p‖

1
+ ‖p′‖

1
+ ‖q‖

1
+
∑n

i=1 2ri ≤ K,∑
x1,··· ,xn∈Zd
e1,··· ,en∈B+

∣∣Φ(φpφp′ ; (∇e1
x1
φ)2r1 ; · · · ; (∇en

xnφ)2rn
)∣∣ ≤ C

∑
x∈suppp

∑
y∈suppp′

1

(1 + |x− y|)d−2−ε ,

(86)
and∑
x1,··· ,xn∈Zd
e1,··· ,en∈B+

∣∣Φ(φp(∇φ)q; (∇e1
x1
φ)2r1 ; · · · ; (∇en

x1
φ)2rn

)∣∣ ≤ C
∑

x∈suppp

∑
y∈suppq

1

(1 + |x− y|)d−1−ε .

(87)

Proof. For n = 0 the summands in the left sides should be interpreted as |Φ(φpφp
′
)| and

|Φ(φp(∇φ)q)|, respectively. In this case, the claim readily follows from C.1 and (84).
We therefore suppose n ≥ 1. As the two claims are proved in exactly the same fashion,
we prove only the first one and leave the adaptations to get the second to the reader.
We will use the identity (85) together with Lemma C.4.

It will useful to use a graphical language: introduce a set of sites {0, 0′, 1, · · · , n}
corresponding to φp, φp′ , (∇e1

x1
φ)2r1 , · · · , (∇en

xnφ)2rn . Edges will be given by the pairings
in (85). See Figure 1 for an illustration with n = 4.

We consider two cases: first, if there is a pairing {x, y} in π such that x ∈ suppp, y ∈
suppp′ , we merge the two vertices 0, 0′ into one, to be denoted 00′ (see Figure 2). In
this case, since all the terms in the connected correlation have even degree, one can
extract (for a given pairing π) two sites u, z ∈ suppp∪ suppp′ , and a path γ : 00′ → 00′

passing through every site in {1, · · · , n}, of length |γ| ≤ K+1 (see Figure 2) such that
the contribution to the total weight of π coming from the pair x, y is Φ(φxφy) while
the contribution coming from γ is

Φ
(
φu∇

eγ1
xγ1
φ
)(M−2∏

k=1

Φ
(
∇eγk
xγk
φ∇eγk+1

xγk+1
φ
))

Φ
(
φz∇

eγM−1
xγM−1

φ
)
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1

3

4
2

0’

0

1

3

4
2

0’

0

Figure 2. n = 4, r1 = r2 = r3 = 1, r4 = 2. Left: a possible pairing of the
elements with 0, 0′ merged. Right: a path extraction.

(here γ is a tuple γ = (γ0, γ1, . . . , γM), with γ0 = γM = 00′, γi ∈ {1, . . . , n} for i =
1, . . . ,M − 1, such that the multi-set {γ1, . . . , γM−1} contains {1, . . . , n}). Moreover,
the contribution of the other pairs is bounded from above by cK for some universal
c <∞. Therefore, in the case 0, 0′ are merged, we have the following upper bound on
our target:

cK
∑

x∈suppp
y∈suppp′

Φ(φxφy)
∑

u,z∈suppp+p′

∑
γ:u→z

∑
x1,··· ,xn
e1,··· ,en

∣∣∣Φ(φu∇
eγ1
xγ1
φ)Φ(φz∇

eγM−1
xγM−1

φ)
M−2∏
k=1

Φ(∇eγk
xγk
φ∇eγk+1

xγk+1
φ)
∣∣∣,

where the sum is over γ as described previously. The contribution of a fixed γ is then
bounded from above by

∑
x1,··· ,xM−1
e1,··· ,eM−1

∣∣∣Φ(φu∇e1
x1
φ)Φ(φz∇eM−1

xM−1
φ)

M−2∏
k=1

Φ(∇ek
xk
φ∇ek+1

xk+1
φ)
∣∣∣ ≤

≤ CM
∑

x1,··· ,xM−1

(|u− x1|+ 1)1−d(|z − xM−1|+ 1)1−d
M−2∏
k=1

(|xk − xk+1|+ 1)−d.

Repeated use of Lemma C.4 gives the summability of the infinite sum, implying the
claim (in the case that 0, 0′ are merged), since the combinatorial factor coming from
the sum over γ depends only on n,K.

We next turn to the case where there is no pairing in π linking 0 to 0′ (such as in
Figure 1). In this case one can find x ∈ suppp, y ∈ suppp′ and γ : 0 → 0 passing at
least once through every sites of {1, · · · , n} and with |γ| ≤ K + 1. The contribution
to the total weight of π from such a path is

Φ
(
φx∇

eγ1
xγ1
φ
)
Φ
(
φy∇

eγM−1
xγM−1

φ
)M−2∏
k=1

Φ
(
∇eγk
xγk
φ∇eγk+1

xγk+1
φ
)
.

up to additional factors from the other pairs, bounded from above by cK for some
universal c < ∞. Proceeding as before, we obtain the following upper bound on the
target quantity:

cK
∑

x∈suppp
y∈suppp′

∑
γ:x→y

∑
x1,··· ,xn
e1,··· ,en

∣∣∣Φ(φx∇
eγ1
xγ1
φ)Φ(φy∇

eγM−1
xγM−1

φ)
M−2∏
k=1

Φ(∇eγk
xγk
φ∇eγk+1

xγk+1
φ)
∣∣∣.
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The contribution of a fixed path γ is then bounded from above as before by CM times

∑
x1,··· ,xM−1

(|x− x1|+ 1)1−d(|y − xM−1|+ 1)1−d
M−2∏
k=1

(|xk − xk+1|+ 1)−d.

Once again, repeated use of Lemma C.4 gives the summability of the infinite sum,
implying the claim in the case that there is no pairing in π linking 0 to 0′. This
concludes the proof. �
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