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Abstract

With mathematical rigor, we demonstrate that electron-phonon interactions enhance the
stability of charge density waves in low-temperature phases of many-electron systems. Our
proof method involves an appropriate application of the Pirogov–Sinai theory to electron-
phonon systems. Combining our findings with existing results, we obtain rigorous informa-
tion regarding the low-temperature phase diagram for half-filled electron-phonon systems.
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1 Introduction

1.1 Background

Previous studies in theoretical physics have suggested that many-electron systems exhibit a
variety of phases at low temperatures. The endeavors to rigorously understand the emergence
of these phases based on the essential characteristics of many-electron systems, such as Coulomb
interactions among electrons, Fermi statistics, spin, and itinerancy, still need to be exhaustive.
To make the main results of this paper understandable to the reader, we first review some of
the previous studies relevant to this paper among these rigorous studies.

For each L ∈ N, we set ΛL = [−L,L− 1]d ∩Zd. The subscript L is omitted hereafter unless
there is a danger of confusion. Λ is commonly considered as the canonical graph, with the
vertex set being Λ, and the edge set given by EΛ = {⟨x, y⟩ : x, y ∈ Λ, ∥x − y∥ = 1}, where
∥x∥ = max{|xi| : i = 1, . . . , d}, the maximum norm of a vector x in Zd.

We consider a many-electron system on Λ described by the Hubbard model. The Hamilto-
nian of the system is given by

HH,Λ =− t
∑

⟨x,y⟩∈EΛ

∑
σ=↑,↓

(c∗x,σcy,σ + c∗y,σcx,σ) + U
∑
x∈Λ

n̂x,↑n̂x,↓ +W
∑

⟨x,y⟩∈EΛ

n̂xn̂y

−
(
µ+ 2dW +

U

2

)∑
x∈Λ

n̂x. (1.1)

HH,Λ is a self-adjoint operator acting on the fermionic Fock space defined by

Fe(Λ) =

2|Λ|⊕
n=0

n∧
ℓ2(Λ× {↑, ↓}), (1.2)

where, for a given Hilbert space h,
∧n h stands for the n-fold antisymmetric tensor product of

h, with
∧0 h = C. The electron annihilation- and creation operators are represented by cx,σ

and c∗x,σ, respectively.
1 These operators satisfy the following anti-commutation relations:

{cx,σ, c∗y,τ} = δx,yδσ,τ , {cx,σ, cy,τ} = 0, (1.3)

where δx,y denotes the Kronecker delta. In addition, the number operators of the electrons are
defined as follows:

n̂x,σ = c∗x,σcx,σ, n̂x = n̂x,↑ + n̂x,↓. (1.4)

In the case of µ = 0, it is noteworthy that HH,Λ describes a half-filled system.
Let us first consider the case t = 0. In this case, the ground states of Ht=0

H,Λ in the parameter
region:

Se,0 =

{
(U, µ) ∈ R2 : U < 2dW, |µ| < 2dmin

{
W, W − U

4d

}}
(1.5)

exhibit long-range orders, called charge density waves [3].
It is logical to ask whether charge density waves are stable in the case t ̸= 0. In their paper

[4], Borgs and Kotecky proved that charge density waves are stable in the parameter region:

Se,ε =

{
(U, µ) ∈ R2 : U < 2d(W − ε), |µ| < 2dmin

{
W − ε, W − ε− U

4d

}}
, (1.6)

1For the definitions of annihilation- and creation operators, see, for example, [1, 6].
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if the temperature is low enough and ε > 0 and |t| are sufficiently small. The proof of this
stability in [4] is based on the Pirogov–Sinai theory. The Pirogov–Sinai theory has emerged as
a potent approach in classical statistical mechanics for delineating first-order phase transitions
and coexistence of phases at low temperatures [19, 23]. Noteworthy research works that utilize
the Pirogov–Sinai theory to many-electron systems include [4, 8, 9, 10]. Apart from these
studies, the theory has also been extensively extended to quantum systems. For instance, refer
to [5, 13] and references cited therein.

1.2 Overview of results

Electrons in tangible matter engage in interactions with phonons to varying extents. Therefore,
it is essential to examine how certain phases of many-electron systems are affected by electron-
phonon interactions for a deeper understanding of the properties of matter. The aim of this
paper is to demonstrate that the stability of charge density waves is enhanced in the presence
of electron-phonon interactions.

Consider the Holstein–Hubbard model, the most fundamental model describing the interac-
tion between electrons and phonons. The Hamiltonian of the model is given by

HHH,Λ = HH,Λ + g
∑
x∈Λ

n̂x(bx + b∗x) + ω0

∑
x∈Λ

b∗xbx. (1.7)

HHH,Λ acts on the following Hilbert space:

HΛ = Fe(Λ)⊗ Fp(Λ), (1.8)

where Fp(Λ) is the bosonic Fock space over ℓ2(Λ):

Fp(Λ) =

∞⊕
n=0

⊗n
s ℓ

2(Λ); (1.9)

⊗n
s ℓ

2(Λ) stands for the n-fold symmetric tensor product of ℓ2(Λ), with ⊗0
s ℓ

2(Λ) = C. The
annihilation- and creation operators of phonons are denoted by bx and b∗x, respectively. These
satisfy the standard commutation relations:2

[bx, b
∗
y] = δx,y, [bx, by] = 0. (1.10)

The phonons are assumed to be dispersionless with energy ω0 > 0. The parameter g is the
strength of the electron-phonon interaction. By using the Kato–Rellich theorem [22, Theorem
X.12], we see that HHH,Λ is self-adjoint and bounded from below. Applying the main theorem
of this paper, we can prove the existence of charge density waves in the following region:

Sep,ε =

{
(U, µ) ∈ R2 : U < 2d(W − ε) +

2g2

ω0
, |µ| < 2dmin

{
W − ε, W − ε− U

4d
+

g2

2dω0

}}
,

(1.11)
provided that |t| is small enough, ω0 is large enough and at sufficiently low temperatures.
The result indicates that the electron-phonon interaction has a significant stabilizing effect on
the charge density waves, as evidenced by the larger size of the region Sep,ε in comparison to
Se,ε. Such effects have been anticipated in theoretical physics based on numerical computations
and discussions relying on certain approximation theories. One of the primary significances of
this paper lies in providing a mathematically rigorous foundation for these seemingly natural
predictions.

2More precisely, these commutation relations are satisfied on finite particle subspaces of Fp(Λ). For the
definition of annihilation- and creation operators, see, for example, [1, 6].
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We shall define certain symbols to provide a more comprehensive overview of the main
theorem. For each A = (x̃1, . . . , x̃2k) (x̃i ∈ Zd × {↑, ↓} × {−1, 1}), we define hA,e as

hA,e = c(x̃1) · · · c(x̃2k), (1.12)

where

c(x, σ, κ) =

{
c∗x,σ (κ = +1)

cx,σ (κ = −1).
(1.13)

Let A0 denote the set of A = (x̃1, . . . , x̃2k) that are characterized by the following conditions:
There exists a p ∈ {0, 1, . . . , 2k} satisfying:

• κi = 1 for 1 ≤ i ≤ p, κi = −1 for i > p;

• A certain total order can be established in the set Zd × {↑, ↓}. Under this total order,
the following conditions hold true: (x1, σ1) > (x2, σ2) > · · · > (xp, σp) and (xp+1, σp+1) <
· · · < (x2k, σ2k).

For a given A = (x̃1, . . . , x̃2k) ∈ A0 (x̃i = (xi, σi, κi)), we define the support of A by suppA =
{x1, . . . , x2k}. Furthermore, we set

AΛ = {A ∈ A0 : suppA ⊆ Λ} (1.14)

and
OΛ := {hA,e : A ∈ AΛ} . (1.15)

Let AΛ,e be the C∗-algebra generated by OΛ. The algebra of local observables for electrons
is defined by

Ae =
⋃
L∈N

AΛ,e. (1.16)

Given Ψ ∈ Ae, one can express it as a linear combination of operators of the form hA,e using
the canonical anti-commutation relations (1.3). The operators that appear in this expression
are denoted as hA1,e, . . . , hAn,e. The support of Ψ is defined by suppΨ =

⋃n
i=1 suppAi.

Let HP,Λ be the Hamiltonian with the periodic boundary conditions imposed. For a detailed
definition, see (2.46). Given an observable Ψ ∈ Ae, the thermal expectation value of Ψ with
respect to HP,Λ is defined as

⟨Ψ⟩(P)β,Λ =
Tr
[
Ψ e−βHP,Λ

]
ZP,Λ

, ZP,Λ = Tr
[
e−βHP,Λ

]
. (1.17)

For any periodic state ⟨·⟩ on Ae, we define the staggered density as

∆ = lim
L→∞

1

|Λ|
∑
x∈Λ

(−1)x⟨n̂x⟩. (1.18)

Note that the subsequent theorem ensures the exsistence of the limit on the right-hand side.

The spin operators, (S
(1)
x , S

(2)
x , S

(3)
x ), at site x are defined to be

S(i)
x =

1

2

∑
σ,σ′=↑,↓

c∗x,σ(s
(i))σ,σ′cx,σ, i = 1, 2, 3, (1.19)

where s(i) (i = 1, 2, 3) are the Pauli matrices:

s(1) =

(
0 1
1 0

)
, s(2) =

(
0 −i
i 0

)
, s(3) =

(
1 0
0 −1

)
.
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(s(i))σ,σ′ represents the matrix elements of s(i), with the correspondence ↑= 1, ↓= 23.
Applying the main theorem of this paper (Theorem 2.2) to the Holstein–Hubbard model,

we can prove the following theorem:

Theorem 1.1. Suppose that 0 < ε < W and (U, µ) ∈ Sep,ε. There exist certain constants4

0 < β0 < ∞, 0 < ω∗ < ∞ and 0 < t0 < ∞, such that, if β ≥ β0, ω0 ≥ ω∗ and |t| ≤ t0, then the
following (i)-(iii) hold:

(i) Given an arbitrary local observable Ψ ∈ Ae, the infinite volume limit:

⟨Ψ⟩(P)β = lim
L→∞

⟨Ψ⟩(P)β,Λ

converges. The state ⟨·⟩(P)β on Ae defined in this way can be represented by the convex
combination of two pure states:

⟨Ψ⟩(P)β =
1

2
⟨Ψ⟩(+)

β +
1

2
⟨Ψ⟩(−)

β .

The states ⟨·⟩(±)
β describe charge density waves:

⟨n̂x⟩(+)
β = ρ+ (−1)x∆, ⟨n̂x⟩(−)

β = ρ− (−1)x∆.

Here, ∆(+) = −∆(−) = ∆ > 0, where ∆(+) and ∆(−) are staggered densities defined with

respect to states ⟨·⟩(±)
β in equation (1.18). Additionally, ρ is given as

ρ = lim
L→∞

1

|Λ|
∑
x∈Λ

⟨n̂x⟩(+)
β (1.20)

and coincides with the density associated with ⟨·⟩(−)
β : ρ = limL→∞

1
|Λ|
∑

x∈Λ⟨n̂x⟩(−)
β .

(ii) No magnetic order exists. Namely, ⟨S(i)
x ⟩(±)

β = 0 (i = 1, 2, 3) holds for every x ∈ Zd.

(iii) The two-point correlation function concerning arbitrary local observables Ψ, Φ ∈ Ae decays
exponentially. Namely, there are constants CΨ,Φ > 0 and ξℓ > 0 such that∣∣∣⟨ΨΦ⟩(±)

β − ⟨Ψ⟩(±)
β ⟨Φ⟩(±)

β

∣∣∣ ≤ CΨ,Φ exp

{
−dist(suppΨ, suppΦ)

ξℓ

}
,

where, for any two finite subsets A and B of Zd, the distance between A and B is defined
as dist(A,B) = min{∥x− y∥ : x ∈ A, y ∈ B}.

This theorem is a direct consequence of the main theorem (Theorem 2.2), which will be
presented in Section 2. The guiding principle of the proof of Theorem 2.2 is to extend the
method of analysis of many-electron systems by the Pirogov–Sinai theory developed in [5, 4]
to electron-phonon systems. So far, few rigorous studies on the Holstein–Hubbard model have
been conducted5. To the best of the author’s knowledge, this is the first rigorous analysis of
the Holstein–Hubbard model using the Pirogov–Sinai theory. The Holstein interaction does
not conserve the number of phonons. Therefore, analytical methods for bosonic systems, such
as [5, 25], cannot be directly applied, resulting in technical challenges. For a more detailed
explanation of these challenges, refer to Subsection 4.1. This paper overcomes such challenges
by employing specific representations of the correlation functions used in quantum field theory.
The fundamental properties of correlation functions for bosonic field operators used in this
paper are summarized in Appendix A.

We obtain the following phase diagram by combining the existing results with Theorem 1.1:

3Under this convention, for example, (s(1))↑,↑ = (s(1))1,1 = 0 and (s(1))↑,↓ = (s(1))1,2 = 1.
4The constant t0 depends on d and β0. Additionally, ω∗ is chosen such that ω∗ > β−1

0 log 2. For more details,
refer to Remark 2.3 and Subsection 2.6.

5We mention [11, 15, 16, 17] as one of the few examples.
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Theorem 1.2 (Brief summary). Consider the half-filled system: µ = 0. In this case, the
following (i) and (ii) hold:

(i) The case where U − 2dW − 2g2/ω0 > 0.

(i-a) In the ground state, a short-range antiferromagnetic order exists: Set S
(±)
x = S

(1)
x ±

iS
(2)
x . We denote by ⟨·⟩(P)gs the ground state expectation: ⟨Ψ⟩(P)gs := lim

L→∞
lim
β→∞

⟨Ψ⟩(P)β,Λ.

It holds that

(−1)∥x−y∥
〈
S(+)
x S(−)

y

〉(P)
gs

≥ 0 (x, y ∈ Zd). (1.21)

(i-b) There are no charge density waves at any given temperature.

(ii) The case where U − 2dW − 2g2/ω0 < 0. If β and ω0 are sufficiently large and |t| is
sufficiently small, then the following hold:

(ii-a) There are charge density waves.

(ii-b) No magnetic order exists.

Proof. (i-a) is proved in [16, 18]. As for (i-b), see [15]. (ii) immediately follows from Theorem
1.1.

Remark 1.3. In this paper, we examine the Holstein–Hubbard model on the hypercubic lattice
Zd. By modifying the lattice, we can showcase that the antiferromagnetic behavior elucidated
in Theorem 1.2 (i-a) displays features of long-range order. A notable exemplification of this
occurrence can be discerned in the two-dimensional Lieb lattice6.

1.3 Organization

This paper is structured as follows: In Section 2, we first introduce a general model describing
electron-phonon interactions. This comprehensive model encompasses the Holstein–Hubbard
model as a specific instance. Then, some settings and assumptions concerning this model are
clarified, and the main theorem of this paper is stated. Theorem 1.1, presented earlier, follows
immediately from the main theorem. Sections 3 through 5 are devoted to the proof of the
main theorem. In Section 3, the partition function for the model introduced in Section 2 is
expressed as a contour model. To apply the Pirogov–Sinai theory to the contour model, a
detailed analysis of contour activities is given in Section 4. Finally, in Section 5, we apply the
Pirogov–Sinai theory to our model using the results obtained in the previous sections to prove
the main theorem.
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2 Basic setup and main theorem

2.1 Fundamental properties of the Fock spaces

For each B ⊆ Zd, we define

NB,e = {0, 1}B×{↑,↓}, NB,p = ZB
+, NB = NB,e ×NB,p, (2.1)

where Z+ denotes the set of non-negative integers. The elements of NB,e are commonly referred
to as electron configurations within the region B, while the elements of NB,p are referred to
as phonon configurations within the same region. On the other hand, the elements of NB are
commonly referred to as electron-phonon configurations within the region B.

For any given nΛ,e = (nx,σ)(x,σ)∈Λ×{↑,↓} ∈ NΛ,e, we define the state |nΛ,e⟩ as

|nΛ,e⟩ =
∏
x∈Λ

(c∗x,σ)
nx,σ |∅⟩Λ,e , (2.2)

where |∅⟩Λ,e stands for the Fock vacuum in Fe(Λ), and we understand that A0 = 1l. In this
manuscript, the product

∏
x∈ΛAx is defined as follows. Firstly, we assign natural numbers as

labels to the elements of Zd, i.e., Zd = {x1, x2, . . . }. Then, we establish a total order on Zd

based on this labeling such that x1 < x2 < · · · .7 Given this ordering, if Λ is a subset of Zd

that can be expressed as Λ = {xi1 , xi2 , . . . , xi|Λ| : i1 < i2 < · · · < xi|Λ|}, we define
∏

x∈ΛAx

as Axi1
Axi2

· · ·Axi|Λ|
. With this definition, the set {|nΛ,e⟩ : nΛ,e ∈ NΛ,e} forms a complete

orthonormal system(CONS) of Fe(Λ).
Similarly, for each nΛ,p = (nx)x∈Λ ∈ NΛ,p, we define the state |nΛ,p⟩ as

|nΛ,p⟩ =
∏
x∈Λ

1√
nx!

(b∗x)
nx |∅⟩Λ,p , (2.3)

where |∅⟩Λ,p represents the Fock vacuum in Fp(Λ). Then the set {|nΛ,p⟩ : nΛ,p ∈ NΛ,p} forms
a CONS of Fp(Λ). Moreover, for a given nΛ = (nΛ,e,nΛ,p) ∈ NΛ, we set

|nΛ⟩ = |nΛ,e⟩ ⊗ |nΛ,p⟩ . (2.4)

Thus, the set {|nΛ⟩ : nΛ ∈ NΛ} forms a CONS of HΛ.
If Λ = Λ1⊔Λ2, the disjoint union of subsets Λ1 and Λ2, then we can establish an identification

between the fermionic Fock spaces as follows:

Fe(Λ) = Fe(Λ1)⊗ Fe(Λ2). (2.5)

This identification is made possible by the unitary operator ιe : Fe(Λ) → Fe(Λ1) ⊗ Fe(Λ2),
defined by

ιecx,σι
−1
e =

{
cx,σ ⊗ 1 (x ∈ Λ1)

(−1)NΛ1,e ⊗ cx,σ (x ∈ Λ2)
, ιe |∅⟩Λ,e = |∅⟩Λ1,e

⊗ |∅⟩Λ1,e
, (2.6)

where NΛ,e denotes the total number operator for the electrons, which is defined as NΛ,e =∑
x∈Λ

∑
σ nx,σ.

In a similar manner, we can also identify the bosonic Fock spaces as follows:

Fp(Λ) = Fp(Λ1)⊗ Fp(Λ2). (2.7)

7The definition of AΛ in Subsection 1.2 also includes an ordering of Zd×{↑, ↓}. We suppose that the ordering
introduced here is consistent with the ordering introduced in Subsection 1.2.
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This identification is achieved by the unitary operator ιp : Fp(Λ) → Fp(Λ1) ⊗ Fp(Λ2), defined
by

ιpbxι
−1
p =

{
bx ⊗ 1 (x ∈ Λ1)

1⊗ bx (x ∈ Λ2)
, ιp |∅⟩Λ,p = |∅⟩Λ1,p

⊗ |∅⟩Λ2,p
. (2.8)

Using these identifications, we can see that the Hilbert space HΛ factorizes as

HΛ = HΛ1 ⊗ HΛ2 . (2.9)

As a result of this factorization, we can express the basis vector |nΛ⟩ in terms of the basis
vectors |nΛ1⟩ and |nΛ2⟩ as follows:

|nΛ⟩ = ϑnΛ1
,nΛ2

|nΛ1⟩ ⊗ |nΛ2⟩ , (2.10)

where ϑnΛ1
,nΛ2

∈ {−1, 1}.
Assume that nΛ = (nΛ,e,nΛ,p) ∈ NΛ is given. For B ⊆ Λ, let A

(0)
B,e be the commutative

C∗-algebra generated by {n̂x,σ : (x, σ) ∈ B × {↑, ↓}}. Note that A
(0)
B,e is a C∗-subalgebra of Ae

defined in Subsection 1.2. Suppose Λ = Λ1⊔Λ2. The restriction of nΛ to Λi (i = 1, 2) is denoted
by nΛi . Specifically, this is accomplished by defining nΛi,e as (nx,σ)(x,σ)∈Λi×{↑,↓} ∈ NΛi,e and

nΛi,p as (nx)x∈Λi ∈ NΛi,p. Finally, we define nΛi as nΛi = (nΛi,e,nΛi,p). For X ∈ A
(0)
Λ,e, we

define the conditional expectation value ⟨nΛ1,e |X |nΛ1,e⟩ ∈ A
(0)
Λ2,e

as follows:

⟨nΛ,e |X |nΛ,e⟩ = ⟨nΛ2,e | ⟨nΛ1,e |X |nΛ1,e⟩ |nΛ2,e⟩ . (2.11)

We then define A
(0)
B,p as the commutative ∗-algebra generated by {b∗xbx : x ∈ B}. Note that

operators in A
(0)
B,p are typically unbounded. For Y ∈ A

(0)
Λ,p, we define the conditional expectation

value ⟨nΛ1,p |Y |nΛ1,p⟩ ∈ A
(0)
Λ2,p

as follows:

⟨nΛ,p |Y |nΛ,p⟩ = ⟨nΛ2,p | ⟨nΛ1,p |Y |nΛ1,p⟩ |nΛ2,p⟩ . (2.12)

Finally, we define A
(0)
B = A

(0)
B,e ⊗ A

(0)
B,p where the right-hand side denotes the algebraic tensor

product. For Z ∈ A
(0)
Λ , we can similarly define the conditional expectation value ⟨nΛ1 |Z |nΛ1⟩ ∈

A
(0)
Λ2

.

2.2 Definition of the model

In this section, we define a model to describe the electron-phonon system considered in this
paper. To do so, we introduce a Hamiltonian that describes a many-electron system:

HΛ,e = λ
∑

A∈AΛ

tAhA,e +
∑
x∈Λ

Φx(n̂). (2.13)

Here, we assume that hA,e ∈ OΛ. To ensure self-adjointness, we assume that

tA = tA∗ , (2.14)

where, if we represent A ∈ A0 as A = {x̃1, . . . , x̃2k}, then A∗ is defined by

A∗ = (x̃∗2k, . . . , x̃
∗
1), (x, σ, κ)∗ = (x, σ,−κ). (2.15)

The parameter λ ∈ R represents the strength of the quantum perturbation term. For each
x ∈ Λ, a real-valued function Φx(ne) defined on NZd,e is given in advance. The operator Φx(n̂)
is defined as replacing the number nx,σ with the operator n̂x,σ. We assume that there exists

8



a non-negative number R0 such that Φx(n) depends only on ny,σ for y with dist(x, y) ≤ R0.
We also assume that tA and Φx depend on a vector parameter ν = (ν1, . . . , νk−1) ∈ Rk−1.
For instance, in the case of the Hubbard model given in (1.1), we have ν = (µ,U,W ), and
tA = t (A ∈ EΛ) is independent of ν.

Assuming that the Holstein interaction represents the interaction between electrons and
phonons, the Hamiltonian under investigation in this paper is given by

HΛ = HΛ,e + g
∑
x∈Λ

n̂x(bx + b∗x) + ω0NΛ,p. (2.16)

Here, NΛ,p denotes the number operator for phonons in the region Λ:

NΛ,p =
∑
x∈Λ

b∗xbx. (2.17)

Using Kato-Rellich’s theorem [22, Theorem X.12], it can be proven that HΛ is self-adjoint on
dom(NΛ,p) and bounded below. This paper focuses on the Hamiltonian given in (2.16), which
describes the interactions between electrons and phonons at the same site. However, it is
worth noting that our results can be extended to more general electron-phonon interactions, as
discussed in Remark 2.3.

Including the Holstein interaction term in the Hamiltonian HΛ presents a challenge in an-
alyzing the low-temperature phase as this operator is unbounded and does not conserve the
number of phonons. To surmount this obstacle, we propose the Lang–Firsov transformation
to convert HΛ into a more analytically tractable Hamiltonian. To this end, we define the self-
adjoint operators, px and qx, for each x ∈ Λ, as follows:

px =
i√
2
(b∗x − bx), qx =

1√
2
(b∗x + bx), (2.18)

where A is the closure of A. It is known that these operators satisfy the standard commutation
relation: [qx, py] = iδx,y. Let

L = −iα
∑
x∈Λ

n̂xpx

(
α =

√
2g

ω0

)
. (2.19)

The Lang–Firsov transformation, which was first introduced in [14], is a unitary operator defined
by U = ei

π
2
NΛ,peL. We define the Hamiltonian HΛ as the Lang–Firsov transformed Hamiltonian:

HΛ = UHΛU−1. Using the following formulas:

ei
π
2
NΛ,pqxe

−iπ
2
NΛ,p = px, ei

π
2
NΛ,ppxe

−iπ
2
NΛ,p = −qx, (2.20)

eLcx,σe
−L = eiαpxcx,σ, eLbxe

−L = bx −
α√
2
nx, (2.21)

we can express HΛ as:

HΛ = λ
∑

A∈AΛ

tAhA +
∑
x∈Λ

Φeff,x(n̂) + ω0NΛ,p, (2.22)

where

hA = eiϑAhA,e, (2.23)

ϑA =
∑
x̃∈A

ϑx̃, ϑx̃ = −καqx (x̃ = (x, σ, κ)); (2.24)
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and the operator Φeff,x(n̂) is defined through the effective potential, given by

Φeff,x(ne) = Φx(ne)−
ω0α

2

2
(nx,↑ + nx,↓)

2 (2.25)

for each ne = {nx,σ : (x, σ) ∈ Zd ×{↑, ↓}} ∈ NZd,e. Note that HΛ acts on the Hilbert space HΛ.

Here, B denotes the set obtained by thickening B by a distance of R0:

B = {x ∈ Λ : dist(x,B) ≤ R0}. (2.26)

We will investigate HΛ defined in this way in detail below. Here, we note that the Lang–Firsov
transformation results in the vanishing of the electron-phonon interaction term in (2.16), and
instead, the real hopping term hA,e becomes the operator hA containing a phase consisting of
bosonic operators. The electron-phonon interaction in (2.16) is an unbounded operator, making
it mathematically challenging to handle. However, through the Lang–Firsov transformation,
this problem is reduced to the analysis of bounded hopping terms with bosonic phase operators.
As we will see later, the transformed Hamiltonian is more amenable to mathematical analysis.

Introducing a new vector parameter ν = (g, ν1, . . . , νk−1), we see that Φeff,x and tA depend
on ν ∈ U , where U is an open subset of Rk. Unless there is a risk of confusion, we will not
explicitly indicate the dependence of Φeff,x and tA on ν.

The classical part H
(0)
Λ of HΛ is given by

H
(0)
Λ =

∑
x∈Λ

Φeff,x(n̂) + ω0NΛ,p =
∑
x∈Λ

H(0)
x , H(0)

x := Φeff,x(n̂) + ω0b
∗
xbx. (2.27)

On the other hand, the quantum part of HΛ is defined as follows:

H
(Q)
Λ = λ

∑
A∈AΛ

tAhA. (2.28)

2.3 Basic assumptions

Let us define several terms according to the textbook [12]. Consider the formal classical Hamil-
tonian:

H(0)
e (ne) =

∑
x∈Zd

Φeff,x(ne), ne ∈ NZd,e. (2.29)

Since the right-hand side is an infinite sum, it generally does not converge. How then should

we define the ground state configurations of H
(0)
e (ne)?

Two configurations ne and ñe ∈ NZd,e are said to be equal at infinity if there exists a finite

subset Λ ⋐ Zd such that nΛc,e = ñΛc,e. Here, Λ ⋐ Zd means that Λ is a finite subset of Zd.
Moreover, for an electron configuration ne = (nx,σ)(x,σ)∈Zd×{↑,↓} ∈ NZd,e in Zd, we denote its

restriction to B ⊂ Zd by nB,e, that is, nB,e := (nx,σ)(x,σ)∈B×{↑,↓} ∈ NB,e.
When ne and ñe are equal at infinity, we define the relative Hamiltonian as follows:

H
(0)
e,rel(ne | ñe) =

∑
x∈Zd

{Φeff,x(ne)− Φeff,x(ñe)} . (2.30)

Note that the right-hand side is a finite sum and hence convergent. An electron configuration

ge ∈ NZd,e is called a ground state configuration of H
(0)
e (·) if it satisfies the following condition

for all configurations ne that are equal at infinity with ge:

H
(0)
e,rel(ne | ge) ≥ 0. (2.31)

Hereafter, we assume that the set of ground state configurations of H
(0)
e (·) consists solely of

periodic configurations. Additionally, we assume that given any parameter ν ∈ U , the set G(ν)
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of ground state configurations of H
(0)
e (·) is a subset of a collection of periodic configurations

{g(1)
e , . . . , g

(r)
e }. Consequently, we define the ground state energy of H

(0)
e (·) as

ee = min
ℓ

eℓ(ν), (2.32)

where

eℓ(ν) = lim
L→∞

1

|Λ|
∑
x∈Λ

Φeff,x(g
(ℓ)
e ). (2.33)

Without loss of generality, we can assume that Φeff,x(g
(ℓ)
e ) does not depend on x ∈ Λ.

Let ne be a given electron configuration. Then, a site x is said to be in a configuration g
(ℓ)
e

if g
(ℓ)
U(x),e = nU(x),e holds, where

U(x) = {y ∈ Zd : dsit(x, y) ≤ R0}. (2.34)

On the other hand, if x is not in any of the configuration g
(1)
e , . . . , g

(r)
e , it is said to be in an

excited configuration.

We assume the following conditions for the ground state configurations of H
(0)
e :

(A. 1) There is a ν0 ∈ U such that G(ν0) = {g(1)
e , . . . , g

(r)
e } holds.

(A. 2) The functions eℓ(ν) are C1 in U .

(A. 3) The matrix

E =

[
∂eℓ(ν)

∂νi

]
ℓ,i

(2.35)

has rank r − 1 for all ν ∈ U , and the inverse matrices of corresponding submatrices are
uniformly bounded from above.

We assume the following conditions for Φeff,x:

(A. 4) Let ne be a given electron configuration. If x is in an excited configuration, then there
exists a positive constant γe such that

Φeff,x(ne) ≥ ee + γe. (2.36)

This condition is often referred to as the Peierls condition.

(A. 5) There exists a constant C0 > 0 satisfying∣∣∣∣ ∂

∂νi
Φeff,x(ne)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ C0 (2.37)

for all i = 1, . . . , k, ν ∈ U , x ∈ Zd and ne ∈ NZd,e.

We make the following assumptions regarding the quantum perturbation term:

(A. 6) Let t = {tA : A ∈ A0}. We assume that t is translation invariant, i.e., tτx(A) = tA for

all x ∈ Zd and A ∈ A0. Here, τx(A) is obtained by translating A in the x direction. More
precisely, if we represent A as A = (x̃1, . . . , x̃n) (x̃i = (xi, σi, κi)), then τx(A) is defined as
(ỹ1, . . . , ỹn), where ỹi = (xi + x, σi, κi).

Furthermore, the strength of the quantum perturbation is limited in the following sense:
for γ ≥ 0, we define the Sobolev norm as

∥t∥γ :=
∑

A:x∈suppA

(
|tA|+

k∑
i=1

∣∣∣∣ ∂

∂νi
tA

∣∣∣∣
)

eγ|suppA|. (2.38)

Then, for sufficiently large γQ > 0, we have ∥t∥γQ < ∞.

In Subsection 2.6, we confirm that the Holstein–Hubbard model discussed in Section 1 indeed
satisfies the aforementioned conditions.
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2.4 Boundary conditions

We consider the free Hamiltonian of the electron-phonon system, given by

H(0) = H(0)
e + ω0

∑
x∈Zd

b∗xbx, (2.39)

where H
(0)
e is a formal Hamiltonian defined by replacing the electron configuration ne with the

family of number operators for electrons n̂ = (n̂x,σ)x,σ in the definition (2.29) of the classical

Hamiltonian H
(0)
e (·). H(0) is a formal operator defined by replacing the electron configuration

ne and the phonon configuration np in the classical Hamiltonian

H(0)(n) = H(0)
e (ne) + ω0

∑
x∈Zd

nx,p (n = (ne,np) ∈ NZd) (2.40)

with the families of number operators for electrons n̂ and phonons (b∗xbx)x, respectively. Here,
we denote np = (nx,p)x∈Zd . The ground state configurations of H(0)(n) are given by g(ℓ) =

(g
(ℓ)
e ,0) ∈ NZd .8 Therefore, for B ⋐ Zd, we have |g(ℓ)

B ⟩ = |g(ℓ)
B,e⟩⊗|∅⟩B,p. The Hamiltonian with

boundary conditions ℓ is defined as:

Hℓ,Λ = H
(Q)
Λ +H

(0)
ℓ,Λ, H

(0)
ℓ,Λ =

〈
g
(ℓ)
∂Λ

∣∣∣H(0)
Λ

∣∣∣ g(ℓ)
∂Λ

〉
, (2.41)

where, ∂Λ = {x ∈ Zd : x /∈ Λ, dist(x,Λ) ≤ R0} and
〈
g
(ℓ)
∂Λ

∣∣∣H(0)
Λ

∣∣∣ g(ℓ)
∂Λ

〉
represents a conditional

expectation value. Recall that H
(Q)
Λ is defined in (2.28). In this case, Hℓ,Λ acts on the Hilbert

space HΛ.
For each x ∈ Λ, we define

Φ
(ℓ)
eff,x(ne) =

{
Φeff,x(nU(x),e) if U(x) \ Λ = ∅
Φeff,x

(
nnU(x)∩Λ,e × g

(ℓ)
U(x)\Λ,e

)
if U(x) \ Λ ̸= ∅.

(2.42)

Here, the product of two configurations is defined as follows: Given A,B ⋐ Zd (A ∩ B = ∅),
and two configurations nA,e = (nA

x,σ)(x,σ)∈A×{↑,↓} ∈ NA,e and nB,e = (nB
x,σ)(x,σ)∈B×{↑,↓} ∈ NB,e,

we define their product nA,e × nB,e = (nA⊔B
x,σ )(x,σ)∈A⊔B×{↑,↓} ∈ NA⊔B,e as

nA⊔B
x,σ =

{
nA
x,σ if x ∈ A

nB
x,σ if x ∈ B.

(2.43)

Then, we can express the Hamiltonian with boundary conditions ℓ as

Hℓ,Λ = Hℓ,Λ,e + ω0NΛ,p, Hℓ,Λ,e =
∑
x∈Λ

Φ
(ℓ)
eff,x(n̂e). (2.44)

Note that e−βHℓ,Λ is a trace class operator for every β > 0.9 The thermal expectation value
under boundary conditions ℓ is defined as

⟨Ψ⟩(ℓ)β,Λ =
Tr
[
Ψ e−βHℓ,Λ

]
Zℓ,Λ

, Zℓ,Λ = Tr
[
e−βHℓ,Λ

]
, (2.45)

where Ψ is a local observable.

8To be more precise, firstly, we define the relative Hamiltonian H
(0)
rel (· | ·) with respect to H(0)(·) and conduct a

discussion similar to that in Subsection 2.3, which reveals that g(ℓ) corresponds to the ground state configuration
of H(0)(·).

9For example, this fact can be easily proven using the Golden–Thompson inequality [21, Theorem 8.3].
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Next, let us explain the Hamiltonian with periodic boundary conditions. We define the
Hamiltonian on the torus ΛP = (Z/LZ)d by

HP,Λ = λ
∑

A:suppA⊂ΛP

tAhA +
∑
x∈ΛP

H(0)
x . (2.46)

Here, the sum over the first term on the right-hand side is taken over A such that suppA does
not wrap around ΛP. The thermal expectation value under periodic boundary conditions is
defined as

⟨Ψ⟩(P)β,Λ =
Tr
[
Ψ e−βHP,Λ

]
ZP,Λ

, ZP,Λ = Tr
[
e−βHP,Λ

]
, (2.47)

where Ψ is a local observable.

Remark 2.1. The parameter λ representing the strength of quantum perturbation can be
extended to complex numbers. Indeed,

∑
A∈AΛ

tAhA is a bounded self-adjoint operator, and

both H
(0)
ℓ,Λ and

∑
x∈ΛP

H
(0)
x are self-adjoint operators bounded from below. Hence, for all λ ∈ C,

−HP,Λ and −Hℓ,Λ are m-accretive. Therefore, by Lumer–Phillips theorem (see, for example,
[20, Theorem 6.12]), e−βHP,Λ and e−βHℓ,Λ can be defined. Furthermore, detailed analysis in
Sections 3 and 4 demonstrates that these operators are trace-class.

2.5 Main theorem

The main theorem of this paper is as follows.

Theorem 2.2. For d ≥ 2, let us assume the conditions (A. 1)–(A. 6). Then, there exist
constants 0 < β0 < ∞, 0 < ω∗ < ∞ and 0 < γQ < ∞ such that, for all β ≥ β0, ω0 ≥ ω∗,
γ ≥ γQ, and λ ∈ C satisfying

|λ| ≤ λ0 :=
1

eβ0∥T∥γ
, (2.48)

there exist positive constants ξℓ and continuously differentiable functions fℓ(ν) (ℓ = 1, . . . , r),
such that as long as

Refℓ(ν)−min
m

Refm(ν) = 0, (2.49)

the following (i)-(viii) hold:

(i) There exists an infinite volume free energy corresponding to Zℓ,Λ, which is equal to fℓ:

fℓ(ν) = − 1

β
lim
L→∞

1

|Λ|
logZℓ,Λ. (2.50)

(ii) For any local observable Ψ ∈ Ae, the infinite volume limit

⟨Ψ⟩(ℓ)β = lim
L→∞

⟨Ψ⟩(ℓ)β,Λ (2.51)

exists.

(iii) For any local observables Ψ, Φ ∈ Ae, their two-point correlation function decays exponen-
tially as follows:∣∣∣⟨ΨΦ⟩(ℓ)β − ⟨Ψ⟩(ℓ)β ⟨Φ⟩(ℓ)β

∣∣∣ ≤ CΨ,Φ exp

{
−dist(suppΨ, suppΦ)

ξℓ

}
. (2.52)
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(iv) For any given local observable Ψ ∈ Ae, we define its ground state expectation value as
follows:

⟨Ψ⟩(ℓ)gs = lim
L→∞

lim
β→∞

⟨Ψ⟩(ℓ)β,Λ. (2.53)

It follows that the limit on the right-hand side exists. Additionally, we have the following
inequality: ∣∣∣⟨Ψ⟩(ℓ)gs − ⟨Ψ⟩(ℓ)β,Λ

∣∣∣ ≤ CΨ exp

[
−ζmin

{
β

2β0
, dist(suppΨ, ∂Λ)

}]
, (2.54)

where CΨ and ζ are positive constants.

(v) Let P
(m)
x be the projection onto the local ground state configuration g

(m)
U(x), given by P

(m)
x =

|g(m)
U(x)⟩⟨g

(m)
U(x)|. There exists a positive constant C > 0 such that the following inequality

holds: ∣∣∣⟨P (m)
x ⟩(ℓ)β − δℓ,m

∣∣∣ ≤ C e−γ . (2.55)

(vi) There exists a certain constant C > 0 such that the following holds:

|fℓ(ν)− eℓ(ν)| ≤ C e−γ ,

∣∣∣∣ ∂

∂νi
{fℓ(ν)− eℓ(ν)}

∣∣∣∣ ≤ C e−γ (2.56)

for all ν ∈ U and ℓ ∈ {1, . . . , r}.

(vii) For any local observable Ψ ∈ Ae, the following infinite volume limit exists under periodic
boundary conditions:

⟨Ψ⟩(P)β = lim
L→∞

⟨Ψ⟩(P)β,Λ. (2.57)

Furthermore, one obtains

⟨Ψ⟩(P)β =
∑
ℓ∈Q

1

|Q|
⟨Ψ⟩(ℓ)β , (2.58)

where Q = {ℓ ∈ {1, . . . , r} : Refℓ(ν)−minmRefm(ν) = 0}.

(viii) Suppose that the family of local observables {QΛ : L ∈ N} is extensive in the following
sense:

1. Each QΛ can be expressed in the form QΛ =
∑

x∈ΛQx,Λ (Qx,Λ ∈ AΛ,e). Further-
more, supx,L |suppQx,Λ| < ∞ and supx,L ∥Qx,Λ∥ < ∞.

2. [QΛ, e
−βHℓ,Λ ] = 0 for all β ≥ 0.

3. Each local state |g(ℓ)
Λ,e⟩ is an eigenvector of QΛ and the corresponding eigenvalue is of

the form ρ
(ℓ)
Λ |Λ|. Furthermore, there exists an infinite volume limit: ρ

(ℓ)
cl = lim

L→∞
ρ
(ℓ)
Λ .

Then we have the following:

(viii-a) Regarding the ground state expectations of QΛ, the following holds:

ρ
(ℓ)
cl = lim

L→∞

1

|Λ|
⟨QΛ⟩(ℓ)gs . (2.59)

(viii-b) For each β > 0, we define

ρ(ℓ)(β) = lim
L→∞

1

|Λ|
⟨QΛ⟩(ℓ)β,Λ. (2.60)

Then, for all β ≥ β0, there exists a positive constant C such that the following holds:∣∣∣ρ(ℓ)(β)− ρ
(ℓ)
cl

∣∣∣ ≤ C e−cβ. (2.61)
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Remark 2.3. • The constants β0, γQ and ω∗ are selected to fulfill the conditions outlined
in Propositions 4.2 and 4.7, as well as Lemma 4.6.

• The method presented in this paper can also be applied to more generalized electron-
phonon interactions, such as: ∑

x,y∈Λ
gx,yn̂x(by + b∗y), (2.62)

where gx,y ∈ R satisfies the following conditions: (i) translational invariance: gx,y = gx−y,o,
(ii) gx,y is of finite range: gx,y = 0 for x, y ∈ Zd with ∥x − y∥ > R0. Theorem 2.2 holds
for such generalized interactions, although the proof becomes more complex.

2.6 Example: Holstein–Hubbard Model

For the reader’s convenience, here we provide an overview of how the Holstein–Hubbard model
discussed in Section 1 indeed satisfies the conditions (A. 1)–(A. 6). For ne = (nx,σ)x∈Λ,σ∈{↑,↓} ∈
NZd,e, the classical Hamiltonian H

(0)
e (ne) is formally given by:

H(0)
e (ne) = Ueff

∑
x∈Zd

nx,↑nx,↓ +W
∑
⟨x,y⟩

nxny −
(
µ+ 2dW +

Ueff

2

) ∑
x∈Zd

nx. (2.63)

Here, nx = nx,↑ + nx,↓, and Ueff = U − ω0α
2. Also,

∑
⟨x,y⟩ denotes the sum over all edges of

Zd, i.e., EZd := {⟨x, y⟩ ∈ Zd × Zd : ∥x − y∥ = 1}. To reveal the ground state configuration of

H
(0)
e , it is convenient to introduce classical spin variables sx = nx−1. Note that sx takes values

−1, 0, 1. Rewriting H
(0)
e in terms of sx, we get:

H(0)
e (s) =

Ueff

2

∑
x∈Zd

s2x +W
∑
⟨x,y⟩

sxsy − µ
∑
x∈Zd

sx. (2.64)

Ignoring the constant term diverging with |Λ|10, H(0)
e can be expressed as:

H(0)
e (s) =

∑
⟨x,y⟩

h(sx, sy), (2.65)

where

h(sx, sy) = Wsxsy +
Ueff

4d
(s2x + s2y)−

µ

2d
(sx + sy). (2.66)

Now, let us define Φeff,x(ne) as

Φeff,x(ne) =
1

2

∑
y:∥x−y∥=1

h(sx, sy), (2.67)

and with this, we can express H
(0)
e =

∑
x∈Zd Φeff,x. Here, the symbol

∑
y:∥x−y∥=1 represents the

sum over the given x’s nearest neighboring lattice points.
In the paper [3], Borgs et al. elucidate the phase diagram concerning the ground state

configurations of H
(0)
e . The obtained results are depicted in Figure 1. Let us briefly explain

the discussion in [3] below. Considering translational symmetry, the phase diagram can be
constructed by examining pairs of spins (sx, sy) that minimize the values of h(sx, sy). We refer

to x ∈ Zd as an even site (resp., odd site) when
∑d

i=1 |xi| is even (resp., odd). Let us fix a

10As the ground state configuration is determined by the relative Hamiltonian, such constant terms can be
ignored.
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Ueff/4d

µ/2d
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−W
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Sep,−

H1

Figure 1: Phase diagram of the ground state configurations for H
(0)
e .

pair of sites (x, y), with x being an even site and y being an odd site. In this case, the possible
combinations of (sx, sy) are:

(sx, sy) = (1, 1), (1, 0), (0, 0), (−1, 0), (1,−1), (−1,−1). (2.68)

Note that pairs obtained by swapping the values of sx and sy are physically equivalent, so we do
not distinguish them for a while. The values of h(sx, sy) corresponding to these configurations
are as follows:

(sx, sy) = (1, 1): h(sx, sy) = W + Ueff
2d − µ

d .

(sx, sy) = (1, 0): h(sx, sy) =
Ueff
4d − µ

2d .

(sx, sy) = (0, 0): h(sx, sy) = 0.

(sx, sy) = (−1, 0): h(sx, sy) =
Ueff
4d + µ

2d .

(sx, sy) = (1,−1): h(sx, sy) = −W + Ueff
2d .

(sx, sy) = (−1,−1): h(sx, sy) = W + Ueff
2d + µ

d .

By considering the minimum values of the obtained h(sx, sy), we obtain Figure 1. In each

region of Figure 1, the ground state configurations ofH
(0)
e are obtained by periodically extending

the pair configurations (sx, sy) that minimize h(sx, sy) over the entire Zd. The open regions
Sep,+, Sep,−, Sep,0 correspond to (sx, sy) = (1, 0), (−1, 0), (−1, 1), respectively. The open regions
H0, H1, H2 correspond to (sx, sy) = (−1,−1), (0, 0), (1, 1), respectively.

In H0, H1, H2, the ground states of H
(0)
e do not exhibit charge density waves. On the other

hand, in the open regions Sep,+, Sep,−, and Sep,0, charge density waves appear in the ground

state of H
(0)
e .

In the pair spin configurations defining the regions H1, Sep,+, Sep,−, it is essential to note
that either sx = 0 or sy = 0. Returning to the definition of sx, the case sx = 0 corresponds
to two possibilities: nx,↑ = 1, nx,↓ = 0, or nx,↑ = 0, nx,↓ = 1. Of course, the same applies to
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sy = 0. This observation indicates that the ground state configurations in these regions have
infinite degeneracy. Consequently, the analysis within these regions falls outside the scope of
the main theorem.

Let us delve into the region U = Sep,ε given by (1.11). Note that Sep,ε is a region obtained by
“narrowing down” the region Sep,0 by an amount ε. In this region, one ground state configuration
is such that sx = 1 for all even sites and sx = −1 for all odd sites. Another configuration
is obtained by swapping the values of sx on even and odd sites for the first configuration.
Therefore, the ground state in this region is two-fold degenerate, hence r = 2. We note that
our parameters are given by ν = (g, µ, U,W ), and ee = −W + Ueff

2d . From this, conditions (A.

1) to (A. 4) are almost evident. For (A. 5), we note that
∣∣∣ ∂∂gΦeff,x(ne)

∣∣∣ = c|g|. Therefore,

when defining Sep,ε, it is necessary to fix g0 > 0 arbitrarily and restrict |g| < g0. Verifying the
fulfillment of assumption (A. 6) for every γQ > 0 in the nearest-neighbor hopping of electrons,
as given in (1.1), is straightforward. Furthermore, it is easily seen that ∥t∥γ = 2d e2γ and
λ0 = (2dβ0e

2γQ+1)−1.
In regions H0 and H2, the ground state configurations are unique. Therefore, the main

theorem can be applied to these regions, enabling the proof of the absence of charge density
waves in the low-temperature phase.

3 Connection to contour models

3.1 The strategy for the proof of Theorem 2.2

Our approach to establish the main theorem involves the application of the Pirogov–Sinai theory
to the Hamiltonian governing the electron-phonon interacting system as defined in (2.22).

In general, the Pirogov–Sinai theory is one of the few mathematical frameworks capable of
constructing the phase diagram of the low-temperature phase when the phase diagram of the
ground state of the model under consideration is well understood. For a classical spin model
on a d-dimensional hypercubic lattice, the Pirogov–Sinai theory proceeds in two steps:

(C. 1) Express the partition function of the model (or thermal expectations of physical ob-
servables) in terms of a contour model in d-dimensional space.

(C. 2) Apply powerful analytical techniques, such as cluster expansions, to the obtained con-
tour model to reveal the characteristics of the low-temperature phase.

Understanding of the Pirogov–Sinai theory in classical systems has significantly progressed,
with an abundance of references available. Among them, the exposition in [12] is particularly
well-suited for an introduction to this theory.

In the quantum systems on a d-dimensional hypercubic lattice, the Pirogov–Sinai theory is
applicable when the quantum system Hamiltonian under consideration, as described in Section 2,
can be separated into a classical part and a quantum perturbation part. The prerequisite for the
application of this theory is a well-understood phase diagram of the ground state of the classical
part of the Hamiltonian. In this scenario, even in the presence of quantum perturbations, it
becomes feasible to construct the phase diagram of the low-temperature phase. The Pirogov–
Sinai theory for quantum systems consists of the following steps:

(Q. 1) Express the partition function of the Hamiltonian under consideration in terms of a
classical contour model in a d+ 1-dimensional space-time.

(Q. 2) Apply and extend the existing Pirogov–Sinai theory for classical systems to the obtained
space-time contour model, thereby analyzing the low-temperature phase.

Regarding step (Q. 2), it is worth noting that the foundation for this extension has already
been established in [5].
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The objective of this section is to judiciously extend the methodology from the paper [5, 4]
to achieve step (Q. 1) in the context of electron-phonon interacting systems. The electron-
phonon interaction model considered in this paper has a more intricate quantum perturbation
component compared to models analyzed in previous studies [4, 5, 8, 9, 25]. Consequently, it is
essential to acknowledge the difficulty in constructing an appropriate contour model. In Section
4, we demonstrate that the space-time contour model constructed in this section satisfies the
fundamental assumptions for applying the theory in [5].

3.2 Contour representation of the partition function

Let M ∈ N and β̃ = β/M . The partition function can be expressed as follows:

Zℓ,Λ = Tr
[
TM
Λ

]
, TΛ = e−β̃Hℓ,Λ . (3.1)

We will choose the value of M later so that it satisfies the appropriate conditions. By using the
Duhamel formula11, one obtains

TΛ =
∑

m∈ΓΛ

(−λt)m

m!

∫
dτmTΛ(τ ,m). (3.2)

Note that the right-hand side of (3.2) converges under the operator norm topology. We shall
provide explicit definitions for the symbols appearing in the above formula. Firstly, we define
ΓΛ as ΓΛ = ZAΛ

+ . For every m belonging to ΓΛ, we define the support of m as suppm := {A ∈
AΛ : mA ̸= 0}, where AΛ is defined by (1.14). Additionally, we let Sn denote the symmetric
group on n objects. Expressing suppm as A = {A1, . . . , Ak} and τ as {τ1A, . . . , τ

mA
A : A ∈ A}

with τ iA ∈ [0, β̃], we can define TΛ(τ ,m) as follows: Firstly, we select π ∈ S|m| that satisfies
the following conditions:

(s1, . . . , s|m|) = π(τ1A1
, . . . , τ

mA1
A1

, . . . , τ1Ak
, . . . , τ

mAk
Ak

), s1 ≤ s2 ≤ · · · ≤ s|m|. (3.3)

With π selected in this manner, we define h̃i as (h̃1, . . . , h̃|m|) := π(hA1 , . . . , hA1 , . . . , hAk
, . . . , hAk

)
and then define TΛ(τ ,m) as

TΛ(τ ,m) = h̃1(s1)h̃2(s2) · · · h̃|m|(s|m|) e
−β̃H

(0)
ℓ,Λ , h̃i(s) = e−sH

(0)
ℓ,Λ h̃i e

sH
(0)
ℓ,Λ . (3.4)

In addition, to simplify notation, we introduce the following symbols:∫
dτm =

∏
A∈suppm

∫ β̃

0
dτ1A · · ·

∫ β̃

0
dτmA

A , m! =
∏

A∈AΛ

mA!, (−λt)m =
∏

A∈AΛ

(−λtA)
mA .

(3.5)
Given the above setup, the partition function can be expressed as follows:

Zℓ,Λ =
∑

nΛ∈NΛ

[
M∏
t=1

∑
mt∈ΓΛ

(−λt)mt

mt!

∫
dτmt

t

]
⟨nΛ|TΛ(τ1,m1) · · ·TΛ(τM ,mM ) |nΛ⟩ . (3.6)

As seen in Section 4, the right-hand side of the above equation absolutely converges when the
parameters satisfy appropriate conditions. Therefore, the interchange of the sum and inte-
gral that was implicitly performed in deriving the equation (3.6) is justified. To simplify the
description further, we define the symbol:∫

ΞB

D(ω) :=
∑

A={A1,...,Ak}
∪k
j=1

Aj=B

∑
m:suppm=A

[
(−λt)m

m!

∫
dτ

]
, (3.7)

11By Remark 2.1, the formula (3.2) holds for complex numbers λ as well.
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where

ΞB :=

ω = (τ ,m) :
⋃

A∈suppm

A = B, τ satisfies (3.3)

 . (3.8)

Then we can represent TΛ in the following manner:

TΛ =
∑
B⊆Λ

TΛ(B), (3.9)

where

TΛ(B) =

∫
ΞB

D(ω)TΛ(ω). (3.10)

It is worth noting that if B,B′ ⊆ Λ satisfy B ∩B
′
= ∅, then we have

[TΛ(B), TΛ(B
′)] = 0. (3.11)

Here, recall that B is defined in (2.26).
Given an electron-phonon configuration nΛ = (ne,np) ∈ NΛ in Λ, we denote the energy

associated with the configuration nB for each region B ⊆ Λ as E(nB):

E(nB) =
∑
x∈B

{
Φ
(ℓ)
eff,x(ne) + ω0nx,p

}
. (3.12)

Moreover, we define H
(0)
ℓ,B(n∂B) by means of the conditional expectation value as:

H
(0)
ℓ,B(n∂B) =

〈
n∂B

∣∣∣H(0)

ℓ,B

∣∣∣n∂B

〉
, H

(0)

ℓ,B
=
∑
x∈B

{Φ(ℓ)
eff,x(n̂e) + ω0b

∗
xbx}, (3.13)

where ∂B := {x /∈ B : dist(x,B) ≤ 2R0}. Note that H
(0)
ℓ,B(n∂B) belongs to A

(0)
B . We readily

confirm that
H

(0)
ℓ,Λ |nΛ⟩ =

{
E(nΛ\B) +H

(0)
ℓ,B(n∂B)

}
|nΛ⟩ . (3.14)

For any given ω = (τ ,m) ∈ ΞB, we define

TB(ω,n∂B) = h̃1,n∂B
(s1)h̃2,n∂B

(s2) · · · h̃|m|,n∂B
(s|m|) e

−β̃H
(0)
ℓ,B(n∂B), (3.15)

h̃i,n∂B
(s) = e−sH

(0)
ℓ,B(n∂B)h̃i e

sH
(0)
ℓ,B(n∂B). (3.16)

Based on the above observation, we conclude that

TΛ(ω) |nΛ⟩ = e
−β̃E(nΛ\B)TB(ω,n∂B) |nΛ⟩ (ω ∈ ΞB). (3.17)

Thus, by utilizing the identity 1 =
∑

nΛ∈NΛ
PnΛ (PnΛ = |nΛ⟩⟨nΛ|), we obtain the following

expression:

TΛ(B) =
∑

nΛ∈NΛ

e
−β̃E(nΛ\B)TB(n∂B)PnΛ , (3.18)

where

TB(n∂B) =

∫
ΞB

D(ω)TB(ω,n∂B). (3.19)
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Thus, by setting Σ = (B,nΛ), and using equations (3.9) and (3.18), we can express TΛ as
follows:

TΛ =
∑
Σ

KΛ(Σ), (3.20)

where
K(Σ) = K(B,nΛ) = e

−β̃E(nΛ\B)TB(n∂B)PnΛ . (3.21)

In particular, when B = ∅, we have

K(∅,nΛ) = e−β̃E(nΛ)PnΛ = e−β̃H
(0)
ℓ,ΛPnΛ . (3.22)

Therefore, using equation (3.6), we obtain the following expression for the partition function:

Zℓ,Λ =

[
M∏
t=1

∑
Σt

]
W (Σ1, . . . , ΣM ), W (Σ1, . . . , ΣM ) = Tr

[
KΣ1 · · ·KΣM

]
. (3.23)

To construct the contour representation of the partition function Zℓ,Λ, we will now introduce
the concept of a “space-time lattice” by L = Zd × {1, . . . ,M}P, where M coresponds to the
temporal extent of the lattice. Additionally, we introduce a sub-lattice obtained by restricting
the spatial component of the space-time lattice L to Λ: LΛ = Λ× {1, . . . ,M}P.

To extend the lattices to continuous space, we define T = Rd× [0,M ]P, which represents the
space-time continuum, and TΛ = {x ∈ Rd : dist(x,Λ) ≤ 1/2}× [0,M ]P. Note that the subscript
P indicates that we are imposing periodicity, i.e., M + a ≡ a (a > 0).

We denote the elementary cube centered at the site (x, t) in the space-time lattice as C(x, t).
To be more precise, C(x, t) is defined as C(x, t) = {(y, s) ∈ TΛ : |t−s| ≤ 1/2, |xi−yi| ≤ 1/2 (i =
1, . . . , d)}. Let E denote the collection of all sets obtained by assembling the elementary cubes
centered at the space-time lattice points of L. For every B ∈ E, we denote the set of centers of
elementary cubes contained in the set B as [B], that is,

[B] = B ∩ L. (3.24)

The spatial and temporal projections of [B] are defined as follows:

[B]S = {x ∈ Zd : (x, t) ∈ [B] holds for some t ∈ M}, (3.25)

[B]T = {t ∈ M : (x, t) ∈ [B] holds for some x ∈ Zd}, (3.26)

where M = {1, 2, . . . ,M}.
The cross-sections of [B] in the space-time lattice are defined as follows:

Sx0(B) = {(x0, t) ∈ L : (x0, t) ∈ B}, Tt0(B) = {(x, t0) ∈ L : (x, t0) ∈ B}. (3.27)

Therefore, the projections of the cross-sections of [B] are given by:

[Sx0(B)]T = {t ∈ M : (x0, t) ∈ Sx0(B)}, [Tt0(B)]S = {x ∈ Zd : (x, t0) ∈ Tt0(B)}. (3.28)

For the reader’s clarity, the symbols introduced so far are visually explained in Figure 2.

Suppose that we are given ΣLΛ
= (Σ1, . . . , ΣM ), where Σt = (D

(t)
q ,n

(t)
Λ ).12 Then, we define

σ(x, t) as follows:

σ(x,t) =

{
g
(ℓ)
x (x /∈ Λ)

n
(t)
Λ (x) (x ∈ Λ).

(3.29)

12Using the symbols in (3.20) and (3.23), one should write Σt = (B(t),n
(t)
Λ ). However, for the convenience of

the following description, the symbol D
(t)
q will be used instead of B(t).
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Figure 2: (a) Example of B in 1 + 1 dimensional space-time. Each gray box represents C(x, t).
Blue dots denote space-time lattice points, while red dots represent [B]. Green dots along the
x-axis (resp. t-axis) correspond to [B]S (resp. [B]T). (b) The blue dots along the blue line
represent the cross-section of B with the plane x = 4, and the blue dots on the t-axis denote
the projection [S4(B)]T onto the time axis of this cross-section. Similarly, the red dots along
the red line represent the cross-section with the plane t = 4, and the red dots on the x-axis
denote the projection [T4(B)]S onto the x-axis of this cross-section.

Here, we write n
(t)
Λ as n

(t)
Λ =

(
n
(t)
Λ (x)

)
x∈Λ

.

We say that an elementary cube C(x, t) is in the ℓ-ground state if σ(y,t) coincides with the

ground state configuration g(ℓ) for all y ∈ U(x), where U(x) is defined by (4.22). Irrespective
of the value of ℓ, an elementary cube being in the ℓ-ground state is commonly referred to as an
elementary cube in the ground state. Conversely, if C(x, t) is not in the ground state, we say
that it is in an excited state or simply an excited cube.

An excited cube C(x, t) is said to be in a quantum excitation state if and only if x belongs

to D
(t)
q . Conversely, if an excited cube C(x, t) is not in a quantum excitation state, it is referred

to as being in a classical excitation state.
We can can decompose TΛ into a union of two disjoint sets: the set D consisting of excited

cubes, and the set G consisting of elementary cubes in the ground state. That is, TΛ = D ⊔G.
Let C(D) denote the set of connected components of D, so that we can write D =

⊔
D∈C(D)D.

Each D ∈ C(D) can be uniquely determined by (D(1), . . . , D(M)), where D(t) is defined by
D(t) = [Tt(D)]S. Therefore, one can identify D with its time slice

∏
t∈MD(t), which we denote

as D
△
=
∏

t∈MD(t). For each t ∈ M, we define D
(t)
c = D(t) \ D

(t)
q . Let Dq

△
=
∏

t∈MD
(t)
q and

Dc
△
=
∏

t∈MD
(t)
c . Dq is the set consisting of elementary cubes in quantum excitation state; Dc is

the set consisting of elementary cubes in classical excitation state. It is clear that D = Dq⊔Dc.
See Figure 3.

For each value of ℓ, we define the set consisting of elementary cubes in the ℓ-ground state g(ℓ)

as Vℓ. Thus, we have G = ⊔ℓVℓ. Considering each connected component D of excited cubes, it
can be observed that every boundary face F of D is in contact with cubes in a specific ℓ′-ground
state, which is represented by αD(F ) = ℓ′. The function αD maps the set of boundary faces of
D into {1, . . . , r}, and is termed as the label of the boundary of D.

A contour Y = (D, α) is defined as a pair comprising of the connected component of excited
cubes D ∈ C(D), and the label of the boundary of D, which is denoted as α(·) = αD(·). The
connected component D of the contour Y is denoted as suppY . The interior intY of a contour
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Figure 3: The colored boxes represent D. The light gray region represents Dc, and the dark
gray represents Dq. The red and green lattice points correspond to lattice points [Dq] and [Dc],
respectively. The lattice points on the cross-section of D by the horizontal line represent D(t).

Y is defined as the union of finite connected components of T \ suppY . We say that Y is an
ℓ-contour if the boundary of V (Y ) = suppY ∪ intY contacts cubes in the ℓ- ground state, i.e.,
αY (FV (Y )) = ℓ is satisfied, where FV (Y ) represents the boundary face of V (Y ).

Two contours Y1 and Y2 are said to be compatible if suppY1 ∩ suppY2 = ∅. Let Y =
{Y1, . . . , Yn} be a set of contours that are mutually compatible. We define Yi as an external
contour if suppYi ∩ V (Yj) = ∅ holds for all j ̸= i. We say that Y is matching if the label α is
constant on each boundary face of every connected component of TΛ \ (suppY1 ∪ · · · ∪ suppYn).
So far, various symbols related to contours have been introduced. By revisiting the definitions
while examining Figure 4 and its caption, readers will likely gain a clear understanding of their
meanings.13

For each ΣLΛ
, there corresponds a set of mutually compatible and matching contours Y =

{Y1, . . . , Yn}. Conversely, given a set of mutually compatible and matching contours Y =
{Y1, . . . , Yn}, there may exist multiple ΣLΛ

that correspond to Y. We denote the collection of
such ΣLΛ

by S (Y).
For everyΣLΛ

∈ S (Y), the contribution fromG inW (Σ1, . . . , ΣM ) is given by e−β̃
∑

m em|Vm|,
i.e.,

W (Σ1, . . . , ΣM ) = e−β̃
∑

m em|Vm|w(ΣLΛ
), (3.30)

where |Vm| denotes the number of elementary cubes contained in Vm, and w(ΣLΛ
) represents the

remaining contribution. Hence we arrive at the following expression of the partition function:

Zℓ,Λ =
∑
Y

e−β̃
∑

m em|Vm|ρ(Y), ρ(Y) =
∑

ΣLΛ∈S (Y)

w(ΣLΛ
), (3.31)

where
∑

Y denotes the sum over a collection of contours that are mutually compatible, matching,
and such that all the external contours are ℓ-contours. The quantity ρ(Y) associated with a
collection of contours Y is referred to as the activity of Y.

For each D
△
=
∏

t∈MD(t) ∈ E, we define

ND♯
=
∏
t∈M

N
D

(t)
♯

(♯ = c, q), ND =
∏
t∈M

ND(t) . (3.32)

13In this paper, considering contour models in space-time with dimensions d+1 where d is 2 or above, it is not
straightforward to draw contour diagrams easily. However, if one has a good understanding of the case in 1 + 1
dimensions, subsequent discussions should be easily comprehensible.
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Figure 4: An example of Y = {Y1, Y2, Y3, Y4} in 1+1-dimensional space-time. The gray regions
represent suppYi (i = 1, . . . , 4) in 1+1-dimensional space-time. The red, blue, and green regions
represent the ground state configurations of the classical part H(0). The narrower green region
along with the red and blue regions represents intYi. Each of the red, blue, and green regions
is numbered as 1, 2, and 3, respectively. When the contour corresponding to the region floating
in the blue region is denoted as Y1, then Y2, Y3, Y4 are all 3-contours, and Y is a set of mutually
compatible and matching contours.

Here, N
D

(t)
♯

is defined by choosing B = D
(t)
♯ in the definition (2.1) of NB. We represent an

element of ND as nD = (nD(t))t∈M. Elements of ND♯
are also represented in the same way.

Each connected component of G in T can be expressed in the form of g
(ℓ)
B =

(
g
(ℓ)

B(t)

)
t∈M

. Here,

B belongs to E, and we identify it with
∏

t∈MB(t), where B(t) = [Tt(B)]S.

3.3 Factorization property of the contour activities

Suppose that only a single ℓ-contour Y = (D, α) is present in TΛ. Let intmY be the union of
connected components of intY that are in them-ground state. Then, we have intY = ⊔mintmY .
As a result, we can represent the ground state configuration in TΛ \ suppY as follows:

g
(∗)
TΛ\D := g

(ℓ)
TΛ\V (Y ) ×

(∏
m

g
(m)
intmY

)
. (3.33)

Here, we employ the identification TΛ \ D
△
=
∏

t∈M Λ \ D(t). Moreover, the product of con-
figurations is defined as in (2.43). Let us now consider the corresponding S ({Y }). For any

ΣLΛ
=
(
(D

(t)
q ,n

(t)
Λ )
)
t∈M

∈ S ({Y }), we express nD ∈ ND and nD♯
∈ ND♯

(♯ = c, q) as

follows:

nD =
(
n
(t)

D(t)(x)
)
(x,t)∈[D]

, nD♯
=

(
n
(t)

D
(t)
♯

(x)

)
(x,t)∈[D♯]

. (3.34)

In addition, we define EDc as the set of configurations nDc that are determined by ΣLΛ
∈

S ({Y }) such that the union of elementary cubes in a classical excitation state contained in
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suppY is equal to Dc. Then, ρ(Y ) := ρ({Y }) is given by

ρ(Y ) =
∑

Dq⊆D

∑
nDq∈NDq

∑
nDc∈EDc

e−β̃E(nDc )×

×
M∏
t=1

〈
g
(∗)
Λ\D(t) × n

(t)

D(t)

∣∣∣∣ TD(t+1)
q

(
n
∂D

(t+1)
q

) ∣∣∣∣ g(∗)
Λ\D(t+1) × n

(t+1)

D(t+1)

〉
, (3.35)

where E(nDc) =
∑M

t=1E

(
n
D(t)\D(t)

q

)
. We call ρ(Y ) the activity of the contour Y .

Proposition 3.1. For each collection of mutually compatible and matching contours Y =
{Y1, . . . , Yn}, its activity satisfies the following factorization property:

ρ(Y1, . . . , Yn) = ρ(Y1) · · · ρ(Yn). (3.36)

Therefore, we can express the partition function Zℓ,Λ as

Zℓ,Λ =
∑
Y

e−β̃
∑

m em|Vm|ρ(Y1) · · · ρ(Yn). (3.37)

Proof. We can prove the assertion in the proposition by utilizing (2.9), which states that
HΛ = HΛ1 ⊗ HΛ2 . For simplicity, we consider the case where n = 2: Y = {Y1, Y2} with
Yi = (Di, αDi) (i = 1, 2). Fix ΣLΛ

∈ S (Y) arbitrarily. Corresponding to ΣLΛ
, we can deter-

mine the pairs (Dq,1,Dc,1) and (Dq,2,Dc,2). Here, Dq,i (resp. Dc,i) is the union of elementary
cubes in Di associated with quantum (resp. classical) excitations.

Let nΛ ∈ NΛ. By applying (2.10), we obtain PnΛ = PnB ⊗ PnΛ\B for each B ⊆ Λ which
implies that

K(Σ) = K(B,nΛ) = e
−β̃E(nΛ\B)TB(n∂B)PnB ⊗ PnΛ\B . (3.38)

Using (2.6) and (2.8), we can identify the operator TB(n∂B) acting on HΛ with TB(n∂B)⊗1lΛ\B
under the identification HΛ = HB ⊗ HΛ\B. Here, 1lΛ\B denotes the identity operator on HΛ\B.
Therefore, analogous arguments to those used for ordinary quantum spin systems are applicable.

Let Vm be a collection of cubes in the m-ground state, and assume that its time slice

representation Vm
△
=
∏M

t=1 V
(t)
m is given. For each t ∈ M, Λ can be decomposed as Λ =

D
(t)
1 ⊔D

(t)
2 ⊔

(
⊔mV

(t)
m

)
, which implies the following expression of K(Σ(t)):

K(Σ(t)) =e
−β̃E

(
n

(D
(t)
1 \D(t)

q,1)⊔(D
(t)
2 \D(t)

q,2)

)
e−β̃

∑
m em|V (t)

m |×

×
[
T
D

(t)
q,1

(
n
∂D

(t)
q,1

)
Pn

D
(t)
q,1

⊗ Pn
D

(t)
c,1

]
⊗
[
T
D

(t)
q,2

(
n
∂D

(t)
q,2

)
Pn

D
(t)
q,2

⊗ Pn
D

(t)
c,2

]
⊗

⊗

[
P
g
(1)

V
(t)
1

⊗ · · · ⊗ P
g
(r)

V
(t)
r

]
(3.39)

Hence, we obtain the desired factorization: ρ(Y1, Y2) = ρ(Y1)ρ(Y2).

3.4 A useful formula for the contour activities

In this subsection, we derive a useful representation of ρ(Y ) given by (3.35). For this purpose,

we introduce some symbols. The classical part of the Hamiltonian, H
(0)
ℓ,Λ, can be decomposed as

the sum of the electron interaction term, H
(0)
ℓ,Λ,e, and the phonon energy term, H

(0)
ℓ,Λ,p = ω0NΛ,p:

H
(0)
ℓ,Λ = H

(0)
ℓ,Λ,e +H

(0)
ℓ,Λ,p. Correspondingly, H

(0)
ℓ,B(n∂B) can be also split as follows:

H
(0)
ℓ,B(n∂B) = H

(0)
ℓ,B,e(n∂B,e) +H

(0)
ℓ,B,p(n∂B,p), (3.40)

24



where we define H
(0)
ℓ,B,e(n∂B,e) ∈ A

(0)
B,e using the conditional expectation value as follows:

H
(0)
ℓ,B,e(n∂B,e) =

〈
n∂B,e

∣∣H(0)

ℓ,B,e

∣∣n∂B,e

〉
. (3.41)

Due to the absence of interactions between different sites, the conditional expectation value of
the phonon energy term takes a simple form as follows:

H
(0)
ℓ,B,p(n∂B,p) = ω0NB,p + ω0

∑
x∈∂B

nx,p. (3.42)

Utilizing (3.40), we can represent TB(ω,n∂B) for every ω = (τ ,m) ∈ ΞB in the following
manner:

TB(ω,n∂B)

=h̃1,e,n∂B,e
(s1) · · · h̃|m|,e,n∂B,e

(s|m|)e
−β̃H

(0)
ℓ,B,e(n∂B,e) ⊗ Θ̃1(s1) · · · Θ̃|m|(s|m|)e

−β̃H
(0)
ℓ,B,p(n∂B,p)

=:TB,e(ω,n∂B,e)⊗ TB,p(ω,n∂B,p). (3.43)

Here, if we letΘi = eiΦAi , then Θ̃i is defined as (Θ̃1, . . . , Θ̃|m|) = π(Θ1, . . . , Θ1, . . . , Θ|m|, . . . , Θ|m|),
where the definitions of s1, . . . , s|m| and π can be found in (3.3). The same applies for the defi-

nition of h̃e,i. In addition, the following definitions are employed:

h̃i,e,n∂B,e
(s) = e−sH

(0)
ℓ,B,e(n∂B,e)h̃i,ee

sH
(0)
ℓ,B,e(n∂B,e), Θ̃i(s) = e−sH

(0)
ℓ,B,p(n∂B,p)Θ̃ie

sH
(0)
ℓ,B,p(n∂B,p).

(3.44)

We express the electron-phonon ground state configuration of g
(∗)
B as g

(∗)
B = (g

(∗)
B,e, g

(∗)
B,p),

where the configuration g
(∗)
B,p corresponds to the Fock vacuum: |g(∗)

B,p⟩ = |∅⟩B,p. Then we have〈
g
(∗)
Λ\D(t) × n

(t)

D(t)

∣∣∣∣ TD(t+1)
q

(
n
∂D

(t+1)
q

) ∣∣∣∣ g(∗)
Λ\D(t+1) × n

(t+1)

D(t+1)

〉
=

∫
Ξ

D
(t+1)
q

D(ω(t+1))

〈
g
(∗)
Λ\D(t) × n

(t)

D(t)

∣∣∣∣ TD(t+1)
q

(
ω(t+1),n

∂D
(t+1)
q

) ∣∣∣∣ g(∗)
Λ\D(t+1) × n

(t+1)

D(t+1)

〉

=

∫
Ξ

D
(t+1)
q

D(ω(t+1))

〈
g
(∗)
Λ\D(t),e

× n
(t)

D(t),e

∣∣∣∣ TD(t+1)
q ,e

(
ω(t+1),n

∂D
(t+1)
q ,e

) ∣∣∣∣ g(∗)
Λ\D(t+1),e

× n
(t+1)

D(t+1),e

〉
×

×
〈
g
(∗)
Λ\D(t),p

× n
(t)

D(t),p

∣∣∣∣ TD(t+1)
q ,p

(
ω(t+1),n

∂D
(t+1)
q ,p

) ∣∣∣∣ g(∗)
Λ\D(t+1),p

× n
(t+1)

D(t+1),p

〉
. (3.45)

For the sake of simplicity of notation, we define∫
ΞDq

D(ω) :=

M∏
t=1

∫
Ξ

D
(t)
q

D(ω(t)), (3.46)

where ΞDq =
∏M

t=1ΞD
(t)
q

and ω = (ω(t))Mt=1. Using this notation, we can write ρ(Y ) as follows:

ρ(Y ) =
∑

Dq⊆D

∑
nDq

∑
nDc

∫
ΞDq

D(ω) e−βE(nDc )×

×
M∏
t=1

〈
g
(∗)
Λ\D(t),e

× n
(t)

D(t),e

∣∣∣∣ TD(t+1)
q ,e

(
ω(t+1),n

∂D
(t+1)
q ,e

) ∣∣∣∣ g(∗)
Λ\D(t+1),e

× n
(t+1)

D(t+1),e

〉
×

×
〈
g
(∗)
Λ\D(t),p

× n
(t)

D(t),p

∣∣∣∣ TD(t+1)
q ,p

(
ω(t+1),n

∂D
(t+1)
q ,p

) ∣∣∣∣ g(∗)
Λ\D(t+1),p

× n
(t+1)

D(t+1),p

〉
=

∫
ΠY

D(φ) e−β̃E(nDc )Se(φe)Sp(φp). (3.47)
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Let us explain the symbols appearing in (3.47). Firstly,∫
ΠY

D(φ) :=
∑

Dq⊆D

∑
nDq

∑
nDc

∫
ΞDq

D(ω). (3.48)

Secondly, S♭(φ♭) (♭ = e, p) are given by

S♭(φ♭) =
M∏
t=1

〈
g
(∗)
Λ\D(t),♭

× n
(t)

D(t),♭

∣∣∣∣ TD(t+1)
q ,♭

(
ω(t+1),n

∂D
(t+1)
q ,♭

) ∣∣∣∣ g(∗)
Λ\D(t+1),♭

× n
(t+1)

D(t+1),♭

〉
. (3.49)

Thirdly, we define

ΠY =
{
φ = (Dq,Dc,ω,nD) : (D,nD) ∈ S ({Y }) and ω ∈ ΞDq

}
, (3.50)

and, finally, for each φ ∈ ΠY , φe and φp are defined by

φ♭ = (Dq,Dc,ω,nD,♭) (♭ = e,p). (3.51)

Here, for each nD =
(
(n

(t)

D(t),e
,n

(t)

D(t),p
)
)M
t=1

∈ ND, we define nD,♭ = (n
(t)

D(t),♭
)Mt=1 (♭ = e,p) with

n
(t)

D(t),♭
∈ ND(t),♭. In the subsequent sections, readers will find the expression (3.47) useful when

evaluating contour activities.

4 Estimates of the contour activities

4.1 The objective and outline of Section 4

As explained in Subsection 3.1, we prove the main theorem (Theorem 2.2) by accomplishing
steps (Q. 1) and (Q. 2). In Section 3, we have already achieved (Q. 1). In this section,
we complete (Q. 2). As mentioned in the previous section, the foundation of the Pirogov–
Sinai theory for the space-time contour model has been laid in [5]. The primary goal of this
section is to verify that several technical conditions concerning the contour model, necessary
for applying the results of [5], are indeed satisfied. Refer to Propositions 4.2, 4.4, 4.7, 4.8 for
details. Once these propositions are incorporated, the main theorem can be proven by applying
various theorems from [5].

In order to establish these propositions, a detailed analysis of the quantum perturbation

arising from electron-phonon interaction is essential. The quantum perturbation term H
(Q)
Λ

incorporates unitary operators, such as eiϑA , determined by the bosonic field operators. As
these factors are unitary operators, one might believe that the analytical methods employed for
the Hubbard model in [3] can be readily applied. However, the bosonic Fock space associated
with each site is an infinite-dimensional Hilbert space, and various operators describing bosons
are unbounded. Therefore, using such a simplistic approach, it is not possible to rigorously
analyze the electron-phonon interacting system. A meticulous analysis of vacuum expectations
and thermal expectations for the bosonic field operators given in (4.22) is imperative.

Fortuitously, extensive analyses pertaining to these expectations of bosonic field operators
have been conducted in the realm of quantum field theory [2]. By leveraging this wealth of
knowledge, we can accomplish (Q. 2). The insights into the expectations of the bosonic field
operators utilized in this paper are succinctly summarized in Appendix A.

4.2 The case where Y does not wind around TΛ

In this subsection, we consider the case where the contour Y does not wind around the ther-
mal torus TΛ. Refer to Figure 5. When Y winds around TΛ, the mathematical treatment is
somewhat different, and this will be discussed further in Subsection 4.3.
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Figure 5: Image depicting a contour not winding around TΛ. (To be precise, section of the
support of a contour not winding around TΛ on a specific plane defined by xi = const.)

Fix φ = (Dq,Dc,ω,nD) ∈ ΠY , arbitrarily. Then, for each x ∈ [D]S, we define φ(x) =
(Dq(x),Dc(x),ω(x),nD(x)) as follows:

D♯(x) =

(⋃
t∈M

C(x, t)

)
∩D♯ (♯ = c, q), (4.1)

nD(x) =
(
n
(t)

D(t)(x)
)
t∈[Sx(D)]T

, (4.2)

ω(x) =
(
ω(t)(x)

)
t∈[Sx(Dq)]T

, ω(t)(x) =
{
(m

(t)
A , τ

(t)
A ) : x ∈ suppA

}
. (4.3)

Depending on x, D♯(x) could be an empty set. If Dq(x) = ∅, then we set ω(x) = ∅. See
Figure 6.

x

t

(a)

x = 5

x

t

(b)

Figure 6: The dark gray region in Figure (a) representsDq, while the light gray region represents
Dc. In Figure (b), the green region represents Dq(5), and the red region represents Dc(5).

LetB ⊆ Λ. Suppose that we are given an electron configuration nB,e = (nB,e(x))x∈B ∈ NB,e.
We say that the site x ∈ B is in the ℓ-ground state with respect to the electronic configuration

nB,e, if there is an ℓ such that nB,e(y) = g
(ℓ)
e (y) holds for all y ∈ U(x). If x is not in the ground
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state, then x is said to be in an excited state with respect to nB,e. Similarly, considering a
phonon configuration denoted by nB,p = (nB,p(x))x∈B ∈ NB,p, we define a site x ∈ B to be in
the ground state with respect to the phonon configuration nB,p if nB,p(x) = 0. If x is not in
the ground state, we say that it is in an excited state with respect to nB,p. Using the above
terminology, we can define the following:

EB,e(x) = {nB,e : x is in an excited state with respect to nB,e} , (4.4)

EB,p(x) = {nB,p : x is in an excited state with respect to nB,p} . (4.5)

Furthermore, for each nDc = (nDc,e,nDc,p) ∈ EDc , we define

Ee(nDc,e) =

{
(x, t) ∈ Dc : n

(t)

D
(t)
c ,e

∈ E
D

(t)
c ,e

(x)

}
, (4.6)

Ep(nDc,p) =

{
(x, t) ∈ Dc : n

(t)

D
(t)
c ,p

∈ E
D

(t)
c ,p

(x)

}
. (4.7)

The set Ee(nDc,e) consists of space-time lattice sites that are in excited states with respect to
the electron configuration nDc,e. Similarly, Ep(nDc,p) consists of space-time lattice sites that
are in excited states with respect to the phonon configuration nDc,p. It holds that Ee(nDc,e) ∪
Ep(nDc,p) = [Dc]. However, note that Ee(nDc,e) ∩ Ep(nDc,p) ̸= ∅ in general.

For a given site (x, t) ∈ LΛ, we define an operator uφ(x, t) as follows: Firstly, we consider the
case where (x, t) ∈ [Dq]. In this case, we need to introduce some symbols to specify uφ(x, t). Let
m, π, s1, . . . , s|m| be as introduced in Subsection 3.2. For A ∈ suppm, we set ΘA = exp(iϑA),

where ϑA is defined in (2.24). If x ∈ suppA, then we define ΘA,x =
∏

σ,κ:(x,σ,κ)∈A eiϑ(x,σ,κ) . We
readily confirm that ΘA =

∏
x∈suppAΘA,x holds. If x /∈ suppA, then we simply set ΘA,x = 1.

Next, for each ω(t) = (τ (t),m(t)) ∈ Ξ
D

(t)
q
, we define

(Θ̃1,x, . . . , Θ̃|m(t)|,x) = π(ΘA1,x, . . . , ΘA1,x, . . . , ΘAk,x, . . . , ΘAk,x). (4.8)

Recall here that suppm(t) is represented as {A1, . . . , Ak}. With the above setup, uφ(x, t) is
defined as

uφ(x, t) = Θ̃1,x(s1) . . . Θ̃|m(t)|,x(s|m(t)|) e
−β̃ω0Nx

∣∣∣n(t)

D(t),p
(x)
〉〈

n
(t)

D(t),p
(x)
∣∣∣ , (4.9)

where Θ̃Ai,x(s) = e−sω0NxΘ̃Ai,xe
sω0Nx (Nx = b∗xbx).

Secondly, let us consider the case where (x, t) ∈ [Dc]. In this case, we define uφ(x, t) by

uφ(x, t) =
∣∣∣n(t)

D(t),p
(x)
〉〈

n
(t)

D(t),p
(x)
∣∣∣ . (4.10)

Finally, if (x, t) ∈ [TΛ \ D], we define uφ(x, t) = P∅ := |∅⟩⟨∅|. To summarize the above, we
have

uφ(x, t) =


Θ̃1,x(s1) · · · Θ̃|m(t)|,x(s|m(t)|) e

−β̃ω0Nx

∣∣∣n(t)

D(t),p
(x)
〉〈

n
(t)

D(t),p
(x)
∣∣∣ (x, t) ∈ [Dq]∣∣∣n(t)

D(t),p
(x)
〉〈

n
(t)

D(t),p
(x)
∣∣∣ (x, t) ∈ [Dc]

P∅ (x, t) /∈ [D].

(4.11)

Using the operator uφ(x, t) thus defined, we can factorize Sp(φ) in the following manner:

Sp(φ) =
∏

x∈[D]S

Sp(φ(x)), Sp(φ(x)) =

〈
∅

∣∣∣∣∣ ∏
t∈M

uφ(x, t)

∣∣∣∣∣∅
〉
, (4.12)
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where
∏

t∈MAt = A1A2 · · ·AM denotes the time-ordered product. Note that this factorization
representation is advantageous in analyzing contour activities, which is the focus of this section.

The summation over excited configurations can be expressed as follows:∑
nDc∈EDc

=
∑

Xe,Xp⊆Dc
Xe∪Xp=Dc

∑
nDc :

Ee(nDc,e)=[Xe]
Ep(nDc,p)=[Xp]

. (4.13)

Here,
∑

Xe,Xp⊆Dc
Xe∪Xp=Dc

denotes the sum over collections of elementary cubes Xe and Xp that satisfy

the following conditions (i) and (ii): (i) Xe, Xp ⊆ Dc; (ii) Xe ∪Xp = Dc.
Using this representation, we get∑

nDq,p∈NDq,p

∑
nDc∈EDc

e−β̃E(nDc )Se(φe)Sp(φp)

=
∑

nDq,p∈NDq,p

∑
Xe,Xp⊆Dc
Xe∪Xp=Dc

∑
nDc :

Ee(nDc,e)=[Xe]
Ep(nDc,p)=[Xp]

e−β̃E(nDc )Se(φe)Sp(φp)

=
∑

Xe,Xp⊆Dc
Xe∪Xp=Dc

∑
nDc,e:

Ee(nDc,e)=[Xe]

e−β̃Ee(nXe,e)Se(φe)QXp(φe), (4.14)

where QXp(φe) is given by

QXp(φe) =
∑

nDq,p∈NDq,p

∑
nDc,p:

Ep(nDc,p)=[Xp]

e−β̃Ep(nDc,p)Sp(φp) (4.15)

with

Ep(nDc,p) =
∑

(x,t)∈[Dc]

ω0n
(t)

D
(t)
c ,p

(x), Ee(nDc,e) =
M∑
t=1

∑
x∈D(t)\D(t)

q

Φ
(ℓ)
eff,x

(
n
(t)

D
(t)
c ,e

)
. (4.16)

It is straightforward to verify that the equality E(nDc) = Ee(nDc,e) + Ep(nDc,p) holds. Sum-
ming up the above, the contour activity of Y can be expressed as follows:

ρ(Y ) =
∑

Dq⊆D

∑
Xe,Xp⊆Dc
Xe∪Xp=Dc

∑
nDc,e:

Ee(nDc,e)=[Xe]

∑
nDq,e∈NDq,e

∫
ΞDq

D(ω) e−β̃Ee(nDc,e)Se(φe)QXp(φe).

(4.17)

Note that we will prove that QXp converges absolutely, which justifies the exchange of the sum
and integral that we used to derive (4.17).

To obtain an upper bound for ρ(Y ), we initially estimate QXp .

Lemma 4.1. One obtains the following:∣∣QXp (φe)
∣∣ ≤ e−β̃ω0|Xp|. (4.18)

Proof. Recall that we defined Nx = b∗xbx. It is readily verified that the following operator

inequality holds: e−β̃ω0NxP⊥
∅ ≤ e−β̃ω0P⊥

∅ , where P⊥
∅ = 1 − |∅⟩⟨∅|. From this, we get the

following:

∥e−β̃ω0NxP⊥
∅ ∥ ≤ e−β̃ω0 . (4.19)
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Note the following facts concerning the harmonic oscillator:

∞∑
n=0

e−β̃ω0n |n⟩⟨n| = e−β̃ω0Nx ,
∞∑
n=1

e−β̃ω0n |n⟩⟨n| = e−β̃ω0NxP⊥
∅ , (4.20)

where |n⟩ is the eigenvector of the operator Nx with the corresponding eigenvalue n, i.e.,
Nx |n⟩ = n |n⟩. Utilizing the aforementioned facts, one can represent QXp in the following
manner:

QXp (φe) =
∑

nDc,p∈N[Xp]

∑
nDq,p∈NDq,p

∏
x∈[D]S

e−β̃Ep(nDc,p(x))Sp(φ(x))

=
∏

x∈[D]S

〈
∅

∣∣∣∣∣∣
∏

t∈[Sx(D)]T

Uφ(x, t)

∣∣∣∣∣∣∅
〉
, (4.21)

where the operator Uφ(x, t) is defined as follows:

Uφ(x, t) =


Θ̃1,x(s1) · · · Θ̃|m(t)|,x(s|m(t)|) e

−β̃ω0Nx (x, t) ∈ [Dq]

e−β̃ω0NxP⊥
∅ (x, t) ∈ [Xp]

e−β̃ω0Nx (x, t) ∈ [Dc \Xp]

P∅ (x, t) /∈ [D].

(4.22)

Additionally, the product
∏

t∈[Sx(D)]T
At in (4.21) denotes the time-ordered product.14

The desired claim can be derived by utilizing the inequality (4.19) and the fact that ∥Uφ(x, t)∥ ≤
1 for (x, t) ∈ [Dq ∪ (Dc \Xp)].

Proposition 4.2. Suppose that λ ∈ R, β̃ > 0 and γQ ≥ 0 satisfy the following:

(e− 1)β̃|λ|∥t∥γQ ≤ 1, (γQ − 1)R−d
0 − γe − |ee| > 0. (4.23)

If the contour Y does not wind around the torus TΛ, then the following holds:

|ρ(Y )| ≤ e−(β̃ee+γ)|suppY |, (4.24)

where γ = min
{
min{γe, ω0}, (γQ − 1)R−d

0 − γe − |ee|
}
− 5 log 2.

Proof. Using Lemma 4.1, we have∣∣∣∣∣∣
∑

nDq,p∈NDq,p

∑
nDc∈EDc

e−β̃E(nDc )Se(φe)Sp (φp)

∣∣∣∣∣∣
≤

∑
Xe,Xp⊆Dc
Xe∪Xp=Dc

∑
nDc,e:

Ee(nDc,e)=[Xe]

e−β̃Ee(nDc,e)|Se(φe)||QXp(φe)|

≤
∑

Xe,Xp⊆Dc
Xe∪Xp=Dc

∑
nDc,e:

Ee(nDc,e)=[Xe]

e−β̃Ee(nDc,e)|Se(φe)| e−β̃ω0|Xp|

=
∑

Xe,Xp⊆Dc
Xe∪Xp=Dc

∑
nDc,e:

Ee(nDc,e)=[Xe]

e−β̃Eeff(nDc,e,Xp)|Se(φe)|, (4.25)

14When [Sx(D)]T can be represented as [Sx(D)]T = {t1, t2, . . . , tn : t1 < t2 < · · · < tn}, then the time-ordered
product is defined as

∏
t∈[Sx(D)]T

AT = At1At2 · · ·Atn .
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where
Eeff(nDc,e, Xp) = Ee(nDc,e) + ω0 |Xp| . (4.26)

Therefore, one obtains

|ρ(Y )| ≤
∑

Dq⊆D

∑
Xe,Xp⊆Dc
Xe∪Xp=Dc

∑
nDc,e:

Ee(nDc,e)=[Xe]

∑
nDq,e∈NDq,e

∫
ΞDq

D(ω)e−β̃Eeff(nDc,e,Xp)|Se(φe)|. (4.27)

We shall proceed to derive an upper bound for the right-hand side of this inequality. Going
back to the definition, we obtain the following:∫
ΞDq

D(ω)|Se(φe)| =
M∏
t=1

∣∣∣∣〈g(∗)
Λ\D(t),e

× n
(t)

D(t),e

∣∣∣∣ TD(t+1)
q ,e

(
n
(t+1)

∂D
(t+1)
q ,e

) ∣∣∣∣ g(∗)
Λ\D(t+1),e

× n
(t+1)

D(t+1),e

〉∣∣∣∣ ,
(4.28)

where

TB,e(n∂B,e) =

∫
ΞB

D(ω)TB,e(ω,n∂B,e). (4.29)

By using [5, Lemma 4.2] and the fact that |B| ≤ Rd
0|B|, we can estimate TB,e(n∂B,e) as follows:

∥∥TB,e(n∂B)
∥∥ ≤ e−β̃ee|B|

∑
A={A1,...,Ak}
∪k
j=1

Aj=B

∏
A∈A

[ ∞∑
mA=1

(β̃|λ||tA|)mA

mA!

]

≤ e−β̃ee|B|e−(γQ−1)|B|

≤ e−β̃ee|B|e−(γQ−1)|B|R−d
0 . (4.30)

Setting γ̃ as γ̃ = min
{
min{γe, ω0}, (γQ − 1)R−d

0 − γe − |ee|
}
and using Lemma B.1, we obtain

the following inequality:

Eeff(nDc,e, Xp) + ee|Dq|+ (γQ − 1)R−d
0 |Dq| ≥ (ee + γ̃)|D|, (4.31)

which implies that

|ρ(Y )| ≤
∑

Dq⊆D

∑
Xe,Xp⊆Dc
Xe∪Xp=Dc

∑
nDc,e:

Ee(nDc,e)=[Xe]

∑
nDq,e∈NDq,e

e−β̃Eeff(nDc,e,Xp)e−β̃ee|Dq |e−β̃(γQ−1)R−d
0 |Dq |

≤
∑

Dq⊆D

∑
Xe,Xp⊆Dc
Xe∪Xp=Dc

∑
nDc,e:

Ee(nDc,e)=[Xe]

∑
nDq,e∈NDq,e

e−(β̃ee+γ̃)|suppY |. (4.32)

Additionally, utilizing the the following crude estimates:∑
nDc,e:

Ee(nDc,e)=[Xe]

∑
nDq,e∈NDq,e

1 ≤ 3|Dc|4|Dq | ≤ e(log 4)|suppY |,
∑

Dq⊆D

∑
Xe,Xp⊆Dc
Xe∪Xp=Dc

1 ≤ e(log 8)|suppY |,

(4.33)

we can estimate the right-hand side of the above inequality and obtain the desired claim for
ρ(Y ).
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Figure 7: Image depicting a contour winding around TΛ. (To be precise, section of the support
of a contour winding around TΛ on a specific plane defined by xi = const.)

4.3 The case where Y winds around TΛ

In this subsection, we consider the case where D = suppY winds around TΛ. See Figure 7. In
the analysis of contour activities in Subsection 4.2, concerning the operators Uφ(x, t), only the
vacuum expectations of their products appeared. However, when D = suppY winds around
TΛ, the evaluation of contour activities becomes more intricate as the vacuum expectations and
traces of the products of the operators Uφ(x, t) simultaneously come into play.

We define
W (D) = {x ∈ Λ : [Sx(D)]T = M} (M = {1, . . . ,M}). (4.34)

If W (D) ̸= ∅, we say that D contains a simple loop. Furthermore, for x ∈ W (D), we refer to⋃
t∈MC(x, t) ⊆ D as a simple loop. See Figure 8.

x

t

t = M

Figure 8: Image of a contour winding around TΛ. The red region represents two simple loops.

In the case where D has a simple loop, we must be careful in estimating contour activities,
as seen below.

Lemma 4.3. Let z = (1− e−β̃ω0)−1 and N = |W (D)|. Then, we have∣∣QXp (φe)
∣∣ ≤ e−β̃ω0|Xp|zN . (4.35)

Proof. Suppose that φ ∈ ΠY is chosen in such a way W (D) has a simple loop. To simplify
matters, let us assume that the portion of D with all simple loops removed does not intersect
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with the hyperplanes represented by t = 0 and t = β in the space-time15. Again, in this case,
Sp(φ) can be decomposed as follows:

Sp(φ) =
∏

x∈[D]S

Sp(φ(x)), (4.36)

where

Sp(φ(x)) = Tr

[∏
t∈M

uφ(x, t)

]
. (4.37)

Compare the expression obtained here with that of (4.12). Recalling the definition of QXp in
(4.15), QXp (φe) can be expressed as follows:

QXp (φe) =
∑

nDc,p∈N[Xp]

∑
nDq,p∈NDq,p

e−β̃Ep(nDc,p)
∏

x∈[D]S

Sp(φ(x))

=R[D]S\W (D)RW (D), (4.38)

where RW (D) and R[D]S\W (D) are given by

RW (D) =
∏

x∈W (D)

Tr

[∏
t∈M

Uφ(x, t)

]
, R[D]S\W (D) =

∏
x∈[D]S\W (D)

Tr

[∏
t∈M

Uφ(x, t)

]
. (4.39)

Here, reall that Uφ(x, t) is defined by (4.22).
Regarding R[D]S\W (D), it can be expressed as follows:

R[D]S\W (D) =
∏

x∈[D]S\W (D)

〈
∅

∣∣∣∣∣∣
∏

t∈[Sx(D)]T

Uφ(x, t)

∣∣∣∣∣∣∅
〉
. (4.40)

Therefore, using a similar method to the proof of Lemma 4.1, we can obtain the following upper
bound: ∣∣R[D]S\W (D)

∣∣ ≤ e−β̃ω0|Xp\TW (D)|. (4.41)

Next, we aim to obtain an upper bound for |RW (D)|. For this purpose, it suffices to provide
an upper bound for

∣∣Tr [∏t∈M Uφ(x, t)
]∣∣ for each x ∈ W (D).

Let x ∈ W (D). If Sx(Xp) = ∅, then the product of operators
∏

t∈M Uφ(x, t) does not contain

e−β̃ω0NxP⊥
∅ . Therefore, Tr

[∏
t∈M Uφ(x, t)

]
can be expressed in the form of the right-hand side

of (A.9). Therefore, by using the inequality (A.10), we obtain∣∣∣∣∣Tr
[∏
t∈M

Uφ(x, t)

]∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ (1− e−βω0)−1 ≤ z. (4.42)

Let us consider the case where Sx(Xp) ̸= ∅. We employ the notation Z1 to denote op-

erators that take the form Θ̃1,x(s1) · · · Θ̃|m(t)|,x(s|m(t)|) e
−β̃ω0Nx , or alternatively, the operator

e−β̃ω0Nx . Similarly, we use Z2 to refer to the operator e−β̃ω0NxP⊥
∅ . Consequently, the product∏

t∈M Uφ(x, t) contains nx = |Sx(Xp)| operators of the Z2 type and M −nx operators of the Z1

type, denoted by Z
(1)
1 , . . . , Z

(M−nx)
1 . Hence, by repeatedly applying the cyclicity of the trace

and the well-known inequality16:

|Tr[AB]| ≤ Tr[|AB|] ≤ ∥A∥Tr[|B|], (4.43)

15In the general case, it is possible to prove the claim by suitably translating certain portions of the proof in
the time direction.

16See, for example, [7].
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we obtain∣∣∣∣∣Tr
[∏
t∈M

Uφ(x, t)

]∣∣∣∣∣ ≤
[
M−nx∏
i=1

∥Z(i)
1 ∥

]
∥Z2∥nx−1Tr[Z2] ≤

e−β̃ω0nx

1− e−β̃ω0
= e−β̃ω0nxz, (4.44)

where, in the second inequality, we have utilized the facts that ∥Z(i)
1 ∥ ≤ 1, ∥Z2∥ ≤ e−β̃ω0 , and

Tr[Z2] = e−β̃ω0/(1− e−β̃ω0).

To summarize, when we let k =
∣∣∣[TW (D) ∩Xp

]
S

∣∣∣, we have

|RW (D)| ≤ zke−β̃ω0|Xp∩TW (D)|zN−k = zNe−β̃ω0|Xp∩TW (D)|. (4.45)

Combining (4.41) and (4.45) leads to the desired assertion.

Proposition 4.4. Assume that λ ∈ R, β̃ > 0 and γQ ≥ 0 satisfy (4.23). Furthermore, assume
that β̃ ≥ β0/2. If the contour Y winds around TΛ, then the following holds:

|ρ(Y )| ≤ e−(β̃ee+β̃c+γ)|suppY |. (4.46)

Here, γ is defined in Proposition 4.2, and c is given by c = −ω0f(ω0β0/2), where f(x) =
−x−1 log(1− e−x).

Proof. By using Lemma 4.3, we have∣∣∣∣∣∣
∑

nDc∈EDc

e−β̃E(nDc )Se(φe)Sp (φp)

∣∣∣∣∣∣
≤

∑
Xe,Xp⊆Dc

Xe∪Xp=Dc

∑
nDc :

Ee(nDc,e)=[Xe]
Ep(nDc,p)=[Xp]

e−β̃Ee(nDc,e)|Se(φe)||QXp(φe)|

≤zN
∑

Xe,Xp⊆Dc

Xe∪Xp=Dc

∑
nDc,e:

Ee(nDc,e)=[Xe]

e−β̃Eeff(nDc,e,Xp)|Se(φe)|. (4.47)

Here, recall that Eeff is defined by (4.26).
For x > 0, the function f(x) is a monotonically decreasing positive function, diverging at

x = 0 and approaching a limit of zero as x approaches infinity. Hence, for β > β0/2, one obtains

eN log z = e
Nβ̃ω0

log z

β̃ω0 ≤ e|suppY |β̃ω0f(ω0β̃) ≤ e|suppY |β̃ω0f(ω0β0/2), (4.48)

which implies that

the R.H.S. of (4.47) ≤ e|suppY |β̃ω0f(ω0β0)
∑

Xe,Xp⊆Dc

Xe∪Xp=Dc

∑
nDc,e:

Ee(nDc,e)=[Xe]

e−β̃Eeff(nDc )|Se(φe)|. (4.49)

A commensurate upper bound for the term on the right-hand side of inequality (4.49) can be
obtained through a similar approach to the one used in proving Proposition 4.2.
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4.4 Estimate of the derivatives of the contour activities

Lemma 4.5. Assume that λ ∈ R, β̃ > 0 and γQ ≥ 0 satisfy (4.23). Then one obtains∣∣∣∣∣ ∂

∂νi

∫
ΞDq

D(ω)Se(φe)

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤
(
C0β̃ +

e

e− 1

)
|Dq| e−(γQ−1)R−d

0 |Dq |e−β̃ee|Dq |. (4.50)

Proof. The proof below is almost identical to that in [5, Proposition 4.3]. For the reader’s
convenience, we provide the details. For each B ⊂ Λ, we observe that

∂

∂νi
TB,e(ω,n∂B,e) =

|m|∑
j=1

h̃e,1,n∂B
(s1) · · ·Rj · · · h̃e,|m|,n∂B

(s|m|) e
−β̃H

(0)
ℓ,B,e(n∂B,e), (4.51)

Rj =

{
−(sj − sj−1)

∂

∂νi
H

(0)
ℓ,B,e(n∂B,e)

}
h̃e,j,n∂B,e

(sj) +

(
∂

∂νi
h̃e,j,n∂B,e

)
(sj).

(4.52)

Hence, one obtains

∥∥∥∥ ∂

∂νi
TB,e(ω,n∂B,e)

∥∥∥∥ ≤
|m|∑
j=1

(sj − sj−1)C0|B|
∏
A∈A

|tA|mA +

∣∣∣∣∂tAπ(j)

∂νi

∣∣∣∣ ∏
A∈A

A ̸=Aπ(j)

|tA|mA

 e−β̃ee|B|

= e−β̃ee|B|

β̃C0|B|
∏
A∈A

|tA|mA +
k∑

j=1

mAj

∣∣∣∣∂tAj

∂νi

∣∣∣∣ ∏
A∈A
A ̸=Aj

|tA|mA

 , (4.53)

where C0 is the constant introduced in (A. 5). Using this bound, we get∥∥∥∥ ∂

∂νi
TB,e(n∂B,e)

∥∥∥∥
≤

∑
A={A1,...,Ak}
∪k
j=1

Aj=B

∏
A∈A

[ ∞∑
mA=1

(|λ||tA|β̃)mA

mA!

]
e−β̃ee|B|×

×

β̃C0|B|
∏
A∈A

|tA|mA +
k∑

j=1

mAk

∣∣∣∣∂tAj

∂νi

∣∣∣∣ ∏
A∈A
A ̸=Aj

|tA|mA


≤

∑
A={A1,...,Ak}
∪k
j=1

Aj=B

e−β̃ee|B|

C0|B|
∏
A∈A

{
β̃(e− 1)|tA|

}
+

k∑
j=1

eβ̃

∣∣∣∣∂tAj

∂νi

∣∣∣∣ ∏
A∈A
A ̸=Aj

{
β̃(e− 1)|tA|

} .

(4.54)
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The first term on the right-hand side of (4.54) can be evaluated as follows:∑
A={A1,...,Ak}
∪k
j=1

Aj=B

∏
A∈A

{
β̃(e− 1)|tA|

}
≤ e−γQ|B|

∑
A={A1,...,Ak}
∪k
j=1

Aj=B

∏
A∈A

{
β̃(e− 1)|tA|eγQ|A|

}

≤ e−γQ|B|
∞∑
k=1

1

k!

k∏
j=1

∑
Aj∈A0

Aj∩B ̸=∅

{
β̃(e− 1)|tAj |eγQ|Aj |

}

≤ e−γQ|B|
∞∑
k=1

1

k!

k∏
j=1

∑
x∈B

∑
Aj∈A0

x∈Aj

{
β̃(e− 1)|tAj |eγQ|Aj |

}

≤ e−γQ|B|
∞∑
k=1

1

k!

{
β̃(e− 1)∥t∥γQ |B|

}k

≤ e−γQ|B|e|B|. (4.55)

Setting C1 =
∑k

j=1

∣∣∣∂tA∂νi

∣∣∣ /|tAj |, the second term on the right-hand side of (4.54) can be evaluated

in the similar way as above:∑
A={A1,...,Ak}
∪k
j=1

Aj=B

eβ̃
k∑

j=1

∣∣∣∣∂tA∂νi

∣∣∣∣ ∏
A∈A
A ̸=Aj

{
β̃(e− 1)|tA|

}

=
∑

A={A1,...,Ak}
∪k
j=1

Aj=B

C1
e

e− 1

∏
A∈A

{
β̃(e− 1)|tA|

}

≤ e−γQ|B|
∑

A={A1,...,Ak}
∪k
j=1

Aj=B

C1
e

e− 1

∏
A∈A

{
β̃(e− 1)|tA|eγQ|A|

}

≤ e

e− 1
e−γQ|B|

∞∑
k=1

1

k!
C1

k∏
j=1

∑
Aj∈A0

Aj∩B ̸=∅

{
β̃(e− 1)|tAj |eγQ|Aj |

}

≤ e

e− 1
e−γQ|B|

∞∑
k=1

1

k!
C1

k∏
j=1

∑
x∈B

∑
Aj∈A0

x∈Aj

{
β̃(e− 1)|tAj |eγQ|Aj |

}

≤ e

e− 1
e−γQ|B|

∞∑
k=1

1

(k − 1)!

{
β̃(e− 1)∥t∥γQ |B|

}k

≤ e

e− 1
|B| e−γQ|B|e|B|. (4.56)

Summing up the above, we obtain∥∥∥∥ ∂

∂νi
TB,e(n∂B,e)

∥∥∥∥ ≤ e−β̃ee|B|e−(γQ−1)|B|
(
C0β̃ +

e

e− 1

)
|B|. (4.57)

Recalling the definition of Se, we can see that

∂

∂νi

∫
ΞDq

D(ω)Se(φe)

=
∂

∂νi

M∏
t=1

〈
g
(∗)
Λ\D(t),e

× n
(t)

D(t),e

∣∣∣∣ TD(t+1)
q ,e

(
n
∂D

(t+1)
q ,e

) ∣∣∣∣ g(∗)
Λ\D(t+1),e

× n
(t+1)

D(t+1),e

〉
. (4.58)
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Combining this with (4.57), we obtain the desired assertion in Lemma 4.5.

Lemma 4.6. Suppose that ω0 > log 2/β̃. One obtains the following:17∣∣∣∣ ∂∂αQXp(φe)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ 5

α e1/2
zN |suppY | e−β̃ω†|Xp|+β̃ω0 , (4.59)

∂

∂νi
QXp(φe) = 0, (4.60)

where ω† is defined by ω† = ω0 − log 2/β̃. Recall here that N is defined by N = |W (D)|.

Proof. To simplify matters, let us assume that the portion of D with all simple loops removed
does not intersect with the hyperplanes represented by t = 0 and t = β in the space-time18.

By using (4.39), we have

∂

∂α
QXp (φe) =

(
∂

∂α
R[D]S\W (D)

)
RW (D) +R[D]S\W (D)

(
∂

∂α
RW (D)

)
. (4.61)

First, we evaluate an upper bound for |∂R[D]S\W (D)/∂α|. Let 0 ≤ s1 ≤ · · · ≤ sn ≤ β and
ε1, . . . , εn ∈ {−1, 1}. We define the n-point correlation function as follows:

Gn(s1, . . . , sn; ε1, . . . , εn)

=
〈
∅
∣∣e−s1ω0Nxeiε1αϕxe−(s2−s1)ω0Nx · · · e−(sn−sn−1)ω0Nxeiεnαϕxe−(β−sn)ω0Nx

∣∣∅〉. (4.62)

The expectation value ⟨∅|
∏

t∈[Sx(D)]T
Uφ(x, t)|∅⟩ can be expressed as a product of several

correlation functions Gn1 , Gn2 , . . . , and the maximum number of correlation functions appearing
in this product is |Sx(Xe)|+ 1. By virtue of this fact and Lemma A.1, we obtain the following:∣∣∣∣∣∣ ∂∂α

〈
∅

∣∣∣∣∣∣
∏

t∈[Sx(D)]T

Uφ(x, t)

∣∣∣∣∣∣∅
〉∣∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ 1

α e1/2
(|Sx(Xe)|+ 1). (4.63)

Thus, utilizing the inequality (4.63) obtained above and recalling the definition (4.39) ofR[D]S\W (D),
we obtain ∣∣∣∣ ∂∂αR[D]S\W (D)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ 1

α e1/2
e−β̃ω0(|Xp∩(D\TW (D))|−1)

∑
x∈[D]S\W (D)

(|Sx(Xe)|+ 1)

≤ 2

α e1/2
|suppY | e−β̃ω0(|Xp∩(D\TW (D))|−1). (4.64)

Next, we will evaluate an upper bound for |∂RW (D)/∂α|. To do so, it suffices to evaluate∣∣∂Tr [∏t∈M Uφ(x, t)
]
/∂α

∣∣ for each x ∈ W (D).

Let x ∈ W (D). If Sx(Xp) = ∅, then the operator e−β̃ω0NxP⊥
∅ does not appear in the

product of operators
∏

t∈M Uφ(x, t). As a result, we can represent Tr
[∏

t∈M Uφ(x, t)
]
in the

form of the right-hand side of (A.9). Therefore, by using the inequality (A.11), we obtain∣∣∣∣∣ ∂∂αTr

[∏
t∈M

Uφ(x, t)

]∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ 1

α e1/2
z. (4.65)

Let us consider the case where Sx(Xp) ̸= ∅. We will employ the symbols Z1 and Z2

introduced in the proof of Lemma 4.3. The product of operators
∏

t∈M Uφ(x, t) contains

17We consider α instead of g as a parameter in what follows.
18In the general case, it is possible to prove the claim by suitably translating certain portions of the proof in

the time direction.
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nx = |Sx(Xp)| operators of the type Z2 and M − nx operators of the type Z1, denoted by

Z
(1)
1 , . . . , Z

(M−nx)
1 . By decomposing Z2 as Z2 = Z̃2 − Z̃2P∅, where Z̃2 = exp(−β̃ω0Nx), we can

represent the product of operators
∏

t∈M Uφ(x, t) as a sum of 2nx operators:

∏
t∈M

Uφ(x, t) =
2nx∑
i=1

Ji. (4.66)

Each Ji can be expressed as a product of M − nx operators of the type Z1 and a total of nx

operators, which are a combination of repeated appearances of two operators: Z̃2 and Z̃2P∅.
Note that J1 is defined as the only term that does not include P∅. For example, we have

Z1Z2 = Z1Z̃2 − Z1Z̃2P∅ = J1 + J2. (4.67)

Under the above setup, we have

Tr

[∏
t∈M

Uφ(x, t)

]
=

2nx∑
i=1

Tr[Ji]. (4.68)

Since Tr[J1] does not include P∅, it can be expressed in the form of the right-hand side of (A.9).
Therefore, using (A.11), we obtain ∣∣∣∣ ∂∂αTr [J1]

∣∣∣∣ ≤ 1

α e1/2
z. (4.69)

For i ≥ 2, Ji contains at least one P∅, hence Tr[Ji] can be expressed as a product of correlation
functions:

Tr[Ji] = G
n
(i)
1

· · ·G
n
(i)
k

, (4.70)

where k ≤ nx + 1. Therefore, using (A.6), we obtain∣∣∣∣ ∂∂αTr [Ji]

∣∣∣∣ ≤ k

α e1/2
≤ nx + 1

α e1/2
. (4.71)

Putting everything together, we have∣∣∣∣∣ ∂∂αTr

[∏
t∈M

Uφ(x, t)

]∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ nx + 1

α e1/2
(2nx − 1) +

1

α e1/2
z ≤ nx + 1

α e1/2
2nxz. (4.72)

Therefore, by setting k = |W (D)| −
∣∣∣[TW (D) ∩Xp

]
S

∣∣∣, one obtains∣∣∣∣ ∂∂αRW (D)

∣∣∣∣ ≤kzk−1 1

α e1/2
e−β̃ω0(|TW (D)∩Xp|−1)

+
∑

x∈[TW (D)∩Xp]S

zk+1nx + 1

α e1/2
2nx e−β̃ω0(|TW (D)∩Xp|−1)

≤ 3

α e1/2
zN |suppY | e−β̃ω†|TW (D)∩Xp|+β̃ω0 . (4.73)

Combining (4.61), (4.64), and (4.73) yields (4.59).
Equation (4.60) is evident from the fact that QXp(φe) does not depend on the νi.

Proposition 4.7. Assume that λ ∈ R, β̃ > 0 and γQ ≥ 0 satisfy (4.23). Furthermore, assume
that β̃ ≥ β0/2 and (γQ − 1− ω0)R

−d
0 − γe − |ee| > 0. Then one obtains∣∣∣∣ ∂

∂νi
ρ(Y )

∣∣∣∣ ≤ (2β̃C0 +
e

e− 1
+

5

α e1/2

)
|suppY | e−(β̃ee+β̃c+γ†)|suppY |, (4.74)

where γ† is defined as γ† = min
{
(γQ − 1− ω0)R

−d
0 − γe − |ee|, β̃min{γe, ω†R

−d
0 }
}
−5 log 2, and

c is given in Proposition 4.4.
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Proof. Using the expression for ρ(Y ) given in (4.17), we obtain19

∂

∂νi
ρ(Y )

=
∑

Dq⊆D

∑
Xe,Xp⊆Dc
Xe∪Xp=Dc

∑
nDc,e:

Ee(nDc,e)=Xe

∑
nDq,e∈NDq,e

∫
ΞDq

D(ω) e−β̃Ee(nDc,e)×

×
{(

−β̃
∂

∂νi
E(nDc)

)
Se(φe)QXp(φe) +

(
∂

∂νi
Se(φe)

)
QXp(φe) + Se(φe)

(
∂

∂νi
QXp(φe)

)}
.

(4.75)

Using the inequality obtained from the assumption (A. 5): | ∂
∂νi

E(nDc)| ≤ C0|Dc| and Lemmas
4.5 and 4.6, we can follow a similar argument as in the proof of Proposition 4.2 to obtain the
following: ∫

ΞDq

D(ω) e−β̃Ee(nDc,e)

∣∣∣∣(β̃ ∂

∂νi
E(nDc)

)
Se(φe)QXp(φe)

∣∣∣∣
≤c0β̃|suppY |e−(β̃ee+β̃c+γ+5 log 2)|suppY |, (4.76)∫

ΞDq

D(ω) e−β̃Ee(nDc,e)

∣∣∣∣( ∂

∂νi
Se(φe)

)
QXp(φe)

∣∣∣∣
≤
(
c0β̃ +

e

e− 1

)
|suppY |e−(β̃ee+β̃c+γ+5 log 2)|suppY |, (4.77)∫

ΞDq

D(ω) e−β̃Ee(nDc,e)

∣∣∣∣Se(φe)

(
∂

∂νi
QXp(φe)

)∣∣∣∣
≤ 5

α e1/2
|suppY |e−(β̃ee+β̃c+γ†+5 log 2)|suppY |. (4.78)

Putting everything together, we obtain the desired claim.

4.5 Contour representation of thermal expectations

For a given observable Ψ , its thermal expectation value is given by

⟨Ψ⟩(ℓ)β,Λ =
Tr
[
Ψ e−βHℓ,Λ

]
Zℓ,Λ

=
ZΨ
ℓ,Λ

Zℓ,Λ
. (4.79)

Considering the Lang–Firsov transformation, we can assume, without loss of generality, that Ψ
takes a simple form as follows:

Ψ = Ψe ⊗ Ψp, (4.80)

where Ψe ∈ Ae with suppΨe being a finite and connected set, and Ψp = exp(i
∑

x∈suppΨe
µxqx)

with µx ∈ R. Here, recall that qx is defined by (2.18).
We will discuss the contour representation of ZΨ

ℓ,Λ here, while the contour representation of
the partition function Zℓ,Λ has been extensively discussed in the previous subsections. By using
(3.20), we have the following expression:

ZΨ
ℓ,Λ =

[
M∏
t=1

∑
Σt

]
WΨ (Σ1, . . . , ΣM ), WΨ (Σ1, . . . , ΣM ) = Tr [ΨK(Σ1) · · ·K(ΣM )] . (4.81)

19It should be noted that the justification for exchanging the order of derivatives and integrals here is provided
by the inequalities (4.76)-(4.78).
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We define D(Ψ) =
⋃

x∈suppΨe
C(x, 1) ∈ E. Given ΣLΛ

, the supports of the corresponding
contours are defined by the connected components of the set D ∪D(Ψ). At least one contour
corresponding toΣLΛ

must necessarily includeD(Ψ) in its support. We shall denote this contour
by YΨ . Using a procedure similar to the one used to obtain the contour representation of the
partition function, we can derive the following contour representation of ZΨ

ℓ,Λ:

ZΨ
ℓ,Λ =

∑
{YΨ ,Y1,...,Yn}

e−β̃
∑

m em|Vm|ρΨ (YΨ )ρ(Y1) · · · ρ(Yn). (4.82)

We provide the definition of ρΨ (YΨ ) below: Suppose that suppYΨ can be expressed as suppYΨ =
D ∪D(Ψ). By defining

D
(t)
Ψ =

{
D(t) ∪ suppΨ t = 1,M

D(t) otherwise,
(4.83)

we can express ρΨ (YΨ ) concretely as follows:

ρΨ (YΨ ) =
∑

Dq⊆D

∑
nDq∈NDq

∑
nDc∈EDc

∑
n

(1)

suppΨe\D
(1)
q

∈N
suppΨe\D

(1)
q

∑
n

(M)

suppΨe\D
(M)
q

∈N
suppΨe\D

(M)
q

e−β̃E(nDc )×

×
〈
g
(∗)
Λ\D(M)

Ψ

× n
(M)

D
(M)
Ψ

∣∣∣∣ Ψ T
D

(1)
q

(
n
∂D

(1)
q

) ∣∣∣∣ g(∗)
Λ\D(1)

Ψ

× n
(1)

D
(1)
Ψ

〉
×

×
M−1∏
t=1

〈
g
(∗)
Λ\D(t)

Ψ

× n
(t)

D
(t)
Ψ

∣∣∣∣ TD(t+1)
q

(
n
∂D

(t+1)
q

) ∣∣∣∣ g(∗)
Λ\D(t+1)

Ψ

× n
(t+1)

D
(t+1)
Ψ

〉
. (4.84)

When deriving an upper bound for ρΨ (YΨ ), it is convenient to use the following representation
that separates the electron and phonon parts, as derived in (3.47):

ρΨ (YΨ )

=
∑

Dq⊆D

∑
Xe,Xp⊆Dc
Xe∪Xp=Dc

∑
nDc,e:

Ee(nDc,e)=[Xe]

∑
nDq,e∈NDq,e

∑
n

(1)

suppΨe\D
(1)
q ,e

∈N
suppΨe\D

(1)
q ,e

∑
n

(M)

suppΨe\D
(M)
q ,e

∈N
suppΨe\D

(M)
q ,e

×

×
∫
ΞDq

D(ω) e−β̃Ee(nDc,e)SΨe,e(φe)QΨp,Xp(φe), (4.85)

where SΨe,e(φe) is defined by

SΨe,e(φe) =

〈
g
(∗)
Λ\D(M)

Ψ ,e
× n

(M)

D
(M)
Ψ ,e

∣∣∣∣ Ψe TD(1)
q ,e

(
ω(1),n

∂D
(1)
q ,e

) ∣∣∣∣ g(∗)
Λ\D(1)

Ψ ,e
× n

(1)

D
(1)
Ψ ,e

〉
×

×
M−1∏
t=1

〈
g
(∗)
Λ\D(t)

Ψ ,e
× n

(t)

D
(t)
Ψ ,e

∣∣∣∣ TD(t+1)
q ,e

(
ω(t+1),n

∂D
(t+1)
q ,e

) ∣∣∣∣ g(∗)
Λ\D(t+1)

Ψ ,e
× n

(t+1)

D
(t+1)
Ψ ,e

〉
.

(4.86)

In addition, QΨp,Xp(φe) is defined by replacing Sp(φ(x)) in the definition (4.15) of QXp with
the following SΨp,p(φ(x)):

SΨp,p(φ(x)) =

{
Tr
[
eiµxqx

∏
t∈M uφ(x, t)

]
x ∈ suppΨe

Tr
[∏

t∈M uφ(x, t)
]

x ∈ [D]S \ suppΨe.
(4.87)

Performing the similar argument as in Proposition 4.2, we obtain the following proposition:

Proposition 4.8. Assume that λ ∈ R, β̃ > 0 and γQ ≥ 0 satisfy (4.23). Furthermore, assume
that β̃ ≥ β0/2. Then one obtains

|ρΨ (YΨ )| ≤ ∥Ψ∥e−(β̃ee+β̃c)e−γ|suppY \D(Ψ)|(1 + e−γ)|D(Ψ)|. (4.88)
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5 Proof of Theorem 2.2

The proof of Theorem 2.2 is almost similar to that of [4]. For the reader’s convenience, we
give a brief outline. Choose β0 and γQ sufficiently large and set β̃ ∈ (12β0, β0]. This determines
M . Choose λ such that |λ| ≤ λ0. Then, by following a similar procedure as in the proof
of [5, Theorem 2.1], we can show that (i)-(iii) of Theorem 2.2 hold as long as the condition
Refℓ(µ) − minmRefm(µ) = 0 is satisfied. By applying the method of [4, Theorem 3.2], we
obtain (vii) of Theorem 2.2. We can prove (viii) of Theorem 2.2 using a similar argument as
the proof of [4, Theorem 3.4]. In what follows, we assume all the conditions listed above.

To examine the ground state expectation value, we introduce some notations. First, we
define

Zℓ,Λ = ⟨g(ℓ)
Λ | e−βHℓ,Λ |g(ℓ)

Λ ⟩ (5.1)

and

|Ωℓ,Λ⟩ =
1√
Zℓ,Λ

e−
β
2
Hℓ,Λ |g(ℓ)

Λ ⟩ . (5.2)

Given any local observable Ψ expressed in the form of (4.80), we now consider the following
expectation value:

⟨⟨Ψ⟩⟩(ℓ)β,Λ = ⟨Ωℓ,Λ|Ψ |Ωℓ,Λ⟩ . (5.3)

By using a similar argument to the proof of [4, Lemma 3.3], we can obtain∣∣∣∣ 1

β|Λ|
logZℓ,Λ + fℓ

∣∣∣∣ ≤ O
(
1

β
+

1

β0

|∂Λ|
|Λ|

)
(5.4)

and
⟨⟨Ψ⟩⟩(ℓ)β,Λ = ⟨Ψ⟩(ℓ)gs +O

(
e−cγmin{dist(suppΨ,∂Λ),M/2}

)
. (5.5)

Furthermore, comparing the convergence cluster expansions of ⟨⟨Ψ⟩⟩(ℓ)β,Λ and ⟨Ψ⟩(ℓ)β , the only
difference between them comes from the contributions of contours crossing the boundary t = M
and those crossing ∂Λ, which can be estimated to be of the order O

(
e−cγmin{dist(suppΨ,∂Λ),M/2}).

By utilizing the abovementioned results, we can obtain (iv) of Theorem 2.2. Moreover, (v) of
Theorem 2.2 follows directly from (iv) of Theorem 2.2.

A Bounds on correlation functions for a boson system

Let h denote a separable complex Hilbert space. We assume that h is of finite dimension,
which is sufficient for the purpose of this paper. The bosonic Fock space over h is defined as
F(h) :=

⊕∞
n=0⊗n

s h. The annihilation and creation operators on F(h) are denoted as b(f) and
b(f)∗, respectively. It is a well-known fact that these operators satisfy the standard commutation
relations:20

[b(f), b(g)∗] = ⟨f |g⟩ , [b(f), b(g)] = 0 (f, g ∈ h). (A.1)

For any f ∈ h, we define the operator ϕ(f) as

ϕ(f) = b(f) + b(f)∗. (A.2)

It should be noted that the operator ϕ(f) is essentially self-adjoint, and hence, we shall denote
its closure by the same symbol.

20More precisely, these commutation relations are valid on suitable subspaces of F(h). For example, it is known
that they hold on finite particle spaces of F(h). For more details, see [1].
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Let ω denote a positive self-adjoint operator acting on h. We define a positive self-adjoint
operator H0 by setting H0 = dΓ (ω), where dΓ (ω) represents the second quantization of ω.21

For each s1, . . . , sn ∈ R with 0 ≤ s1 ≤ · · · ≤ sn ≤ β and f1, . . . , fn ∈ h, we define the n-point
correlation function Gn(s1, . . . , sn; f1, . . . , fn) as follows:

Gn(s1, . . . , sn; f1, . . . , fn)

=
〈
∅
∣∣e−s1H0eiϕ(f1)e−(s2−s1)H0 · · · e−(sn−sn−1)H0eiϕ(fn)e−(β−sn)H0

∣∣∅〉, (A.4)

where |∅⟩ denotes the Fock vacuum.

Lemma A.1. Suppose that 0 ≤ s1 ≤ · · · ≤ sn ≤ β. For every f1, . . . , fn ∈ h, the following
holds:

Gn(s1, . . . , sn; f1, . . . , fn) = exp

[
− 1

2

n∑
i,j=1

⟨fi|e−|si−sj |ωfj⟩
]
. (A.5)

As a consequence, we obtain the following:

(i) 0 ≤ Gn(s1, . . . , sn; f1, . . . , fn) ≤ 1.

(ii) The function Gn(s1, . . . , sn;αf1, . . . , αfn) is differentiable with respect to α > 0, and the
following holds: ∣∣∣∣ ∂∂αGn(s1, . . . , sn;αf1, . . . , αfn)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ 1

α e1/2
. (A.6)

Proof. The formula (A.5) is a well-known result, and it can also be obtained by taking the limit
β → ∞ in (A.9) given below.

For x > 0, consider the function f(x) = e−α2x/2. We can show that |∂f(x)/∂α| attains its
maximum value of 1/(α e1/2), when x = 1/α2. Using this result, we can prove (ii).

In what follows, we assume that ω is a strictly positive operator. We define the partition
function as Zβ = Tr[e−βH0 ]. It is well-known that the following formula holds:

Zβ =
1

det(1l− e−βω)
. (A.7)

Now, the thermal correlation function is defined as follows: For 0 ≤ s1 ≤ · · · ≤ sn < β and
f1, . . . , fn ∈ h, we define

Gβ,n(s1, . . . , sn; f1, . . . , fn)

=
1

Zβ
Tr
[
e−s1H0eiϕ(f1)e−(s2−s1)H0eiϕ(f2) · · · eiϕ(fn)e−(β−sn)H0

]
. (A.8)

Lemma A.2. Suppose that 0 ≤ s1 ≤ · · · ≤ sn < β. For every f1, . . . , fn ∈ h, the following
holds:

Gβ,n(s1, . . . , sn; f1, . . . , fn)

= exp

−1

2

n∑
i,j=1

〈
fi

∣∣∣ (1l− e−βω
)−1 (

e−|si−sj |ω + e−(β−|si−sj |)ω
)
fj

〉 . (A.9)

As a consequence, we obtain the following:

21The precise definition is as follows:

dΓ (ω) := 0⊕

 ∞⊕
n=1

n∑
j=1

1l⊗ · · · ⊗
jth︷︸︸︷
ω ⊗ · · · ⊗ 1l

 . (A.3)

For the basic properties of the second quantization operators, see [1].
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(i) ∣∣∣Tr [e−s1H0eiϕ(f1)e−(s2−s1)H0eiϕ(f2) · · · eiϕ(fn)e−(β−sn)H0

]∣∣∣ ≤ Zβ. (A.10)

(ii) The function Gβ,n(s1, . . . , sn;αf1, . . . , αfn) is differentiable with respect to α > 0, and the
following holds: ∣∣∣∣ ∂∂αGβ,n(s1, . . . , sn;αf1, . . . , αfn)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ 1

α e1/2
. (A.11)

Proof. (A.9) is a well-known formula. For the proof, see, for example, [2, Theorem 4.15]. A key
property to keep in mind when applying this formula is the following:

n∑
i,j=1

〈
fi

∣∣∣ (1l− e−βω
)−1 (

e−|si−sj |ω + e−(β−|si−sj |)ω
)
fj

〉
≥ 0. (A.12)

A concise explanation for why this holds is as follows. Let L2(0, β) be the Hilbert space of
square-integrable functions on (0, β), and let hβ = L2(0, β)⊗h. Consider the periodic Laplacian
∆P acting on L2(0, β). We also introduce a norm on hβ defined as follows:

∥f∥2β =
1

2β

∥∥∥∥∥
√

1l⊗ ω

(−∆P)⊗ 1l + 1l⊗ ω2
f

∥∥∥∥∥
2

(f ∈ hβ). (A.13)

We use the same symbol hβ to denote the completion of hβ with respect to the norm ∥ · ∥β.
Then, we can easily verify that the following identity holds:

⟨δs ⊗ f |δt ⊗ g⟩β =
1

2

〈
f
∣∣∣ (1l− e−βω

)−1 (
e−|s−t|ω + e−(β−|s−t|)ω

)
g
〉
, (A.14)

where δs is the Dirac delta function. Using this identity, we obtain the following inequality:

1

2

n∑
i,j=1

〈
fi

∣∣∣ (1l− e−βω
)−1 (

e−|si−sj |ω + e−(β−|si−sj |)ω
)
fj

〉
=

∥∥∥∥∥
n∑

i=1

δsi ⊗ fi

∥∥∥∥∥
2

β

≥ 0, (A.15)

which gives the desired property.
The property (i) is readily derived from the fact established above. (ii) can be shown in the

same way as the proof of Lemma A.1.

B Proof of (4.31)

Lemma B.1. Suppose that (γQ − 1)R−d
0 − γe − |ee| > 0. Then, under the setup of the proof of

Proposition 4.2, the following holds:

Eeff(nDc,e, Xp) + ee|Dq|+ (γQ − 1)R−d
0 |Dq| ≥ (ee + γ̃)|D|. (B.1)

Proof. First, we note the following:

Ee(nDc,e) ≥(γe + ee)
∣∣Xe \ (Xe ∩Dq)

∣∣+ ee
∣∣(Dc \Xe) \ [(Dc \Xe) ∩Dq]

∣∣
=(γe + ee)

(
|Xe| −

∣∣Xe ∩Dq

∣∣)+ ee
(
|Dc| − |Xe| −

∣∣Dc ∩Dq

∣∣+ ∣∣Dq ∩Xe

∣∣)
=γe

(
|Xe| −

∣∣Xe ∩Dq

∣∣)+ ee
(
|Dc| −

∣∣Dc ∩Dq

∣∣) . (B.2)
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Hence, one obtains that

Eeff(nDc,e) + ee|Dq|+ (γQ − 1)R−d
0 |Dq|

=Ee(nDc,e, Xp) + ω0|Xp|+ ee|Dq|+ (γQ − 1)R−d
0 |Dq|

≥γe
(
|Xe| −

∣∣Xe ∩Dq

∣∣)+ ee
(
|Dc| −

∣∣Dc ∩Dq

∣∣)+ ω0|Xp|
+ ee

(
|Dq|+

∣∣Dq \Dq

∣∣)+ (γQ − 1)R−d
0 |Dq|

≥ee|D|+min{γe, ω0}|Dc| − γe
∣∣Xe ∩Dq

∣∣+ ee
(∣∣Dq \Dq

∣∣− ∣∣Dq ∩Dc

∣∣)+ (γQ − 1)R−d
0

∣∣Dq

∣∣
≥ee|D|+min{γe, ω0}|Dc| − γe

∣∣Dq

∣∣− |ee|
∣∣Dq

∣∣+ (γQ − 1)R−d
0

∣∣Dq

∣∣
≥ee|D|+min{γe, ω0}|Dc|+

{
(γQ − 1)R−d

0 − γe − |ee|
} ∣∣Dq

∣∣
≥(ee + γ̃)|D|. (B.3)
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