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Abstract

We revisit the cluster expansion for Ising lattice gauge theory on Zd, d ě 3, with

Wilson action, at large but fixed inverse temperature β. We prove existence and

analyticity of the free energy infinite volume limit and compute the first few terms

in its expansion in powers of e´β . We further analyze Wilson loop expectations and

derive an estimate that shows how the lattice scale geometry of a loop is reflected in

the large β asymptotics of the Wilson loop expectation. Specializing to axis parallel

rectangular loops γT,R with side-lengths T and R, we consider the limiting function

VβpRq :“ lim
TÑ8

´
1

T
log xWγT,R

yβ ,

known as the static quark potential in the physics literature. We verify existence of

the limit and compute the first few terms in the expansion of VβpRq in powers of e´β

as β Ñ 8 for fixed R and show that VβpRq is bounded in R for fixed large enough

β. We also treat ´ log xWγT,R
yβ{pT `Rq as T,R tend to infinity simultaneously and

give analogous estimates for the β-dependent limit.

1 Introduction

Given a lattice Zm and a choice of structure group G, a (pure) lattice gauge theory

models a random discretized connection form on a principal G-bundle on an underlying

discretized m-dimensional smooth manifold. More concretely, it is a Gibbs probability

measure on gauge fields, i.e., G-valued discrete 1-forms σ defined on edges of the lattice.

The action can be taken to be of the form Spσq “ ´
ř

pAp, where for some choice of

representation ρ, Ap “ ρpσe1σe2σe3σe4q captures the microscopic holonomy around the

plaquette p whose boundary consists of the edges e1, . . . , e4. The coupling parameter β

acts as the inverse temperature. In a formal scaling limit, one recovers the Yang-Mills

action while the model enjoys exact gauge symmetry on the discrete level. In contrast to

the corresponding continuum Yang-Mills theories, the discrete measure is immediately

rigorously defined, and its analysis naturally becomes a problem of statistical mechanics.

Lattice gauge theories were introduced independently by Wegner and Wilson in the

1970s [20, 21].
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Despite the presence of local symmetries, lattice gauge theories can exhibit non-trivial

phase structure, but one has to consider non-local observables. Given a lattice loop γ,

the Wilson loop observable Wγ records the random holonomy of the gauge field as γ is

traversed once. Starting with the original paper of Wilson [21], it has been argued in

the physics literature that the decay rate of its expectation xWγyβ as the loop grows

encodes information about whether or not “static quarks” are “confined” in the model,

see, e.g., of [17, Sect. 3.5] for a textbook discussion. Let γT,R be a rectangular loop with

axis parallel sides and, taking its existence for granted, consider the limit

VβpRq “ ´ lim
TÑ8

1

T
log |xWγT,R

yβ|.

The function VβpRq is called the static quark potential and is interpreted as the en-

ergy required to separate a static quark-antiquark pair to distance R, see, e.g., [17,

Sect. 3.2]. Wilson’s criterion for quark confinement can then be formulated as fol-

lows: confinement occurs at β if and only if the energy VβpRq diverges as R Ñ 8.

However, except in the special case of planar theories, it seems that detailed math-

ematical proofs of such statements are not available in the literature, even for finite

abelian G. Instead, the two phases are rigorously separated via estimates: confine-

ment occurs at β if there exists some function V pRq, unbounded as R Ñ 8, such that

lim supTÑ8
1
T
log |xWγR,T

yβ| ď ´V pRq, and in this case, Wilson loop expectations are

said to follow the area law. If, on the other hand, there is a constant c independent of

R such that lim infTÑ8
1
T
log |xWγR,T

yβ| ą c, the Wilson loop expectations are said to

follow the perimeter law. (The terminology comes from the expectation that a priori

bounds of the form e´cRT À |xWγR,T
yβ| À e´CpR`T q should be essentially saturated in

the two phases.) See [6] for a precise formulation of a condition for confinement, a general

discussion from a probabilistic perspective, and Section 1.3 below for a brief discussion

of other related work.

In this note, we consider lattice gauge theory with structure group G “ Z2 on Zm,m ě 3,

also known as Ising lattice gauge theory, for large β. See Section 1.1 for the precise

definition. This model was first studied by Wegner [20] and can be viewed as a version

of the usual Ising model on Zm where the global spin flip symmetry has been “upgraded”

to a local symmetry. We use the cluster expansion to study the free energy, static quark

potential, and related quantities. This classical method has been used in the past to

analyze lattice gauge theories; see Section 1.3. While we only work with G “ Z2, we

believe our results can be generalized to any choice of finite structure group.

In order to state our main results we need to give some definitions.

1.1 Ising lattice gauge theory and Wilson loop expectations

Let m ě 3. The lattice Zm has a vertex at each point x P Zm with integer coordinates

and a non-oriented edge between each pair of nearest neighbors. To each non-oriented

edge ē in Zm we associate two oriented edges e1 and e2 “ ´e1 with the same endpoints

as ē and opposite orientations.

Let e1 :“ p1, 0, 0, . . . , 0q, e2 :“ p0, 1, 0, . . . , 0q, . . . , em :“ p0, . . . , 0, 1q be oriented edges

corresponding to the unit vectors in Zm.
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If v P Zm and j1 ă j2, then p “ pv ` ej1q ^ pv ` ej2q is a positively oriented 2-cell, also

known as a positively oriented plaquette. We let BN denote the set r´N,N sm of Zm,

and we let VN , EN , and PN denote the sets of oriented vertices, edges, and plaquettes,

respectively, whose end-points are all in BN .

We let Ω1pBN ,Z2q denote the set of all Z2-valued 1-forms σ on EN , i.e., the set of all

Z2-valued functions σ : e ÞÑ σe on EN such that σe “ ´σ´e for all e P EN . We write

ρ : Z2 Ñ C, g ÞÑ eπig for the natural representation of Z2.

When σ P Ω1pBN ,Z2q and p P PN , we let Bp denote the four edges in the oriented

boundary of p and define

pdσqp :“
ÿ

ePBp

σe.

Elements σ P Ω1pBN ,Z2q are referred to as gauge field configurations.

The Wilson action functional for pure gauge theory is defined by (see, e.g., [21])

Spσq :“ ´
ÿ

pPPN

ρppdσqpq, σ P Ω1pBN ,Z2q.

The Ising lattice gauge theory probability measure on gauge field configurations is defined

by

µβ,Npσq :“ Z´1
β,Ne´βSpσq, σ P Ω1pBN ,Z2q.

Here for N P N,

Zβ,N “
ÿ

σPΩ1pBN ,Z2q

e´βSpσq

is the partition function and while we only consider the probability measure for positive

β, the partition function is defined for β P C when N ă 8. For β ě 0, the corresponding

expectation is written Eβ,N r¨s. Let γ be a nearest neighbor loop on Zm contained in

BN . Given σ P Ω1pBN ,Z2q, the Wilson loop observable for Ising lattice gauge theory is

defined by

Wγ “ ρ
`

σpγq
˘

“
ź

ePγ

ρ
`

σpeq
˘

“ eπi
ř

ePγ σpeq.

For β ě 0, let xWγyβ denote the infinite volume limit

xWγyβ :“ lim
NÑ8

Eβ,N rWγs.

See, e.g., [9] for a proof of the existence of this limit.

1.2 Main results

Our first result concerns the free energy for free boundary conditions. Define for m ě 3

β0 “ β0pmq :“ 2´1 log 30pm ´ 1q `
`

8pm ´ 1q
˘´1

log 2 (1.1)

and let |P`
N | be the number of positively oriented plaquettes in the restriction of Zm to

the set r´N,N sm. Note that |P`
N | „

`

m
2

˘

p2Nqm as N Ñ 8.

3



Theorem 1.1 (Free energy). Suppose m ě 3 and Re β ą β0pmq. Then

F pβq :“ lim
NÑ8

1

|P`
N |

logZβ,N ,

defines an analytic function and

F pβq “
2

m ´ 1
e´8pm´1qβ `

12pm ´ 1q ´ 8

2pm ´ 1q ´ 1
e´4p4pm´1q´2qβ ` Ope´16pm´1q Reβq.

We next consider Wilson loop expectations. Given a loop γ let ℓ :“ | supp γ| be its

length, i.e., the number of edges of γ. Further, let ℓc “ ℓcpγq denote the number of pairs

of non-parallel edges that are both in the boundary of some common plaquette (corners),

and let ℓb “ ℓbpγq denote the number of pairs pe, e1q of parallel edges that are both in

the boundary of some common plaquette (bottlenecks). Set

vβ :“ 2e´8pm´1qβ ` 12pm ´ 1qe´4p4pm´1q´2qβ .

Theorem 1.2. Suppose m ě 3 and β ą β0pmq. There exists C ă 8 depending only on

m such that for any loop γ with length ℓ, ℓc corner edges, and ℓb bottleneck edges,

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

´
1

ℓ
log xWγyβ ´

ˆ

vβ ´ 4
ℓc ` ℓb

ℓ
e´4p4pm´1q´2qβ

˙ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď Ce´16pm´1qβ . (1.2)

Notice how the lattice scale geometry of the loop enters into the estimate (1.2). Given a

continuum loop, we see that the expansion is sensitive to the way the loop is embedded

and discretized. For instance, the term pℓc ` ℓbq{ℓ is very different for an axis-parallel

square compared to the natural discretization of the same square rotated by 45˝.

Remark 1.3. Using the methods of the proof of Theorem 1.2, it is, in principle, straight-

forward to obtain estimates with higher precision in terms of the expansion in powers

of e´β. If higher order terms are included in (1.2), the constants of the corresponding

polynomial in e´β will further depend on the lattice scale geometry of the loop.

Our next result concerns the static quark potential VβpRq.

Theorem 1.4 (Quark potential and perimeter law). Suppose m ě 3 and β ą β0pmq, let

R ě 2 be an integer and for T “ 1, 2, . . . let γR,T be a rectangular loop with side lengths

R and T and axis-parallel sides. Then, if

VβpRq :“ lim
TÑ8

´
1

T
log xWγR,T

yβ,

it holds that

VβpRq “ 4e´8pm´1qβ ` 24pm ´ 1qe´4p4pm´1q´2qβ ` ORp1qe´16pm´1qβ . (1.3)

By the theorem, VβpRq exists for all sufficiently large β and is bounded as R Ñ 8. In

this sense we obtain a proof of a strong form of the perimeter law.

Remark 1.5. It would be interesting to estimate the rate of convergence in T to VβpRq

in Theorem 1.4.
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Remark 1.6. We use the cluster expansion to prove Theorem 1.4, including the exis-

tence part. Alternatively, one could prove the existence of VβpRq using Griffith’s second

inequality to deduce subadditivity and then appeal to Fekete’s lemma. However, this

method would give no quantitative information as in (1.3). Moreover, it cannot be used

to obtain Proposition 8.1, which shows the existence of the limit in some generality and

is needed for Theorem 1.7 below.

Our next result is a version of Theorem 1.4 in the setting where the two sides of the loop

grow uniformly.

Theorem 1.7. Suppose m ě 3 and β ą β0pmq, let r, t ě 1 be integers and for n “

1, 2, . . . let γn be an axis-parallel rectangular loop with side lengths Rn “ rn and Tn “ tn.

Then

Vβ :“ lim
nÑ8

´
1

Rn ` Tn

log xWγnyβ,

is independent of r and t and it holds that

Vβ “ 4e´8pm´1qβ ` 24pm ´ 1qe´4p4pm´1q´2qβ ` Ope´16pm´1qβq.

Note that Vβ “ 2vβ ` Ope´16pm´1qβq. We have chosen to state Theorem 1.7 for a

rectangle but with small modifications the proof is also valid for any fixed loop for which

the proportion of corners and bottlenecks in the scaled loop tend to zero as n Ñ 8 and

the corresponding Vβ is the same.

Remark 1.8. It would be interesting to relate the confinement phase transition to ana-

lyticity properties of the functions β ÞÑ F pβq and β ÞÑ Vβ.

1.3 Related work and further comments

We refer to [4] for a thorough discussion of classical works on area-/perimeter law esti-

mates in various settings, including [12,14,15,16,18,19]. Among more recent results, we

mention [13], which considers the 4-dimensional Up1q theory with Villain action. In the

perimeter law regime, for sufficiently regular loops, it was shown that

C0

2β
p1 ` Cβe´2π2βqp1 ` op1qq ď ´

1

|γ|
log |EV il

β rWγs| ď
C0

2β
p1 ` ǫpβqqp1 ` op1qq,

where the upper bound was due to Fröhlich and Spencer [12]. Here C0 is a constant

related to the discrete Gaussian free field. The infinite volume free energy for this model

was also considered in [13], and an upper bound was obtained for the “internal energy”,

i.e., its derivative with respect to β.

In [5], Chatterjee studied 4-dimensional Ising lattice gauge theory. Using a resampling

argument, it was proved that

xWγyβ ď e
´ 1´ℓc{ℓ

1`e´4pm´1qβ 2ℓe´4pm´1qβ

. (1.4)

(We caution that 2β in the present paper is equal to the parameter β used in [5].) This

estimate is valid for all β ą 0. Using (1.4), the inequalities

ˇ

ˇxWγyβ ´ e´2ℓe´8pm´1qβ ˇ
ˇ ď Ce

´2

1`e´16pm´1qβ ℓe´8pm´1qβ
`

e´8β `
a

ℓc{ℓ
˘

(1.5)
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and
ˇ

ˇxWγyβ ´ e´2ℓe´8pm´1qβ ˇ
ˇ ď C1

`

e´8β `
a

ℓc{ℓ
˘C2

were obtained. The ideas introduced in [5] spurred several recent works and analogous

estimates have now been given in more general settings, including for arbitrary finite

structure groups and for corresponding lattice Higgs models, see [1, 3, 8, 9, 10]. The

methods used in these papers produce error terms that will generally be larger than the

estimate for xWγy if one does not have a relation of the type ℓe´2ℓe´8pm´1qβ
! 8. That

is, one needs the size of the loop to tend to infinity at a rate tuned to β Ñ 8. (Of

course, one sees different exponents for different choices of structure group G; this case

corresponds to Ising lattice gauge theory.) As a consequence, it is not clear (to us) how

to use those methods to prove a perimeter law (lower bound) estimate at fixed β or, e.g.,

how to analyze limits such as the one defining the quark potential. Moreover, we do not

know how they can easily be modified to obtain higher precision even if the loop grows

with β at an appropriate rate.

Here we take a different route and carry out the analysis based on the cluster expansion

of the partition function, which provides information on log xWγyβ. One still needs β

to be sufficiently large, but it does not need to grow with ℓ for the error bounds to be

small, and the drawbacks discussed above can be circumvented. The method yields, in

principle, arbitrary precision for the logarithm of the Wilson loop expectation and also

allows to quantify the behavior of xWγy when ℓe´8pm´1qβ ! 8. This partly resolves one

of the open problems listed in [5]. However, here we do not estimate the convergence

rate in the length of the loop. Further, we mention that our results do not directly imply

the results of [5] but give alternative proofs of several of the key lemmas therein.

The use of the cluster expansions in the context of lattice gauge theories context is

certainly not new, see in particular Seiler’s monograph [19] (and the references therein)

where, e.g., perimeter law estimates to first order for large β were obtained. However,

besides basic facts about the cluster expansion as presented in the recent textbook of

Friedly and Velenik [11] and some results from [8,9], our discussion is self-contained, and

we carry out all the needed estimates here.

We only consider G “ Z2 in this paper. We expect that one can extend the results

to any finite group G “ Zk, k ě 3, without much additional effort, as well as to the

corresponding lattice Higgs models. It also seems plausible that, with more work, any

finite G can be analyzed similarly. The cluster expansion based on vortices uses crucially

that gauge field configurations can be split into discrete components. Therefore we do

not expect the methods in this paper to work in the general case of compact subgroups

of UpNq.
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2 Preliminaries

Even though we later work with G “ Z2, in this section we allow G to be a general finite

abelian group since this entails no additional work.

2.1 Notation and standing assumptions

In the rest of this paper, we assume that m ě 3 is given. We define the dimension

dependent constant

M “ Mpmq :“ 10pm ´ 2q.

To simplify notation, we let

$

’

’

&

’

’

%

β1 “ β1pmq :“ 2´1 logM

β2 “ β2pmq :“ 4´1 log 3M2

β3 “ β3pmq :“ 2´1 log 3M

Recalling the definition of β0pmq from (1.1), we note that

β0pmq “ 2´1 log 3M `
`

8pm ´ 1q
˘´1

log 2 ą β3pmq ą β2pmq ą β1pmq.

2.2 Discrete exterior calculus

In order to keep the presentation short, and since these definitions have appeared in

several recent papers, we will refer to [9] for details on some of the basic notions of

discrete exterior calculus that is useful in the present context.

• We will work with the square lattice Zm, where we assume that the dimension

m ě 3 throughout. We write BN “ r´N,N sm X Zm.

• We write CkpBN q and CkpBN q` for the set of unoriented and positively oriented

k-cells, respectively (see [9, Sect. 2.1.2]). Note that in the introduction, we used

VN “ C0pBN q, EN “ C1pBN q, and PN “ C2pBN q. An oriented 2-cell is called a

plaquette.

• Formal sums of positively oriented k-cells with integer coefficients are called k-

chains, and the space of k-chains is denoted by CkpBN ,Zq, (see [9, Sect. 2.1.2])

• Let k ě 2 and c “ B
Bxj1

ˇ

ˇ

a
^ ¨ ¨ ¨ ^ B

Bxjk

ˇ

ˇ

a
P CkpBN q. The boundary of c is the

pk ´ 1q-chain Bc P Ck´1pBN ,Zq defined as the formal sum of the pk ´ 1q-cells in

the (oriented) boundary of c. The definition is extended to k-chains by linearity.

See [9, Sect. 2.1.4]..

• If k P t0, 1, . . . , n´1u and c P CkpBN q is an oriented k-cell, we define the coboundary

B̂c P Ck`1pBN q of c as the pk ` 1q-chain B̂c :“
ř

c1PCk`1pBN q

`

Bc1rcs
˘

c1. See [9,

Sect. 2.1.5].
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• We let ΩkpBN , Gq denote the set of G-valued (discrete differential) k-forms (see [9,

Sect 2.3.1]); the exterior derivative d : ΩkpBN , Gq Ñ Ωk`1pBN , Gq is defined for

0 ď k ď m ´ 1 (see [9, Sect. 2.3.2]) and Ωk
0pBN , Gq denotes the set of closed

k-forms, i.e., ω P ΩkpBN , Gq such that dω “ 0.

• We write suppω “ tc P CkpBN q : ωpcq ‰ 0u for the support of a k-form ω.

Similarly, we write psuppωq` “ tc P CkpBN q` : ωpcq ‰ 0u

• A 1-chain γ P C1pBN ,Zq with finite support supp γ is called a loop if for all

e P Ω1pBN q, we have that γres P t´1, 0, 1u, and Bγ “ 0. We write |γ| “ | supp γ|.

(In [9] this object was called a generalized loop.)

• Let γ P C1pBN ,Zq be a loop. A 2-chain q P C2pBN ,Zq is an oriented surface with

boundary γ if Bq “ γ.

2.3 A useful graph

Let G2 be the graph with vertex set C2pBN q` and an edge between two distinct ver-

tices p1, p2 P C2pBN q` if and only if supp B̂p1 X supp B̂p2 ‰ H. Since any plaquette

p P C2pBN q` in BN is in the boundary of at most 2pm ´ 2q 3-cells, and any such 3-

cell has exactly five plaquettes in its boundary that are not equal to p, it follows that

there are at most 5 ¨ 2pm ´ 2q “ 10pm ´ 2q “ M plaquettes p1 P C2pBN q`
r tpu with

supp B̂p X supp B̂p1 ‰ H. Therefore it follows that each vertex in G2 has degree at most

M.

2.4 Vortices

Definition 2.1 (Vortex). A closed 2-form ν P Ω2
0pBN , Gq is said to be a vortex if

psupp νq` induces a connected subgraph of G2.

The set of all vortices in Ω2pBN , Gq is denoted by Λ. We note that the definition of

vortex we use here is not exactly the same as the definition used in [7,8,9,10], but agrees

with the definition used in [3, 5].

When ω, ν P Ω2pBN , Gq, we say that ν is a vortex in ω if supp ν is a vortex that

corresponds to a connected subgraph of the subgraph of G2 induced by suppω. We say

that ν is a vortex in σ P Ω1pBN , Gq is ν is a vortex in dσ P Ω2
0pBN , Gq.

Lemma 2.2 (Lemma 2.4 of [7]). Let ω P Ω2
0pBN , Gq. If ω ‰ 0 and the support of ω

does not contain any boundary plaquettes of BN , then either
ˇ

ˇpsuppωq`
ˇ

ˇ “ 2pm ´ 1q, or
ˇ

ˇpsuppωq`| ě 4pm ´ 1q ´ 2.

In [7], we proved Lemma 2.2 only in the case m “ 4, but since the proof for general

m ě 2 is analogous we do not include it here.

In Figure 1, we illustrate the only two possibilities for psuppωq` if
ˇ

ˇpsuppωq`
ˇ

ˇ “ 4pm ´

1q ´ 1 when m “ 4. For general m ě 2, the situation is analogous.

8



psuppσq` psupp dσq`
ˇ

ˇpsuppωq`
ˇ

ˇ

(a) 2pm ´ 1q

(b) 4pm´1q´2

(c)
4pm´1q´2

Figure 1: The above table shows projections of the supports of the non-trivial and irre-

ducible plaquette configurations in Z4 which has the smallest support (up to translations

and rotations).

Lemma 2.3 (Lemma 4.6 in [9]). Let ω P Ω2
0pBN , Gq. If the support of ω does not

contain any boundary plaquettes of BN and
ˇ

ˇpsuppωq`
ˇ

ˇ “ 2pm ´ 1q, then there is an

edge e P C1pBN q and g P Gr t0u such that

ω “ d
`

g e
˘

. (2.1)

If ω P Ω2pBN , Gq is such that (2.1) holds for some e P C1pBN q and g P Gr t0u, then we

say that ω is a minimal vortex around e.

Lemma 2.4. Let ω P Ω2
0pBN , Gq. If the support of ω does not contain any boundary

plaquettes of BN and
ˇ

ˇpsuppωq`
ˇ

ˇ “ 4pm ´ 1q ´ 2, then there are two distinct edges

e, e1 P C1pBN q with pB̂eq` X pB̂e1q` ‰ H and σ P Ω1pBN , Gq with psuppσq` “ te, e1u

such that dσ “ ν.

Lemma 2.5. Let q be an oriented surface with Bq “ γ. Further, let ω P Ω2pBN , Gq be

such that dω “ 0 and ωpqq ‰ 0. Then any box which contains suppω must intersect an

edge in suppγ.

Proof. Let B be a box that contains suppω. Since dω “ 0, by the Poincaré lemma (see

e.g. [9, Lemma 2.2] there is σ P Ω1pBN , Gq whose support is contained in B such that

dσ “ ω. Moreover, we have ωpqq “ σpγq (see e.g. [9, Section 2.4]. Consequently, if B

does not intersect suppγ, then ωpqq “ σpγq “ 0, a contradiction.

Lemma 2.6. Let ν P Ω2pBN , Gq satisfy dν “ 0, let B be a box that contains the support

of ν and let p P supp ν. Then there is at least one 1-cell in supp Bp that is not in the

boundary of B.
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Proof. Assume for contradiction that all edges in supp Bp are in the boundary of B. Then

there is a 3-cell c P B̂p that is not contained in B. Since B is a box, p must be the only

plaquette in supp Bc that is in B. Since the support of ν is contained in B, it follows that

dνpcq “
ÿ

p1PBc

νpp1q “ νppq ‰ 0.

Since this contradicts the assumption that dν “ 0, the desired conclusion follows.

The following lemma is elementary.

Lemma 2.7. There is a constant Cm that does not depend on j ě 0 such that

ˇ

ˇtp P C2pBN q` : distpp, γq “ ju
ˇ

ˇ ď Cm| supp γ|maxp1, jqm´1.

Lemma 2.8. Let j ě 1, let p P C0pBN q and let B be a box with side lengths s1, s2, . . . , sm
that contains p and is such that every face of the box contains at least one point on

distance at least j from p. Then
řm

i“1 si ě jm{pm ´ 1q.

Proof. Without loss of generality we can assume that the box B has corners at p0, 0, . . . 0q

and ps1, s2, . . . , smq, that p “ px1, x2, . . . , xmq, and that 0 ď xi ď si{2 for i “ 1, 2, . . . ,m.

Then the assumption on B is equivalent to that

xi `
ÿ

k‰i

psk ´ xkq ě j

for each i P t1, 2, . . . ,mu. Summing over i, we obtain

m
ÿ

i“1

´

xi `
ÿ

k‰i

psk ´ xkq
¯

ě mj ô
m
ÿ

i“1

xi ` pm ´ 1q
m
ÿ

i“1

si ´ pm ´ 1q
m
ÿ

i“1

xi ě mj

ô pm ´ 1q
m
ÿ

i“1

si ě mj ` pm ´ 2q
m
ÿ

i“1

xi.

From this the desired conclusion immediately follows.

Lemma 2.9. Let q be an oriented surface with Bq “ γ. Further, let j ě 1, and let ν P Λ

be a vortex such that νpqq “ 1 and distpsupp ν, γq “ j. Then there is a constant Ĉm ą 0

such that |psupp νq`| ě Ĉmpj ` 1q.

Proof. Let B be the (unique) smallest box that contains the support of ν, and assume

that the side lengths of B are s1, . . . , sm. Since νpqq “ 1, it follows from Lemma 2.5

that B intersects an edge of supp γ. Consequently, there is some edge in γ whose both

endpoints are contained in B. Fix one such edge e. Note that, by assumption, we have

distpsupp ν, eq ě j. Since B is a minimal box containing supp ν, there must be one edge

on each face of the box which is contained in the boundary of some plaquette in supp ν.

At the same time, by Lemma 2.6, since dν “ 0, no plaquette in supp ν can be in the

boundary of B. This implies in particular that each plaquette in p P psupp νq` must have
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an edge in its boundary that is not in the boundary of B. Since for each such plaquette

we must have distpp, eq ě j, it follows from Lemma 2.8 that

m
ÿ

i“1

psi ´ 2q ě
pj ` 1qm

m ´ 1
ô

m
ÿ

i“1

si ě
pj ` 1qm

m ´ 1
` 2m.

Since ω P Λ, the set psuppωq` induces a connected subgraph of G2. Since each face of

B contains at least one edge that is in the boundary of some plaquette in psuppωq`, the

desired conclusion immediately follows.

2.5 Vortex clusters

Recall that Λ denotes the set of vortices in Ω2
0pBN , Gq. Consider a multiset

V “ t ν1, . . . , ν1
loooomoooon

nV pν1q times

, ν2, . . . , ν2
loooomoooon

nV pν2q times

, . . . , νk, . . . , νk
loooomoooon

nV pνkq times

u “ tν
npν1q
1 , . . . , ν

npνkq
k u,

where ν1, . . . , νk P Λ are distinct and npνq “ nVpνq denotes the number of times ν occurs

in V. Following [11] Chapter 3, we say that V is decomposable if there exist non-empty

and disjoint multisets V1,V2 Ă V such that V “ V1 Y V2 and such that for each pair

pν1, ν2q P V1 ˆ V2, p1 P supp ν and p2 P supp ν2, we have supp B̂p1 X supp B̂p2 “ H. If V

is not decomposable, it is by definition a vortex cluster. We stress that a vortex cluster

is unordered and may contain several copies of the same vortex. Given a vortex cluster

V, let us define

|V| “
ÿ

νPΛ

nVpνq
ˇ

ˇpsupp νq`
ˇ

ˇ, npVq “
ÿ

νPΛ

nVpνq, and suppV “
ď

νPV

supp ν.

For a 2´chain q P C2pBN ,Zq, we define

Vpqq “
ÿ

νPΛ

nVpνqνpqq.

We write Ξ be the set of all vortex clusters of Λ.

To simplify notation in the rest of this paper, for p P C2pBN q`, q P C2pBN ,Zq, i ě 1,

and j ě 1, we define

Ξi :“
 

V P Ξ: npVq “ i
(

,

Ξi,j :“
 

V P Ξ: npVq “ i, |V| “ j
(

,

Ξi,j,p :“
 

V P Ξ: npVq “ i, |V| “ j, p P suppV
(

,

and

Ξi,j,q :“
 

V P Ξ: npVq “ i, |V| “ j,Vpqq ‰ 0
(

.

Further, we let

Ξi` :“
 

V P Ξ: npVq ě iu,

and define Ξi`,j, Ξi,j`, Ξi`,j`, etc. analogously. We note that the sets defined above

depend on N but usually suppress this in the notation. When we want to emphasize

this we write ΞipBN q, Ξi,jpBN q, etc.

11



2.6 The activity

For β ě 0 and g P G with a unitary, one-dimensional representation ρ, we set

φβpgq :“ eβ Repρpgq´ρp0qq.

Since ρ is unitary, for any g P G we have ρpgq “ ρp´gq, and hence Re ρpgq “ Re ρp´gq.

In particular, for any g P G

φβpgq “ eβpRe ρpgq´ρp0qq “ eβpRe ρp´gq´ρp0qq “ φβp´gq. (2.2)

For ω P Ω2pBN , Gq and β ě 0 we define the activity of ω by

φβpωq :“
ź

pPC2pBN q

φa

`

ωppq
˘

.

Note that for σ P Ω1pBN , Gq, the Wilson action lattice gauge theory probability measure

can be written

µβ,Npσq “
φβpdσq

ř

σPΩ1pBN ,Gq φβpdσq
. (2.3)

Moreover, in the case when G “ Z2 for ω P Ω2pBN ,Z2q, we have

φβpωq “
ź

pPC2pBN q

φβ

`

ωppq
˘

“
ź

pPC2pBN q

e´2β1

`

ωppq“1
˘

“ e
´2β

ř

pPC2pBN q 1

`

ωppq“1
˘

“ e´2β| suppω|.

We note that, by definition, if ω, ν P Ω2pBN , Gq and ν is a vortex in ω, then φβpωq “

φβpνqφβpω ´ νq.

We extend the notion of activity to vortex clusters V P Ξ by letting

φβpVq “
ź

νPΛ

φβpνqnV pνq “ e´4β|V |.

3 Low temperature cluster expansion

In this section we review the cluster expansion for the relevant Ising gauge theory par-

tition functions defined on a finite box BN . The material here is for the most part

well-known. See [11] for a text book presentation for the standard Ising model and [19]

for a discussion in the context of lattice gauge theories.

3.1 Ursell functions

We will work with Ursell functions corresponding to the choice of vortices as polymers

and hard core interaction: two vortices are compatible if and only if their supports are

disjoint. If ν1, ν2 P Λ, we write ν1 „ ν2 if there is p1 P psupp ν1q` and p2 P psupp ν2q`

such that p1 „ p2 in G2.

For n ě 1, we let Kn denote the complete graph on n vertices, and write G Ď Kn if G is

a connected subgraph of Kn. Given V P Ξ, set

N2pVq “ |tV 1 P Ξ2 : V
1 Ď Vu|.
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Definition 3.1 (Ursell function). We define U : Ξ Ñ R by for each V P Ξ setting

UpVq :“ 1 if npVq “ 1 and if npVq ě 2

UpVq :“
ÿ

V 1ĎV :
V 1PΞ

p´1qN2pV 1q.
(3.1)

Note that for any V P Ξ2, N2pVq “ 1 and we have

UpVq “ ´1.

Remark 3.2. The following gives an equivalent definition of the Ursell function:

Uptν1, . . . , νkuq “
1

k!

ÿ

GĎKk,G connected

p´1q|EpGq|
ź

pi,jqPEpGq

1pνi „ νjq.

The sum is over connected subgraphs of Kk and for each such subgraph G, EpGq denotes

the set of edges of G.

We have the following easy bound.

Lemma 3.3. For any V P Ξ, we have
ˇ

ˇUpVq
ˇ

ˇ ď 2npVq.

Proof. Note that
ˇ

ˇUpVq
ˇ

ˇ is bounded above by the number of connected subgraphs of

KnpVq. Since KnpVq has exactly 2n induced subgraphs, the desired conclusion immediately

follows.

3.2 Partition functions

The partition function for Ising lattice gauge theory viewed as a model for plaquette

configurations can be written as follows:

Zβ,N “
ÿ

ωPΩ2

0
pBN ,Gq

e
β
ř

pPC2pBN q Repρpωppqq´ρp0qq
“

ÿ

ωPΩ2

0
pBN ,Gq

φβpωq.

See, e.g., Section 3 of [9]. This is a finite sum and the definition extends to β P C.

An alternative representation for Zβ,N is given by the vortex partition function which is

defined by the following (formal) expression:

Zv
β,N “ exp

˜

ÿ

VPΞ

ΨβpVq

¸

, (3.2)

where for V P Ξ, we define

ΨβpVq :“ UpVqφβpVq,

and U is the Ursell function as in Definition 3.1. It is not obvious that the series

in the exponent of 3.2 is convergent but this follows from the next lemma, assuming

Reβ ą β2pdq :“ 1
4
log 30pm´2q, and we verify below that in this case logZβ,N “ logZv

β,N .
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Lemma 3.4. Let G “ Z2. Suppose Reβ ą β2pmq. Then the series in (3.2) is absolutely

convergent.

Proof. Let α “ 1{3. We will prove that for each ν P Λ we have
ÿ

ν1PΛ

|φβpν 1q|eα| supp ν1|
1pν „ ν 1q ď α| supp ν|.

Given this, the conclusion follows from Theorem 5.4 of [11] choosing the function apνq :“

α| supp ν|. Note that since M2e´4Reβ ă 1{3, we have

M2e´2p2Reβ´αq ă 1

and
`

M2e´2p2Reβ´αq
˘2pm´1q

1 ´ M2e´2p4Reβ´αq
ď α.

Then, for any ν P Λ, we have
ÿ

ν1PΛ

|φβpν 1q|eα| supp ν1|
1pν „ ν 1q “

ÿ

ν1PΛ: ν„ν1

|φβpν 1q|eα| supp ν1|

“
ÿ

ν1PΛ: ν„ν1

e´p2Reβ´αq| supp ν1| ď
ÿ

pPpsupp νq`

ÿ

ν1PΛ: p„supp ν1

e´p2Reβ´αq| supp ν1|.

To estimate the last term, fix p P psupp νq` and take any ν 1 P Λ such that p „ supp ν 1.

Recall the definition of G2 from Section 2.3. Let G be the restriction of G2 to tpu Y

psupp ν 1q`. Since ν 1 P Λ and p „ supp ν, the graph G is a connected, and, by definition,

G has at most |psupp ν 1q`| ` 1 vertices. Consequently, G has a spanning path of length

at most 2|psupp ν 1q`| “ | supp ν 1|. Since each vertex in G2 has degree at most M, the

same holds for G, and hence the number of such spanning paths which contains a given

plaquette p is at most M | supp ν1|. Finally, note that by Lemma 2.3, we have |psupp ν 1q`| ě

2pm ´ 1q. From this it follows that
ÿ

ν1PΛ: ν„ν1

e´p2Reβ´αq| supp ν1| “
ÿ

ν1PΛ: ν„ν1

e´2p2Reβ´αq|psupp ν1q`|

ď |psupp νq`|
8
ÿ

j“2pm´1q

`

M2e´2p2Re β´αq
˘j

“ |psupp νq`|

`

M2e´2p2Reβ´αq
˘2pm´1q

1 ´ M2e´2p2β´αq
.

The desired conclusion now follows from the choice of α.

Lemma 3.5. Let G “ Z2. Suppose Reβ ą β2pmq. Then

logZβ,N “ logZv
β,N “

ÿ

VPΞ

ΨβpVq (3.3)

and is an analytic function of β.

Proof. The set Ω2
0pBN , Gq is in bijection with the set of subsets of Λ with the property

that the vortices in each subset have pairwise disjoint supports (see, e.g., [9, Lemma

2.12]). Therefore, we can write

Zβ,N “
ÿ

Λ1ĂΛ

φβpΛ1q
ź

tν,ν1uĂΛ1

1pν  ν 1q

14



and this holds for any choice of β. On the other hand, if Reβ ą β2pmq, we can apply

Proposition 5.3 of [11] to see that the right-hand side in the last display equals logZv
β,N

as defined in (3.2).

We now assume β is real, and when β ą β2 we write Zβ,N also for the vortex partition

function. We wish to express the Wilson loop expectation using the logarithm of the

partition function. For this, we fix a loop γ and an oriented surface q such that γ “ Bq

and recall the following fact, see [9, Section 3].

Lemma 3.6. Let G “ Z2. Let β ě 0 and let q be an oriented surface with Bq “ γ. Then

for all N such that q Ă BN

Eβ,N rWγs “ Z´1
β,N

ÿ

ωPΩ2

0
pBN ,Gq

φβpωqρ
`

ωpqq
˘

.

Consider now the weighted vortex partition function

Zβ,N rqs “ exp

˜

ÿ

VPΞ

Ψβ,qpVq

¸

, (3.4)

where

Ψβ,qpVq :“ UpVqφβpVqρ
`

Vpqq
˘

.

The series on the right-hand side is absolutely convergent when β ą β2pmq by the

proof of Lemma 3.4 since
ˇ

ˇ

ˇρ
`

Vpqq
˘

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ “ 1 for each V P Ξ. As in the proof of Lemma 3.5,

using [11, Proposition 5.3], replacing the weight φβpVq by φβpVqρ
`

Vpqq
˘

, we have

logZβ,N rqs “
ÿ

ωPΩ2

0
pBN ,Gq

φβpωqρ
`

ωpqq
˘

.

Proposition 3.7. Let G “ Z2. Let β ą β2pmq and let q be an oriented surface with

Bq “ γ. Then for all N such that supp q Ă BN ,

´ logEβ,N rWγs “
ÿ

VPΞ

`

ΨβpVq ´ Ψβ,qpVq
˘

“
ÿ

VPΞ

UpVqφβpVq
´

1 ´ ρ
`

Vpqq
˘

¯

. (3.5)

Proof. Using Lemma 3.6 and then Lemma 3.5 and (3.4) we conclude that

log Eβ,N rWγs “ log
Zβ,N rqs

Zβ,N

,

which is what we wanted to prove.

Remark 3.8. Notice that Proposition 3.7 implies that Eβ,N rWγs P p0, 1s when β ą β2pmq.

This fact is not clear from the start since Wγ P t´1, 1u for every σ P Ω1pBN ,Z2q. The

positivity of Eβ,N rWγs was pointed out in [5] and proved there as a consequence of duality.

Here we obtain the conclusion as a result of convergence of the cluster expansion.

15



(a) A vortex cluster V which consists of four minimal vortices ν1, ν2, ν3 “ ν4 around the red

edges.

1 2

34

(b) The graph G̃.

1 2

34

(c) The graph T̃ . (d) The graph GV .

Figure 2: In the above figure, we illustrate the graphs G̃, T̃ , and GV for a vortex cluster

V (illustrated in Figure 2a).

4 The number of vortex clusters

This section contains the basic combinatorial estimates that are needed in order to control

the cluster expansions later on.

Lemma 4.1. Let k ě 1 and let p P C2pBN q`. Then

|Ξ1,k,p| ď M2k´1.

Proof. Let tνu P Ξ1,k,p and let P be the set of all paths in G2 that starts at p and has

length 2
ˇ

ˇpsupp νq`
ˇ

ˇ´1 “ 2k´1. Since each vertex in G2 has degree at most 10pm´2q “

M, we have |P| ď M2k´1.

For tνu P Ξ1,k,p, let Gν be the subgraph of G2 induced by the set psupp νq`. Then Gν is

connected, and hence Gν has a spanning path Tν P P of length 2
ˇ

ˇpsupp νq`
ˇ

ˇ ´ 1 which

starts at p. Since the map ν ÞÑ Tν is an injective map from Ξ1,k,p to P and |P| ď M2k´1,

the desired conclusion immediately follows.

Lemma 4.2. Let k1 ě 1 and let p0 P C2pBN q`. Then

|Ξ1`,k1,p0| ď p3Mq2k
1´1.

Proof. Fix V P Ξ1`,k1,p0 and define k :“ npVq. Let ν1, . . . , νk P V be a fixed enumeration

of the vortices of V (allowing repetition), that is, for each ν P V, we have

ˇ

ˇtj P t1, 2, . . . , ku : νj “ νu
ˇ

ˇ “ nVpνq.

Consider the graph G̃ with vertex set t1, 2, . . . , npVqu and an edge between distinct

vertices i and j if νi „ νj (see Figure 2b). Since V P Ξ, the graph G̃ is connected, and

hence it has a spanning tree. Let T̃ be the restriction of G̃ to this spanning tree (see
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Figure 2c). For each edge pj, j1q in T̃ , fix pj,j1 P psupp νjq` and pj1,j P psupp νj
1
q` with

pj,j1 „ pj1,j .

Next, consider the graph GV (see Figure 2d) with vertex set pp, jq, where j P t1, 2, . . . , npVqu

and p P psupp νjq`, and an edge between two distinct vertices pp, jq and pp1, j1q if p „ p1

in G2, and either

• j “ j1, or

• j „ j1 in T̃ , and tp, p1u “ tpj,j1, pj1,ju.

Then, by definition, the graph GV is connected, and for each j1 P t1, 2, . . . , npVq, the the

restriction of GV to the vertices pp, jq with j “ j1 is also connected. As a consequence,

GV has a spanning path PV of length 2k1 ´ 1 which is such that each edge
`

pp, jq, pp1, j1q
˘

with j ‰ j1 is traversed at most twice. Without loss of generality, we can assume that

the labelling ν1, ν2, . . . , νk is such that the index of each νj reflects the order in which it

appears in this path, and that the path starts in pp0, 1q. Note that the mapping V Ñ PV

is injective.

Let G be the graph with vertex set C2pBN q` ˆ t1, 2, . . . u and an edge between two

distinct vertices pp, jq and pp1, j1q if and only if p „ p1 in G2. Note that GV is a subgraph

of G, and hence PV is a path in G. We will obtain an upper bound on |Ξ1`,k1,p0| by giving

an upper bound on the size of a set P that contains all paths that are equal to PV for

some V P Ξ1`,k1,p0 . To this end, let P be the set of all paths in G that starts at pp0, 1q,

has length 2k1 ´ 1, and that is such that the edges of the path satisfy the following. If

the (directed) edge
`

pp, jq, pp, j1q
˘

is in the path, then

• if j1 ą j, then j1 is the smallest integer greater than j that has not been visited

before, and

• if j1 ă j, then the edge
`

pp, j1q, pp, jq
˘

has already been used in the path.

Then PV P P. Since each vertex in G2 has degree at most M, it follows that |P| ď

p3Mq2k
1´1. Since the mapping from Ξ1`,k1,p0 Ñ P given by V ÞÑ PV is injective, this

shows that

|Ξ1`,k1,p0| ď |P| ď p3Mq2k
1´1

as desired.

5 Estimates for the cluster expansion

Throughout this section, we assume that γ is a simple loop, and that q is an oriented

surface with Bq “ γ. Recall that we use the notation ℓ “ |γ|. Recall also that ℓc denotes

the number of corners of γ, i.e., pairs of non-parallel edges in γ that are both in the

boundary of some common plaquette, similarly recall that ℓb denotes the number of

bottlenecks in γ, i.e.,pairs pe, e1q of parallel edges in γ that are both in the boundary of

some common plaquette. We assume G “ Z2 from now on.
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Proposition 5.1. Let β ą β3pmq. Then

0 ď
ÿ

VPΞ1

`

ΨβpVq ´ Ψβ,qpVq
˘

´ ℓHpγq ď D1ℓe
´16pm´1qβ ,

where

Hpγq “ e´8pm´1qβ `
`

6pm ´ 1q ´
2ℓc ´ 2ℓb

ℓ

˘

e´4p4pm´1q´2qβ

and D1 “ Oβp1q and given explicitly below in (5.6).

Proposition 5.2. Let β ą β3pmq. Then

ÿ

VPΞ
2`

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
ΨβpVq ´ Ψβ,qpVq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
ď D2ℓe

´16βpm´1q.

where D2 “ Oβp1q and given explicitly below in (5.9).

Proposition 5.3. Let β ą β3pmq, let k ě 1. Then

ÿ

VPΞ
1`,k`

ˇ

ˇΨβpVq ´ Ψβ,qpVq
ˇ

ˇ

ď 4D3ℓ

8
ÿ

i“0

2i
8
ÿ

j“0

maxp1, jqm´1
`

3Me´2β
˘2maxpk,2pm´1qk`Ĉmpj`1qq

.

where D3 “ Oβp1q and given explicitly below in (5.1).

Before giving the proofs of Proposition 5.1 and Proposition 5.2, we need several auxiliary

results.

Lemma 5.4. Let β ą β1pmq, let p P C2pBN q`, and let k ě 1. Then

ÿ

VPΞ
1,k`,p

|φβpVq| ď
M2k´1e´4βk

1 ´ M2e´4β
.

Proof. Fix any j ě k. Note that for all V P Ξ1,j,p, we have |φβpVq| “ e´4β|V | “ e´4βj .

Using Lemma 4.1, we thus obtain

ÿ

VPΞ
1,k`,p

|φβpVq| “
8
ÿ

j“k

ÿ

VPΞ1,j,p

|φβpVq| “
8
ÿ

j“k

|Ξ1,j,p|e´4βj ď
8
ÿ

j“k

M2j´1e´4βj .

Since Me´2β ă 1, the desired conclusion immediately follows.

Lemma 5.5. Let β ą β3pmq, let p P C2pBN q`, and let k1 ě 1. Then

ÿ

VPΞ
1`,k1`,p

|φβpVq| ď
p3Mq2k

1´1e´4βk1

1 ´ 9M2e´4β
.
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Proof. Fix any j ě k1. Note that for all V P Ξ1`,j,p, we have

|φβpVq| “ e´4β|V | “ e´4βj .

Using Lemma 4.2, we thus obtain

ÿ

VPΞ
1`,k1`,p

|φβpVq| “
8
ÿ

j“k1

ÿ

VPΞ
1`,j,p

|φβpVq| “
8
ÿ

j“k1

|Ξ1`,j,p|e´4βj ď
8
ÿ

j“k1

p3Mq2j´1e´4βj .

Since 3Me´2β ă 1, the desired conclusion follows by evaluating the above geometric

sum.

Lemma 5.6. Let β ě 0. Then

ÿ

VPΞ1,2pm´1q,q

φβpVq “ ℓe´8pm´1qβ .

Proof. Let tνu P Ξ1,2pm´1q. Then φβpνq “ e´8pm´1qβ . By Lemma 2.3, we have νpqq ‰ 1 if

and only if ν is a minimal vortex around some edge e P γ. Combining these observations,

the conclusion immediately follows.

Lemma 5.7. Let β ě 0. Then

ÿ

VPΞ1,2pm´1q´2,q

φβpVq “
`

6pm ´ 1qℓ ´ 2ℓc ´ 2ℓb
˘

e´4p4pm´1q´2qβ .

Proof. Let ν P Λ be such that |psupp νq`| “ 4pm´ 1q ´ 2. Then φβpνq “ e´4p4pm´1q´2qβ .

By Lemma 2.4, there is σ P Ω1pBN , Gq such that dσ “ ν and psuppσq` “ te1, e2u, where

e1 and e2 are distinct edges and pB̂e1q` X pB̂e2q` ‰ H. Since

νpqq “ σpγq “
ÿ

ePγ

σpeq,

and G “ Z2, it follows that

νpqq “

#

1 if
ˇ

ˇsuppγ X te1, e2u
ˇ

ˇ “ 1

0 else.

From this it follows that νpqq ‰ 1 if and only if one of the following hold.

(i) The edges e1 and e2 are parallel (see Figure 1(b)), and exactly one of e1 and e2
are in supp Bq “ supp γ.

(ii) The edges e1 and e2 are not parallel (see Figure 1(c)), and exactly one of e1 and

e2 are in supp Bq “ supp γ.

Noting that there is exactly 2pm´1qℓ´2ℓb distinct ν P Λ with |psupp νqq`| “ 4pm´1q´2

such that (i) holds, and exactly 4pm ´ 1qℓ ´ 2ℓc distinct ν P Λ with |psupp νqq`| “

4pm ´ 1q ´ 2 such that (ii) holds, the conclusion immediately follows.
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Lemma 5.8. Let β ą β3pmq, and let k, k1 ě 1. Then

ÿ

VPΞ
k,k1`,q

|φβpVq| ď D3ℓ

8
ÿ

j“0

maxp1, jqm´1
`

3Me´2β
˘rmpj,k,k1q

,

where

rmpj, k, k1q :“ max
`

k1, 2pm ´ 1qk, 2pm ´ 1qpk ´ 1q ` Ĉmpj ` 1q
˘

,

D3 :“
4Cmpm ´ 1q

3Mp1 ´ 9M2e´4βq
, (5.1)

and Cm was defined in Lemma 2.7 and Ĉm was defined in Lemma 2.9.

Proof. Note first that

ÿ

VPΞ
k,k1`,q

|φβpVq| “
8
ÿ

j“0

ÿ

VPΞ
k,k1`,q

distpsuppV ,γq“j

|φβpVq|. (5.2)

If ν P Λ, then, by Lemma 2.2, we have |psupp νq`| ě 2pm ´ 1q, and hence if V P Ξ,

then |psupp νq`| ě 2pm ´ 1q for each ν P V. At the same time, by Lemma 2.9, if ν P Λ

is such that distpsupp ν, γq “ j then
ˇ

ˇpsupp νq`
ˇ

ˇ ě Ĉmpj ` 1q. From this it follows that

|V| ě max
`

2pm ´ 1qk, 2pm ´ 1qpk ´ 1q ` Ĉmpj ` 1q
˘

. Consequently,

8
ÿ

j“0

ÿ

VPΞ
k,k1`,q

distpsuppV ,γq“j

|φβpVq| ď
8
ÿ

j“0

ÿ

pPC2pBN q` :

distpp,γq“j

ÿ

VPΞ
k,rpjq`,p

|φβpVq|.
(5.3)

For each j ě 0, by using Lemma 2.7 and Lemma 5.5, we find that

ÿ

pPC2pBN q` :
distpp,γq“j

ÿ

VPΞ
k,rpjq`,p

|φβpVq| ď Cmℓmaxp1, jqm´1 ¨
p3Mq2rmpj,k,k1q´1e´4βrmpj,k,k1q

1 ´ 9M2e´4β
.

Summing over all j ě 0, and combining the resulting inequality with (5.2) and (5.3), we

obtain the desired conclusion.

Remark 5.9. Note that Lemmas 5.4, 5.5, 5.6, 5.7, 5.8 remain valid for complex β, as-

suming Reβ ą β3pmq. Indeed, the proofs work verbatim replacing β by Reβ.

We are now ready to give the proof of Proposition 5.1.

Proof of Proposition 5.1. Note first that
ÿ

VPΞ1

`

ΨβpVq´Ψβ,qpVq
˘

“
ÿ

tνuPΞ1

Uptνuqφβpνq
´

1´ρ
`

νpqq
˘

¯

“ 2
ÿ

tνuPΞ1 : νpqq“1

φβpνq. (5.4)

Using Lemma 2.2, we get
ÿ

tνuPΞ1 : νpqq“1

φβpνq “
ÿ

tνuPΞ1,2pm´1q,q

φβpνq `
ÿ

tνuPΞ1,4pm´1q´2,q

φβpνq `
ÿ

tνuPΞ1,4pm´1q`,q

φβpνq.

(5.5)
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Applying Lemma 5.8 with k “ 1 and k1 “ 4pm ´ 1q, we obtain

ÿ

VPΞ
k,k1`,q

φβpVq ď D3ℓ

8
ÿ

j“0

maxp1, jqm´1
`

3Me´2β
˘2maxp4pm´1q,Ĉmpj`1qq

“ D1ℓe
´16pm´1qβ ,

where

D1 :“ D3e
16pm´1qβ

8
ÿ

j“0

maxp1, jqm´1
`

3Me´2β
˘2maxp4pm´1q,Ĉmpj`1qq

(5.6)

and we see that D1 “ Oβp1q. At the same time, by combining Lemma 5.6 and Lemma 5.7,

we have
ÿ

tνuPΞ1,2pm´1q,q

φβpνq `
ÿ

tνuPΞ1,4pm´1q´2,q

φβpνq

“ ℓe´8pm´1qβ `
`

6pm ´ 1qℓ ´ 2ℓc ´ 2ℓb
˘

e´4p4pm´1q´2qβ “ ℓHpγq.

(5.7)

Combining (5.4), (5.5), and (5.7), we obtain the desired conclusion.

Proof of Proposition 5.2. Note first that given V P Ξ, we have ρ
`

Vpqq
˘

‰ 1 if and only

if ρ
`

Vpqq
˘

“ ´1 and hence Vpqq ‰ 0. This implies in particular that
ÿ

VPΞ
2`

ΨβpVq ´ Ψβ,qpVq “
ÿ

VPΞ
2`

UpVqφβpVq
´

1 ´ ρ
`

Vpqq
˘

¯

“ 2
ÿ

VPΞ
2`,1`,q

UpVqφβpVq.

Consequently, using Lemma 3.3 and the definition of U, we find that
ÿ

VPΞ
2`

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
ΨβpVq ´ Ψβ,qpVq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
ď

ÿ

kě2

ÿ

VPΞ
k,1`,q

ˇ

ˇUpVq
ˇ

ˇφβpVq ¨ 2 ď 2
ÿ

kě2

2k
ÿ

VPΞ
k,1`,q

φβpVq. (5.8)

Since by Lemma 5.8, for any k ě 2, we have

ÿ

VPΞ
k,1`,q

φβpVq ď D3ℓ

8
ÿ

j“0

maxp1, jqm´1
`

3Me´2β
˘2maxp2pm´1qk,2pm´1qpk´1q`Ĉm pj`1qq

.

If we let

D2 :“ 2D3e
16pm´1qβ

ÿ

kě2

2k
8
ÿ

j“0

maxp1, jqm´1
´

3Me´2β
¯2maxp2pm´1qk,2pm´1qpk´1q`Ĉmpj`1qq (5.9)

then D2 “ Oβp1q, and we are done.

Proof of Proposition 5.3. By Lemma 2.2, without loss of generality, we can assume that

k ě 2pm ´ 1q.

Given V P Ξ, if ρ
`

Vpqq
˘

‰ 1 then ρ
`

Vpqq
˘

“ ´1 and Vpqq ‰ 0. This implies in particular

that
ÿ

VPΞ
1`,k`

ˇ

ˇΨpVq ´ ΨqpVq
ˇ

ˇ “
ÿ

VPΞ
1`,k`

UpVqφβpVq
´

1 ´ ρ
`

Vpqq
˘

¯

“ 2
ÿ

VPΞ
1`,k`,q

UpVqφβpVq ď 2
ÿ

VPΞ
1`,k`,q

φβpVq2npVq,
(5.10)
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where the last inequality follows by using Lemma 3.3 and the definition of U. Now note

that we can write

ÿ

VPΞ
1`,k`,q

φβpVq2npVq “
8
ÿ

i“1

2i
ÿ

VPΞ
i,k`,q

φβpVq. (5.11)

Combining (5.10) and (5.11) and using Lemma 5.8, we obtain the desired conclusion.

6 Proof of Theorem 1.1

Lemma 6.1. Let Reβ ą β0pmq and let p0 P
Ş

Ně1 C2pBN q`. Then

lim
NÑ8

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

logZβ,N

|C2pBN q`|
´

ÿ

VPΞ
1`,1`,p0

pBN q

ΨβpVq

|V|

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

“ 0

locally uniformly in the half-plane Reβ ą β0pmq.

Proof. Write Ξ1`,1`,p0 “ Ξ1`,1`,p0pBN q. By Lemma 3.5 (using also Lemma 2.2), we have

logZβ,N “
ÿ

VPΞ

ΨβpVq “
ÿ

pPC2pBN q`

ÿ

VPΞ
1`,2pm´1q`,p

ΨβpVq

|V|
.

Let j ě 2pm ´ 1q be arbitrary. Note that we, without loss of generality, can assume

that N is large enough to ensure that distpp0, BBN q ą j. Applying Lemma 5.5 with

k1 “ max
`

2pm ´ 1q, j
˘

, using also Remark 5.9, it follows that for any p P C2pBN q, we

have

ÿ

VPΞ
1`,j`,p

|ΨβpVq|

|V|
“

8
ÿ

k“1

ÿ

VPΞ
k,j`,p

|ΨβpVq|

|V|
ď εpβ,m, jq, (6.1)

where

εpβ,m, jq :“

ř8
k“1 2

k max
`

2pm ´ 1qk, j
˘´1`

3Me´2Reβ
˘2maxp2pm´1qk,jq

3M
`

1 ´ 9M2e´4Reβ
˘

and we note that

lim
jÑ8

εpβ,m, jq “ 0

uniformly on compact subsets of the halfplane Re β ą β0pmq. Now fix some p P C2pBN q`

with distpp, BBN q ą j. Since distpp0, BBN q ą j and distpp, BBN q ą j, for each i ă j

there is a bijection Ξ1`,i,p0 Ñ Ξ1`,i,p which maps each V P Ξ1`,i,p to a translation of V

in Ξ1`,i,p. Consequently,

ÿ

VPΞ
1`,1`,p

ΨβpVq

|V|
´

ÿ

VPΞ
1`,j`,p

ΨβpVq

|V|
“

ÿ

VPΞ
1`,1`,p0

ΨβpVq

|V|
´

ÿ

VPΞ
1`,j`,p0

ΨβpVq

|V|
,
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and hence
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ÿ

VPΞ
1`,1`,p

ΨβpVq

|V|
´

ÿ

VPΞ
1`,1`,p0

ΨβpVq

|V|

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď 2εpβ,m, jq.

Finally, we note that there is a constant C 1
m such that

 

p P C2pBN q` : distpp, BBN q ď j
(

ď C 1
mjNm´1. (6.2)

We now combine the above observations as follows. By (6.1) and (6.2), we have

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

logZβ,N ´
ÿ

pPC2pBN q` :

distpp,BBN qąj

ÿ

VPΞ
1`,1`,p

ΨβpVq

|V|

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď C 1
mjNm´1εpβ,m, 1q.

Using (6.1), it follows that

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

logZβ,N ´
ÿ

pPC2pBN q` :
distpp,BBN qąj

ÿ

VPΞ
1`,1`,p0

ΨβpVq

|V|

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď 2εpβ,m, jq
ˇ

ˇC2pBN q`
ˇ

ˇ ` C 1
mjNm´1εpβ,m, 1q.

Again using (6.1) and (6.2), we get

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

logZβ,N ´ |C2pBN q`|
ÿ

VPΞ
1`,1`,p0

ΨβpVq

|V|

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď 2εpβ,m, jq
ˇ

ˇC2pBN q`
ˇ

ˇ ` 2C 1
mjNm´1εpβ,m, 1q.

Dividing both sides by |C2pBN q`| and letting N Ñ 8, we finally obtain

lim
NÑ8

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

logZβ,N

|C2pBN q`|
´

ÿ

VPΞ
1`,1`,p0

ΨβpVq

|V|

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď 2εpβ,m, jq

and this bound is decreasing in Reβ ą β0. Since j was arbitrary, the desired conclusion

follows.

Lemma 6.2. Let Reβ ą β0pmq and let p P
Ş

Ně1 C2pBN q`. Then

FN pβq “
ÿ

VPΞ
1`,1`,p0

pBN q

ΨβpVq

|V|

converges as N Ñ 8 locally uniformly in the half-plane Reβ ą β0pmq.

Proof. Let k1 ě 1. Then we can write

FN pβq “
k1´1
ÿ

j“1

ÿ

VPΞ
1`,j,p0

pBN q

ΨβpVq

|V|
`

ÿ

VPΞ
1`,k1`,p0

pBN q

ΨβpVq

|V|
.
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Note that if j ď N, then we have Ξ1`,j,p0pBN q “ Ξ1`,j,p0pBjq. At the same time, using

Lemma 3.3, we have

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ÿ

VPΞ
1`,k1`,p0

pBN q

ΨβpVq

|V|

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď
ÿ

VPΞ
1`,k1`,p0

pBN q

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ΨβpVq

|V|

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
“

ÿ

VPΞ
1`,k1`,p0

pBN q

ˇ

ˇUpVqφβpVq{|V|
ˇ

ˇ

ď
ÿ

VPΞ
1`,k1`,p0

pBN q

2npVq

ˇ

ˇφβpVq
ˇ

ˇ

|V|
“

8
ÿ

k“1

2k
ÿ

VPΞ
k,k1`,p0

pBN q

ˇ

ˇφβpVq
ˇ

ˇ{k1,

Note that be definition, we have Ξk,k1`,p0pBN q “ 0 if k1 ă k. Consequently,

8
ÿ

k“1

2k
ÿ

VPΞ
k,k1`,p0

pBN q

ˇ

ˇφβpVq
ˇ

ˇ{k1 ď
8
ÿ

k“1

2k
ÿ

VPΞ
1`,maxpk,k1q,p0

pBN q

ˇ

ˇφβpVq
ˇ

ˇ{k1

Using Lemma 5.5 and Remark 5.9, we thus obtain the upper bound

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ÿ

VPΞ
1`,k1`,p0

pBN q

ΨβpVq

|V|

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď
8
ÿ

k“1

2k
p3Mq2maxpk,k1q´1e´4Reβmaxpk,k1q

1 ´ 9M2e´4Reβ
“ oReβ,k1p1q.

Note in particular that this upper bound does not depend on N, is decreasing in Reβ,

and tends to zero as k1 Ñ 8. From this the desired conclusion immediately follows.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. As in Lemma 6.2, write FN pβq “
ř

VPΞ
1`,1`,p0

pBN q ΨβpVq{|V|.

For each N , by Lemma 3.5 this is an analytic function in Reβ ą β0pmq which by

Lemma 6.2 converges locally uniformly as N Ñ 8 to a limiting function which is also

analytic. By Lemma 6.1, logZβ,N also converges locally uniformly to the same limit.

On the other hand, if q “ 1 ¨ p then, using Lemma 5.6, we have

ÿ

VPΞ1,2pm´1q,ppBN q

φβpVq “
ÿ

VPΞ1,2pm´1q,q

φβpVq “ 4e´8pm´1qβ , (6.3)

for all N sufficiently large. Similarly, using Lemma 5.7, we have

ÿ

VPΞ1,2pm´1q´2,ppBN q

φβpVq “
ÿ

VPΞ1,2pm´1q´2,qpBN q

φβpVq “
`

24pm ´ 1q ´ 16
˘

e´4p4pm´1q´2qβ .

(6.4)

On the other hand, by Lemma 5.4 and Lemma 5.5, and Remark 5.9 we have

8
ÿ

k“1

ÿ

VPΞ
1`,pm´1q maxp4,2kq`,p

pBN q

ˇ

ˇΨβpVq
ˇ

ˇ (6.5)

ď
8
ÿ

k“1

2kp3Mq2pm´1q maxp4,2kq´1e´4Reβpm´1q maxp4,2kq

1 ´ 9M2e´4Reβ
. (6.6)

for all N . We conclude by combining (6.3), (6.4), and (6.5).
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7 Proof of Theorem 1.2

Proof of Theorem 1.2. By combining Proposition 5.1 and Proposition 5.2, we obtain

´ pD1 ` D2qℓe´16pm´1qβ ď ℓHpℓq `
ÿ

VPΞ

`

Ψβ,qpVq ´ ΨβpVq
¯

ď D2ℓe
´16βpm´1q.

Using Proposition 3.7, the proof is complete.

8 Proof of Theorem 1.4 and Theorem 1.7

The main tool in the proofs of Theorem 1.4 and Theorem 1.7 is the following proposition.

Proposition 8.1. Let β ą β3pmq. Further, let pRnqně1 and pTnqně1 be non-decreasing

sequences of positive integers such that maxtRn, Tnu Ñ 8 as n Ñ 8. For each n ě 1,

let γn be a rectangular loop with axis-parallel sides with lengths Rn and Tn, respectively,

and with one corner at the origin. Then the following limit exists

lim
nÑ8

lim
NÑ8

´
logEβ,N rWγns

|γn|
.

Proof. For each n ě 1, let qn be an oriented surface with Bqn “ γn.

Recall that, by Proposition 3.7, we have

´ logEβ,N rWγns “
ÿ

VPΞ

`

ΨβpVq ´ Ψ
β ,qnpVq

˘

.

By Proposition 5.3, using Ginibre’s inequality for the existence of limit as N Ñ 8 (see,

e.g., [9, Section 4]), it follows that

lim
kÑ8

sup
ně1

lim
NÑ8

1

|γn|

ÿ

VPΞ
1`,k`

ˇ

ˇΨβpVq ´ Ψ
β ,qnpVq

ˇ

ˇ “ 0.

Consequently, the desired conclusion will follow if we can show that for each fixed k ě 1,

the limit

lim
nÑ8

lim
NÑ8

1

|γn|

ÿ

VPΞ
1`,k

`

ΨβpVq ´ Ψβ,qnpVq
˘

(8.1)

exists.

To prove this, let Θ denote the set of all translations of Rm preserving the lattice. Note

that for each k ě 1 there are (up to translations) only finitely many vortex clusters

V P Ξ1`,k. Since, by definition, we have

ΨβpVq ´ Ψβ,qnpVq “ UpVqφβpVq
´

1 ´ ρpVpqnq
˘

¯

,

to show that the limit in (8.1) exists it is sufficient to show that for each fixed V P Ξ,

the limit

lim
nÑ8

lim
NÑ8

1

|γn|

ÿ

τPΘ

U
`

τpVq
˘

φβ

`

τpVq
˘

´

1 ´ ρpτpVqpqnq
˘

¯

“ UpVqφβpVq lim
nÑ8

1

|γn|
lim

NÑ8

ÿ

τPΘ

´

1 ´ ρ
`

τpVqpqnq
˘

¯

(8.2)
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exists. To this end, fix V P Ξ. For n ě 1, consider the sum

ÿ

τPΘ

´

1 ´ ρ
´

V
`

τ´1pqnq
˘

¯

¯

. (8.3)

Without loss of generality we can assume that N is much greater than | suppV| and

|γn|. Let B be a box with side length | suppV| such that the support of V is contained

in B. By the Poincaré lemma (see e.g. [9, Lemma 2.2]), there is a set S “ tσνuνPV Ď

Ω1pBN ,Z2q such that each σν P S has support contained in B and satisfies dσν “ ν.

Since Bqn “ γn and dσν “ ν for each ν P V, it follows from, e.g., [9, Section 2.4], that

νpqnq “ dσνpqnq “ σνpγnq for each ν P V. Consequently, for any τ P Θ, we have

τpVqpqnq “
ÿ

νPΛ

nVpνqτpνqpqnq “
ÿ

νPΛ

nVpνqτpσνqpγnq.

In particular, it follows that τ P Θ only gives a non-trivial contribution to (8.3) only if

τpBq intersects supp γn. Consequently, to show that (8.2) exists, it suffices to show that

the following limit exists.

lim
nÑ8

1

|γn|
lim

NÑ8

ÿ

τPΘ:
τpBqXsupp γn

´

1 ´ ρ
´ÿ

νPΛ

nVpνqτpσνqpγnq
¯

¯

.
(8.4)

To this end, note first that if N sufficiently large, then the sum

ÿ

τPΘ:
τpBqXsupp γn

´

1 ´ ρ
´ÿ

νPΛ

nVpνqτpσνqpγnq
¯

¯

is independent of N.

Let γ1n, γ
2
n, γ

3
n, and γ4n, be the paths along the four sides of γn, where we assume that γ2n

and γ4n have length Rn. Define

Θ13 :“
 

τ P Θ: supppγ1n ` γ3nq X τpBq ‰ H “ supppγ2n ` γ4nq X τpBq
(

and

Θ24 :“
 

τ P Θ: supppγ1n ` γ3nq X τpBq “ H ‰ supppγ2n ` γ4nq X τpBq
(

.

We will now show that the following limit exists.

lim
nÑ8

lim
NÑ8

1

|γn|

ÿ

τPΘ13

´

1 ´ ρ
´ÿ

νPV

nVpνqτpσνqpγnq
¯

¯

. (8.5)

Since the number of τ P Θ such that τpBq contains a corner of γn can be uniformly

bounded from above as a function of B only, using symmetry, this implies the existence

of the limit in (8.4) .

To see that the limit in (8.5) exists, note first that the number of translations τ P Θ that

contributes to the sum in (8.5) is bounded from above by |C2pBq| ¨ Tn. Consequently, if

Tn{|γn| Ñ 0, then the limit in (8.5) will be equal to zero. Hence, we can without loss of

generality assume that Tn is larger than 2m1 and further assume that Tn{|γn| does not

tend to zero. Further, we can without loss of generality assume that B is such that

supppγ1n ` γ3nq X B ‰ H “ supppγ2n ` γ4nq X B.
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γ2n

γ3n

γ4n

γ1n

Rn

Tn

Figure 3: In the figure above, we illustrate the setting of the proof of Proposition 8.1.

Here, the squares represent translations of the box B; the two purple boxes differ by a

translation in Θ̂13, while the blue box cannot be written as a translation of any of the

purple boxes by a translation in Θ̂13.

i.e., that the identity transformation is in Θ13.

Without loss of generality assume that γ1n and γ3n consists of the edges dx1pa1, 0, . . . , 0q

and dx1pa1, Rn, . . . , 0q respectively, where a1 P t0, 1, . . . , Tn ´ 1u. Let Θ1 consist of all

translations in the first direction, and Θ2 consist of all translations that leaves the first

coordinate unaffected. With this notation, each τ P Θ can be uniquely decomposed as

τ1 ˝ τ2 for some τ1 P Θ1 and τ2 P Θ2. Let

Θ̂1
13 :“ Θ13 X Θ1 and Θ̂2

13 :“ Θ13 X Θ2.

Note that if τ1 P Θ1, and τ2 P Θ2, then τ1 ˝ τ2 P Θ13 if and only if then τ1 P Θ̂1
13 and

τ2 P Θ̂2
13. Note also that as n Ñ 8,

lim
nÑ8

|Θ̂1
13|{|γ1n| “ 1. (8.6)

Finally, note that if τ1 P Θ̂1
13 and τ2 P Θ̂2

13, then for each ν P V we have

τ1 ˝ τ2pσνqpγnq “ τ2pσνqpγnq.
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From this it follows that

ÿ

τPΘ13

´

1 ´ ρ
´ÿ

νPV

nVpνqτpσνqpγnq
¯

¯

“
ÿ

τ1PΘ̂1

13

ÿ

τ2PΘ̂2

13

´

1 ´ ρ
´ÿ

νPV

nVpνqτ1 ˝ τ2pσνqpγnq
¯

¯

“
ÿ

τ1PΘ̂1

13

ÿ

τ2PΘ̂2

13

´

1 ´ ρ
´ÿ

νPV

nVpνqτ2pσνqpγnq
¯

¯

“ |Θ̂1
13|

ÿ

τ2PΘ̂2

13

´

1 ´ ρ
´ÿ

νPV

nVpνqτ2pσνqpγnq
¯

¯

. (8.7)

Since the sum in (8.7) is independent of n, using (8.6), it follows that the limit in (8.5)

exists, and hence the desired conclusion follows.

Proof of Theorem 1.4. By Proposition 8.1 applied with Tn “ n, Tn “ R, and γn “

Rn, Tn, the limit

lim
TÑ8

´
1

T
log xWγR,T

yβ “ lim
TÑ8

lim
NÑ8

´
1

T
log Eβ,N rWγR,T

s “ lim
nÑ8

lim
NÑ8

´
2

|γn|
log Eβ,N rWγns

exist. Using Theorem 1.2, the desired conclusion follows.

Proof of Theorem 1.7. By Proposition 8.1 applied with Rn “ Hn and Tn “ Ln, the

limit

lim
nÑ8

´
1

Rn ` Tn
log xWγnyβ “ lim

nÑ8
lim

NÑ8
´

2

|γn|
logEβ,N rWγns.

exists. We conclude using Theorem 1.2.
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