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Abstract. We study boundedness of zeros of the independence polynomial of tori for sequences of tori

converging to the integer lattice. We prove that zeros are bounded for sequences of balanced tori, but
unbounded for sequences of highly unbalanced tori. Here balanced means that the size of the torus is

at most exponential in the shortest side length, while highly unbalanced means that the longest side

length of the torus is super exponential in the product over the other side lengths cubed. We discuss
implications of our results to the existence of efficient algorithms for approximating the independence

polynomial on tori.

1. Introduction

1.1. Main results. The independence polynomial of a finite simple graph G = (V,E) is defined by

ZG(λ) =
∑
I

λ|I|,

where the summation runs over all independent subsets I ⊆ V . Besides its relevance in graph theory, the
independence polynomial is studied extensively in the statistical physics literature, where it appears as
the partition function of the hard-core model, and in theoretical computer science, where one is primarily
interested in the (non-)existence of efficient algorithms for the computation or approximation of ZG.

From the physical viewpoint it is particularly interesting to consider sequences of graphs Gn that
converge to a regular lattice. We will consider the integer lattice, and focus on sequences of d-dimensional
tori converging to Zd for d ≥ 2, i.e. tori whose minimal cycle lengths tend to infinity. Write Zn for Z/nZ.
A d-dimensional torus with side lengths ℓ1, . . . , ℓd is the Cartesian product Zℓ1 × · · · ×Zℓd . For technical
reasons explained below we only consider tori for which all side lengths are even and call those tori even.
The main result of this paper is the following:

Main Theorem. Let F be a family of even d-dimensional tori. If F is balanced, then the zeros of the
independence polynomials {ZT : T ∈ F} are uniformly bounded. If F is highly unbalanced, then the zeros
are not uniformly bounded.

Here we say that a family of d-dimensional tori F is balanced if there exists a C > 0 such that for
all T ∈ F we have that ℓd ≤ Exp(C · ℓ1), where ℓ1 ≤ · · · ≤ ℓd denote the side lengths of T . On the
other hand we say that the family is highly unbalanced if there is no uniform constant C > 0 such that
ℓd ≤ Exp(C · (ℓ1 · · · ℓd−1)

3
) for all T ∈ F .

We remark that a family that is not balanced is not necessarily highly unbalanced, hence the addition
of the adjective highly. It is not clear to the authors that either estimate is sharp, and it would be
interesting if one or both of the results could be sharpened in order to obtain a conclusive statement for
all families of even tori.
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1.2. Motivation from statistical physics. Understanding the location and distribution of zeros of
the independence polynomial plays a prominent role in statistical physics. For a sequence of graphs
Gn = (Vn, En) and for λ ≥ 0 the free energy per site is defined by

ρ(λ) := lim
n→∞

logZGn
(λ)

|Vn|
,

whenever this limit exists. It was shown by Yang and Lee [YL52] that the free energy per site exists for
induced subgraphs Gn of Zd that converge in the sense of van Hove, i.e. sequences of graphs for which

|∂Vn|
|Vn|

→ 0.

It turns out that the limit also exists and agrees for many other sequences of graphs, including cylinders,
i.e. products of paths and cycles, and tori, i.e. products of cycles, as long as the length of the shortest
path or cycle diverges. This motivates the notion of sequences of tori converging to Zd. However, we
emphasize that the convergence above occurs specifically for real parameters λ ≥ 0.

Independence polynomials have positive coefficients and their zeros therefore never lie on the positive
real axis. The location of the complex zeros is however closely related to the behavior of the normalized
limit ρ(λ). Let Gn be again a sequence of graphs converging to Zd in the sense discussed above. Yang
and Lee [YL52] showed that if there exists a zero-free neighborhood of the parameter λ0 ≥ 0, then ρ
is analytic near λ0. In the other direction, knowledge of the distribution of the zeros can be used to
characterize the regularity near phase transitions: parameters λ0 where the free energy is not analytic.

As remarked above, the limit behavior on the positive real axis of the normalized logarithm of the
independence polynomials is to a large extent independent from the sequence of graphs. The motivating
question for this work is to what extent this remains true for the distribution and location of the complex
zeros of the independence polynomial. In particular we focus on the question whether the zero sets are
uniformly bounded or not.

It was shown by Helmuth, Perkins and the last author [HPR20] that for sequences of padded induced
subgraphs of Zd the zeros are uniformly bounded. We recall that an induced subgraph of Zd is said to
be padded if all of its boundary points share the same parity.

Our main result shows that the boundedness of zeros for tori requires additional assumptions on the
relative dimensions of the tori.

1.3. Inspiration from holomorphic dynamics. When studying the independence polynomial on se-
quences of graphs that are in some sense recursively defined, one can often express the independence
polynomials in terms of iterates of a rational function or map. A clear example is provided by the se-
quence of Cayley trees of down-degree d. For this sequence of graphs the zero sets can be described using
iterates of the rational function

fλ,d(z) =
λ

(1 + z)d
.

This iterative description is exploited in current work of Rivera-Letelier and Sombra [RL19] to characterize
the order of the unique phase transition.

Let us describe the relationship between the independence polynomial and iterates of fλ,d in some
more detail. To be more precise, for a rooted graph (G, v) we say the occupation ratio RG,v is given by
the rational function

RG,v(λ) =
Z in
G,v(λ)

Zout
G,v(λ)

,



ON BOUNDEDNESS OF ZEROS OF THE INDEPENDENCE POLYNOMIAL OF TORI 3

Figure 1. The figure on the left depicts the zeros of the independence polynomial
the subgraph B22(0) in Z2. The figure on the right depicts spherical derivative of the
occupation ratio of (B22(0), 0).

where Z in
G,v and Zout

G,v respectively sum only over independent subsets that do or do not contain the marked
vertex v. The occupation ratio of a Cayley tree Tn of down-degree d and depth n and top vertex p is
given by

RTn,p(λ) = f◦nλ,d(λ) = f
◦(n+1)
λ,d (0).

Since ZG = Z in
G,v + Zout

G,v, the parameters for which ZG,v = 0 are essentially equal to the parameters for

which RG,v = −1; see [dBBG+21] for a more detailed discussion. As a consequence the accumulation
set of the zeros equals the non-normality locus of the family of rational functions RTn,p(λ), i.e. the
parameters λ for which the maps λ 7→ f◦nλ,d(0) does not form a normal family. Thus, zeros accumulate at

parameters where the spherical derivative of λ 7→ f◦nλ,d(0) is unbounded.
The relationship between the zeros of partition functions on the one hand and non-normality of a related

family of rational functions or maps on the other holds in much greater generality; see for example [PR20,
dBBG+21, BHR22b]. The extent to which the one-to-one correspondence also holds for specific sequences
of graphs that are not recursively defined is yet to be determined.

Figure 1 contains two illustrations focusing instead on the graph B22(0), the induced subgraph of
Z2 that contains all vertices of distance at most 22 to the origin. The figure on the left depicts the
zeros of the independence polynomial, while the figure on the right depicts the spherical derivative of
the occupation ratio, hinting at the non-normality locus of the sequence {Bn(0)}n∈N. We are grateful
for Raymond van Venetië for writing the code used to compute the relevant independence polynomial.
The two illustrations suggest a clear relationship between the zero sets and the non-normality locus.
Moreover, both illustrations suggest boundedness of the zero sets; known by [HPR20] since B22(0) is
a padded subgraph of Z2. Figure 2 depicts the zeros, on the left, and the spherical derivative of the
occupation ratio, on the right, for the 18× 18 torus. The resemblance with Figure 1 is striking. A desire
to better understand the structures that seem to appear in Figures 1 and 2 is an important motivation
for the current project.
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Figure 2. The figure on the left depicts the zeros of the independence polynomial of the
2-dimensional torus of size 18× 18. The figure on the right depicts spherical derivative
of the occupation ratio of this torus.

1.4. Proof techniques. The proof of the main theorem relies upon two different techniques: the zero-
freeness for balanced tori relies heavily on Pirogov-Sinai theory, while the existence of unbounded zeros
for highly unbalanced tori uses the transfer-matrix expression of the independence polynomial on tori.

1.4.1. Pirogov-Sinai theory. Intuitively, for λ ∈ C with large norm, the value of independence polynomial
in λ is determined by the large independent sets. Pirogov-Sinai theory builds on this intuition [PS75].
The main idea is to study the independence polynomial as deviations from the maximal independent
sets. For even tori, there are two distinct largest independent sets, one containing the even vertices
of the torus and the other containing the odd vertices. The vertices where an independent set locally
differs from one of these maximal independent sets will be part of so-called contours. The use of contours
goes back to Peierls [Pei36] and was further developed by Minlos and Sinai in [MS67] and [MS68], both
originally for the Ising model. Using ideas from Pirogov-Sinai theory the independence polynomial can
be expressed as a partition function of a polymer model, similar to as was done in [HPR20] for padded
regions in Zd, where the polymers will be certain sets of contours. One of the challenges in this rewriting
is posed by the geometry of the torus. We deal with this by defining a suitable compatibility relation we
call torus-compatibility and we exploit the symmetry of the torus. In our analysis, we apply Zahradńık’s
truncated-based approach to Pirogov-Sinai theory [Zah84], and take inspiration from its usage by Borgs
and Imbrie in [BI89]. The idea of this approach is to first restrict the polymer partition function to
well-behaved contours, so-called stable contours. Then one applies the theory to the truncated partition
function and with the estimates that follow one shows in fact all contours are stable, obtaining bounds
for the original polymer partition function.
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1.4.2. Transfer-matrices. The transfer-matrix method, introduced by Kramers and Wannier [KW41a,
KW41b], can be applied to rewrite the partition function of a one-dimensional lattice. It is heavily used
in the literature to obtain both rigorous results and numerical approximations regarding the accumulation
of zeros on physical parameters for other models; see for example [Ons44, Shr00, SS01, CS09, CS15].

In our setting we fix even integers n1, . . . , nd−1 and consider the sequence of tori T n = Zn1
× · · · ×

Znd−1
× Zn. The transfer-matrix method allows us to write the independence polynomials of these tori

as

ZT n
(λ) = Tr (Mn

λ ) .

Here Mλ is a matrix whose entries are indexed by independent sets of the fixed torus Zn1
× · · · × Znd−1

and contain monomials in λ; see Section 4.1 details. If we denote the (generalized) eigenvalues of Mλ by
e1(λ), . . . , eN (λ), the above equation translates to

ZT (λ) = e1(λ)
n + · · ·+ eN (λ)n.

For |λ| large we will show that there are two simple eigenvalues, which we denote by q+ and q−, of
approximately the same norm that dominate the remaining eigenvalues. Normality arguments then give
a relatively quick proof that zeros of {ZT n

}n≥1 accumulate at ∞. This can be seen as a special case of
a theorem by Sokal [Sok04]; see also [BKW78].

The normality argument does not give any bounds on how large n has to be with respect to (n1, . . . , nd−1)
to obtain zeros of a certain magnitude. We will more thoroughly investigate the eigenvalues of Mλ, and
in particular q±, to explicitly describe such bounds. These bounds imply the unboundedness of zeros for
highly unbalanced tori.

1.5. Implications for efficient approximation algorithms. The distribution of zeros of the inde-
pendence polynomial is not only closely related to the analyticity of the limiting free energy, but also
to the existence of efficient algorithms for the approximation of the independence polynomial. Indeed,
let G be a class of bounded degree graphs. Then if ZG(λ) ̸= 0 for all G ∈ G and λ in some open set U
containing 0, then by Barvinok’s interpolation method [Bar16] and follow up work of Patel and the last
author [PR17] there exists an algorithm that for each λ ∈ U and ε > 0 computes on input of an n-vertex
graph G from G a number ξ such that

|ξ − ZG(λ)| ≤ ε|ZG(λ)| (1.1)

in time polynomial in n/ε. Such an algorithm is called a Fully Polynomial Time Approximation Scheme
or FPTAS for short.

Recently, Helmuth, Perkins and the last author [HPR20] were able to extend this algorithmic approach
to zero-free regions that do not contain the point 0, but rather the point ∞, for certain subgraphs of the
integer lattice. See also [JKP20] for extensions of this to other families of bounded degree graphs. The
algorithmic results from [HPR20] also apply to the torus with all side lengths equal and of even length
n, but the resulting algorithm is technically not an FPTAS, since it restricts the choice of ε to be at
least e−cn for some constant c > 0. The results of the present paper allow to remedy this and moreover
extend it to non-positive evaluations and the collection of all balanced tori (at the cost of decreasing the
domain).

The following result is almost a direct corollary of our main result combined with the algorithmic
approach from [HPR20]; we will provide details for its proof in Section 5.

Proposition 1.1. Let d ∈ Z≥2 and let Td be a family of balanced even d-dimensional tori. Then there
exists a Λ > 0 such that for each λ ∈ C with |λ| > Λ there exists an FPTAS for approximating ZT (λ) for
T ∈ Td.
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The interpolation method crucially depends on there being an open set not containing any zeros of
the independence polynomial for graphs in the given family. There is essentially no way to circumvent
this, at least for the family of all graphs of a given maximum degree d ≥ 3, Gd. Indeed, it was shown
in [BGGv20, GGv23, dBBG+21] that the closure of the set of λ ∈ C for which approximating the evalua-
tion of independence polynomial at λ (in the sense of (1.1)) is computationally hard (technically #P-hard)
contains the closure of the set λ ∈ C for which there exists a graph G ∈ Gd such that ZG(λ) = 0. It would
be interesting to see to what extent such a result hold for more restricted families of bounded degree
graphs. We suspect that, by slightly enlarging the family of highly unbalanced tori, using the techniques
of [dBBG+21, BHR22a], it can be shown that approximating the evaluation of the independence poly-
nomial at large λ for graphs in this family (in the sense of (1.1)) is as hard as computing the evaluation
exactly.

1.6. Questions for future work. When it comes to describing the complex zeros of the independence
polynomials for graphs that converge to the integer lattice, the results in this paper barely touch the
surface and raise a number of interesting questions. A first issue, already addressed above, is to close the
gap between balanced and highly-unbalanced tori.

Several steps of the proof for boundedness of zeros of balanced tori rely in an essential way on the
assumption that the tori are balanced. On the other hand, the highly-unbalanced assumption on the
family of tori that guarantees the existence of unbounded zeros seems far from sharp, evidenced for
example by the fact that the demonstrated zeros of the tori escape very rapidly in terms of the sizes of
the tori. It therefore seems reasonable to expect that the balanced assumption is necessarily, while the
highly-unbalanced assumption is not.

Question 1. Let F be a family of even d-dimensional tori for which the zeros of the independence
polyomials are uniformly bounded. Is F necessarily balanced?

As discussed above, there are many other natural families of graphs that converge to the integer lattice,
in the sense that the free energy per site converges to the same limit. Knowing that for families of induced
subgraphs of Zd with padded boundaries the zeros are automatically uniformly bounded, while for tori an
additional assumption is required, it would be interesting to have a more general criterion that guarantees
boundedness of the zero sets.

Question 2. Let F be a family of graphs for which the free energy per site exists and agrees with the
free energy per site of d-dimensional balanced even tori. Under which conditions are the zeros of the
independence polynomials uniformly bounded? Of particular interest are graphs with boundaries that
are not necessarily padded, such as rectangles and cylinders.

The non-normality loci depicted in Figures 1 and 2 show a strong similarity to the non-normality loci
that occur for Cayley trees of different degrees; see for example the discussion in Section 7 in [dBBG+21].
For Cayley trees the complement of the activity locus consists of infinitely many components, and apart
from the two zero-free components containing 0 and ∞, each components contains exactly one zero-
parameter. Almost nothing in this direction is known for graphs converging to integer lattices, and a first
question in this direction is the following:

Question 3. Consider the zero-free components of the family of balanced even tori of fixed dimension.
Are the zero-free components containing the points 0 and ∞ distinct?

As we remarked the zero-locus and the non-normality locus coincide [dBBG+21] for the family of all
bounded degree graphs. It is not clear whether this is true for families of balanced even tori. Figure 2
suggests that there may be strong similarity between these two sets. While we have been able to confirm
one of the suggestions in this figure, namely the boundedness of the zeros, the relation between non-
normality and zeros is still completely open.
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Question 4. What is the relation between the zeros of the independence polynomial and the non-
normality locus of the occupation ratios for the family of balanced even tori?

1.7. Organization of the paper. Section 2 provides a self-contained background in Pirogov-Sinai the-
ory used to prove boundedness of zeros for balanced tori in Section 3. We prove the unboundedness of
zeros for highly unbalanced tori in Section 4. In Section 5 we finish by proving implications to efficient
approximation algorithms for balanced tori.

Acknowledgment The authors are grateful to Ferenc Bencs for inspiring discussions related to the topic
of this paper.

2. Pirogov-Sinai theory

This section provides a self-contained background in Pirogov-Sinai theory. We closely follow the
framework of [HPR20], but apply it to the independence polynomial of tori, which requires several
adjustments. While much of this background section is classical, proofs in the literature are often omitted
or stated in a different context. For this reason this section contains several results and proofs that are
not original but may be difficult to find in the literature.

In subsection 2.1 we discuss contains the required background on polymer partition functions. in what
follows we rewrite the independence polynomial of the torus as a suitable polymer partition function.

2.1. Polymer models and the Kotecký-Preiss theorem. A polymer model consists of a finite set
of polymers S, an anti-reflexive and symmetric compatibility relation ∼ on S and a weight function
w : S → C. We define Ω to be the set of collections of pairwise compatible polymers. The polymer
partition function is defined as

Zpol :=
∑
Γ∈Ω

∏
γ∈Γ

w(γ).

We note ∅ ∈ Ω, hence if w(γ) = 0 for all γ ∈ S we see Zpol = 1.

Remark 2.1. Whenever f is a holomorphic function with f(0) > 0, we write log f(z) for a branch with
log f(0) ∈ R. We will use this convention throughout the paper.

The cluster expansion, see for example [KP86] and Section 5.3 in [FV17], states that the polymer
partition function can be expressed in terms of the following formal power series in the weights:

logZpol =
∑
k≥1

1

k!

∑
(γ1,...,γk)

ψ(γ1, . . . , γk)

k∏
i=1

w(γi), (2.1)

where the sum runs over ordered k-tuples of polymers and ψ is the Ursell function defined as follows.
Let H be the incompatibility graph of the polymers γ1, . . . , γk, i.e. the graph with vertex set [k] and an
edge between i and j if γi is incompatible with γj . Then

ψ(γ1, . . . , γk) :=
∑

E⊆E(H)
spanning, connected

(−1)|E|.

A multiset {γ1, . . . , γk} of polymers is a cluster if its incompatibility graph is connected. For a cluster
X := {γ1, . . . , γk} of polymers we define

Φ(X) =
∏
γ∈S

1

nX(γ)!
ψ(γ1, . . . , γk)

k∏
i=1

w(γi),
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with nX(γ) the number of times the polymer γ appears in X. Then one sees the cluster expansion (2.1)
can be equivalently written as

logZpol =
∑

Xcluster

Φ(X). (2.2)

The Kotecký-Preiss theorem provides a sufficient condition on the weights that guarantees convergence
of the cluster expansion, see Theorem 1 in [KP86]:

Theorem 2.2. Suppose there are functions a : S → [0,∞), b : S → [0,∞) such that for every polymer
γ ∈ S we have ∑

γ′ ̸∼γ

|w(γ′)|ea(γ
′)+b(γ′) ≤ a(γ),

then Zpol ̸= 0, the cluster expansion of the polymer partition function is convergent and for any polymer
γ ∈ S we have ∑

X ̸∼γ

|Φ(X)|eb(X) ≤ a(γ),

where for a cluster X we define b(X) =
∑

γ∈X b(γ) and we write X ̸∼ γ if and only if there is a γ′ ∈ X

with γ′ ̸∼ γ.

2.2. Contour representation of the independence polynomial on tori. In this section we express
the independence polynomial of a torus as a sum of two polymer partition functions, using contours as
polymers. This is based on ideas and definitions from Pirogov-Sinai theory [PS75, Zah84], as applied to
the independence polynomial in [HPR20]. In [HPR20] the contour models are defined for padded induced
subgraphs in Zd; we will modify the ideas and definitions such that they apply to tori instead.

2.2.1. Preliminaries on the topology of tori.

Definition 2.3. We denote a d-dimensional torus by T := Zℓ1 × · · · × Zℓd with ℓ1 ≤ ℓ2 ≤ · · · ≤ ℓd and

write | T | :=
∏d

i=1 ℓi. Let C > 0. A torus T is said to be C-balanced if | T | ≤ eCℓ1 . We denote the set
of all even d-dimensional C-balanced tori by Td(C).

Note that a family of d-dimensional tori is balanced as defined in the introduction if and only if there
exists a uniform C > 0 such that every torus in the family is C-balanced. In particular the d-dimensional
torus with equal side lengths, denoted by Zd

n, is in Td(1) for any d and any even n ≥ ed.
We label the vertices of T as (v1, . . . vd) with vi ∈ {−ℓi/2, . . . , 0, . . . , ℓi/2− 1} for each i ∈ [d]. Denote

the d-dimensional zero vector by 0⃗. Throughout this and later sections we let T be an even d-dimensional
torus, for a fixed d ≥ 2. When T is assumed to be balanced or unbalanced we will state so explicitly.

Definition 2.4. We denote the ∞-neighborhood of v ∈ T by

N∞[v] := {u ∈ T : ∥v − u∥∞ ≤ 1}.

Note that each neighborhood N∞[v] consists of 3d distinct vertices. We say an induced subgraph Λ ⊂ T
is ∞-connected if for each u, v ∈ Λ there is a sequence (v0, . . . , vn) of vertices in Λ such that v0 = v,
vn = u and for each i we have vi+1 ∈ N∞[vi]. Such a sequence is called an ∞-path from v to u in Λ.

We denote the set of connected components of a graph G by C(G).

Definition 2.5. For subsets A,B ⊆ V (T ) we define their distance and the box-diameter as

dist(A,B) := min
a∈A, b∈B

dist(a, b) and diam□(A) := max
i=1,...,d

|Ai|,
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where dist denotes the graph distance on T and Ai denotes the ith marginal of A. We define diam□(∅) = 0.
Define the closure of A as

cl(A) = A1 × · · · ×Ad.

When we apply these parameters to induced subgraphs of T it should be read as applying it to their
vertex sets.

Let ℓ1 denote the length of the shortest side of T . If diam□(A) < ℓ1 it is not hard to see that
T \cl(A) is contained in a unique connected component of T \A, which we will denote by ext(A). We let
int(A) = T \ (A ∪ ext(A)).

The following lemma will be used implicitly several times.

Lemma 2.6. Let A1, A2 be induced subgraphs of a torus T with shortest side ℓ1 such that diam□(Ai) < ℓ1,
dist(A1, A2) ≥ 2 and both A1 ⊆ ext(A2) and A2 ⊆ ext(A1). Then int(A1) ∩ int(A2) = ∅.

Proof. Suppose for the sake of contradiction that A1, A2 is a counterexample for which | int(A1)| is
minimized. Let v be a vertex of int(A1) that is connected to a vertex in A1, say u. Because dist(A1, A2) ≥
2 it follows that u ̸∈ A2. Therefore u and v lie in the same connected component of T \A2. Because u
lies in ext(A2) it follows that v ∈ ext(A2). Note also that v is not connected to an element of A2 because
A2 ⊆ ext(A1) and v ∈ int(A1). Because diam□(A1 ∪ int(A1)) = diam□(A1) it follows that

• diam□(A1 ∪ {v}) < ℓ and diam□(A2) < ℓ1;
• dist(A1 ∪ {v}, A2) ≥ 2;
• both A1 ∪ {v} ⊆ ext(A2) and A2 ⊆ ext(A1 ∪ {v});
• int(A1 ∪ {v}) ∩ int(A2) = int(A1) ∩ int(A2), which is non-empty by assumption.

This is a contradiction because int(A1 ∪ {v}) is strictly smaller than int(A1). □

Let Λ ⊆ T be an induced subgraph. We denote the boundary of Λ by ∂Λ ⊆ Λ, i.e. the subgraph of Λ
induced by the vertices of Λ with at least one neighbor in T \Λ. We define ∂cΛ := ∂(T \Λ). Denote by
Λ◦ = Λ \ ∂Λ the interior of Λ. We write |Λ| instead of |V (Λ)| and we write v ∈ Λ instead of v ∈ V (Λ).

Remark 2.7. Let T be a d-dimensional even torus with minimal side length ℓ1. For any induced
subgraph Λ in T with diam□(Λ) < ℓ1, the induced subgraph ext(Λ)∩∂cΛ is ∞-connected by Proposition
B.82 in [FV17].

Lemma 2.8. Let T be a d-dimensional even torus with minimal side length ℓ1. Let Λ1, . . . ,Λn and A be
induced subgraphs of T satisfying

(1) for each i we have diam□(Λi) < ℓ1 and Λ◦
i ⊆ A;

(2) for i ̸= j we have dist(Λi,Λj) ≥ 2;
(3) A is ∞-connected,

then ∩n
i=1 ext(Λi) ∩A is ∞-connected.

Proof. Take u, v ∈ ∩n
i=1 ext(Λi)∩A. Because A is ∞-connected, there is an ∞-path from u to v through

A. Denote this path by (a0, . . . , ak) for some k ≥ 0, where a0 = u and ak = v. If the path has empty
intersection with the sets Λi, we are done. Let l denote the minimal index such that al ∈ Λi for some i.
As u, v ∈ ext(Λi), there is a minimal index m with l < m < k such that am ̸∈ Λi. As Λ◦

i ⊆ A, we see
al−1, am ∈ ext(Λi)∩ ∂cΛi. We now claim there is a ∞-path from al−1 to am which does not intersect Λi.

To prove this claim, first note for each i we have diam□(Λi) < ℓ1 and thus the induced subgraph
ext(Λi) ∩ ∂cΛi is ∞-connected by Remark 2.7. Since Λ◦

i ⊆ A, we see ext(Λi) ∩ ∂cΛi ⊆ A. As for any
j ̸= i we have dist(Λi,Λj) ≥ 2 we see ext(Λi)∩ ∂cΛi does not intersect Λj . Hence there is a ∞-path from
al−1 to am using only vertices from ext(Λi) ∩ ∂cΛi, and none of the vertices of this path intersect Λj for
j ̸= i. This proves the claim from which the lemma follows. □
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0

γ

Figure 3. A contour γ in a 10 by 10 torus. Vertices v such that σ(v) = 1 are in dark
gray and vertices v such that σ(v) = 0 are in white. The shaded gray region denotes the
support of γ. The label of Z2

10 \ γ is even.

2.2.2. Contour representation of independent sets.

Definition 2.9. Let Λ ⊆ T be an induced subgraph. A map σ : V (Λ) → {0, 1} is called a feasible
configuration on Λ if Iσ = {v ∈ V (Λ) : σ(v) = 1} is an independent set of Λ.

Given an independent set I we denote the associated feasible configuration by σI .

Definition 2.10. We call a vertex of T either even or odd if the sum of its coordinates is even or
odd respectively. For an induced subgraph Λ ⊂ T we denote by Λeven the subgraph induced by the
even vertices of Λ and Λodd the subgraph induced by the odd vertices of Λ. The feasible configurations
corresponding to the two maximal independent subsets of T , consisting of either all even or all odd
vertices, are denoted by σeven and σodd. We refer to {even, odd} as the set of ground states. Given a
ground state φ, the complementary ground state will be denoted by φ.

Definition 2.11. Let Λ ⊆ T be an induced subgraph. Given any feasible configuration σ : V (Λ) → {0, 1}
we say a vertex v ∈ V (Λ) is correct if there exists a ground state φ ∈ {even, odd} such that for all

u ∈ N∞[v] ∩ Λ we have σ(u) = σφ(u), otherwise v is defined to be incorrect. We write Γ(Λ, σ) for the
subgraph of Λ induced by the set of incorrect vertices in Λ with respect to σ.

Definition 2.12. Let γ be a tuple (γ, σγ) with support γ a nonempty induced subgraph of T and a feasible
configuration σγ : V (γ) → {0, 1} for which there exists a labeling function labγ : C(T \γ) → {even, odd}
such that the map σ̂γ : V (T ) → {0, 1} given by

σ̂γ(v) =

{
σγ(v) if v ∈ V (γ)

σlabγ(A)(v) if v ∈ V (A) with A ∈ C(T \γ)

is a feasible configuration on T and γ = Γ(T , σ̂γ). Let ℓ1 denote the minimal side length of T . We say
that γ is a small contour if γ is connected and satisfies diam□(γ) < ℓ1. We say that γ is a large contour
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if each connected component of γ satisfies diam□(γ) ≥ ℓ1. A contour is either a small or a large contour.
Two contours γ1, γ2 in T have compatible support if

dist(γ1, γ2) ≥ 2.

See Figure 3 for an illustration of a contour γ in the torus Z2
10.

Remark 2.13. A contour γ = (γ, σγ) uniquely determines the labeling function, labγ , and the associated
feasible configuration, σ̂γ .

Definition 2.14. We denote the exterior of a small contour γ by ext(γ) instead of ext(γ). The label of
ext(γ) is called the type of γ. For a set Γ of small contours we define the exterior ext(Γ) = ∩γ∈Γ ext(γ),
with the convention that ext(∅) = T . For a large contour we do not define the exterior, but we artificially
define the type of a large contour to be even.

For any contour γ and any ground state ξ ∈ {even, odd} we define the ξ-interior of γ as the union
over all non-exterior connected components of T \γ with label ξ, we denote this induced subgraph of T
by intξ(γ). Denote the interior of a contour γ by int(γ) = inteven(γ) ∪ intodd(γ).

We note that the interior of any small contour γ cannot contain a connected component of a large
contour because its box-diameter is strictly less than ℓ1 (where ℓ1 denotes the minimum side length of
the underlying torus).

Definition 2.15. Let Γ be a set of contours with pairwise compatible supports containing at most one
large contour. We say Γ is a matching set of contours if there is a labeling function

labΓ : C
(
T \

⋃
γ∈Γ

γ
)
→ {even, odd}

such that for each A ∈ C
(
T \

⋃
γ∈Γ γ

)
and γ ∈ Γ with dist(A, γ) = 1 we have that σ̂γ is equal to σlab(A)

when restricted to A.

For any contour γ the set Γ = {γ} is a matching set of contours.

Definition 2.16. For non-empty Γ the labeling function labΓ is unique. If Γ is empty there are two
possible labeling functions, namely the one that assigns either even or odd to T . We view these as distinct
matching sets of contours and denote them by ∅even and ∅odd. Formally we thus define

Ωmatch(T ) = {Γ : Γ a non-empty matching set of contours} ∪ {∅even} ∪ {∅odd}
as the set of all matching sets of contours.

See Figure 4 for an illustration of a matching set of contours in an 18 by 18 torus.

Definition 2.17. For a contour γ = (γ, σγ) in T we define the surface energy as

||γ|| := 1

4d

∑
v∈V (γ)
σγ(v)=0

(
2d−

∑
u∈N(v)

σ̂γ(u)
)
.

For a matching set of contours Γ we define ||Γ|| =
∑

γ∈Γ ||γ||.

In Theorem 2.18 we show the surface energy is always integer.

Theorem 2.18. There is a bijection between the set of all sets of matching contours Ωmatch(T ) and the
set of feasible configurations on an even torus T such that for any Γ ∈ Ωmatch(T ) and its corresponding
feasible configuration τ : V (T ) → {0, 1} we have

||Γ|| = | T |
2

− |Iτ |. (2.3)
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0

γ2

γ1

γ3

Figure 4. A matching set of contours in an 18 by 18 torus. The contour γ1 is small
of type even, γ2 is small of type odd and γ3 is large. The contours γ2 and γ1 lie in the
odd-interior of γ3, the contour γ1 lies in the even-interior of γ2.

Proof. For Γ ∈ Ωmatch(T ) we define the feasible configuration τΓ as

τΓ(v) =

{
σγ(v) if v ∈ γ for some γ ∈ Γ

σlabΓ(A)(v) if v ∈ A for some A ∈ C
(
T \

⋃
γ∈Γ γ

)
.

We recall here that Γ ∈ Ωmatch(T ) contains two copies of the empty set with either an even or an odd
label. These correspond to σeven and σodd respectively. It follows directly from the definition of Ωmatch(T )
that τΓ is indeed feasible.

We now define a map from the set of feasible configurations to Ωmatch(T ). Let τ : V (T ) → {0, 1}
be a feasible configuration. The induced subgraph Γ(T , τ) consists of a union of say s ≥ 0 connected
components with box-diameter strictly less than ℓ1 and m ≥ 0 connected components with box-diameter
≥ ℓ1. If s = m = 0 then τ is equal to either σeven or σodd which we map to ∅even or ∅odd respectively. If
m ≥ 1 then we denote the union of all connected components with box-diameter ≥ ℓ1 by γlarge. Denote
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the remaining connected components of Γ(T , τ) by γi for i ∈ {1, . . . , s}. By restricting τ , we define a
feasible configuration σγ on each support γ ∈ {γlarge, γ1, . . . , γs}. We have to show that for each such γ we
can define a labeling function labγ on the connected components of T \γ that makes γ into a well-defined
contour.

To do this it is sufficient to show that, given A ∈ C(T \γ), there exists φ ∈ {even, odd} such that
τ restricted to the vertices of A ∩ ∂c(γ) is equal to σφ. Indeed, if this is the case then we can define
labγ(A) = φ. It is not hard to see that the corresponding configuration σ̂γ as defined in Definition 2.12

is then feasible and satisfies γ = Γ(T , σ̂γ). We distinguish between two cases.
In the first case γ is not γlarge and A = ext(γ). It then follows from Remark 2.7 that A ∩ ∂c(γ) is a

∞-connected set of correct vertices with respect to τ . It follows that there is a unique φ such that τ = σϕ
when restricted to A ∩ ∂c(γ).

In the second case A has empty intersection with γlarge and thus any γ′ contained in A has box-
diameter strictly less than ℓ1. Let Γ

′ be the collection of these γ′. Any γ′ ∈ Γ′ must be contained in A◦

because otherwise γ ∪ γ′ would be a single component of Γ(T , τ). It now follows from Lemma 2.8 that
A′ := ∩γ′∈Γ′ ext(γ′) ∩ A is ∞-connected. Because A′ consists of correct vertices with respect to τ and
∂c(γ) ∩A ⊆ A′ it follows that there is a φ such that τ = σφ when restricted to ∂c(γ) ∩A.

We have shown that Γτ := {γlarge, γ1, . . . , γs} is a set of contours with pairwise compatible supports.
The labeling function labΓ that assigns to any component with vertex v the label inherited from τ shows
that indeed Γτ ∈ Ωmatch(T ). By definition the maps τ 7→ Γτ and Γ 7→ τΓ are each others inverse.

We now prove the equality in equation (2.3). Let Γ be a set of matching contours and τ its corre-
sponding feasible configuration. We count the number of edges in T in two ways. The total number of

edges in T is 2d · | T |
2 , as there are | T |

2 even vertices in T and each even vertex is incident to 2d distinct
edges. The number of edges in T also equals the number of edges between Iτ and T \Iτ plus the number
of edges within T \Iτ . The number of edges between Iτ and T \Iτ is equal to 2d · |Iτ |, as each vertex of
Iτ has degree 2d and Iτ is independent. For a vertex v ∈ T \Iτ the number of neighbors of v in T \Iτ
is 2d −

∑
u∈N(v) τ(u), the degree of v minus the number of neighbors of v in Iτ . The number of edges

within T \Iτ is the sum of the number of neighbors of v in T \Iτ over all v ∈ T \Iτ divided by 2, hence

|E(T \Iτ )| =
1

2

∑
v∈V (T )
τ(v)=0

(
2d−

∑
u∈N(v)

τ(u)
)
=

1

2

∑
γ∈Γ

∑
v∈V (γ)
τ(v)=0

(
2d−

∑
u∈N(v)

τ(u)
)
= 2d · ||Γ||,

where the second equality follows as each vertex outside of ∪γ∈ΓV (γ) is correct with respect to τ . From
this we see

2d · ||Γ||+ 2d · |Iτ | = 2d · | T |
2
,

hence ||Γ|| = | T |
2 − |Iτ |. □

Definition 2.19. We define the matching contour partition function on T as

Zmatch(T ; z) :=
∑

Γ∈Ωmatch(T )

∏
γ∈Γ

z||γ||.

Let Zind(G;λ) deote the independence polynomial of a graph G evaluated at λ.

Corollary 2.20. We have

Zind(T ;λ) := λ
| T |
2 · Zmatch(T ;

1

λ
).

Proof. This follows from Theorem 2.18 and the definition of the matching contour partition function. □



14 D. DE BOER, P. BUYS, H. PETERS, AND G. REGTS

As Zmatch(T ; 0) = 2 ̸= 0, the first part of the main theorem is equivalent to finding a zero free region
around z = 0 of Zmatch(T ; z) for all C-balanced tori.

2.2.3. Contours as polymers. We next collect some definitions allowing us to split up Zmatch up into two
parts which we can then interpret as polymer partition functions.

Definition 2.21. We partition Ωmatch(T ) into three subsets. We let Ωlarge
match(T ) consists of those Γ ∈

Ωmatch(T ) that contain a large contour. If Γ consists of small contours we define the type of Γ as the
label assigned to ext(Γ) by labΓ. We denote those Γ with type φ ∈ {even, odd} by Ωφ

match(T ). Note that

∅even ∈ Ωeven
match(T ), ∅odd ∈ Ωodd

match(T ) and

Ωmatch(T ) = Ωeven
match(T ) ∪ Ωodd

match(T ) ∪ Ωlarge
match(T ).

For φ ∈ {even, odd, large} we define

Zφ
match(T ; z) =

∑
Γ∈Ωφ

match(T )

∏
γ∈Γ

z||γ||.

Definition 2.22. For any φ ∈ {even, odd} and Γ ∈ Ωφ
match(T ) we define

Γext = {γ ∈ Γ : γ ⊆ ext(γ′) for all γ′ ∈ Γ not equal to γ}. (2.4)

We furthermore define

Ωφ
ext(T ) = {Γ ∈ Ωφ

match(T ) : Γ = Γext}.

We will further rewrite Zmatch(T ; z) in order to apply the framework outlined in Section 2.1. The first
step in rewriting is a standard technique from Pirogov-Sinai theory, analogous to what was done for finite
induced subgraphs Λ ⊆ Zd with padded boundary conditions in [HPR20].

We define a class of well-behaved induced subgraphs of tori.

Definition 2.23. Let Λ ⊆ T be an induced subgraph. If for any small contour γ with γ ⊆ Λ◦ we have
int(γ) ⊆ Λ◦ we say Λ is closed under taking interiors of small contours, or more succinctly closed.

Note T is closed, and for any contour γ the induced subgraphs intodd(γ), inteven(γ) and int(γ) are also
closed.

Definition 2.24. Let Λ ⊆ T be an induced closed subgraph and φ ∈ {even,odd} a ground state. We
define

Ωφ
match(Λ) := {Γ ∈ Ωφ

match(T ) : for all γ ∈ Γ we have γ ⊆ Λ◦}.
and

Ωφ
ext(Λ) := {Γ ∈ Ωφ

ext(T ) : for all γ ∈ Γ we have γ ⊆ Λ◦}
We also define the matching contour partition function as

Zφ
match(Λ; z) =

∑
Γ∈Ωφ

match(Λ)

∏
γ∈Γ

z||γ||.

Note if Λ◦ = ∅ then Zφ
match(Λ; z) = 1 as in that case Ωφ

match(Λ) = {∅φ}.

Lemma 2.25. For induced closed subgraphs Λ1,Λ2 ⊂ T with dist(Λ1,Λ2) ≥ 2 and any φ ∈ {even, odd}
we have Zφ

match(Λ1 ∪ Λ2; z) = Zφ
match(Λ1; z) · Zφ

match(Λ1; z).

Proof. Note that the induced subgraph Λ1∪Λ2 is closed. The equality follows from the bijection between
Ωφ

match(Λ1)× Ωφ
match(Λ2) and Ωφ

match(Λ1 ∪ Λ2) given by (Γ1,Γ2) 7→ Γ1 ∪ Γ2. □
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Lemma 2.26. For any induced closed subgraph Λ ⊆ T , any ground state φ ∈ {even, odd} and any z ∈ C
we have

Zφ
match(Λ; z) =

∑
Γ∈Ωφ

ext(Λ)

∏
γ∈Γ

z||γ||Zeven
match(inteven(γ); z)Z

odd
match(intodd(γ); z).

Proof. Given an induced closed subgraph Λ ⊆ T and a set Γ ∈ Ωφ
ext(Λ) we have∑

Γ′∈Ωφ
match(Λ)

Γ′
ext=Γ

∏
γ∈Γ′\Γ

z||γ|| = Zeven
match(∪γ∈Γ inteven(γ); z)Z

odd
match(∪γ∈Γ intodd(γ); z),

because any Γ′ ∈ Ωφ
match(Λ) with Γ′

ext = Γ gives an associated set of matching contours in

Ωeven
match(∪γ∈Γ inteven(γ))× Ωodd

match(∪γ∈Γ intodd(γ)),

as any non external contour γ′ ∈ Γ′ lies in the interior of a unique contour γ ∈ Γ. By Lemma 2.25 we
see for any induced closed subgraph Λ ⊆ T and any Γ ∈ Ωφ

ext(Λ) that∏
γ∈Γ

Zeven
match(inteven(γ); z)Z

odd
match(intodd(γ); z) = Zeven

match(∪γ∈Γ inteven(γ); z)Z
odd
match(∪γ∈Γ intodd(γ); z).

Combined, these two facts yield

Zφ
match(Λ; z) =

∑
Γ∈Ωφ

ext(Λ)

∑
Γ′∈Ωφ

match(Λ)

Γ′
ext=Γ

∏
γ∈Γ′

z||γ|| =

∑
Γ∈Ωφ

ext

Zeven
match(∪γ∈Γ inteven(γ); z)Z

odd
match(∪γ∈Γ intodd(γ); z)

∏
γ∈Γ

z||γ|| =

∑
Γ∈Ωφ

ext(Λ)

∏
γ∈Γ

z||γ||Zeven
match(inteven(γ); z)Z

odd
match(intodd(γ); z).

□

Definition 2.27. We define for a contour γ in T of type φ the weight to be the following rational function
in z

w(γ; z) := z||γ||
Zφ
match(intφ(γ); z)

Zφ
match(intφ(γ); z)

.

Recall that the type of a large contour is defined to be even. Note that for any induced closed subgraph
Λ ⊂ T and any contour γ in Λ the contour γ is also a contour in T and hence w(γ; z) is defined. We also
note the denominator of w(γ; z) has constant term 1 for any contour γ.

The definition of these weights is a standard trick in Pirogov-Sinai theory used to rewrite the inde-
pendence polynomial as a polymer partition function; see for example [HPR20]. To also do this for tori,
we define a suitable compatibility relation, which is a modification of the compatibility relation used in
[HPR20] to accommodate for the large contours.

Definition 2.28. We define two contours γ1, γ2 in T to be torus-compatible if they have compatible
supports and if either (1) γ1 and γ2 are both small and of the same type or if (2) one contour is large and
the other is small and of type even. Denote by Υφ

small(T ) the collection of sets containing small pairwise
torus-compatible contours in T of type φ and by Υeven(T ) the collection of sets of torus-compatible
contours in T of type even in which we allow both large and small contours.

Note that torus-compatibility is an anti-reflexive and symmetric relation on the set of contours.
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Definition 2.29. Let Λ ⊆ T be an induced closed subgraph and let φ ∈ {even,odd} be a ground state.
We define

Υφ
small(Λ) := {Γ ∈ Υφ

small(T ) : for all γ ∈ Γ we have γ ⊆ Λ◦}.

For any Γ ∈ Υφ
small(Λ) we can define Γext exactly how is done in (2.4) in Definition 2.22. It is not

difficult to see that then Γext ∈ Ωφ
ext(Λ). This observation, together with Lemma 2.26 and the choice of

weights in Definition 2.27, allows us to rewrite the matching contour partition function, which is a sum
over matching sets of contours, as a sum over sets that only require pairwise compatibility.

Lemma 2.30. Let Λ ⊆ T be an induced closed subgraph and let φ ∈ {even,odd} be a ground state. We
have for any z ∈ C

Zφ
match(Λ; z) =

∑
Γ∈Υφ

small(Λ)

∏
γ∈Γ

w(γ; z).

Furthermore, we have

Zeven
match(T ; z) + Z large

match(T ; z) =
∑

Γ∈Υeven(T )

∏
γ∈Γ

w(γ; z).

Proof. We prove the first claim by induction on |Λ|. The base case is trivial. Suppose the claim holds
for |Λ′| ≤ k. Next suppose that |Λ| = k + 1. By Lemma 2.26 we have

Zφ
match(Λ; z) =

∑
Γ∈Ωφ

ext(Λ)

∏
γ∈Γ

z||γ||Zφ
match(intφ(γ); z)Z

φ
match(intφ(γ); z),

which by definition of the weights is equal to∑
Γ∈Ωφ

ext(Λ)

∏
γ∈Γ

w(γ; z)Zφ
match(int(γ); z) =

∑
Γ∈Ωφ

ext(Λ)

∏
γ∈Γ

w(γ; z)
∑

Γ′∈Υφ
small(int(γ))

∏
γ′∈Γ′

w(γ′; z)

=
∑

Γ∈Υφ
small(Λ)

∏
γ∈Γ

w(γ; z),

where the first equality uses the induction hypothesis on the induced closed subgraph int(γ) and the last
equality follows from the definition of torus-compatibility. This proves the first part.

Note that Z large
match is a sum over matching set of contours that contain a large contour. Therefore we

can instead write Z large
match as a sum over all large contours. Reasoning as above we obtain

Z large
match(T ; z) =

∑
γ

z∥γ∥ · Zeven
match(inteven(γ); z) · Zodd

match(intodd(γlarge); z)

=
∑
γ

w(γ; z) · Zeven
match(int(γ); z) =

∑
γ

w(γ; z)
∑

Γ∈T even
small(int(γlarge))

∏
τ∈Γ

w(τ ; z),

where each sum is over large contours γ and where the last inequality follows as int(γ) is an induced
closed subgraph of T . By the definition of torus-compatibility of contours we obtain

Zeven
match(T ; z) + Z large

match(T ; z) =
∑

Γ∈Υeven(T )

∏
γ∈Γ

w(γ; z),

as desired. □

Remark 2.31. An automorphism t : T → T acts on contours by pushing forward their support and
pulling back their configurations and associated labels and type. We note that labels are preserved when
t(⃗0) is even, and switched when t(⃗0) is odd. The surface energy is always preserved.

Lemma 2.32. For all z ∈ C we have Zeven
match(T ; z) = Zodd

match(T ; z).
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Proof. Let t : T → T be the translation by (0, . . . , 0, 1). By Remark 2.31 any even contour γ corresponds
to an odd contour t(γ) with the same weight. □

Denote the set of small contours of type φ with support contained in an induced closed subgraph
Λ ⊆ T by Sφ

small(Λ). Denote the set of all small and large contours of even type with support contained
in T by Seven(T ). Using Lemma 2.30 and the definition of torus-compatibility it follows that for a type
φ ∈ {even, odd} and any induced closed subgraph Λ ⊆ T the function Zφ

match(Λ; z) equals a polymer
partition function as defined in Section 2.1 with set of polymers Sφ

small(Λ) and torus-compatibility as

compatibility relation on Sφ
small(Λ). Similarly, we see that Zeven

match(T ; z) + Z large
match(T ; z) equals a polymer

partition function with set of polymers Seven(T ). We observe that by Lemma 2.32

Zmatch(T ; z) = Zodd
match(T ; z) + Zeven

match(T ; z) + Z large
match(T ; z)

= 2Zeven
match(T ; z) + Z large

match(T ; z),

giving us the promised way of writing Zmatch(T ; z) as the sum of two polymer partition functions. Note
that we cannot view Zmatch(T ; z) as a single polymer partition function since it contains the occurrence
of two ‘distinct’ empty sets of matching contours.

2.3. Applying the Kotecký-Preiss theorem. To apply the Kotecký-Preiss theorem to Zodd
match(T ; z) =

Zeven
match(T ; z) and Zeven

match(T ; z)+Z large
match(T ; z) we apply Zahradńık’s truncated-based approach to Pirogov-

Sinai theory [Zah84], which is also used in [BI89]. The idea is to first restrict to contours for which the
weights respect a proper bound which helps us to check the condition of the Kotecký-Preiss theorem.
This process ‘truncates’ the partition function. We then prove, using bounds we obtain from the Kotecký-
Preiss theorem on the truncated partition function, that in fact all contours satisfy this bound. To define
the bound om the weights of the contours, we need the following lemmas and definition.

Lemma 2.33. Let Sm denote the set of small contours γ in T with support of size m containing 0⃗. Then
there is a constant Cd depending only on d such that |Sm| ≤ Cm

d .

Proof. The size of Sm is bounded by the number of connected subsets in Zd of size m containing 0⃗ times
2m, as a contour is uniquely determined by its support and its configuration. In [BBR09] connected

subsets of size m containing 0⃗ are called strongly-embedded lattice site animals and in [Mad99] just site
animals. The number of strongly embedded lattice site animals of size m grows as λmd for a constant
λd depending on d, see [Mad99] and [BBR09], which implies that there exists a constant Cd such that
|Sm| ≤ Cm

d . □

We also need a lower bound on the surface energy of contours in terms of the number of vertices in
the support.

Lemma 2.34 (Peierls condition). Let γ be a contour in T . For ρ = ρ(d) := 1
2d·3d the surface energy of

a contour satisfies
ρ|γ| ≤ ||γ|| ≤ |γ|.

Proof. The inequality ||γ|| ≤ |γ| is trivial. For the other inequality, note for each incorrect vertex v ∈ γ
there is at least one vertex u ∈ N∞[v] and a neighbor w ∈ N∞[v] of u such that σγ(u) = σγ(w) = 0.
Hence we see that at least two of the 3d vertices in N∞[v] have a contribution of at least 1

4d each to

||γ||. We double count this contribution at most 3d times, as |N∞[v]| = 3d. This yields ||γ|| ≥ ρ|γ| for
ρ = ρ(d) = 2 · 1

4d · 1
3d

= 1
2d·3d . □

Definition 2.35. Define for any d ∈ Z≥2 and any x > 0 the real number

δ1(d, x) := e−(log(2Cd)+4d+5·e−x3d+x)/ρ(d),
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where Cd is the constant from Lemma 2.33 and ρ(d) = 1
2d·3d is the constant from lemma 2.34.

We can now define stability of contours.

Definition 2.36. Let C > 0 and T ∈ Td(C). We define a small contour γ in T to be C-stable if for all
|z| < δ1(d,C)

|w(γ; z)| ≤ |z|||γ||e5e
−C3d ·|γ|.

We define a large contour in T to be C-stable if for all |z| < δ1(d,C)

|w(γ; z)| ≤ |z|||γ||e5e
−C3d ·|γ| · e4.

For an induced closed subgraph Λ ⊆ T denote by Cφ
Λ(T , C) the set of clusters X consisting of contours

γ in T that are small and of type φ, C-stable and satisfy γ ⊆ Λ◦. Recall that the condition of being a
small contour depends on the shortest side length ℓ1 of T . When Λ = T we write Cφ(T , C) instead of
Cφ
T (T , C).

Definition 2.37. Let T ∈ Td(C). For any induced closed subgraph Λ ⊆ T and ground state φ ∈
{even, odd} we define

Zφ
trunc(Λ; z) :=

∑
Γ∈Cφ

Λ(T ,C)

∏
γ∈Γ

w(γ; z).

We also define

Z large
trunc(T ; z) :=

∑
Γ∈Υlarge(T )

all γ ∈ Γ C-stable

∏
γ∈Γ

w(γ; z).

Note each of these partition functions is a polymer partition function.

Analogous to Lemma 2.32 we also see

Zeven
trunc(T ; z) = Zodd

trunc(T ; z).

2.3.1. Convergence of logZφ
trunc. We apply the Kotecký-Preiss theorem to Zφ

trunc(Λ; z) for induced closed
subgraphs Λ ⊆ T and φ ∈ {even, odd}. The set of polymers is the set of small C-stable contours of
type φ in Λ ⊆ T , the weights of a polymer γ is defined as w(γ; z) and the compatibility relation is
torus-compatibility. The cluster expansion takes the form

logZφ
trunc(Λ; z) =

∑
X∈Cφ

Λ(T ,C)

Φ(X; z), (2.5)

where Φ(X; z) =
∏

γ∈Γ
1

nX(γ)!ψ(γ1, . . . , γn)
∏n

i=1 w(γi; z) is defined as in Section 2.1. We define the

support of a cluster X = {γ1, . . . , γk} to be X = ∪k
i=1γi and we denote by |X| the size of the vertex

set of X. Because X is a cluster the incompatibility graph induced by γ1, . . . , γk is connected, which by
definition of torus-compatibility implies that X is connected, because the γi are small contours and thus
themselves connected.

Theorem 2.38. Let C > 0, d ∈ Z≥2 and φ ∈ {even, odd}. Let T ∈ Td(C) and let Λ ⊆ T be any induced
closed subgraph. For all z ∈ C with |z| < δ1(d,C) the cluster expansion for logZφ

trunc(Λ; z) is convergent,
where δ1(d,C) defined in Definition 2.35. Furthermore for any v ∈ Λ and any |z| < δ1(d,C) we have∑

X∈Cφ
Λ(T ,C)

v∈X

|Φ(X; z)|e
∑

γ∈X C|γ| ≤ 2.
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Proof. Fix v ∈ Λ. Define the artificial contour vγ with support v, weight 0, and which is torus incompat-
ible with each small contour γ for which v ∈ V (γ). Add vγ to the set of small C-stable contours of type
φ in Λ. With the artificial contour added, Zφ

trunc(Λ; z) is still equal to the sum over torus-compatible
collections of small contours of type φ, as the weight of vγ is zero. For |z| < δ1(d,C) we verify the
condition of Theorem 2.2 with a(γ) = 4d|γ| and b(γ) = C|γ|. For any contour γ∑

γ′ ̸∼γ

|w(γ′; z)|ea(γ
′)+b(γ′) ≤

∑
γ′ ̸∼γ

|z|||γ
′||e5·e

−C3d ·|γ′|ea(γ
′)+b(γ′) ≤

∑
γ′ ̸∼γ

|z|ρ|γ′|e(4d+5·e−C3d+C)|γ′|,

where the sums run over non-artificial contours γ′. In the final inequality we used ||γ′|| ≥ ρ|γ′|. Since
|z| < δ1(d,C) we have ∑

γ′ ̸∼γ

|z|ρ|γ′|e(4d+5·e−C3d+C)|γ′| <
∑
γ′ ̸∼γ

e− log(2Cd)|γ′|.

There are at most (|γ| + |∂cγ|)Cm
d small contours γ′ ̸∼ γ with |γ′| = m, where Cd is the constant from

Lemma 2.33. This can be seen by upper bounding the number of small contours that is torus incompatible
with a single vertex and applying this bound for each vertex of γ ∪ ∂cγ. Note that |∂cγ| < (2d − 1)|γ|.
Hence ∑

γ′ ̸∼γ

e− log(2Cd)|γ′| < (|γ|+ |∂cγ|) ·
∑
m≥0

(Cd)
me− log(2Cd)m ≤ 2(|γ|+ |∂cγ|) ≤ 4d|γ| = a(γ).

This shows the condition of Theorem 2.2 holds, which implies the cluster expansion is convergent for
|z| < δ1(d,C). By Theorem 2.2 and the definition of vγ we have for any v ∈ Λ and any |z| < δ1(d,C) we
obtain ∑

X∈Cφ
Λ(T ,C)

v∈X

|Φ(X; z)|e
∑

γ∈X C|γ| =
∑

X∈Cφ
Λ(T ,C)

X ̸∼vγ

|Φ(X; z)|eb(X) ≤ a(vγ) = 2.

□

2.3.2. All contours are stable. To prove that all contours are stable we need some estimates on certain
subseries of the cluster expansion.

Lemma 2.39. Let C > 0 and let φ ∈ {even, odd}. Then for any z ∈ C with |z| < δ1(d,C) the limit

lim
n→∞

∑
X∈Cφ(Zd

n,C)

0⃗∈X, |X|<n

Φ(X; z)

|X|

exists and is an analytic function of z.

Proof. First note for any C > 0, there is an N = N(d) > 0 such that for all n ≥ N we have Zd
n ∈ Td(C),

as for large enough n we have eC·n ≥ nd. For each n ≥ N and each z ∈ C with |z| < δ1(d,C) define the
series

Sn(z) :=
∑

X∈Cφ(Zd
n,C)

0⃗∈X, |X|<n

Φ(X; z)

|X|
.

By Theorem 2.38 we see |Sn(z)| ≤ 2 for all n ≥ N and all |z| < δ1(d,C). Thus the family of maps
{Sn}n≥N is normal on Bδ1(d,C), where Br denotes the open disk centered at 0 with radius r. For n2 > n1
any cluster X of small contours in Zd

n1
with |X| < n1 and 0⃗ ∈ X can be unambiguously viewed as

a cluster in Zd
n2

with |X| < n1 and 0⃗ ∈ X. From this and the fact that for any contour γ we have
||γ|| ≥ ρ|γ|, where ρ = ρ(d) denotes the constant from Lemma 2.34, we see for n2 > n1 that the first ρn1
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coefficients of the power series expansions of Sn1
(z) and Sn2

(z) are the same. Hence the coefficients of
Sn(z) are stabilizing, which implies that every convergent subsequence of Sn converges to the same limit.
Normality implies that the entire sequence converges to this limit. □

Definition 2.40. We denote the the limit function in the lemma above by fφ,C(z).

In fact, for the definition of fφ,C(z) one can take any sequence of tori T ∈ Td(C) with increasing
minimal side length ℓ1, as is implied by the following lemma.

Lemma 2.41. Let C > 0 and let T ∈ Td(C). Denote the smallest side length of T by ℓ1 and let
φ ∈ {even, odd}. For any |z| < δ1(d,C) we have∑

X∈Cφ(T ,C)

0⃗∈X, |X|<ℓ1

Φ(X; z)

|X|
=

∑
X∈Cφ(Zd

ℓ1
,C)

0⃗∈X, |X|<ℓ1

Φ(X; z)

|X|
.

Proof. As T ∈ Td(C) with minimal side length ℓ1, we have Zd
ℓ1

∈ Td(C). Hence Theorem 2.38 implies

that both series are convergent for |z| < δ1(d,C). Any cluster X in either Cφ(Zd
ℓ1
, C) or Cφ(T , C) with

0⃗ ∈ X and |X| < ℓ1 can unambiguously be viewed as being supported on {−(ℓ1−1), . . . , ℓ1−1}d because
X is connected. This yields a weight preserving bijection between the two sets, which implies the equality
holds for all |z| < δ1(d,C). □

The following estimate is well-known in the statistical physics literature. It is for example used in the
proof of Lemma 5.3 of [BI89], though no formal proof is given there. The proof we provide here is based
on Section 5.7.1 in [FV17], adapted to our setting.

Theorem 2.42. Let C > 0 and let T ∈ Td(C). Denote the smallest side length of T by ℓ1 let φ ∈
{even, odd}. Let Λ ⊆ T be an induced closed subgraph. For any |z| < δ1(d,C) we have

|logZφ
trunc(Λ; z)− |Λ◦

even|fφ,C(z)− |Λ◦
odd|fφ,C(z)| ≤ |∂Λ| · 2 · e−C3d + |Λ◦| 4

ℓ1eCℓ1
,

where fφ(z) and fφ(z) are the functions defined in Definition 2.40.

Proof. For |z| < δ1(d,C) we have the following equalities of convergent power series

logZφ
trunc(Λ; z) =

∑
X∈Cφ

Λ(T ,C)

Φ(X; z) =
∑
v∈Λ◦

∑
X∈Cφ

Λ(T ,C)

v∈X

Φ(X; z)

|X|
=

∑
v∈Λ◦

( ∑
X∈Cφ(T ,C)

v∈X

Φ(X; z)

|X|
−

∑
X∈Cφ(T ,C)

v∈X ̸⊂Λ◦

Φ(X; z)

|X|

)
=

|Λ◦
even|

∑
X∈Cφ(T ,C)

0⃗∈X

Φ(X; z)

|X|
+ |Λ◦

odd|
∑

X∈Cφ(T ,C)

0⃗∈X

Φ(X; z)

|X|
−
∑
v∈Λ◦

∑
X∈Cφ(T ,C)

v∈X ̸⊂Λ◦

Φ(X; z)

|X|
,

where in the final equality we use that a cluster of contours containing v ∈ Λ◦ can be translated to a
cluster of contours containing 0⃗; see Remark 2.31.

We prove the following bounds:

|
∑
v∈Λ◦

∑
X∈Cφ(T ,C)

v∈X ̸⊂Λ◦

Φ(X; z)

|X|
| ≤ |∂Λ| · 2 · e−C3d , (2.6)
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and for ξ ∈ {φ,φ}, ∣∣∣∣∣ ∑
X∈Cξ(T ,C)

0⃗∈X

Φ(X; z)

|X|
− fξ,C(z)

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ 4

ℓ1eCℓ1
. (2.7)

Since |Λ◦| = |Λ◦
even|+ |Λ◦

odd| these bounds together complete the proof.
To prove (2.6) we bound

∣∣∣∣∣ ∑
v∈Λ◦

∑
X∈Cφ(T ,C)

v∈X ̸⊂Λ◦

Φ(X; z)

|X|

∣∣∣∣∣ =
∣∣∣∣∣ ∑
X∈Cφ(T ,C)

X ̸⊂Λ◦

∑
v∈Λ◦

Φ(X; z)1X(v)

|X|

∣∣∣∣∣ =
∣∣∣∣∣ ∑

X∈Cφ(T ,C)

X ̸⊂Λ◦, X∩Λ◦ ̸=∅

Φ(X; z)|X ∩ Λ◦|
|X|

∣∣∣∣∣
≤
∑

w∈∂Λ

∑
X∈Cφ(T ,C)

w∈X ̸⊂Λ◦

∣∣∣Φ(X; z)|X ∩ Λ◦|
|X|

∣∣∣ ≤ ∑
w∈∂Λ

∑
X∈Cφ(T ,C)

w∈X ̸⊂Λ◦

|Φ(X; z)|

≤ |∂Λ| max
w∈∂Λ

∑
X∈Cφ(T ,C)

w∈X ̸⊂Λ◦

|Φ(X; z)| ≤ |∂Λ| · 2 · e−C3d ,

where the last inequality follows from Theorem 2.38 using that any cluster X with w ∈ X satisfies∑
γ∈X |γ| ≥ 3d.

Next we show (2.7). We split the clusters in T based on size and use the triangle inequality

∣∣∣∣∣ ∑
X∈Cξ(T ,C)

0⃗∈X

Φ(X; z)

|X|
− fξ,C(z)

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤
∣∣∣∣∣ ∑

X∈Cξ(T ,C)

0⃗∈X, |X|<ℓ1

Φ(X; z)

|X|
− fξ,C(z)

∣∣∣∣∣+
∣∣∣∣∣ ∑

X∈Cξ(T ,C)

0⃗∈X, |X|≥ℓ1

Φ(X; z)

|X|

∣∣∣∣∣
≤

∣∣∣∣∣ ∑
X∈Cξ(T ,C)

0⃗∈X, |X|<ℓ1

Φ(X; z)

|X|
− fξ,C(z)

∣∣∣∣∣+ 2

ℓ1 · eCℓ1

=

∣∣∣∣∣ ∑
X∈Cξ(Zd

ℓ1
,C)

0⃗∈X, |X|<ℓ1

Φ(X; z)

|X|
− fξ,C(z)

∣∣∣∣∣+ 2

ℓ1 · eCℓ1
,

where the last inequality follows from Theorem 2.38 and the last equality follows from Lemma 2.41.
For any ε > 0 there is an ℓ∗ large enough such that for any |z| ≤ δ1(d,C) we have

∣∣∣∣∣ ∑
X∈Cξ(Zd

ℓ∗ ,C)

0⃗∈X, |X|<ℓ∗

Φ(X; z)

|X|
− fξ,C(z)

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ ε,
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by Lemma 2.39. By increasing ℓ∗ if necessary we may assume ℓ∗ > 2ℓ1. We have∣∣∣∣∣ ∑
X∈Cξ(Zd

ℓ1
,C)

0⃗∈X, |X|<ℓ1

Φ(X; z)

|X|
− fξ,C(z)

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤
∣∣∣∣∣ ∑
X∈Cξ(Zd

ℓ1
,C)

0⃗∈X, |X|<ℓ1

Φ(X; z)

|X|
−

∑
X∈Cξ(Zd

ℓ∗ ,C)

0⃗∈X, |X|<ℓ∗

Φ(X; z)

|X|

∣∣∣∣∣+ ε

=

∣∣∣∣∣ ∑
X∈Cξ(Zd

ℓ∗ ,C)

0⃗∈X, ℓ1≤|X|<ℓ∗

Φ(X; z)

|X|

∣∣∣∣∣+ ε ≤ 2

ℓ1eCℓ1
+ ε,

where we used Theorem 2.38 in the last inequality. As this holds for any ε > 0, we see∣∣∣∣∣ ∑
X∈Cξ(T ,C)

0⃗∈X, |X|<ℓ1

Φ(X; z)

|X|
− fξ,C(z)

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ 2

ℓ1eCℓ1
.

This finishes the proof of (2.7). □

With this bound, we can now finally show that all contours are C-stable.

Theorem 2.43. Let C > 0 and let T ∈ Td(C). Let Λ ⊆ T be an induced closed subgraph of T and let
φ ∈ {even, odd} be a ground state. For all |z| < δ1(d,C), we have

Zφ
match(Λ; z) = Zφ

trunc(Λ; z)

and

Z large
match(T ; z) = Z large

trunc(T ; z).

Proof. We first prove by induction on |Λ| that all small contours of type φ are C-stable. The base case
follows as the weight of an empty contour is 1. Suppose the claim holds for all Λ with |Λ| ≤ k for some
k ≥ 0. Let Λ be such that |Λ| = k + 1 and take any small contour γ of type φ in Λ. We aim to bound

|w(γ; z)| by |z|||γ||e5·e−C3d |γ|, which shows γ is C-stable. By the induction hypothesis we see∣∣∣∣w(γ; z)z||γ||

∣∣∣∣ = ∣∣∣∣Zφ
match(intφ(γ); z)

Zφ
match(intφ(γ); z)

∣∣∣∣ = ∣∣∣∣Zφ
trunc(intφ(γ); z)

Zφ
trunc(intφ(γ); z)

∣∣∣∣.
Write V = intφ(γ). For any ε > 0 there exists ℓ large enough such that |V ◦| 4

ℓeCℓ < ε and such that V is

isomorphic to an induced closed subgraph of Zd
ℓ . Fix such an ℓ.

Define

hφ,C(V ; z) = |V ◦
even|fφ,C(z) + |V ◦

odd|fφ,C(z),

where fφ,C(z) and fφ,C(z) denote the functions defined in Definition 2.40. We also write gC(z) =
fφ,C(z)− fφ,C(z). By Theorem 2.38 and Lemma 2.39 we see for any z ∈ C with |z| ≤ δ1(d,C) we have

|gC(z)| ≤ |fφ,C(z)|+ |fφ,C(z)| ≤
4

3d
· e−C3d ≤ e−C3d ,

using the fact that any cluster X with 0⃗ ∈ X satisfies |X| ≥ 3d.
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Theorem 2.42 applied to V as a induced closed subgraph of Zd
ℓ now gives∣∣∣∣∣Zφ

trunc(V ; z)

Zφ
trunc(V ; z)

∣∣∣∣∣ =
∣∣∣∣∣elogZφ

trunc(V ;z)−hφ,C(V ;z)

elogZφ
trunc(V ;z)−hφ,C(V ;z)

∣∣∣∣∣ ·
∣∣∣∣ehφ,C(V ;z)

ehφ,C(V ;z)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ e| logZφ
trunc(V ;z)−hφ,C(V ;z)|

e−| logZφ
trunc(V ;z)−hφ,C(V ;z)| ·

∣∣∣∣ehφ,C(V ;z)

ehφ,C(V ;z)

∣∣∣∣
<

e2e
−C3d |∂V |+|V ◦| 4

ℓeCℓ

e−2e−C3d |∂V |−|V ◦| 4
ℓeCℓ

∣∣∣∣ehφ,C(V ;z)

ehφ,C(V ;z)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ e4e
−C3d ·|∂V |+|V ◦ 8

ℓeCℓ ·
∣∣∣∣ehφ,C(V ;z)

ehφ,C(V ;z)

∣∣∣∣ . (2.8)

Using that |V ◦| 4
ℓeCℓ < ε and the definitions of hφ,C(V ; z) and gC(z) we can further bound this by

e4·e
−C3d |∂V | · e2ε ·

∣∣∣e(|V ◦
even|−|V ◦

odd|)gC(z)
∣∣∣ ≤ e4·e

−C3d |∂V | · e2ε · ee
−C3d ||V ◦

even|−|V ◦
odd||. (2.9)

We next claim that for any induced closed subgraph V ⊆ T it holds that

||V ◦
even| − |V ◦

odd|| < |∂V |. (2.10)

Indeed, define e(A) for A ⊆ V to be the set of edges of T with at least one endpoint in A. We have
|e(V )| = |e(V ◦

even)| + |e((∂V )even)| = |e(V ◦
odd)| + |e((∂V )odd)|. As each vertex in V ◦ has degree 2d and

each vertex in ∂V has degree strictly less than 2d we see that

||V ◦
even| − |V ◦

odd|| =
1

2d
||e(V ◦

even)| − |e(V ◦
odd)|| =

1

2d
||e((∂V )odd)| − |e((∂V )even)|| < |∂V |,

proving (2.10). Substituting (2.10) into (2.9) we get for any ε > 0,∣∣∣∣∣Zφ
trunc(V ; z)

Zφ
trunc(V ; z)

∣∣∣∣∣ < e2ε · e5·e
−C3d ·|∂V | ≤ e2ε · e5·e

−C3d ·|γ|.

As ε→ 0 we get ∣∣∣∣∣Zφ
trunc(V ; z)

Zφ
trunc(V ; z)

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ e5·e
−C3d ·|γ|

and hence we see that the small contour γ is C-stable.
Now let γ be a large contour. As we already proved that for any induced closed subgraph Λ ⊆ T all

small contours are C-stable, we obtain∣∣∣∣w(γ; z)z||γ||

∣∣∣∣ = ∣∣∣∣Zodd
match(intodd(γ); z)

Zeven
match(intodd(γ); z)

∣∣∣∣ = ∣∣∣∣Zodd
trunc(intodd(γ); z)

Zeven
trunc(intodd(γ); z)

∣∣∣∣ .
Again write V = intodd(γ), and write

hφ,C(V ; z) = |V ◦
even|fφ,C(z) + |V ◦

odd|fφ,C(z),

and gC(z) = fφ,C(z)− fφ,C(z). As above we have |gC(z)| ≤ e−C3d for any z ∈ C with |z| ≤ δ1(d,C).
By Theorem 2.42, now applied to V as an induced closed subgraph of T , and thus replacing ℓ by ℓ1

in (2.8) we obtain, ∣∣∣∣∣Zφ
trunc(V ; z)

Zφ
trunc(V ; z)

∣∣∣∣∣ = e
4·e−C3d |∂V |+|V ◦| 8

ℓ1eCℓ1 ·
∣∣∣e(|V ◦

even|−|V ◦
odd|)gC(z)

∣∣∣
≤ e

4·e−C3d |∂V |+|V ◦| 8

ℓ1eCℓ1 · ee
−C3d |∂V |

≤ e5·e
−C3d ·|∂V | · e

|V ◦| 8

ℓ1eCℓ1 ≤ e5·e
−C3d ·|γ| · e4,

using (2.10) and the bound on gC(z) for the second to last inequality and eCℓ1 ≥ | T | ≥ |V ◦| and ℓ1 ≥ 2
for the final inequality. Therefore each large contour γ is C-stable. □
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3. Bounded zeros for balanced tori

In this section we prove the zeros of families of balanced tori are bounded, building on the framework
and results of the previous section.

Recall by Lemma 2.32 and Theorem 2.43 that we have

Zmatch(T ; z) = 2Zeven
trunc(T ; z) + Z large

trunc(T ; z).

Our first aim this section is to bound |Z large
match(T ; z))| away from 2|Zeven

trunc(T ; z)|, these bounds are the final
ingredient we need to prove the zeros of families of balanced tori are bounded.

To obtain bounds on |Z large
match(T ; z))| we apply the Kotecký-Preiss theorem to log(Zeven

match(T ; z) +

Z large
match(T ; z)), which in turn means we need to bound the number of relevant contours.

Lemma 3.1. Let T be an even d-dimensional torus. Let Lm denote the set of contours γ in T containing
0⃗ with support of size m that are either large or small and of even type. Then we have

|Lm| ≤ (4Cd| T |1/ℓ1)m,

where Cd is the constant from Lemma 2.33.

Proof. Let k denote the number of connected components of a large contour γlarge with |γlarge| = m.
Each connected component of γlarge has size at least ℓ1, hence k ≤ ⌊m/ℓ1⌋. Denote by mi the size of the
i-th connected component for i ∈ {1, . . . , k}. For each connected component of the large contour that

does not contain 0⃗ choose a vertex vi of T in the component for i ∈ {1, . . . , k − 1}, this can be done in
| T |k−1 many ways.

Denote by Pl the set of connected large contours of size l incompatible with a specified vertex v. The
number of connected sets in T of size l containing v is bounded by the number of connected sets of size
l containing 0⃗ in Zd. As there are at most 2l possible feasible configurations on a set of size l, we obtain
with the same argument as in Lemma 2.33 that |Pl| ≤ Cl

d. We apply this bound to each connected

component and see the total number of large contours γ in T with support of size m containing 0⃗ is
bounded by

∑
m1,...,mk∑

mi=m and mi≥ℓ1

k∏
i=1

Cmi

d (| T |)k−1 ≤
( ∑
m1,...,mk∑

mi=m

1
)
Cm

d | T |k−1 ≤ 4mCm
d | T |k−1. (3.1)

Accounting also for the small even contours of size m, we get

|Lm| ≤ 4mCm
d (| T |)k ≤ (4Cd| T |1/ℓ1)m.

□

We also need a tighter bound on the absolute value of |z|.

Definition 3.2. We define for any x > 0 the number

δ2(d, x) = e−(log(8exCd)+4de4+5·e−x3d )/ρ(d),

where Cd is the constant from Lemma 2.33 and ρ(d) = 1
2d·3d is the constant from lemma 2.34.

Note that δ1(d, x) > δ2(d, x) for all d ∈ Z≥2 and x > 0. We apply the framework of Section 2.1 to

log(Zeven
match(T ; z)+Z large

match(T ; z)). In this case our polymers are contours of type even, i.e. both large and
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small. The weights of a contour γ equals w(γ; z) and the compatibility relation is torus-compatibility.
Denote by Ceven

large(T ) the set of clusters of even and large contours. The cluster expansion takes the form

log(Zeven
match(T ; z) + Z large

match(T ; z)) =
∑

X∈Ceven
large(T )

Φ(X; z), (3.2)

where Φ(X; z) =
∏

γ∈Γ
1

nX(γ)!ψ(γ1, . . . , γn)
∏n

i=1 w(γi; z) is defined as in Section 2.1.

Theorem 3.3. Let C > 0 and let T ∈ Td(C). For any |z| < δ2(d,C) the cluster expansion for

log(Zeven
match(T ; z) + Z large

match(T ; z)) is convergent, where δ2(d,C) is defined in Definition 3.2. Furthermore
for any v ∈ V (T ) ∑

X∈Ceven
large(T )

v∈X

|Φ(X; z)| ≤ 4de4.

Proof. Fix v ∈ V (T ). Define the artificial contour vγ with support v, weight 0 and which is torus
incompatible with each contour γ such that v ∈ V (γ). Add vγ to the set of contours. With the artificial

contour added, Zeven
match(T ; z) + Z large

match(T ; z) is still equal to the sum over torus-compatible collections of
large and even contours, as the weight of vγ is zero. Throughout this proof ∼ denotes the relation of
torus-compatibility. We verify the condition of Theorem 2.2 with a(γ) = 4de4|γ| and b(γ) = 0.

Theorem 2.43 applies as δ2(d,C) < δ1(d,C). Hence for any contour γ∑
γ′ ̸∼γ

|w(γ′; z)|ea(γ)+b(γ) ≤
∑
γ′ ̸∼γ

|z|ρ|γ′|e(4de
4+5·e−C3d )|γ′| · e4 ≤

∑
γ′ ̸∼γ

|z|ρ|γ′|e(4de
4+5·e−C3d )|γ′| · e4,

where without loss of generality we may assume the first sum is over non-artificial contours γ′, as

w(vγ ; z) = 0. As |z| < δ2(d,C) = e−(log(8eCCd)+4de4+5·e−C3d )/ρ, we have∑
γ′ ̸∼γ

|z|ρ|γ′|e(4de
4+5·e−C3d )|γ′|e4 < e4

∑
γ′ ̸∼γ

(8eCCd)
−|γ′|.

There are at most (|γ|+ |∂cγ|)(4| T |1/ℓ1Cd)
m contours γ′ ̸∼ γ with |γ′| = m, where Cd is the constant

from Lemma 2.33, this can be seen by upper bounding how many ways a contour can be torus incompatible
with a single vertex using Lemma 3.1 and applying this bound for each vertex of γ. We also note that as
T is C-balanced, we have | T |1/ℓ1 ≤ eC . Hence∑

γ′ ̸∼γ

(8eCCd)
−|γ′| < e4(|γ|+ |∂cγ|) ·

∑
m≥0

(4| T |1/ℓ1Cd)
m(8eCCd)

−m ≤ 2de4|γ| ·
∑
m≥0

(
1
2

)m
= a(γ),

where we used |γ|+ |∂cγ| ≤ 2d|γ|.
This shows the condition of Theorem 2.2 holds, which implies the cluster expansion is convergent for

|z| < δ2(d,C). By Theorem 2.2 and the definition of vγ we have for any v ∈ T we have∑
X∈Ceven

large(T )

v∈X

|Φ(X; z)|e
∑

γ∈X b(γ) =
∑

X∈Ceven
large(T )

X ̸∼vγ

|Φ(X; z)| ≤ a(vγ) = 4de4,

where we can assume the clusters X do not contain vγ , as for any cluster X containing vγ we have
Φ(X; z) = 0 as w(vγ ; z) = 0. □

Lemma 3.4. Let C > 0. The family{ log(Zeven
match(T ; z) + Z large

match(T ; z))

| T |

}
T ∈Td(C)

(3.3)
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is normal on |z| < δ2(d,C).

Proof. For any T ∈ Td(C) and any z such that |z| < δ2(d,C) we have∣∣∣ log(Zeven
match(T ; z) + Z large

match(T ; z))

| T |

∣∣∣ = ∣∣∣∣∣ 1

| T |
∑

v∈V (T )

∑
X∈Ceven

large(T )

v∈X

Φ(X; z)

|X|

∣∣∣∣∣
≤ max

v∈V (T )

∑
X∈Ceven

large(T )

v∈X

|Φ(X; z)|
|X|

≤ 4de4,

where the last inequality follows from Theorem 2.43, Theorem 3.3. Therefore the family defined in (3.3)
is normal by Montel’s theorem.

□

To bound |Z large(T ; z))|, we show the influence of adding large contours to the even contours is
negligible, for small enough z as the sizes of the tori tend to infinity.

Lemma 3.5. For any C > 0 and any |z| < δ1(d,C) the function

fC(z) = lim
| T |→∞
T ∈Td(C)

log(Zeven
match(T ; z))

| T |

is well-defined and fC(z) =
1
2feven,C(z) +

1
2fodd,C(z). For any |z| < δ2(d,C) the function

gC(z) = lim
| T |→∞
T ∈Td(C)

log(Zeven
match(T ; z) + Z large

match(T ; z))

| T |

is well-defined and gC(z) = fC(z).

Proof. Take any torus T ∈ Td(C) and let ℓ1 denote the minimal side length of T . From Theorem 2.43
and Theorem 2.42 we obtain for all |z| < δ1(d,C)∣∣∣∣ logZeven

match(T ; z)

| T |
− 1

2
feven,C(z)−

1

2
fodd,C(z)

∣∣∣∣ < 2

| T |
,

where in the last equality we used ℓ1e
Cℓ1 ≥ 2| T |, as ℓ1 ≥ 2 and eCℓ1 ≥ | T |. This implies fC(z) exists

and fC(z) =
1
2feven,C(z) +

1
2fodd,C(z).

The first ρℓ1 terms of the power series logZeven
match(T ; z) and log(Zeven

match(T ; z)+Z large
match(T ; z)) are equal,

where ρ is the constant from Lemma 2.34 as each large contour contributes at least zρℓ1 in each cluster
X containing the large contour. Therefore, as | T | → ∞, and hence ℓ1 → ∞, the first ρℓ1 coefficients of

log(Zeven
match(T ; z) + Z large

match(T ; z))

| T |
converge to the first ρℓ1 coefficients of fC(z). Lemma 3.4 now implies that gC(z) is well-defined on
Bδ2(d,C)(0) and moreover satisfies gC(z) = fC(z). □

Remark 3.6. The function fC(z) is the free energy per site for the polymer model with polymers the
small even contours in T . It is related to the free energy per site for the independence polynomial defined
in the introduction, which we denote by ρ(λ). For λ ∈ R≥0 and |λ| > 1/δ1(d,C) both functions are

well-defined and satisfy ρ(λ) = λ
2 + fC(

1
λ ).
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The following lemma provides sufficient conditions to bound |Z large
match(T ; z)| away from 2|Zeven

match(T ; z)|,
which is the final ingredient to prove zeros are bounded for C balanced tori.

Lemma 3.7. Suppose there exists δ > 0 and for each n ∈ N there are holomorphic functions fn, gn :
Bδ(0) → C and functions a, b : N → N such that for all z ∈ Bδ(0) we have

(1) the functions fn(z) + za(n)gn(z) and fn(z) are nonzero for each n,
(2) limn→∞

1
b(n) · (log(fn(z) + za(n)gn(z))− log fn(z)) = 0,

(3) there is a constant κ > 0 such that for all n we have a(n) > κ log b(n),

then there is a constant N > 0 such that for |z| < δ
e1/κ

and n ≥ N we have

|za(n)gn(z)| < |fn(z)|.
Furthermore, the inequality in (3) is necessary.

Proof. We have

log(fn(z) + za(n)gn(z))− log fn(z) = log
(
1 +

za(n)gn(z)

fn(z)

)
= za(n)hn(z)

for some convergent power series hn(z), using item (1). By item (2) we see limn→∞
za(n)hn(z)

b(n) = 0

for |z| < δ. Hence for any ε > 0 and large enough n we have
∣∣∣ za(n)hn(z)

b(n)

∣∣∣ < ε. By the maximum

principle we see
∣∣∣hn(z)

b(n)

∣∣∣ < ε
δa(n) . Now take |z| < δ

e1/κ
where κ > 0 is the constant from item (3), then

|z|a(n)
∣∣∣hn(z)

b(n)

∣∣∣ < ε
ea(n)/κ therefore |za(n)||hn(z)| < b(n)

ea(n)/κ ε < ε, by item (3) of the assumptions. Therefore∣∣∣∣log (1 + za(n)gn(z)

fn(z)

)∣∣∣∣ = |za(n)||hn(z)| < ε,

for large n and |z| < δ
e1/κ

. From this we conclude |za(n)gn(z)| < ε|fn(z)| < |fn(z)|, which finishes the
first part of the proof.

To prove the estimate in (3) is sharp, let δ = 1 and a(n) = n, choose any holomorphic map h : D → C
and define fn(z) = eb(n)h(z) and zngn(z) := fn(z)(e

znb(n) − 1) so that items (1) and (2) hold. Now
suppose for any κ > 0 there is an n ≥ 1 such that κ log b(n) > n, i.e. b(n) > (e1/κ)n. We have

zngn(z)

fn(z)
= ez

nb(n) − 1,

which does not converge to 0 on any disc Br(0). In fact, by the assumption on b(n), we see that for any
r > 0 there exist infinitely many n ≥ 1 such that b(n) > (1/r)n. It follows for z = r that znb(n) > 1,
from which we see er

nb(n) − 1 > e − 1 > 1. Hence we do not have |za(n)gn(z)| < |fn(z)| for all z small
enough and n large enough. □

Theorem 3.8. Let C > 0. There exists δ = δ(d,C) > 0 such that for all z ∈ C with |z| < δ and for all
tori T ∈ Td(C) we have

Zmatch(T ; z) ̸= 0.

Proof. We claim there exists an N > 0 such that for any z ∈ C with |z| < δ2(d,C)
eC

and any torus
T ∈ Td(C) with | T | ≥ N we have Zmatch(T ; z) ̸= 0. Since there are finitely many tori T ∈ Td(C) with
| T | < N , by choosing M larger if necessary the theorem follows.

To prove the claim, note Zmatch(T ; z) = 2Zeven
match(T ; z) + Z large

match(T ; z), by Lemma 2.30 and Lemma
2.32. Given d ∈ N≥2 and C > 0 the set Td(C) is countable and we can choose a bijection h : N → Td(C)
such that n > m implies |h(n)| ≥ |h(m)|.
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We define maps ã, b̃ : Td(C) → N as follows. For T ∈ Td(C) with shortest side length ℓ1 we define

ã(T ) = ⌊ρℓ1⌋, where ρ is the constant from Lemma 2.34. Furthermore we define b̃(T ) = | T |. Define

maps a, b : N → N as a = ã ◦ h and b = b̃ ◦ h.
For n ∈ N the function Z large

match(h(n); z)/(z
a(n)) is a polynomial in z which we denote by gn(z). Write

fn(z) = Zeven
match(h(n); z), thus Z(h(n); z) = 2fn(z) + za(n)gn(z). We check the conditions of Lemma 3.7

for functions fn, gn, a(n) and b(n) as above with δ = δ2(d,C). Assumption (1) of Lemma 3.7 holds by
Theorems 2.43, 2.38 and 3.3. Assumption (2) of Lemma 3.7 holds by choice of the bijection h and Lemma
3.5. Assumption (3) of Lemma 3.7 also holds with κ = 1/C by definition of Td(C) and the functions a
and b. It follows from Lemma 3.7 there is a constant M > 0 such that for |z| < δ

eC
and n ≥ M we have

|za(n)gn(z)| < |fn(z)| < 2|fn(z)|. Hence |Z(h(n); z)| = |2fn(z)+za(n)gn(z)| ≥ |2|fn(z)|−|za(n)gn(z)|| > 0.

As for n > m we have |h(n)| ≥ |h(m)|, it follows for N = |h(M)|, any z ∈ C with |z| < δ2(d,C)
eC

and any
torus T ∈ Td(C) with | T | ≥ N we have Zmatch(T ; z) ̸= 0. This proves the claim, completing the proof
of the theorem. □

Remark 3.9. Let C > 0. For |z| < δ2(d,C)
eC

the limit exists

lim
| T |→∞
T ∈Td(C)

logZmatch(T ; z)

| T |

and converges to the function fC(z) defined in Lemma 3.5. For any two constants C1 > C2 > 0 and any

z ∈ C with |z| < min( δ2(d,C1)
eC1

, δ2(d,C2)
eC2

) we have fC1(z) = fC2(z), hence the function f does not depend
on C. This justifies referring to f as the limit free energy of balanced tori around infinity.

From Theorem 3.8, we immediately obtain the first part of the main theorem.

Theorem (First part of Main Theorem). Let F be a family of even d-dimensional tori. If F is balanced,
then the zeros of the independence polynomials {ZT : T ∈ F} are uniformly bounded.

Proof. The family F is balanced if and only if there is a C > 0 such that F ⊂ Td(C). By Corollary
2.20 and Theorem 3.8, we see there exists a uniform Λ(d,C) = 1/δ(d,C) such that for any λ ∈ C with
|λ| > Λ(d,C) and any T ∈ Td(C) we have Zind(T ;λ) ̸= 0. □

4. Unbounded zeros of highly unbalanced tori

In this section we will prove that the independence polynomials of highly unbalanced tori have un-
bounded zeros. First we will consider tori for which all dimensions except one are constant. The fact
that zeros are unbounded when the last dimension diverges will immediately imply that for sufficiently
unbalanced sequences of tori the zeros are unbounded. A more careful analysis then provides explicit
bounds on the required relative dimensions of the tori. The proofs in this section rely on an analysis of
the corresponding transfer-matrices.

For positive integers n we will let Cn denote the cycle graph on n vertices. We let G1□G2 denote the
cartesian product of two graphs G1, G2, i.e. the graph with vertex set V (G1) × V (G2) and (v1, u1) ∼
(v2, u2) iff either v1 = v2 and u1 ∼ u2 in G2 or u1 = u2 and v1 ∼ v2 in G1. What was previously denoted
by Zn1 × · · · × Znd

shall in this section be denoted by Cn1□ · · ·□Cnd
.

There will be no other partition function than the independence polynomial which, for a graph G and
parameter λ, we denote by Z(G;λ).

4.1. Transfer-matrix method. Fix G to be a finite graph and let I denote the set of its independent
sets. Two independent sets S, T ∈ I are said to be compatible if S ∩ T = ∅ and we write S ∼ T . We let
A denote the adjacency matrix of the compatibility graph, i.e. the rows and columns of A are indexed
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by elements of I and AS,T = 1 if S ∼ T and AS,T = 0 otherwise. Furthermore, for a variable λ, we let

Dλ denote the diagonal matrix with (Dλ)S,S = λ|S|.

Theorem 4.1 (Transfer-matrix method). For any n ∈ Z≥1

Z(Cn□G;λ) = Tr [(DλA)
n] .

Proof. Let P ⊆ In denote those tuples (S1, . . . , Sn) for which Si ∼ Si+1 for all i = 1, . . . , n, reducing
the index modulo n. The independent sets of Cn□G correspond one to one with the elements of P. We
therefore find that

Tr [(DλA)
n] =

∑
(S1,...,Sn)∈In

n∏
i=1

(DλA)SiSi+1
=

∑
(S1,...,Sn)∈P

λ
∑n

i=1 |Si| = Z(Cn□G;λ).

□

Throughout this section we will frequently use that for any complex valued square matrix M and
integer n ≥ 1

Tr(Mn) =
∑

s eigenvalue of M

sn.

This observation reveals the strength of the transfer-matrix method. It shows that Z(Cn□G;λ) can be
written as a simple expression in n and a fixed set of values. This motivates the study of the eigenvalues
of the transfer-matrix.

Lemma 4.2. Let λ ∈ R≥0. The eigenvalues of DλA are real and there is a simple positive eigenvalue r
such that r > |s| for all other eigenvalues s.

Proof. We first consider λ = 0. The only non-zero entry of the diagonal matrix D0 is (D0)∅,∅. Therefore
the matrix D0A has rank at most 1 and thus the eigenvalue 0 appears with multiplicity at least |I| − 1.
Observe that D0Ae∅ = e∅ and thus 1 is an eigenvalue, which must necessarily be simple.

Now assume λ > 0. The matrix DλA is conjugate to the real symmetric matrix Dλ1/2ADλ1/2 and thus
all its eigenvalues are real. The entries of DλA are all non-negative and its support matrix is A. The
matrix A is the adjacency matrix of a connected graph because S ∼ ∅ for every S ∈ I. The diagonal
entry (DλA)∅,∅ = 1 is non-zero. These facts allow us to conclude that DλA is an aperiodic irreducible
matrix. The Perron–Frobenius theorem states that we can conclude that the eigenvalue of maximal norm
of DλA is simple and positive real. □

Corollary 4.3. Let λ0 ∈ R≥0. The zeros of the polynomials {Z(Cn□G;λ)}n≥1 do not accumulate on
λ0.

Proof. According to Lemma 4.2 the matrix Dλ0
A has a unique eigenvalue of maximal norm, which we

denote by r(λ0). Because r(λ0) is simple there exists a neighborhood U ⊆ C of λ0 such that r : U → C
is the analytic continuation of this eigenvalue, i.e. r holomorphic and r(λ) is an eigenvalue of DλA for
all λ ∈ U .

Because the set of eigenvalues of DλA moves continuously with λ there is a radius R > 0 and a constant
ζ < 1 such that ζ · |r(λ)| > |s| for all other eigenvalues s of DλA for all λ with |λ− λ0| ≤ R. For these λ
we have ∣∣∣∣Z(Cn□G;λ)

r(λ)n
− 1

∣∣∣∣ = ∣∣∣∣Z(Cn□G;λ)− r(λ)n

r(λ)n

∣∣∣∣ = ∑
s̸=r(λ)

(
s

r(λ)

)n

< ζn · (|I| − 1) ,

where the sum runs over eigenvalues of DλA not equal to r(λ). For n sufficiently large the quantity on
the right-hand side is strictly less than 1, which implies that Z(Cn□G;λ) cannot be zero. The disk of
radius R around λ0 can therefore only contain finitely many zeros. □
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We can deduce that the sequence {Cn□G}n≥1 undergoes no phase-transition. Indeed, the free energy
per site converges:

lim
n→∞

log(Z(Cn□G;λ))
n|V (G)|

=
log(r(λ))

|V (G)|
,

where r(λ) is the largest eigenvalue of DλA. This is an analytic function of λ on [0,∞).

4.2. Constant width tori. We now move from general graphs to tori. Let T be a fixed even torus (we
allow T to be an even cycle). We again let I denote the collection of independent sets of T . We will
show that the zeros of the tori Cn□T are unbounded or, in other words, accumulate at ∞.

Define α = 1
2 |V (T )|. There are two maximum independent sets, namely

Seven = {v ∈ T : v is even} and Sodd = {v ∈ T : v is odd}.
For any S ∈ I define

∥S∥ = α− |S|.
Although related, this definition should not be confused with the surface energy of a contour ∥γ∥. We
observe that ∥Seven∥ = ∥Sodd∥ = 0 and ∥S∥ > 0 for all other S ∈ I.

We write z = 1/λ. Define the diagonal matrix D̂z by (D̂z)S,S = z∥S∥ and recall that A denotes the
compatibility matrix of the independent sets. We observe that

zαD1/z = D̂z and Tr
[
(D̂zA)

n
]
= znα · Z(Cn□T ; 1/z).

From now on we let Mz = D̂zA. For any S ∈ I we let eS denote the |I|-dimensional unit vector
belonging to index S. We turn our attention to the eigenvalues of Mz in a neighbourhood of z = 0.

Lemma 4.4. There is a neighbourhood U of 0 and holomorphic functions q+ and q− defined on U such
that

• q+(z) and q−(z) are eigenvalues of Mz for all z ∈ U and
• q+(0) = 1 and q−(0) = −1 are the only non-zero eigenvalues of M0.

Proof. We can write

M0 = eSeven

∑
S∈I

S∼Seven

eTS + eSodd

∑
S∈I

S∼Sodd

eTS .

We see thatM0 has rank two,M(eSeven
+eSodd

) = eSeven
+eSodd

andM(eSeven
−eSodd

) = −(eSeven
−eSodd

).
Therefore q+(0) = 1 and q−(0) = −1 are the only two non-zero eigenvalues of M0 and they are both
simple. By the implicit function theorem these can be analytically extended to eigenvalues of Mz on a
neighborhood of z = 0. □

We will keep referring to q+ and q− as they are defined in Lemma 4.4. We can now give a reasonably
short proof that the zeros of Cn□T accumulate at ∞ using Montel’s theorem as a black box.

Lemma 4.5. Let R > 0. There are only finitely many n such that all zeros of Z(Cn□T ;λ) are less than
R in norm.

Proof. Let U be a connected neighborhood of z = 0 such that there is a ζ < 1 for which |s| < ζ ·
min{|q+(z)|, |q−(z)|} for all other eigenvalues s of Mz for every z ∈ U . We can assume that q+ and q−

are defined on U and that U is contained in a ball of radius 1/R. Let N0 be such that ζN0(|I|−2) ≤ 1/2.
Let I ⊆ Z≥N0

be the set of indices such that for n ∈ I the polynomial znα · Z(Cn□T ; 1/z) has no zeros
in U \ {0}. We will show that the family of functions

F =

{
znα · Z(Cn□T ; 1/z)

q+(z)n

}
n∈I
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is a normal family on U \ {0}. We will do this by applying the strong version of Montel’s theorem, i.e.
we show that F avoids three values in the Riemann-sphere.

Because znα · Z(Cn□T ; 1/z) is a polynomial f(z) ̸= ∞ for every f ∈ F and z ∈ U . By definition of I
we see that f(z) ̸= 0 for every f ∈ F and nonzero z ∈ U . We also claim that F avoids 1. To prove it we
assume that there is a z ∈ U and an index n ∈ I that show otherwise. Then

0 =

∣∣∣∣znα · Z(Cn□T ; 1/z)− q+(z)n

q−(z)n

∣∣∣∣ =
∣∣∣∣∣∣
Tr
[
(D̂zA)

n
]
− q+(z)n

q−(z)n

∣∣∣∣∣∣ =
∣∣∣∣∣∣1 +

∑
s̸=q±(z)

(
s

q−(z)

)n
∣∣∣∣∣∣

≥ 1− ζn(|I| − 2) ≥ 1/2,

where the sum runs over the eigenvalues of Mz not equal to q±(z). This is a contradiction and we can
thus conclude that F is a normal family. We will now show that this implies that F is finite.

Define β(z) = q+(z)/q−(z). We observe that β(0) = −1 and, by Lemma 4.2, |β(z)| > 1 for z > 0.
The map β is holomorphic and non-constant and thus an open map. Let U+ = {z ∈ U : |β(z)| > 1} and
U− = {z ∈ U : |β(z)| < 1}. These are both open non-empty subsets of U \ {0}. For z ∈ U+ we have that

lim
n→∞

znα · Z(Cn□T ; 1/z)

q+(z)n
= lim

n→∞

β(z)n + 1 +
∑

s ̸=q±(z)

(
s

q+(z)

)n
 = ∞,

while for z ∈ U− this limit is equal to 1. If F were to have a sequence of elements whose indices converge
to ∞, it should have a subsequence that converges to a holomorphic function that is constant ∞ on U+

and constant 1 on U−. Because U \ {0} is connected, such a function does not exist.
This shows that the index-set I is finite. It follows that there is an N1 such that for all n ≥ N1 the

polynomial znα · Z(Cn□T ; 1/z) has a zero z0 ̸= 0 in U . Therefore λ0 = 1/z0 is a zero of Z(Cn□T ;λ)
with |λ0| > R. □

Remark 4.6. The proof of Corollary 4.3 works just as well to show that zeros of Z(Cn□G;λ) cannot
accumulate on any λ0 for which Dλ0

A has a unique largest (in norm) eigenvalue. Similarly, the proof
of Lemma 4.5 works to show that zeros accumulate on any parameter λ0 for which Dλ0

A has two or
more simple eigenvalues {r1(λ0), . . . , rk(λ0)} of the same norm that are larger than all the eigenvalues if
no pair of such eigenvalues persistently has the same norm. That is, if there is no distinct pair i, j and
neighborhood U of λ0 for which the analytic continuations ri, rj satisfy |ri(λ)| = |rj(λ)| for all λ ∈ U .

This shows that, in the case that there are no eigenvalues that persistently have the same norm, the
accumulation points of the zeros of Z(Cn□G;λ) are exactly those parameters λ0 for which Dλ0

A has two
or more maximal eigenvalues of the same norm; a special case of [Sok04, Theorem 1.5]. It then follows
that the set of accumulation points is a union of real algebraic curves; see Figure 5 for two examples.

Let Tm = Zd−1
m and let am ≥ 2m be an even integer such that Z(Cam

□T2m;λ) has a zero with norm at
least m. Such an am exists by Lemma 4.5. Now {Cam

□T2m}m≥1 is a sequence of tori whose sidelengths
all converge to ∞ and whose zeros are unbounded. The first part of the main theorem, proved in the
previous section, shows that for every C > 0 there are only finitely many m such that am ≤ eCm, i.e.
log(am) = ω(m). In the next section we will show that log(am) can be chosen to not grow faster than
m3(d−1).

4.3. Explicit bounds. The remainder of this section is dedicated to proving a more quantitative version
of Lemma 4.5. Let T be an even torus, α = |V (T )|/2 and N = |I(T )|. We shall prove the following.

Theorem 4.7. Let R > (6N2)α+2 and n ≥ 80 ·Rα then Z(Cn□T ;λ) has at least 1
16nR

−α distinct zeros
with magnitude at least R.



32 D. DE BOER, P. BUYS, H. PETERS, AND G. REGTS

−1 1/4

i/4

−i/4

Figure 5. Parameters z = 1/λ for which the transfer matrix has two maximal eigen-
values (non-persistently) of the same norm for C2 in blue and C4 in red. These
curves are accumulation points of the zeros of the polynomials {Z(Cn□C2;λ)}n≥1 and
{Z(Cn□C4;λ)}n≥1 respectively. The other accumulation points in λ coordinates are
given by the real intervals with approximate bounds [−1,−0.172] and [−1,−0.126] re-
spectively.

Once we have proved the above, we quickly obtain a proof of the second part of the main theorem:

Theorem (Second part of Main Theorem). Let F be a highly unbalanced family of even tori. The zeros
of the independence polynomials {Z(T ;λ) : T ∈ F} are not uniformly bounded.

Proof. For every T ∈ F write ℓ(T ) for the longest side length of T . Furthermore, let R(T ) be the torus
for which T ∼= Cℓ(T )□R(T ). Now define

F ′ = {T ∈ F : ℓ(T ) ≥ 80 · 63|R(T )|2 · 26|R(T )|3}.
Because F is highly unbalanced F ′ contains infinitely many elements. We distinguish between the case
where {R(T ) : T ∈ F} is finite or infinite.

In the former case there is a fixed torus T such that F contains infinitely many elements of the form
Cn□T . Their zeros are unbounded according to Lemma 4.5.

In the latter case let Tn ∈ F ′ be a sequence for which |R(Tn)| tends to infinity. Let RT = 63|R(T )| ·
26|R(T )|. Because |I(R(T ))| < 2|R(T )| we can apply Theorem 4.7 to see that Z(T ;λ) = Z(Cℓ(T )□R(T );λ)
has at least one zero with magnitude at least RT for any T ∈ F ′. The theorem now follows from the fact
that RTn

tends to infinity. □

The remainder of this section focuses on proving Theorem 4.7.

4.3.1. The eigenvalues q+ and q−. We again let T be a fixed torus whose sidelengths are all even.
We recall that we defined the rescaled transfer-matrix Mz with eigenvalues q+, q− holomorphic in a
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neighborhood of z = 0. We also recall the two independent sets Seven and Sodd of size α. In this section
we will investigate the series expansion of q±. For example when T = C8 we have

q+(z) = 1 + 4z + 6z2 + 8z3 + 44z4 +O(z5) and q−(z) = −1− 4z − 6z2 − 8z3 + 26z4 +O(z5).

We will show that the coefficient of zm of q+ is minus that of q− for m = 0, . . . , α − 1, while the
coefficients of zα differ in magnitude. This is done so that in the end we can get a handle on the map
β(z) = q+(z)/q−(z) and the branches of its inverse.

For any k ∈ {0, . . . , α} we defineQk as the projection of a vector on the subspace spanned by {eS}∥S∥=k,
i.e.

Qk =
∑
S∈I

∥S∥=k

eSe
T
S .

Observe that Q0 +Q1 + · · ·+Qα = I|I|.

We define v+0 = eSeven
+ eSodd

and v−0 = eSeven
− eSodd

. We also define q+0 = 1 and q−0 = −1. For n ≥ 1
recursively define the sequences of vectors v±n and of integers q±n by

v±n = q±0

(min (n,α)∑
k=1

QkAv
±
n−k −

n−1∑
i=1

q±i v
±
n−i

)
and q±n = eTSeven

Av±n . (4.1)

Observe that q±n = eTSeven
Av±n also holds for n = 0. We furthermore define the (formal) power series

v±(z) =

∞∑
n=0

v±n z
n and q±(z) =

∞∑
n=0

q±n z
n. (4.2)

We will show that (q±, v±) form two eigenvalue-eigenvector pairs corresponding to q± as defined in
Lemma 4.4. This is will technically be an equality of formal power series until we prove that q± and
and the entries of v± are analytic around 0, which we will subsequently do. We first identify a certain
symmetry in the entries of vn.

Let σ ∈ Aut(T ). For any S ∈ I we define

Sσ = {σ(v) : v ∈ S}.

The map ε : Aut(T ) → {±1} given by ε(σ) = 1 if Sσ
even = Seven and ε(σ) = −1 if Sσ

even = Sodd is a group
homomorphism. An autormorphism σ ∈ Aut(T ) is called even or odd according to whether ε(σ) = 1
or ε(σ) = −1 respectively. We define the permutation matrix Pσ by PσeS = eSσ and we observe that
PσQk = QkPσ and PσA = APσ.

Lemma 4.8. Let n ∈ Z≥0 and σ ∈ Aut(T ). If σ is even then Pσv
±
n = vn, while if σ is odd then

Pσv
±
n = ±v±n .

Proof. For n = 0 the statement follows directly from the definitions. For n ≥ 1 we have

Pσv
±
n = q±0

(min (n,α)∑
k=1

QkAPσv
±
n−k −

n−1∑
i=1

q±i Pσv
±
n−i

)
.

The statement follows inductively. □

We now prove that (q±, v±) indeed form two eigenvalue-eigenvector pairs.

Lemma 4.9. As power series in z we have Mzv
±(z) = q±(z)v±(z).
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Proof. We first claim that for any n ∈ Z≥0 we have Q0Av
±
n = q±n v

±
0 . Let σ ∈ Aut(T ) be an odd

permutation. Then

Q0Av
±
n = eSeven

eTSeven
Av±n + eSodd

eTSodd
Av±n

= eSevene
T
Seven

Av±n + eSodd
eTSodd

PσAPσ−1v±n

= (eSeven ± eSodd
)eTSeven

Av±n

= q±n v
±
0 ,

where we have used Lemma 4.8 to equate Pσ−1v±n with ±vn.
We now prove the statement in the lemma. Observe that

Mzv
±(z) =

( α∑
k=0

QkAz
k
)( ∞∑

n=0

v±n z
n
)
=

∞∑
n=0

[min(n,α)∑
k=0

QkAv
±
n−k

]
zn.

Moreover,

q±(z)v±(z) =
( ∞∑

n=0

q±n z
n
)( ∞∑

n=0

v±n z
n
)
=

∞∑
n=0

[ n∑
i=0

q±i v
±
n−i

]
zn.

It is thus sufficient to prove that for all n

n∑
i=0

q±i v
±
n−i =

min(n,α)∑
k=0

QkAv
±
n−k.

For n = 0 the statement reads q±0 v
±
0 = Q0Av

±
0 , which is equivalent to the claim above for n = 0. For

n ≥ 1 we reason inductively as follows.

n∑
i=0

q±i v
±
n−i =

n−1∑
i=1

q±i v
±
n−i + q±0 v

±
n + q±n v

±
0

=

n−1∑
i=1

q±i v
±
n−i +

(
q±0
)2 (min (n,α)∑

k=1

QkAv
±
n−k −

n−1∑
i=1

q±i v
±
n−i

)
+Q0Av

±
n

=

min(n,α)∑
k=0

QkAv
±
n−k.

This concludes the proof of the lemma. □

Now we will prove that both q± and the entries of v± are indeed analytic around z = 0. In what
follows we let N = |I| so that the vectors v±n are N -dimensional. We first prove an elementary lemma
on a certain sequence of integers that will serve as an upper bound for the entries of vn and qn.

Lemma 4.10. Define the sequence {xn}n≥0 by x0 = 1 and for n ≥ 1

xn = N ·
(
xn−1 +

n−1∑
i=1

xixn−i

)
.

Then xn ≤ (6N2)n.

Proof. Let yn(N) = xn/N
2n. We observe that y0(N) = 1 and

yn(N) =
1

N
yn−1(N) +N

n−1∑
i=1

yi(N)yn−i(N).
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It follows that y1(N) = 1/N and inductively yn(N) is a polynomial in 1/N with positive coefficients and
constant term equal to zero. We can conclude that yn(N) ≤ yn(1) and thus it remains to show that
yn(1) ≤ 6n for all n ≥ 0.

We denote yn(1) by yn and prove that

yn ≤ 6n

(n+ 1)2
, (4.3)

which of course implies the desired inequality. Computer computations show that (4.3) is satisfied for
n = 1, . . . , 199. Suppose that (4.3) is satisfied for all values 0, . . . , n− 1 for some n ≥ 200. We observe

yn = yn−1 +

n−1∑
i=1

yiyn−i ≤ yn−1 + 2

99∑
i=1

yiyn−i + 2

⌊n/2⌋∑
i=100

yiyn−i.

Using the induction hypothesis we find that

(n+ 1)2

6n

(
yn−1 + 2

99∑
i=1

yiyn−i

)
≤ (n+ 1)2

( 1

6n2
+ 2

99∑
i=1

yi
6i(n+ 1− i)2

)
.

The right-hand side is an explicit decreasing rational function in n and thus upper bounded by the value
obtained from plugging in n = 200, yielding an upper bound of 0.87. We also find

(n+ 1)2

6n

(
2

⌊n/2⌋∑
i=100

yiyn−i

)
≤ 2

⌊n/2⌋∑
i=100

(
n+ 1

(i+ 1)(n+ 1− i)

)2

≤ 8

∞∑
i=100

1

(i+ 1)2
≤ 0.08.

Putting these two estimates together we conclude that yn ≤ (0.87 + 0.08) 6n

(n+1)2 ≤ 6n

(n+1)2 . □

Lemma 4.11. We have |q±n | ≤ N · (6N2)n and |(v±n )S | ≤ (6N2)n for all n ≥ 0 and S ∈ I.

Proof. For a vector v let |v| denote the vector whose entries are the magnitudes of the entries of v. For
two vectors v1, v2 we write v1 ≤ v2 if the inequality holds entrywise. We let 1 denote the N -dimensional
vector whose entries are all equal to 1. We inductively prove that |v±n | ≤ xn · 1 and |q±n | ≤ N · xn, where
xn is defined as in Lemma 4.10. This is sufficient by the bound proved in that lemma.

For n = 0 this follows by definition. For larger n we use the recursion in equation (4.1) to obtain

|v±n | ≤
min (n,α)∑

k=1

|QkAv
±
n−k|+

n−1∑
i=1

|q±i v
±
n−i|

≤ xn−1

min (n,α)∑
k=1

QkA 1+
( n−1∑

i=1

Nxixn−i

)
1

≤ N ·
(
xn−1 +

n−1∑
i=1

xixn−i

)
· 1 = xn · 1.

We also obtain |q±n | = |eTSeven
Av±n | ≤ eTSeven

A 1 · xn ≤ N · xn. □

Corollary 4.12. The functions q± and the entries of v± define holomorphic functions in a disk of radius
1/(6N2). On that disk they form two eigenvalue-eigenvector pairs.
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4.3.2. The sum q+ + q−. Define un = 1
2 (v

+
n + v−n ), an = 1

2 (q
+
n + q−n ) and bn = 1

2 (q
+
n − q−n ). Our goal is to

show that an = 0 for n = 0, . . . , α − 1 and aα > 0. We will start by deriving a useful recurrence for the
un.

Lemma 4.13. Let σ ∈ Aut(T ) be an odd permutation. Then for all n ≥ 1

un =

min (n,α)∑
k=1

QkAu
σ
n−k −

n−1∑
i=1

(
aiu

σ
n−i + biun−i

)
,

moreover,
an = eTSeven

Aun and bn = eTSodd
Aun.

Proof. It follows from Lemma 4.8 that uσn = 1
2 (v

+
n − v−n ) and thus v±n = un ± uσn. We similarly have

q±n = an ± bn. We now use the recursion for v±n defined in (4.1) to get a recursion for un:

un =
1

2

[(min (n,α)∑
k=1

QkAv
+
n−k −

n−1∑
i=1

q+i v
+
n−i

)
−
(min (n,α)∑

k=1

QkAv
−
n−k −

n−1∑
i=1

q−i v
−
n−i

)]

=

min (n,α)∑
k=1

QkAu
σ
n−k −

n−1∑
i=1

1

2

(
q+i v

+
n−i − q−i v

−
n−i

)
.

The claimed recursive formula for un now follows from the following equality:

1

2

(
q+i v

+
n−i − q−i v

−
n−i

)
=

1

2

[
(ai + bi)(un−i + uσn−i)− (ai − bi)(un−i − uσn−i)

]
= aiu

σ
n−i + biun−i.

We use the part of equation (4.1) that defines q±n to observe that an = 1
2

(
eTSeven

Av+n + eTSeven
Av−n

)
=

eTSeven
Aun and bn = 1

2

(
eTSeven

Av+n − eTSeven
Av−n

)
= eTSeven

Auσn = eTSeven
PσAPσ−1uσn = eTSodd

Aun. □

The goal is to write the elements of un as weighted paths of independent sets of T ; see Lemma 4.15.
To make this formal we introduce some notation from formal language theory.

For any set F let F ∗ denote the set of finite words of elements of F (including the empty word denoted
by ∅F ). For f ∈ F and w ∈ F ∗ we use f ∈ w to indicate that f is a letter in the word w. For concatenation
of two words w1, w2 ∈ F ∗ we write w1 · w2.

Let I≥1 = {S ∈ I : ∥S∥ ≥ 1}. We define

P = I≥1 × Z∗
≥1.

For r ∈ Z∗
≥1 we let ∥r∥ denote the sum of its entries with ∥∅Z≥1

∥ = 0. For p ∈ P of the form (S, r) we
define the length and weight of p respectively as

ℓ(p) = ∥S∥+ ∥r∥ and W (p) =
∏
n∈r

(−bn).

For an element w ∈ P∗ we define

ℓ(w) =
∑
p∈w

ℓ(p) and W (w) =
∏
p∈w

W (p).

An empty sum or product we treat as 0 or 1 respectively.
Fix an odd σ ∈ Aut(T ) with the property that σ2 = id, (e.g. (n1, n2, . . . , nd) 7→ (1− n1, n2, . . . , nd)).

Define the subset Q ⊆ P∗ by

Q = {(S1, r1) · · · (Sm, rm) ∈ P∗ : Sodd ∼ S1 and Sσ
i ∼ Si+1 for all i = 1, . . . ,m− 1} ∪ {∅P}.

For any S ∈ I≥1 we let Q[S] denote the elements in Q that end in (S, r) for some r. We let Q[Seven] =
{∅P}.
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Lemma 4.14. Let S ∈ I such that S ∼ Seven. For any w ∈ Q[S] we have ℓ(w) ≥ α, moreover if
ℓ(w) = α then W (w) = 1.

Proof. Because Seven is not compatible with itself w is not the empty word and thus we can write
w = (S1, r1) · · · (Sm, rm). Let v be a vertex of T . If v ∈ Si for some i then it follows from the requirement
that Sσ

i ∼ Si+1 that σ(v) ̸∈ Si+1. Applying this fact to σ(v) and using that σ2 is the identity we see that
σ(v) ∈ Si implies that v ̸∈ Si+1. The possible transitions for (1(v ∈ Si),1(σ(v) ∈ Si)) are thus given in
the following diagram.

(1, 1)

(1, 0) (0, 0) (0, 1)

Assume that v is an even vertex. Because S1 ∼ Sodd we see that (1(v ∈ S1),1(σ(v) ∈ S1)) is of the form
(∗, 0). Similarly, because Sm ∼ Seven, we see that (1(v ∈ Sm),1(σ(v) ∈ Sm)) is of the form (0, ∗). It thus
follows that (1(v ∈ Si),1(σ(v) ∈ Si)) takes on the value (0, 0) at least once more often than it takes on
the value (1, 1). From this we can conclude that

m∑
i=1

[1− 1(v ∈ Si)− 1(σ(v) ∈ Si)] ≥ 1. (4.4)

We now find that

ℓ(w) =

m∑
i=1

∥Si∥+ ∥ri∥ =

m∑
i=1

[ ∑
v∈T
v even

1− 1(v ∈ Si)− 1(σ(v) ∈ Si)

]
+

m∑
i=1

∥ri∥

≥ α+

m∑
i=1

∥ri∥ ≥ α,

where we interchanged the two summations and used (4.4). We see that indeed ℓ(w) ≥ α. Moreover, if
ℓ(w) = α then the final two inequalities must be equalities and thus ri = ∅Z≥1

for all i, which implies
that W (w) = 1. □

For any n ≥ 0 and S ∈ I define

Qn[S] = {p ∈ Q[S] : ℓ(p) = n}.

Lemma 4.15. Let 0 ≤ n ≤ α and S ∈ I. Then

eTSun =
∑

w∈Qn[S]

W (w). (4.5)

Moreover, if n ̸= α then an = 0, while aα ≥ 1.

Proof. By definition a0 = 0 and u0 = eSeven
. Moreover, Q0[S] is non-empty only if S = Seven in which

case it consists of the empty word. Therefore we see that for n = 0 both sides of equation (4.5) are equal
to 1 if S = Seven and equal to 0 otherwise.

We will now prove the statement inductively, i.e. we let 1 ≤ n ≤ α and we assume that for all values
k < n both (4.5) holds and ak = 0.

First suppose that either ∥S∥ = 0 or ∥S∥ > n. Then it follows that Qn[S] is empty and thus the right-
hand side of (4.5) is equal to 0. Because eTSQk = 0 for k ̸= ∥S∥ we inductively obtain by Lemma 4.13
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that in this case indeed the left-hand side is equal to

eTSun = −
n−1∑
i=1

bie
T
Sun−i = 0.

Now suppose 1 ≤ ∥S∥ ≤ n. We inductively find that the left-hand side of (4.5) is equal to

eTSun = eTSAu
σ
n−∥S∥ −

n−1∑
i=1

bie
T
Sun−i

=
∑
X∈I
Xσ∼S

eTXun−∥S∥ +

n−1∑
i=1

(−bi)eTSun−i

=
∑
X∈I
Xσ∼S

∑
w∈Qn−∥S∥[X]

W (w) +
n−1∑
i=1

∑
w∈Qn−i[S]

(−bi)W (w).

For any T ∈ I, k ∈ Z≥1 and i ∈ Z≥1 let Qi[T, k] be those elements of Qi[T ] ending in (T, r) with r
ending in k. Moreover, let Qi[T, 0] denote those elements ending in (T, ∅Z≥1

). For w ∈ Qi[T ] we can
write w = w′ · (T, r) for some r. We let w ⊕ k denote the element w′ · (T, r · k) ∈ Qi+k[T ]. We have∑

w∈Qn[S,0]

W (w) =
∑
X∈I
Xσ∼S

∑
w′∈Qn−∥S∥[X]

W (w′ · (S, ∅)) =
∑
X∈I
Xσ∼S

∑
w′∈Qn−∥S∥[X]

W (w′).

While, if i ∈ {1, . . . , n− 1} we have∑
w∈Qn[S,i]

W (w) =
∑

w′∈Qn−i[S]

W (w ⊕ i) = (−bi) ·
∑

w′∈Qn−i[S]

W (w).

We thus have∑
w∈Qn[S]

W (w) =

n−1∑
i=0

∑
w∈Qn[S,i]

W (w) =
∑
X∈I
Xσ∼S

∑
w∈Qn−∥S∥[X]

W (w) +

n−1∑
i=1

∑
w∈Qn−i[S]

(−bi)W (w),

which proves equality (4.5).
We now have to show that an = 0 if n < α and aα ≥ 1. It follows from Lemma 4.13 that

an = eTSeven
Aun =

∑
S∈I

S∼Seven

eTSun =
∑
S∈I

S∼Seven

∑
w∈Qn[S]

W (w).

In Lemma 4.14 it is shown that if S ∼ Seven and w ∈ Qn[S], then n ≥ α. This shows that an = 0
for n < α. Moreover, if n = α the lemma states that W (w) = 1. This shows that an ≥ 0. Because
∅ is compatible with both Seven and Sodd we see that (∅, ∅Z≥1

) ∈ Qα[∅] and thus we can conclude that
aα ≥ 1. □

4.3.3. The other eigenvalues. In this section we study the other eigenvalues of the transfer matrix Mz,
i.e. those not equal to q±(z). Recall from Section 4.2 that Mz = D̂zA, where A is the compatibility

matrix of the independent sets of T and D̂z is a diagonal matrix with (D̂z)S,S = z∥S∥. In this section

it will be more convenient to look at the symmetric transfer-matrix M̂z = Dz1/2ADz1/2 , where (for now)

we make an arbitrary choice of z1/2 for each z. The symmetric transfer-matrix M̂z is conjugate to Mz

and thus has the same eigenvalues.
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Recall that the matrix M̂z is N -dimensional. For this section we order the indices of the N -dimensional
vectors, indexed by elements of I, in such a way that Seven and Sodd correspond to the final two coordi-
nates. The 2× 2 submatrix of M̂z induced by the final two coordinates therefore has 0s on the diagonal
and 1s on the off diagonal. Every other non-zero entry of M̂z is a strictly positive power of z1/2.

For ε > 0 we define the forward and backward cones C+(ε) and C−(ε) by

C+(ε) = {(v1, . . . , vN ) ∈ CN : ∥(v1, . . . , vN−2)∥1 ≤ ε · ∥(vN−1, vN )∥1}
and

C−(ε) = {(v1, . . . , vN ) ∈ CN : ε · ∥(v1, . . . , vN−2)∥1 ≥ ∥(vN−1, vN )∥1}
For ε < 1 these two cones intersect only in the origin.

Lemma 4.16. The symmetric transfer-matrix M̂z maps CN \ C−(ε) into C+(ε) whenever

|z| < ε4

N2(1 + ε)2
.

Proof. Let v = (v1, . . . , vN ) ∈ CN \ C−(ε) and write M̂zv = w = (w1, . . . , wN ). It follows that

∥(w1, . . . , wN−2)∥1 ≤(N − 2) · max
j≤N−2

|wj | ≤ (N − 2)|z| 12 ·
N∑
i=1

|vi|

=(N − 2)|z| 12 ∥v∥1 ≤ (N − 2)|z| 12 ε+ 1

ε
∥(vN−1, vN )∥1.

On the other hand

∥(wN−1, wN )∥1 ≥ |vN−1|+ |vN | − 2

N−2∑
i=1

|z| 12 |vi|

= ∥(vN−1, vN )∥1 − 2|z| 12 ∥(v1, . . . , vN−2)∥1

≥

(
1− 2|z| 12

ε

)
∥(vN−1, vN )∥1.

The inclusion Mz(CN \ C−(ε)) ⊂ C+(ε) is therefore satisfied whenever

ε
(
1− 2|z| 12

ε

)
≥ (N − 2)|z| 12 ε+ 1

ε
,

which is satisfied whenever

|z| ≤ ε4

N2(1 + ε)2
.

□

From now on we fix ε = 1
3 so that the forward and backward cones C+( 13 ) and C−( 13 ) are forward

respectively backward invariant whenever |z| < 1
144N2 .

Corollary 4.17. For |z| < 1
144N2 the two eigenvectors v̂+(z) and v̂−(z) of M̂z corresponding to the

maximal eigenvalues q+(z) and q−(z) are contained in C+( 13 ), while all other (generalized) eigenvectors

are contained in C−( 13 ).

Proof. The statement clearly holds for |z| sufficiently small. For any fixed z the entries of the matrix

M̂√
xz1/2 are continuous functions of x for x ∈ [0, 1]. The statement therefore follows for any |z| < 1

144N2

from the previous lemma, using the continuity of the set of eigenvectors of M̂√
xz1/2 . □
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Lemma 4.18. For |z| < 1
144N2 the absolute values of the two eigenvalues q+(z) and q−(z) are at least

twice as large as the absolute value of any other eigenvalue.

Proof. Let us first write v for one of the eigenvectors v̂+(z) or v̂−(z) of M̂z, and write w = M̂zv. Using
that v ∈ C+(1/3) we obtain

∥(wN−1, wN )∥1 ≥ ∥(vN−1, vN )∥1 − 2|z| 12 ∥(v1, . . . , vN−2)∥1 = ∥(vN−1, vN )∥1 ·
(
1− 1

18N

)
,

which implies that |q+(z)| and |q−(z)| are bounded from below by 17/18.

Now let w = M̂zv for an eigenvector v ∈ C−(1/3). Then

∥(w1, . . . , wN−2)∥1 ≤ (N − 2) · max
j≤N−2

∥wj∥

≤ (N − 2)
(
|z| 12 ∥(vN−1, vN )∥1 + |z|∥(v1, . . . , vN−2)∥1

)
≤ (N − 2)

(
1

36N + 1
144N2

)
∥(v1, . . . , vN−2)∥1

≤ 1
36∥(v1, . . . , vN−2)∥1.

It follows that the corresponding eigenvalue is bounded above by 1/36, which proves the statement for
any N ≥ 1. □

4.3.4. Proof of the main theorem. In this section we will again prove that zeros of Z(Cn□T ;λ) accumulate

at ∞, as is done in Lemma 4.5. Similar to the proof of that lemma, we use that znα·Z(Cn□T ;1/z)
q+(z)n =

1+q−(z)/q+(z)+O(z). This culminates in a proof of Theorem 4.7, which, as we showed in the beginning
of this section, leads to a proof of the second part of the main theorem. We define β(z) = q−(z)/q+(z).

Lemma 4.19. Suppose z ∈ C satisfies |z| < 1
(6N2)α+2 then |β(z) + 1| ≥ 1

2 |z|
α.

Proof. We can assume that z ̸= 0. We have

|q+(z)| = |1 +
∞∑

n=1

q+n z
n| ≤ 1 +

∞∑
n=1

|q+n ||z|n ≤ 1 +

∞∑
n=1

N · (6N2)n|z|n

≤ 1 +N

∞∑
n=1

(
1

(6N2)α+1

)n

= 1 +
N

(6N2)α+1 − 1
<

3

2
,

where we used Lemma 4.11 for the bound on |q+n |. We now also have

|β(z) + 1| =
∣∣∣∣q+(z) + q−(z)

q+(z)

∣∣∣∣ ≥ 2

3

∣∣q+(z) + q−(z)
∣∣ = 2

3
|z|α ·

∣∣∣∣q+(z) + q−(z)

zα

∣∣∣∣ .
We now use Lemma 4.15, which says that q+n + q−n = 0 for n < α, while q+α + q−α ≥ 1. We get∣∣∣∣q+(z) + q−(z)

zα

∣∣∣∣ ≥ 1−
∞∑

n=1

(|q+α+n|+ |q−α+n|)|z|n ≥ 1− 2N

∞∑
n=1

(6N2)n+α|z|n = 1− 2N(6N2)α

(6N2)α+1 − 1
>

3

4
.

We therefore find that |β(z) + 1| > 1
2 |z|

α. □

The following is a purely geometric lemma that will be useful in the subsequent proof.

Lemma 4.20. Let 0 < ρ < 1. The disk of radius ρ around −1 contains the sector

Sρ = {z ∈ C : 1− 1

2
ρ ≤ |z| ≤ 1 +

1

2
ρ and π − 1

5
πρ ≤ arg(z) ≤ π +

1

5
πρ}.

Moreover, for an integer n with n ≥ 40/ρ the sector Sρ contains at least 1
8nρ + 2 distinct nth roots of

unity, i.e. ζ ∈ C such that ζn = 1.
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Proof. Take z ∈ Sρ. We can write −z = r(cos(θ) + i sin(θ)) for real values r, θ with |1 − r| ≤ 1
2ρ and

|θ| ≤ 1
5πρ. We thus find

|1− z|2 = 1− 2r cos(θ) + r2 ≤ (1− r)2 + rθ2 ≤ 1

4
ρ2 +

3

2
(
1

5
π)2ρ2 < ρ2,

where we used that cos(θ) ≥ 1− θ2/2. We conclude that the distance from −1 to z is indeed less than ρ.
Now let n ∈ Z≥1. For even n the distinct roots of unity inside Sρ are given by − exp(2πik/n) for integer

k satisfying |k| ≤ 1
10ρn. There are 2⌊

1
10ρn⌋+1 such k. For odd n the distinct roots of unity inside Sρ are

given by − exp(πi(2k+1)/n) for integer k satisfying |2k+1| ≤ 1
5nρ there are ⌊ 1

10nρ−
1
2⌋+⌊ 1

10nρ+
1
2⌋+1

such k. In both cases there are at least
1

5
nρ− 1 =

1

8
nρ+

3

40
nρ− 1 ≥ 1

8
nρ+ 2

roots of unity inside Sρ. □

We can now prove Theorem 4.7, which we restate here for convenience.

Theorem 4.7. Let R > (6N2)α+2 and n ≥ 80 ·Rα then Z(Cn□T ;λ) has at least 1
16nR

−α distinct zeros
with magnitude at least R.

Proof. Let B1/R denote the disk of radius 1/R. By Lemma 4.19 the image β(B1/R) contains a disk of

radius 1
2R

−α around −1. Furthermore, by Lemma 4.20, this disk contains a sector S 1
2R

−α as defined in

that lemma.
Let k = ⌈ 1

16nR
−α⌉. It follows from from Lemma 4.20 that there are at least k+2 angles θ1, . . . , θk+2,

ordered increasingly, such that einθm = 1 and eiθm is contained in S 1
2R

−α for all m. For m = 1, . . . , k+ 1

define

Tm = {z ∈ C : 1− 1

4
R−α ≤ |z| ≤ 1 +

1

4
R−α and θm ≤ arg(z) ≤ θm+1}.

Observe that Tm ⊆ β(B1/R) for all m.

We claim that for any w ∈ ∂Tm we have |1 + wn| >
(
1
2

)n
N . Because n ≫ N clearly

(
1
2

)n
N < 1

2 ,

so it will be sufficient to prove that |1 + wn| > 1
2 . On the radial arcs of ∂Tm we have wn = |w|n so

|1 + wn| = 1 + |w|n > 1
2 . If w lies in the inner circular arc of ∂Tm we have

|1 + wn| ≥ 1− |w|n = 1−
(
1− 1

4
R−α

)n

≥ 1− exp
[
−n
4
R−α

]
≥ 1− e−20 >

1

2
.

If w lies on the outer circular arc of ∂Tm we have

|1 + wn| ≥ |w|n − 1 =

(
1 +

1

4
R−α

)n

− 1 ≥ 1 +
n

4
R−α − 1 ≥ 20 >

1

2
.

This proves the claim.
We now recall that

znα · Z(Cn□T ; 1/z)

q+(z)n
= 1 + β(z)n +

∑
s̸=q±(z)

(
s

q+(z)

)n

,

where the sum runs over the eigenvalues of Mz not equal to q±(z). Let Q(z) denote this latter sum. By

Lemma 4.18 we have that |Q(z)| ≤
(
1
2

)n
N for all z ∈ B1/R. Note that Tm contains an element w0 such

that wn
0 = −1. Consider a connected component Cm of β−1(Tm) inside B1/R. By the maximum modulus

principle Cm is simply connected and ∂Cm is mapped to ∂Tm by β. Moreover, Cm contains an element
z0 in its interior with β(z0) = w0. For z ∈ ∂Cm we thus have

|1 + β(z)n| >
(
1
2

)n
N ≥ |Q(z)|,
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while 1 + β(z0)
n = 0. It follows from Rouché’s theorem that 1 + β(z)n +Q(z) contains a zero inside the

interior of Cm. Therefore znα · Z(Cn□T ; 1/z) has k + 1 distinct zeros inside B1/R. As long as such a
zero z is itself nonzero then λ = 1/z is a zero of Z(Cn□T ;λ) with norm at least R. We conclude that
Z(Cn□T ;λ) has at least k = ⌈ 1

16nR
−α⌉ such zeros. □

This theorem leads to a proof of the second part of the main theorem as is shown in the beginning of
this section.

5. An FPTAS for balanced tori

In this section we give a proof of Proposition 1.1. We will require the Newton identities that we recall
here for convenience of the reader. Let p(x) =

∑n
j=0 ajx

j be a polynomial with positive constant term

and let log p(x) = log(a0) +
∑

j≥1 −pj
xj

j be the series expansion of the logarithm of p around 0. Then

the Newton identities yield (cf. [PR17, Proposition 2.2])

kak = −
k−1∑
i=0

aipk−i (5.1)

for each k ≥ 1, where ai = 0 for i > n.
Proposition 1.1 immediately follows from the following more detailed result.

Proposition 5.1. Let d ∈ Z≥2 and let C > 0. Let δ(d,C) be the constant from Theorem 3.8. For each
λ such that |λ| > 1/δ(d,C) there exists an FPTAS for approximating ZT (λ) for T ∈ T(d,C).

Proof. Let us write p1(z) := Zeven
match(T ; z)+Z large

match(T ; z), p2(z) := Zodd
match(T ; z) and p(z) = p1(z)+ p2(z).

Taking z = 1/λ, it suffices to approximate p(z) by Corollary 2.20.
Since p has no zeros in the disk of radius δ(d,C) it suffices by Barvinok’s interpolation method ([Bar16,

Section 2.2]) to compute an ε-approximation to log p(z). This can be done by computing the first
O(log(n/ε)) coefficients of the Taylor series of log p(z). By (5.1) we can compute the first m coefficients
of the Taylor series of log p(z) from the first m coefficients of the polynomial p(z) in O(m2) time. These
coefficients in turn can be obtained from the first m coefficients of p1(z) and p2(z), which in turn, using
(5.1) again, can be computed from the first m coefficients of the Taylor series of log p1(z) and log p2(z) in
O(m2) time. To obtain an FPTAS it thus suffices to compute the first O(log(n/ε)) of the Taylor series
of log p1(z) and log p2(z) in time polynomial in n/ε.

By the cluster expansion we have power series expressions for log p1(z) given in (3.2) and for log p2(z)
given in (2.5) using Theorem 2.43. From these we can extract the coefficients of the respective Taylor

series. Indeed, we can restrict the sum (3.2) to clusters X = {γ1, . . . , γk} such that
∑k

i=1 ∥γi∥ ≤ m and
compute the coefficients of zj for j ≤ m of this restricted series. The idea is to do this iteratively, since
the weights appearing in the sum, w(γ; z) are ratios of partition functions of smaller domains for which
we can assume that we have already computed the first m coefficients of its Taylor expansion around 0.

To make this precise we need to combine some ingredients from [HPR20]. We wish to apply Theorem
2.2 from [HPR20]∗. For this we should view both p1 and p2 as polymer partition functions of a collection
of bounded degree graphs. For us this collection will be the collection of all induced closed subgraphs of
tori contained in Td(C) and denoted by G. (Here we maintain the information of the torus containing
the closed induced subgraph.) For p2 this is clear but for p1 this is a bit more subtle since in [HPR20]
supports of polymers are connected subgraphs of graphs in G. We would like to view our contours as
polymers, but large contours may have disconnected support. With this change, there are some potentials

∗In the published version there is an error in the proof of that result, but this is corrected in a later arXiv version

arXiv:1806.11548v3
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issues with the proof of Theorem 2.2. We first indicate how to circumvent these issues and then verify
the assumptions of that theorem.

One potential issue is in the use of [HPR20, Lemma 2.4]. We sidestep this in a similar way as in the
proof of Lemma 3.1.

Let G ∈ G. We know that G is an induced closed subgraph of some torus T in Td(C). Let ℓ1 be the
shortest side length of T . Then the number of vertices of G, denoted by n, is at most exp(Cℓ1). We need
to list all subgraphs H of G such that either H is connected or that each component of H has size at least
ℓ1 (since any component of a large contour has at least ℓ1 vertices) in time exp(O(m)). For connected
graphs H this follows directly from [HPR20, Lemma 2.4]. We now address the listing of subgraphs H
that are not necessarily connected. The number of components of such H is at most m/ℓ1. By [HPR20,
Lemma 2.4] it takes time n exp(O(mi)) to list all connected subgraphs Hi of size mi and therefore it takes

time nt exp(
∑t

i=1O(mi)) to list all subgraphs H with t components of sizes m1, . . . ,mt respectively. Let
us denote k := ⌈m/ℓ1⌉. Putting this together this gives a running time bound of∑

m1,...,mk∑
mi=m and mi≥ℓ1

k∏
i=1

n exp(O(mi)) ≤
(
m+ k

m

)
nk exp(O(m))

= nk exp(O(m)) ≤ exp(kCℓ1) exp(O(m)) = exp(O(m)),

for listing these graphs, as desired.
Another potential issue is in the use of cluster graphs in the proof of [HPR20, Theorem 2.2]. In [HPR20]

cluster graphs are assumed to be connected, but for us they may be disconnected (in case one of the
contours in the cluster is large). In that case we have a lower bound of ℓ1 on the size of each component.
So as above we can construct the list of all cluster graphs of size O(m) in time exp(O(m)). With these
modifications the proof of Theorem 2.2 given in [HPR20] still applies.

We next verify all the assumptions of (the modification of) Theorem 2.2 in [HPR20].
The first assumption in the theorem is clearly satisfied, since ∥γ∥ ≤ |γ| for any contour γ.
Our weight functions indeed satisfy Assumption 1 in [HPR20] by Lemma 2.34. It follows from the

proof of [HPR20, Lemma 3.3] that the first m coefficients of the weights w(γ; z) can be computed in time
exp(m + log |γ|). Here we need to take into account that large contours may consist of more than one
component, and they should come first in the ordering of contours that is created in the proof of that
lemma.

In our setting the third requirement translates that for a subgraph H of some G ∈ G we need to
be able to list all polymers whose support is equal to H in time exp(O(|V (H)|). Let T be the torus
containing G. Let ℓ1 denote its smallest side length. In case H is not connected we know that we are
dealing with a potentially large contour, while if H is connected we have to compute its box-diameter to
check whether or not the contour is large or small. This can be done in time polynomial in |V (H)|. If
H is a candidate large contour it must have size at least ℓ1 and since the number of vertices of G is at
most exp(O(ℓ1) = exp(O(|V (H)|), it follows that we can determine all components of T \V (H) in time
exp(O(|V (H)|). If H is a candidate small contour, we can determine all components of T \V (H) of size
bounded by |V (H)|d in time polynomial in |V (H)|, by breadth first search. The remaining component
must then be the exterior of the candidate contour. We then go over all possible ways of assigning 0, 1 to
the vertices of V (H) and types to the components, i.e. select even or odd and check whether this yields
a valid configuration. For this we need to check that vertices of H are incorrect as per Definition 2.11.
Since the number of components is at most O(|V (H)|) this takes time exp(O(|V (H)|).

The fourth assumption requires zero-freeness, which follows from convergence of the cluster expansion
given in Theorem 2.38 in combination with Theorem 2.43 for p2 and in Theorem 3.3 for p1.

This finishes the proof. □
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[MS68] R. A. Minlos and Ja. G. Sinăı. The phenomenon of “separation of phases” at low temperatures in certain lattice
models of a gas. II. Trudy Moskov. Mat. Obšč., pages 113–178, 1968.
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[SS01] Jesús Salas and Alan D. Sokal. Transfer matrices and partition-function zeros for antiferromagnetic Potts
models. I. General theory and square-lattice chromatic polynomial. J. Statist. Phys., 104(3-4):609–699, 2001.

[YL52] C. N. Yang and T. D. Lee. Statistical theory of equations of state and phase transitions. I. Theory of conden-

sation. Phys. Rev. (2), 87:404–409, 1952.
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