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Abstract

We study the classical and quantum KMS conditions within the context of spin lattice
systems. Specifically, we define a strict deformation quantization (SDQ) for a S?-valued spin
lattice system over Z¢ generalizing the renown Berezin SDQ for a single sphere. This allows to
promote a classical dynamics on the algebra of classical observables to a quantum dynamics
on the algebra of quantum observables. We then compare the notion of classical and quantum
thermal equilibrium by showing that any weak*-limit point of a sequence of quantum KMS
states fulfils the classical KMS condition. In short, this proves that the semiclassical limit of
quantum thermal states describes classical thermal equilibrium, strenghtening the physical
interpretation of the classical KMS condition. Finally we provide two sufficient conditions
ensuring uniqueness of classical and quantum KMS states: The latter are based on an version
of the Kirkwood-Salzburg equations adapted to the system of interest. As a consequence we
identify a mild condition which ensures uniqueness of classical KMS states and of quantum
KMS states for the quantized dynamics for a common sufficiently high temperature.
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1 Introduction

The description of thermal equilibrium is a well-established and extensively studied topic in
classical and quantum statistical mechanics [13, 26], 32, 50]. Adopting the algebraic approach,
where observables of the physical system of interest are modelled by a C*-algebra 2, classical and
quantum thermal equilibrium are characterized by two slightly different yet related conditions,
called classical and quantum Kubo-Martin-Schwinger (KMS) conditions, cf. [30} 31].
Specifically, a quantum system is described in term of an abstract non-commutative C*-
algebra 2l —thorough all paper we will only be interested in algebras with a unit. Time evolution
is modelled by a strongly continuous one-parameter group t — 7 of *-automorphisms on 2 with
infinitesimal generator §. Within this setting a state w € S(2) —that is, a linear, positive and
normalized functional w: A — C— is called (3,0)-KMS quantum state, ( € [0, o0), if

w(a735(8)) = w(ba), (1)

for all pairs a, b € 2 of analytic elements for 7, ¢f. [I3]. The quantum (5, 6)-KMS condition ()
selects those states on 2 which are interpreted as describing thermal equilibrium with respect
to 7 at a fixed inverse temperature 3, ¢f. [31] —here § = 0 corresponds to infinite temperature.

The description of thermal equilibrium for a classical system is slightly different, cf. [I} 2] 20].
In this scenario the observables of a classical physical system are described by a commutative
Poisson C*-algebra 2. We recall that a Poisson structure over a commutative C*-algebra 2(
is given by a bilinear map {, }: 2 x A — A defined on a dense *- subalgebra 2 < A which fulfils:

{a,6} = —{b,a}, {a,b6}* = {a*, 0%}, {a,bc} = {a,b}c + b{a,c},
{Cl, {b,C}} = {{Cl, [J},C} + {b7 {aac}}a

for all a,b,c € A. Given 8 € [0, +00) and a =derivation §: 2A — 2A, a state w € S(A) is called
(8,9)-KMS classical state if

w({a, b}) = fw(bd(a)), (2)

for all a,b € 2A. Once again d is regarded as the infinitesimal generator of the time evolution on
2l and g is interpreted as an inverse temperature.

The quantum KMS condition has received a lot of attention and has been investigated
in several scenarios [13] 32, 50]. In particular the physical content of Equation (II) has been
investigated, cf. [31], 46], providing concrete justifications for its interpretation. Conversely,
there are fewer investigations on the classical KMS condition (2). The latter has been introduced
in [30] and further developed in [I}, 2] 24 [29] [45] in the context classical system of infinitely many



particles. The classical KMS condition has been investigated also in the context of pure Poisson
geometry in [5l 6, [7, [8, [12], 22], moreover, its relation with the Dobrushin-Landford-Ruelle (DLR)
[17, 18, 19} B5] probabilistic approach to classical thermal equilibrium was investigated in [21]
while its connection to the notion of Gibbs measures for non-linear Hamiltonian systems was
studied in [3, 14} [14), [44].

The physical justification of the classical KMS condition (2]) seems to be less studied. In
particular, in [30] condition (2)) has been formally derived by considering a suitable semiclassical
limit of the quantum KMS condition (BII). The first goal of this paper is to provide a mathemat-
ically rigorous version of this derivation within the setting of strict deformation quantization,
c¢f. Theorem

Strict (or C*-algebraic) deformation quantization (SDQ) provides a mathematically rigorous
setting to study the quantization of a classical system [36] 48]. This framework is not only
suitable to investigate the semiclassical limit of states of a quantum system with a fixed, but
arbitrary number of degrees of freedom cf. [37), [40], but it can also be applied to describe the
macroscopic properties of quantum systems over an infinitely extended lattice [20, 38, [39] 52}, 53].

From a mathematical point of view, a SDQ requires the notion of bundle of C*-algebra
which we briefly recall following [37, App. C.19], [10, §IV.1.6]. Setting Z./2 := Z,/2 v {0}
and given a collection {Qlj}jem of C*-algebras, we denote by Hjem 2; the associated full
C*-direct product, which is the C*-algebra made by sequences (aj)j 7 %€ 2L, such that
H(aj)jemﬂnjemmj := sup; [aj]a; < 0. Within this setting a continuous bundle of C*-
algebras over Z, /2 (with fibers {2; }jem) is a C*-subalgebra 2 c Hjem 2(; such that: (i)

€ C(Z4/2) for all (aj)jem € A, where C(Z4/2) denotes the space of sequences
(aj)jem, a; € C, such that g = limj, aj; (i) ca e A for all a e A and o € C(Z4/2). A

strict deformation quantization (SDQ) is then defined by the following data:

(losll jez7)

1. A commutative Poisson C*-algebra 2, with Poisson structure { , }: Qloo X Qloo — Qlw;

2. A continuous bundle of C*-algebras [16] 2 Hjem 25

3. A family of linear maps, called quantization maps, Q;: Ay — 2;, j € Z4 /2, such that:

(a) Qu(a) = a for all a € Ay, moreover, Q;(a)* = Q;(a*) and (Qj(a))jef/2 e
(b) For all a,b € Ay, the Dirac-Groenewold-Rieffel (DGR) condition holds:
lim [Q;(fa, b)) —i(2) + 1)[Q;(a), Q;(0)]]y, = 0. (3)

(c) For all j € Zy /2, Q;(2) is a dense #-subalgebra of 2.

In this framework j € Z, /2 is interpreted as a semiclassical parameter —in fact, h; :=1/(2j +1)
is the proper semiclassical parameter— and j — o0 corresponds to the semiclassical limit.
Given a sequence (wj)jez, 2 of states such that w; € S(%;), the semiclassical limit is obtained



considering the weak*-limit points of the sequence (w; 0 Q;) ez, /2 of functionals over 20, —each
such weak*-limit point defines a state on 2.

In this paper we provide a concrete, yet general SDQ model where the relation between
classical and quantum KMS conditions (I))-(2]) can be studied rigorously. In particular we will
focus on S2-valued spin lattice systems on I' := Z%, d € N, ¢f. [I3}, 26], which are described by
the renown quasi-local algebras B, Bjr. The latter are C*-inductive limits of corresponding
C*-inductive systems {B2}er, {B]F} Aer where, for any finite region A € I', BL (resp. BJA)
denotes the algebra of observables localized in A for the classical (resp. quantum) system, cf.
Section 21 Within this setting classical and quantum KMS states have been investigated in
detail [I3], 26]. Moreover, this setting fits within the framework of the Berezin quantization,
which identifies a SDQ for the physical system associated with finite regions, cf. [9] 41].

Within this framework we may summarize our results as follows:

(I) In Theorem we construct a SDQ for the spin lattice system associated to the infinite
region I', extending the results of [9, [4I]. This completes the framework in which we
will subsequently investigate the properties of the semiclassical limits of KMS quantum
states. It is worth to mention that the study of thermal equilibrium leads to physically
relevant results only for infinitely extended systems: Thus, the construction of our SDQ
is well-suited for the purposes of this study, c¢f. ([I)-(III) below.

(IT) We study the properties of weak*-limit points of KMS quantum states, in particular, in
Theorem we prove that they all fulfil the KMS classical condition (2)). This provides
a rigorous derivation of the classical KMS condition from the quantum KMS condition
along the line of [30].

(ITI) We investigate further the relationship between classical and quantum thermal equilib-
rium with a specific focus on phase transitions. The latter describe the uniqueness/non-
uniqueness of KMS states and are of utmost relevance for describing when a physical sys-
tem undergoes an abrupt change in its macroscopic behaviour, e.g. gas-to-liquid conden-
sation. It is common folklore that classical and quantum phase transition at non-vanishing
temperature should be in bijection. Yet, to the best of our knowledge, no mathemati-
cally rigorous proof of this claim has been given. In Section [ we prove that, within the
model S%-valued lattice spin system considered in Section 2, under a sufficiently mild as-
sumption, ¢f. (@), classical and quantum KMS states are unique for temperatures higher
than a common sufficiently high threshold temperature. This results is a consequence
of Theorems [£1] A7 which provides two new sufficient conditions for the uniqueness of
KMS classical and quantum states. Our result provides a first rigorous indication of the
equivalence between classical and quantum phase transitions.

It is worth to point out that our results are companions of other existing works in this area.
In particular, [41] already described an abstract framework which covers the Berezin SDQ for a
lattice system in a finite region. Our result () generalizes this setting for a specific model but
allowing to deal with a spin lattice system on an infinitely extended region: This is important



because physically interesting results on thermal equilibrium, e.g. phase transitions, can only
be described on infinitely extended system. Concerning (II), in [23] the semiclassical limit of
KMS quantum states has been investigated under an assumption which is an abstract version of
our Lemma [34l Similarly, [54] deals with the semiclassical limit of Gibbs quantum and classical
states, i.e. KMS states on a spin lattice system associated with a finite region: From this point
of view, our result (II) can be seen as a generalization of [54] to a physically more interesting
scenario. Finally, concerning (IIIl), Theorems 1], 7] are inspired by [13, Prop. 6.2.45], which
provides a sufficient condition for uniqueness of KMS quantum states with an argument based
on a quantum version of the Kirkwood-Salzburg equations. Our result provides a classical
analogous of [I3, Prop. 6.2.45], moreover, it strengths some of its conclusion —specifically the
j-dependence of the inverse critical temperature, ¢f. Remark 9l

The paper is organized as follows. Section 2] describes the model of interest and construct
a SDQ suitable for our purposes. Section [l deals with the semiclassical limit of KMS quantum
states, proving that each weak*-limit point fulfils the classical KMS condition (2)). This requires
a few technical results, c¢f. Lemmata Finally Section M deals with the topic of classical
and quantum phase transitions. In particular, Section E1]is devoted to the proof of a uniqueness
result for KMS classical states, while Section[4.2]deals with an analogous result for KMS quantum
states. Eventually the relation between these results is discussed, c¢f. Remark 9] leading to
the proof that, under reasonably mild assumptions, classical and quantum phase transitions are
absent for temperatures higher than a common threshold temperature.
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2 Berezin SDQ on a lattice system

The goal of this section is to provide a SD(Q in the sense of Berezin for a classical lattice system.
For definiteness we will consider the lattice Z?, d € N, where to each site = € Z% one associates
the spin space S2, in the classical case, or C¥*1 j € Z, /2 in the quantum case. Here j will
play the role of a semiclassical parameter, the semiclassical limit being j — oco. Within this
setting the Berezin SDQ Q;: C(S*) — Ma;j11(C) identifies a classical-to-quantum map between
the algebras of observables associated to the system [9]. We will prove that such SDQ can be
lifted to a quantization on the associated quasi local-algebra on the whole I', ¢f. Proposition 23]
i.e. for the infinitely extended classical system. This generalizes [41] where the Berezin SDQ for
a classical system localized in a finite region A € Z% was considered.



In section 2.T] we briefly introduce the data for the classical and quantum system on a single
site x € Z*. Section recollects the relevant properties of the standard Berezin deformation
quantization, which will play a role also for the discussion in Section Ml Finally, Section 2.3]
extends the result of [41] by constructing a Berezin SDQ for the infinitely extended classical
system on I'.

2.1 Classical and quantum lattice systems on I

In this section we will briefly summarize the data of the classical and quantum spin system we
will consider for the rest of the paper, cf. [13} 20, 26].

At a classical level, we will consider the lattice := 7% d € N. The spin configuration
space |S2

classical observables at = € Z% is the C*-algebra | By, | := C(S2), the latter being also a Poisson
C*-algebra with Poisson bracket { , }p, defined on | By, [:= C©(S2).

= S? at each = € Z% is a closed symplectic manifold. By definition, the algebra of

For any finite region A € Z¢ the algebra of classical observables Bé\o associated with A is de-

fined by B := X, B =~ C(S%) where the spin configuration space is now |S3 |:= ®),., S? ~
(S?)IAl. Notice that B2 is a Poisson C*-algebra with Poisson bracket { , } BA: BA x BA — BA

defined on the dense #-sub-algebra | B | := C™(S%) and associated with the symplectic structure
of S3.

In the thermodynamic limit one identifies the C*-algebra | BL | of quasi-local classical ob-
servables on I' with BL := C(Sr), where := (S?)I' is compact in the product topology. It

is worth to point out that BL is the C*-direct limit of the C*-direct system {B2})cz4. The
latter is characterized by the C*-injective maps

Ao . A A A L A
LAT. B3° — B!, LA?QAO =ap, ® ® I, Vap, € By, (4)
:L'EAl\AQ

where Ag € Ay € Z% while I, € B, denotes the constant function I, = 1. Denoting by
A BY — BL the associated C*-inclusion maps we observe that

BL .= U ABA (5)
A€Z4

is a dense #-subalgebra of BL. With a standard slight abuse of notation in what follows we will

identify B2 and (/B2 , therefore, we will drop the inclusions maps /*, Lﬁ;

As described in [21], BL is a Poisson C*-algebra with Poisson structure defined on BL. In
particular one observes that the maps Lﬁ? : B0 — BA1are Poisson, namely

A ~ A Ag ~
LA?{QAO’G’AO}BQOO = {LA?QAO’LA?QAO}Bé\Ol . (6)



Out of Equation (B) the Poisson structure {, }gr is defined by
.pl o Pl ST )
{ }BEO- By x By — By, {aAl’aAQ}Bgo = {a/\wa/\g}Bé\OwM : (7)
Notice that, in fact,
{G/A17GA2}BA1UA2 = {aAl,aAQ}BAImAQ . (8)
0 [e¢]
On the quantum side, we will consider a spin lattice system over I', where each site x € I’

is associated with a finite dimensional algebra of non-commutative observables. Specifically,
let j € Z4/2 and let = Mo;11(C): The latter will be considered the algebra of quantum

observables at each site z € I' —as we will see in Section 7 will play the role of a semiclassical

parameter. For any A € I' we then set Bé\ = &,ep Bj. Then the collection {BJA} Aer form

a C*-direct system, cf. [I3] [B0], with injective C*-maps denoted by, with a slight abuse of
notation,

Lﬁ?: B?O HB?I’ LQ?A/\O = Ap ® ® I VA EB?O’ (9)
:L‘EAl\A()

where Ag = Ay € I" while I; € Bj is the identity matrix.

The algebra B]r of quantum observables in the thermodynamic limit is the C*-direct limit of

the C*-direct system {BJA} Aer- With a slight abuse of notation we will denote by ¢ B]A — BjF

the associated C*-inclusion maps. In particular B]F = Uper LABé\ is a dense *-algebra of Bjr,

moreover, [tdap|gr = [aa]ga for all ay € Bé\. Similarly to the classical case we will identify
J J

0

BJA and LABf and drop the inclusion maps *, Lﬁl

when not strictly necessary.

2.2 Berezin SDQ for a single site system

This section focuses on the standard Berezin quantization of the sphere S? [9 [1T], (15, 25], [43], [49].
We will recall without proof the main results, pointing out useful consequences which we were
not able to find in the existing literature, ¢f. Remark

To begin with we consider the Lie group SU(2) and denote by {J;}?_; the generators of
the corresponding Lie algebra su(2) with commutation relations [Ji, J2] = iJ3 and extended

cyclically. Adopting the standard physicist’s notation we denote by : SU(2) = M;41(C)
the irreducible representation of SU(2) of spin j € Z /2, cf. [27, §5.4]. We will denote by

|j’m>662j+1 me [7.]’]] ﬁZ, (10)



the orthonormal basis of C**! made by the eigenvectors of D(j)(Jg), the latter denoting the
infinitesimal generator of DU)(e~*/) —we adopt the bra-ket notation, ¢f. [42]. In particular

DY (J)|j,my = mljomy — {Gomlgm'y = S
The coherent state associated with o € S? ~ SU(2)/U(1) is defined by
g0y := DD (0)]j, ) 1= DY (e =m0 ) 5 (11)

where (¢(0),6(0)) € (—m,m) x (0,7) are the spherical coordinates associated with o. By a
standard argument, cf. [43], the family of coherent states {|,0)},es2 form an over-complete set
in C¥*! in the sense that

|, boxiolduo) = 1. (12)

where the integral in the left-hand side is computed in the weak sense while |7, 0){j, o| denotes
the orthogonal projector along |j,0) —here p1; denotes the standard measure on S? normalized
so that 1;(S?) = 2j + 1.

At this stage the Berezin quantization map @);: By, — B, is defined by the weak integral

Qyfa) = | alo)li.m)<Gm|dps o). (13)

It is worth observing that Q;(a) > 0 whenever a > 0, moreover, |Q;(a)|p; < |a|p,. Further-
more, setting

aj(0) := {4, 0lQ;(a)lj,0) = L2 a(e)[(G, olg. o HPdus(@),  aeC(S?), (14)

one finds a; € C(S?) and d; — a in the sup-norm. Within this setting the data

B . M3;j1(C)  jeZi/2 Qjlaj) JjEZy/2
! C(S?) j=o o j=

)

) Qj3 Boo — B; Qj(aj) = {

identify a SDQ over a suitably defined bundle of C*-algebras c Hjem Bj, cf. 37,
Thm. 8.1]. From a physical point of view, the semiclassical parameter is identified with =
(25 +1)7%

ExaMPLE 2.1: For later purposes, we report in this example the fairly explicit computation

of the Berezin quantization of a generic spherical harmonic, c¢f. [43]. In more details, let

€ C®(S?) be the spherical harmonic with parameter ¢ € Z,, m € [—£,{] n Z: Explicitly

we set
Viun(o) =\ o Po[cos (@)} (15)



where P, denotes the Legendre polynomial of order ¢,m. Notice that this choice of nor-
malization is such that Yy |r2s2,,,) = 1, moreover, Yy |5, < 1, ¢f. [5I, Cor. 2.9]. The
set {Ysm}em is a complete orthogonal system for L?(S?, i9) made by orthogonal but not L
normalized vectors. With this convention we also have [42] §3.6.2]

Yeu(@) = L.m| DY (0)|6,0) = Dy (o)., (16)
where Dg)k(a) := (j,m|DY)(0)|j, k) denotes the Wigner D-matrix. By direct inspection we
find

G Q Vi)l mz) = || Ve ()ims 7.3l ma) i)
NG NGRS
D@D () D3 (o) s o)
= 0G s CGL0.5 0
where we used Schur orthogonality relations, cf. [34, §4.10], while Ccﬁfmm%m2 denotes the
Clebsch-Gordan coefficients, cf. [42}, §3]. We recall in partlcular that CGJ1 misja,ms € R, IOTEOVET,
the coefficient vanishes unless m = mj + mg and |j1 — jo| < j < j1 + j2. For later convenience
it is also worth recalling that, for all o € S?,
G\ p2) S btk )
mi1+m +
DnﬁJﬁ (U)Dnﬁ,/’w (0) = Z CG;I 7%17122M2CG;L/lﬂ7J227k2Dni1+mmk1+kz( 7),
J=lj1—Jjel

which for the particular case of k; = ko = 0 and j € Z reduces to

|71+ 2]
0
}/}17m1}/}27m2 = Z CGgl,O jQ,OCG;:,nml,]%mg}/J mi+ma - (17)
J=lj1—j2|
Overall we find
/ . .
Qi (Yom) = Z OGS el m G| (18)

In particular Q;(Yy,,) = 0 for £ > 2j.

REMARK 2.2: In SectionH] ¢f. Theorem 7], we will profit of the following well-known properties
of the Berezin quantization map Q;: C(S?) — Ma;+1(C). The latter have interesting and crucial



consequences that we could not find in the existing literature and which we describe in the present
remark. To begin with, let

(B 1= —

—p (AB). (19)

be the normalized Hilbert-Schmidt scalar product between A, B € My;j,1(C). The irreducible

representation DU): SU(2) — My;41(C), induces a new unitary representation : SU((2) —
B(M2;4+1(C)), where My;,1(C) is regarded as an Hilbert space with scalar product (| )us, defined
by

D(j)(R)(A) — AdD(J)(R) (A) = D(j)(R)AD(j)(R)*. (20)

By direct inspection DU)(R) is unitary with respect to the Hilbert-Schmidt scalar product (IJ)
on My;1(C), moreover R — DU)(R) is a unitary representation of SU(2). Though DU is
irreducible, DY) is not irreducible and by Peter-Weyl Theorem, cf. [27, §5.2], it decomposes
into irredubile representations {D)},; . /2- Notably the Berezin quantization map Q;: C (S?) —

M3;11(C) of Equation (I3]) can be used to provide the explicit decomposition of DU) in its
irreducible components. To this avail, let

SU(2) 3 R— Re B(L*S% 1))  (Ra)(o) := a(R10), (21)

be the usual left-action unitary representation of SU(2) —with a slight abuse of notation we
dropped the isomorphism SU(2)/{+I} ~ SO(3). When necessary will denote by .J, the in-
finitesimal generator of R for R = ¢ k. It is well known that the left-action representation
decomposes into the irreducible representations of SU(2) with integer spin by considering the L2-
decomposition of L?(S?, jio) in spherical harmonics. Actually, restricting the action of R to the
vector space spanned by {Yg,m}me[_u] ~z leads to a representation which is unitary equivalent
to DO,
At this stage we may observe that, by direct inspection,

Q) = | | a7 )i.o)G ol iy () = [ alo)i R el (o)
= DO | (o)l o). ol dny(0) DO (R = DI (RIQs(a). (22
S2
where a € C'(S?) while we used the rotation invariance of y; and the fact that DU)(R)|j, o) =

e R) |5 Ro) for a(o, R) € R, cf. [43]. Thus, Q; intertwines between the left-action represen-
tation and DU). Moreover, it is well-known that

Q@)1 us = [ | @ )0l o))

= dalad’yra(s2 gy = <ajla)r2s2 ), (23)

10



where we used both Equations (I3])-(14).
Equations (22)-(23) have crucial consequences in the decomposition of D). In particular,

Equation (22)) implies that Ra; = [a o R1] j» i-e. the left-action representation and the check-
operator commute. At an infinitesimal level this implies

ASQ(VZJ‘ = [ASQCL]j, (24)

where we observed that Ag = 37_, J2. Together with Equation (23), Equation (24)) implies
that

[}/Z,m] P = cj,én,m ’ (25)
J

where ¢; ¢ is explicitly computed using Equation (I8]), ¢f. Example 2T}

20+ 1

Cje = <YZM‘[YZ,m]j>L2(S2,W) = W<Q3(Y&m)|Q3(YZ,m»HS

j

Gg 22t +1 S (el = (i, )2

(CCo) 577 (CCLmygm)” = (OCpy,5)”
i1,

where in the last line we used the symmetry property of the Clebsch-Gordan coefficients, cf.
[34, §8]. Equations (23)-(20) imply that

{Qj(Yem) | £€{0,...,25}, me[—£,{] nZ},

form a complete orthogonal system in Ms;11(C) with respect to the Hilbert-Schmidt scalar
product (I9). (As an aside, we observe that this fact provides a quick proof of that @ By, — B;
is surjective: Indeed, for any A; € B; we may consider a; := Zzio fn=—€ ArmYem € Boo where
Arm = Qi (Yem)|52¢Q; (Ye.m)|Ajous so that A; = Qj(a;).) Moreover, Equation (22)) ensures
that @; intertwines between the left-action representation R — R and DYW. Since R — R
is unitary equivalent to D) when restricted to the vector space spanned by {n7m}me[_g7g]mz,
it follows that DY) is unitary equivalent to D® when restricted to the vector space spanned
by {Q;(Ye,m)}me[—r,qnz- Thus, DU) is not irreducible and decomposes into direct sum of the
irreducibile representations of SU(2) with total spin ¢ € {0,...,2j}, each of which taken with
multiplicity one.

2.3 Berezin SDQ on I

The goal of this section is to prove that the Berezin SDQ Q;: By, — Bj, cf. Equation (I3)), lifts
to a SDQ Q; : B — B]r between the corresponding algebras of quasi-local observables for the
corresponding infinitely extended systems.

11



To this avail we recall that in [41] the Berezin SDQ Q);: B, — B; has been lifted to a SDQ
Qé\ : Bo/}) — Bé\ for any finite region A € I'. In a nutshell, this boils down to define QA by linear
extension of the tensor product map &), Q; and checking that the data BL, B2 {Q; Viez, /2

fulfil the requirement of a SDQ —here Bi\ ‘= ,ep B A non-trivial task in this setting is
B : This is addressed in full

to prove that B2 is again a bundle of C*-algebras over [ ], T2
generality in [41] by using the results of [33].

To extend the results of [9] 4I] to the case of an infinitely extended system over I' we need
to identify a suitable continuous bundle of C*-algebras Bl < HjeZ—/QB , Where BF are the
quasi-local algebras introduced in Section L1l Eventually we will define suitable quantlzatlon

maps Q% : BL — Bl abiding by the requirements Bal3a3H of a SDQ.
j oo J

REMARK 2.3: Let {2} TR be a collection of C'*-algebras. For later convenience we recall the
following sufficient condltlon which identifies a continuous bundle of C*-algebras 2 < Hjem 2,

by defining a dense set of (a posteriori) elements of 2 —cf. [36, Prop. 1.2.3], [37, Prop. C.124].

In more details, let A < HJ 73 %4 be such that:

1. For all j € Z /2 the set {a;|(a;) € A} is dense in 2A;;

J) ety 2
2. U is a x-algebra;

3. For all (a )]eZ 7 € 2A, we have (o ]a, )]eZ 7 € C(Z4)2).

Then
Ai={dae [] W|Ve>03j.eZy/2, 30 €A a; — affa, < V) 23’5} : (26)
j€Z+/2
is the smallest continuous bundle of C*-algebras over Z, /2 which contains 2.
o
The following proposition identifies a continuous bundle of C*-algebras BL with fibers
r
{Bj } JE€Z )2

PROPOSITION 2.4: Let BL < [] B be defined by

jeZy /2
= Alg(V),

V= {(aJ-)jeme [] Bjl3AE€r, axe By a;=
JEZ4 /2

{Q?(aA) j€Zy/2

as J=®

b

where Alg(V) denotes the algebra generated by the vector space V.
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Then 2 fulfils conditions IHZH3 of Remark 2.3 thus, it identifies a continuous bundle of
C*-algebras BL over Z, /2 defined by

Bl .= {(0));c72|Ve>0,3j:€Z,/2,3d € BL: ||aj — a}HBJ_r <eVj=j.}. (28)

*

o

Proof. It suffices to prove that B£ fulfils conditions [TH2H3]

@ Let j € Z /2 and consider {a; | (a;) ;7775 € B ¢ Bj —a similar argument applies for j = 0.
Since Q;: By, — Bj is surjective, c¢f. Remark 2.2, the same holds for Q;‘ Bo/é — Bé\ for
all A € I'. This implies that any A € B]A c B]F can be written as Q?(am) for some
aja € BY. Thus, A; € {a;| (a5) ;17775 € BL} because A; = a; for (aj) ;17775 defined by
ajoi= Q;.\,(ajA) for all j' € Z /2. Condition [ follows from the density of BjF in Bjr.

Condition 2] holds because B}; = Alg(V), moreover, V is closed under x-conjugation. Notice
that V' is not an algebra because Q?(QA&A) # Q;\(a,\)@;\(&,\), although this is true in the
limit j — oo.

Bl For any (aj)jem e V we have

A
Joglor = 12} @n)ls — laslipy = ool
where we used that (Qé\(a,\)) —— € B2, therefore, Z, /2 3 j — |Q%(ap)|ga is con-
]€Z+/2 J j

tinuous. Condition [ follows from the latter observation together with the fact that
|Q3} (an)Q} (ay) — @ aral)|pr — 0 and By = Alg(V),
J J J ) o

0

We now move to the definition of a SDQ associated with BL and BL. For later convenience
we observe that, by direct inspection,

Qloy" =1°0Q VA cAET. (29)

THEOREM 2.5: For j € Z, /2 let Q; Bcl:o — BJF be the map defined by

QMar) jeZ. /2
Qj (ap) = { ’ : (30)
ap ] =0
where A €T, ay € B « BL.
Then the data BL,, BL and {Q;}jem define a SDQ.
o

13



Proof. We will prove properties Bal3bH3d.

[Bal By direct inspection Q;(aA)* = Q;(aj‘\) for all ay € B < BL, moreover, (Q}ﬂ(a/x))jef/2 €

B£ —cf. Equation (Z7)— thus, it defines a continuous section of BL.

BEl For all ax,ay € BY we have

Qj ({an,an}pr) = Q ({an,an}pa) Z(Q?({GA7dA}B%)7

therefore,

18 ({ensan)on ) — in [ (o), @5 @]y

= ||Q§\ ({a/\, &A}Bé\o) - Zh]il[Qé\(aA), Qé\&/\] ||B;\ ]jo:) 0,

where in the last line we used property Bhl for the quantization map Qé\ Bo/é — BJA.

Bd For j = oo property Bd follows from the density of Bcl:o in BL. For j € Z, /2 it suffices to
observe that

Q5B = |Je@jBr) =By =] B =B},

AET AET AEr

where we used that Q?: BO% — Bé\ is surjective together with the definitions of Bgo and

BjF Since B]F is dense in B]r , the claim follows.

0

3 The semiclassical limit of the quantum KMS condition

In this section we will study the notion of classical and quantum thermal equilibrium for the
algebras B]r, Jj € Z /2, of classical and quantum observables for the spin lattice systems over

I" introduced in Section 2.1l Thermal equilibrium is described by states w]@ Tegs (B]F) fulfilling
the KMS condition, ¢f. Equations (I)-(2): These conditions cover the notion of both classical
and quantum thermal equilibrium.

Our main interest concerns the connection between classical and quantum thermal equilib-
rium. Specifically, while the physical justification of the quantum KMS condition has been the
subject of many investigations, cf. [31} [46], the classical KMS condition is usually justified with
a formal semi-classical limit of the quantum KMS condition, ¢f. [30]. Our main goal is to prove
that this derivation can be proved rigorously within the framework of the SDQ introduced in
Section

In particular, using the quantization maps Q; B(I;O — BJF it is possible to analyse the semi-
classical behaviour of sequences of quantum states (w;);ez, /2, wj € S (B]r), by studying the

14



weak*-limit points of the sequence (wj o Q; )jez., 2 of classical states on S(BY) —it is worth
noticing that Q; preserves positivity because so does Q;, c¢f. Equation (I3]). At this stage the
natural question is whether a sequence of quantum KMS states (w;) ez, /2 leads to weak*-limit
points (w; o Q]F) jez.,. /2 which fulfil the classical KMS condition. This is in fact what happens as
we will prove in Theorem

In Section [B.J] we will recall the notion of classical and quantum KMS condition within the
framework introduced in Section 211, ¢f. [I3]20]. In passing, we will prove a characterization of
the classical KMS condition, ¢f. Lemma [3.2] which is inspired by an analogous characterization
of the quantum KMS condition known with the name of Roepstorff-Araki-Sewell auto-correlation
lower bound, c¢f. [13, Thm. 5.3.15]. Section is devoted to the proof of Theorem The
latter is based on Lemma together with a result on the semiclassical limit of the quantum
derivation associated with the quantum KMS condition, c¢f. Lemma B.41

3.1 Classical and quantum KMS condition on B}, and B}

In this section we briefly recall the notion of classical and quantum KMS conditions, ¢f. Equa-
tions (I))-(2)), for the quasi-local algebras Bjr, BL.. Eventually we will move to the investigation
of the semiclassical limit of quantum KMS states.

We will begin with the quantum KMS condition: Since the latter is very well-known, cf.
[13], we will streamline its presentation by focusing on the main details which will be important
for the forthcoming discussion.

The quantum KMS condition (I]) relies on the choice of a strongly one-parameter group
on the C*-algebra of interest: For the particular case of B]A and Bjr suitable one-parameter

groups of automorphisms 7, 71 are identified by considering a family = {®;r}rer of
self-adjoint elements ®; 5 € Bj\ c Bjr. We will refer to ®; 5 as the potential associated with

A €T For fixed A €T the quantum Hamiltonian | H; 4 | € B;‘ associated to ®; is defined by

Hja := Y xea ®jx. The latter induces a strongly one-parameter group ¢ — TtA on B]A whose

generator 5;-‘ is given by 55»\ = i[Hj , ]. Within this setting it can be shown that there exists

a unique (3, 55»\)—KMS quantum state wf’A on Bé\ called quantum Gibbs state and defined
by

Tr (e’BHJVAAA)
Tr(e=#Hin)

Wit Ay) = YAy € BY. (31)

Uniqueness of (3, 55»\)—KMS quantum states is a manifestation of the relative simple nature of
thermal equilibrium for systems of finite size: Needless to say, this does not hold any more for
infinitely extended system.
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Thermal equilibrium on Bjr is described by a suitable limit procedure A 1 I'. For that,
further mild assumptions on ®; are required: In particular, we will assume that

NS00 0= D Msup D0 x]px < 0. (32)
m=0 zel’ Xox !
| X |=m+1

Within assumption (B2) it can be shown that 55»\ converges strongly on B]F as A 1T toa C*-

derivation : BjF — Bjr which generates a strongly continuous one-parameter group ¢ > 7}

on BJF, cf. [13, Thm. 6.2.4]. In particular, 5; is explicitly given by

5;(AA)=Z Z [q)X,AA] =1 Z [(I)X,AA] VAAEBJACBE.
Xer Xer
XnA#o

For later convenience it is worth to recall that for all Aj € Bjr, A €T, we may compute

tn
)= Y S8 (A, (%)
n=0 """
where the series converges in Bjr for [t| < A/2| @[, cf. [13, Thm. 6.2.4].
Thus, assumption (B2) ensures the existence of a time evolution on Bjr and thermal equi-
librium is then described by (ﬁ,ég)—KMS quantum states on B]r. Notably, the (ﬁ,ég)—KMS

condition does not select a unique state in general: Whenever uniqueness fails a quantum
phase transition is said to occur.

Concerning the classical KMS condition (2)) for the C' *-algebras B2 and BT, we will again
consider a family ¢ = {px}aer of self-adjoint potentials 5 € B2, ¢f. [21]. For the classical

lattice system in a finite region A € I this suffices to identify a #-derivation |02 |: B — BA
defined by 0% := { ,hp}, where = Y xca ¢x is called classical Hamiltonian. Similarly

to the quantum case, the (3,02 )-KMS condition select a unique state |w2™| e S(BL) called
classical Gibbs state and defined by

§ez ape”Mrdpf

A
SSQ efﬁhAd'ué\ VG,A S Boo . (34)
A

wipt(an) =

The description of thermal equilibrium for BL | i.e. for a classical lattice system on the infinite

region I', requires further assumptions on ¢. A sufficiently mild condition is provided by

sup Y lpxlonsz) < o0, (35)
zel’ Xer
Xox
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where | HCl(Si) denote the C'-norm on C*((S?)A).
For a family ¢ = {¢a }aer of potentials fulfilling condition (B5]) we may introduce a derivation

oL |: Bgo — BL defined by

0%(an) == > {an,oxtpr = >, {an,ex}py  Vaye B < By, (36)
Xer Xer
XnA#o

Notice that, on account of Equation (8]), the sum over X €I is restricted to X n A # @: This
implies well-definiteness of 6%, because of condition (BH). Similarly to the quantum case, d.,
can be approximated by 62, that is, 07 (ay) = limy1r 02 (ap) for all ay € B < BCI:O Thermal
equilibrium on BY is described by considering (3,d.,)-KMS classical states. Once again, the
(8,65 )-KMS classical condition does not identify a unique state on Bl in general, leading to
the notion of classical phase transition.

REMARK 3.1:

(i) We stress that conditions (B2)-([B5) —see also ([B7)— are minimal requirements for the
discussion of this section. In the forthcoming Section ] we will to specialize further our as-
sumptions, ¢f. Theorems @ IHLTl In applications these conditions are usually met because
the family of potentials ®;, ¢ turn out to be of finite range, namely there exists m € Z
and d > 0 such that px =0 (resp. ®; x = 0) if | X| > m or diam(X) > d.

(ii) Remarkably, any weak*-limit point of the sequence (wé3 ’A) Arer of ([5’,5;-\)—KMS quantum
states leads to a (ﬂ,&;)-KMS quantum state, cf. [I3, Cor. 6.2.19]. The existence of
these weak*-limit points follows from a standard Hahn-Banach and weak*-compactness
argument. Similar considerations apply to the sequence (w?O’A) Aer of (B, 0%)-KMS classical
states, ensuring the existence of (3,6%)-KMS classical states.

&

At this stage, we are in position to set our investigation of the semiclassical limit of quantum
thermal states. Specifically, we will consider a family ¢ = {pa}aer abiding by the condition

N>0: Y Msup D [exlers) < o (37)
m=0 el Xop
| X |=m+1

The latter implies condition (B3]), furthermore, it ensures that the family ®; := {QJF(QOA)} ACT
of quantum potentials fulfils (32). Thus, we may consider both (3, d,)-KMS classical states as
well as (5, 5; )-KMS quantum states for such families of classical and quantum potentials.

We now consider a sequence (w]@’F)jeer/? where for each j € Z, /2 the state w]@’r € S(B]r) is
a (ﬂ,&;)-KMS quantum state. Since QJF BL — Bjr preserves positive elements, we find that

w?’r o Q; e S(BL) is well-defined —here we implicitly extended wf’r o Q; Bcl:o — C using the
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continuity of wf T and the density of Q; (BL), ¢f. itemBd By weak*-compactness of S(BL) the
sequence (wf o Q]F) jez, /2 has weak™*-limit points: A natural question is whether these satisfy
the (8,05, )-KMS classical condition.

This problem has already been investigated in [54] for the case of a lattice system in a finite

region. Therein it can be shown that the sequence (wf’A o Q;‘)jem/z has a limit for j — oo,
moreover, it holds

lim w]@’A o Qé\ — Wi, (38)

J—©

In other words the semiclassical limit of the sequence of quantum Gibbs state (B1) is the classical
Gibbs state (31]). Theorem [B.5] generalizes this result to lattice systems on the infinite region I'.

3.2 Semi-classical limit of quantum KMS condition

The goal of this section is to prove Theorem [B.5 which shows that weak*-limit points of KMS
quantum states are KMS classical states.

The proof requires two main ingredients. The first one is a useful characterization of the
(8,65 )-KMS classical condition, cf. Lemma The latter is inspired by an analogous charac-
terization of (/3, 55 )-KMS quantum states, cf. Remark B3l The second piece of information is a

control of the semiclassical limit of the derivation 5;. Specifically, for any finite region A € I,
the DGR condition (B]) implies that hj_léé»\ o Qé»\ — Q? o 5? — 0 strongly on B{)\o This is a key
J—0

property which notably holds also for the lattice system on the entire I', ¢f. Lemma [3.41

We begin with the characterization of the classical KMS condition. The following result is
essentially the classical version of the Roepstorft-Araki-Sewell auto-correlation lower bound, cf.
[13, Thm. 5.3.15].

LEMMA 3.2: Let 2 be a commutative Poisson C*-algebra, let d: 2 — 2 be a #derivation and
consider 3 € [0,0). A state we S() is a (/3,0)-KMS classical state if and only if

—ifw(a*d(a)) > —iw({a,a*}), (39)
for all a € 2.

We will call inequality (B9) the classical auto-correlation lower bound, ¢f. Remark B3]

Proof of Lemma[32. If we S(A) is a (3,9)-KMS classical state then it also fulfils the classical
auto-correlation lower bound ([BY): Indeed, by direct inspection

—iw({a,a*}) = —ifw(a*d(a)).
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Conversely, let w € S(2) be such that (B39 is fulfilled: We will prove that w fulfils the (3, §)-KMS
classical condition ().

To begin with we observe that the classical auto-correlation lower bound implies in particular
that —iw(a*d(a)) = 0 for all a = a* € A: In particular —iw(a*(a)) € R for all a = a* € A. This
implies that w(d(a)) = 0 for all a € 2A: The proof is a classical counterpart of [13, Lem. 5.3.16]
and will be reviewed for the sake of clarity. In particular for a = a* € 2 we find

w(8(a?)) = w(a*s(a)) + wla*s(a)) = 0.

Thus w(d(a)) = 0 on all positive elements a € 20: Since finite linear combinations of the latter
elements generate 2l we conclude that wod = 0. '
Thus, w(d(a)) = 0 for all a € A. Evaluating condition (39) for a* € 2 we find

—ipw(ad(a*)) = —iw({a*, a}) = iw({a,a*}) = ifw(a*d(a)) = —ifw(ad(a*)).
where we used that w(d(aa*)) = 0 together with the fact that 2 is commutative. Thus, all
inequalities must be equalities and we find
w({a,a*}) = fw(a*d(a)). (40)
Let now a,b € 2: Evaluation of ({@Q) for a + b leads to

wlara*] + w({b,a"}) + w({a, b%}) + w{b-b*F]

=w({a+b,a*+0b%}) = pw((a+b)*(a+b))
= Swl{e®sta)) + Sw(b*6(a)) + Bw(a*d(b)) + Sw(b*6(E)) .

Equating the terms linear in a we find the (5, )-KMS classical condition. O

REMARK 3.3: The classical auto-correlation lower bound (B9) is a classical analogue of the
quantum auto-correlation lower bound, c¢f. [13, Thm. 5.3.15]. To state the latter let 2 be
a non-commutative C*-algebra and let 7 be a strongly continuous one-parameter group of -
automorphisms on 2 with infinitesimal generator §. Then w € S(2A) is a (3, d)-KMS quantum
state if and only if

—ifw(a*d(a)) = w(a*a)log (w(aa*)) , (41)

w(a*a)
for all a in the domain of §. In the latter inequality the function u,v — wlog(u/v) is defined by
ulog(u/v) wv >0
ulog(u/v) := <0 u=0,v>0
400 u>0,v=0
Notice that the quantum auto-correlation lower bound (1)) trivialises to J-invariance —i.e.
wod = 0— if A is commutative. As we will see, ¢f. the proof of Theorem B3] the quantum

auto-correlation lower bound (@Il reduces to the classical auto-correlation lower bond (39) only
for suitably scaled #-derivations.
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We now move to the discussion of the semiclassical limit of 5;. To this avail we observe that
the DGR condition () implies

=0 Vaye B . (42)
J

tim |15 154(Q () — Q2 (5 (an)

Jj—©

The following lemma proves that the same property holds in the thermodynamical limit.

LEMMA 3.4: For all ay € BY < BL it holds

~0. (43)

i [1565 (@ (aa)) — @ e aa))

J—®0

Proof. Let ay € BY. According to Definition (B) we have

S (QM(an) = (QMan) == ) [@(an), Q¥ (9x)]

XnA#£g

Similarly, the continuity of Qf : Bgo — B]F implies

Q@] = Q5 (Y fanextm) = Y @Y ({aasextsy)-

XnA#o XnA#o

Overall we have

1510 (@F (an)) — QF (3% (an))]

BP
J

< Y| Qan). Q¥ o)l - QX (fan x|

XNA#D J

BAuX
J

For each j € Z /2 the series

D 5[0} ). @ ex)] - @1 (fanox) )

B/_\UX )
XnA#2 1

converges on account of condition ([37). We will now prove that it vanishes in the limit j — oo.
Notice that each term of the series vanishes as j — o0 on account of the DGR condition (3]). We
will now prove that each term can be bounded as

|710300), 05 ()] = @ (fon. o1y

Brox <ealexlierszy s

for a j-independent constant ¢y, > 0. This will allows to apply dominated convergence, conclud-
ing the proof.
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To this avail we consider the Banach space

COShe, C'(S) = C' SR @ By, florszymmae == sup [f(one)lcre2) -

OAC ES

where ®. denotes the injective tensor product of Banach spaces, cf. [47, §3.2]. Let T} Bgo — BJF
be the linear operator defined by

Tj(bx) == Q?(GA)an((bX)] - Q?UX({GA,bX}Bg\O) )

1
iy

J
for all bx € ng c B{O, X €TI'. By direct inspection we find

175(0x) ] pr < eallbxllers)e. pas -
which implies that 7; has a unique extension Tj: C'(S%) ®. B — Bjr. Notice that, the DGR
condition (@) entails ||Tj(bx)|zr — 0 for all bx € BX, X €T. Moreover,
J j—0
1750x) | r < ITjller(2)0. 8 BrIbx ler2)0. By < ITjller(s3)@. - Brlbxlen(sz ) »

where || 75| C1(83)@: B — BT denotes the operator norm of 7. Thus, if we were able to prove that

sup; HZ}HCl(S?\)(@EBQOCHBE < oo then condition ([B7) would entail that

= 3 ITex)lsy

XnA#g

D [0}, (ox)] ~ @} (o x|

BAVX
XNA#D J

converges, moreover, it vanishes as j — o0 by dominated convergence, concluding the proof.
Thus, we prove that sup; | Tj| 1 (83)®. B BT < - For that let us consider the linear map

TA: CY(S3) — BY  TA(by) = %[Q?(GA),Q?(I)A)] — Q7 ({an:batps ) -

We then “lift” TjA to

. TA(bA) p=3j
Th: CY(SR) — H [T (ba)]p = { ’ s
PEL+ /2 0 p#J

where Hp€Z+ /2 BI/,\ denotes the full C*-direct product, c¢f. [10]. By direct inspection TJA is linear
and bounded, moreover, the DGR condition (3]) implies that

sup [T0n) o pa = sup  sup [[T3(0a)]plpy = sup T3 (ba)lpy < 0,
JELy /2 PELL/2TP 7 /2 pely /2 JEZ L /2
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for all by € C1(S3). By Banach-Steinhaus Theorem it follows that

S, 1T 2y, o mp <

We then consider the inductive tensor product of TJA: CYS3) — [Lez, 2 BA with QA B —
BAC, cf. |47, Prop. 3.2]. The latter is the unique bounded linear map

TP . Q) : C'(S})®: By — || BY@B),
PEL4 /2

which extends the algebraic tensor product TA ® QA that is,
(T2 @ QY ) (ba ®ba) = TA(by) ® QX (bae)

for all by € C1(S3) and bye € B". Notice that [Lyez, 2 B;}@BJAC is a C'*-algebra once completed
with its unique C*-cross norm. The uniqueness of such norm is due to the fact that Bj\c is the

C*-inductive limit of finite dimensional, hence nuclear, C*-algebras, therefore, it is nuclear as
well, cf. [10] §11.9.4.5]. We recall that

SA Ac A€
HTJ e Qj Hcl(si)&BvocanpeZ o BA®BL® — HT Hcl A)—ﬂpez /2 AHQ]' HBQOCHB].AC

= T e s2) -1y ,

pEL 4 /2

AA AC .
therefore, sup; |75 ®: Q5 HCI(Si)&BAC—*H;}EZ 2 Bh@B < - Finally, let

T;: C\SY)@. BY — [[ BA@BYN  [Ti(f)y =
PEL4 /2

Then Tj is linear and continuous, moreover, by direct inspection
5 A AC
Tj(bp ® bpc) = T} (ba) ® Q] (bpe) .

It follows that TJ = TJA ®. Qé\c and therefore

HTJ’HCI(Si)@)EBQOCﬁBJF = "E“cl(gg)®63é\00_>npez+/2 Bj@BA°

= ”T Qe Qj HCI(S?\)®EBQJC_>HPEZ /2 p®BAC

= T} o s

HH})EZ /2 ’

showing that sup; Hﬂ”cl(gi)&Bé\; < 00.

22



We are in position to prove Theorem [B.5], which guarantees that, for any sequence (wf ’F) jeZy /2
of (B, 55)—KMS quantum states on Bjr, any weak™-limit point of the sequence (wf’FoQ]F.)jez+/2 c
S(BL) is a (3,65 )-KMS classical states. At its core, the proof is based on the observation
that the quantum (3, 55)—KMS condition coincides with the quantum (3/h, hd;)-KMS condition,

h = 2j + 1, together with the application of Lemma [34 and of the classical auto-correlation
lower bound (39).

THEOREM 3.5: For all j € Z+/2 let wB’F € S(BF) be a (3, F) KMS quantum state on BF Then,

any weak*-limit point w2 € S(BL) of the sequence (w; AL oQ )jez, 2 18 a (8, 8%)- KMS classical
state.

Proof. Up to moving to a subsequence in j we may assume

wggr(a ) = hm w (QA(aA)) Yap € Bo% c BL .

We will prove that Wt fulfils the classical (3, 6L)-KMS conditions by proving condition (39),
c¢f. Lemma To this avail let ay € B and consider

—iwis" (ajok (an)) = lim (=iB)w]" (@ (a36%(aa)))

= lim (—if)w" (QF (a3)Q5 (93(a))
= lim —iBh; T (@M(a3)dt (@2 (an))) Lem. 3.

At this stage we may apply the quantum auto-correlation lower bound (I for w cf Remark

3.3

B (A% \OHA
BT (OMa*) T (02 (a > BT OMa* )0 an) 1o W (Qj (aA)Qj (GA)) .
B J (Q]( A) J (Q]( A))) = W; (Q]( A)Q]( A)) ) (W?I(Q;\(QA)Q?(QX)))

Thus, the DGR condition (3]) leads to

wff([@?(am,@ﬂazﬂ))
W (QMaX)@QM an))

i W)t (Q?({amai}%)))
2j+ 1wl (QMa})QMan))

— i lim T (Q) ({an. %) py)) = —iss" ({an.ak} oy )

j—o J

- zﬂwﬁr(aA(Soo(aA)) — lim WP (QA( )Q;-\(a,\))hj*l log (1 +

j—oo J

— lim w (QA( )Qé\(a/\))h;1 log <1 +

J—0
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REMARK 3.6: Proposition has the following important consequence. Let § € [0,00) be such
that there exists a unique (3,65, )-KMS classical state on B, i.e., there are no classical phase
transitions at 3. In particular, there exists a unique limit point wfo’r eSS (B]F ) of (wfo’A) AETs Ccf.
Remark BTl Let (w?’r)jez+/2 be any sequence such that wf’r € S(Bjr) isa (5, 5;)—KMS quantum
state on S(Bjr) for all j € Z, /2. Then, any limit point of the sequence (wég’F o er-)jez+/2 is a
(3, 65)-KMS classical state by Proposition 3.5l However, by assumption there is only one of such

states, thus, the whole sequence (wf = oQ? )jez., j2 converges to the unique classical (83, 6L)-KMS

classical states w?o’r. In other words the absence of classical phase transitions implies that any

sequence of (3, 55 )-KMS quantum states has a semiclassical limit.
In the particular case where there is a unique (3, 55)—KMS quantum state wf T on Bjr —i.e.,
there are no quantum phase transitions for all j € Z, /2 at f— the previous observation boils

down to the equality

. . A T T 9 . A T
Jim, <kg&w§3 ) 0Qf = wi' = kg}g{}owf 0 QY

where in the last equality we used the result of [54] together with Remark 311

4 Absence of CPTs implies absence of QPTs

In this section we will explore the relation between classical and quantum phase transitions
within the setting of the Berezin quantization on I', ¢f. Section 2l Our goal is to prove that,
under mild conditions, above a common threshold critical temperature there is absence of both
classical and quantum phase transitions, that is, uniqueness of both (3, J.,)-KMS classical states
on BL and (,8,5;)—KMS quantum states on Bjr for all j € Z, /2 holds for g < f, for a given
Be € (0, +00).

To this avail we will consider [13, Prop. 6.2.45], which provides a mild sufficient condition on
a family of quantum potential ®; = {®; A}aer which ensures uniqueness of the corresponding
(8, 5; )-KMS quantum state on Bjr for all 8 < B3;, where §3; is called quantum critical inverse
temperature. This result does not suffices to our purposes because: (a) there is no clear
classical counterpart for the assumption on the family ®;; (b) the estimate for the critical
inverse temperature [3; provided in [13, Prop. 6.2.45] is not uniform in j € Z, /2, spoiling a
comparison with the classical critical inverse temperature —cf. Remark [£.9]

To encompass these issues we revised the proof of [I3 Prop. 6.2.45] in other to produce a new
result which is uniform in j € Z, /2. In particular, in Section ] we prove a classical analogous
of [13, Prop. 6.2.45], ¢f. Theorem Il The latter result provides a sufficient condition, cf.
([#4)), on the family of potential ¢ = {@p}rer which ensures uniqueness for the corresponding
(8,65 )-KMS classical state on BL, provided 8 < Bu, B being the classical critical inverse
temperature. Condition (44]) is essentially a classical version of the one required in [13],
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cf. ([[2), and essentially boils down to an estimate on the sup-norm of the derivatives of the
potentials pp, A €T

Next, we provide a uniqueness result, ¢f. Theorem 7] for (,8,5; )-KMS quantum states
on Bjr associated with the family of quantum potentials ®; z = Q;(@A) obtained by Berezin
quantization of the classical potential. The novelty of this result relies on the bound on the
critical inverse temperature, which is now uniform in j € Z, /2, allowing for a better comparison
with the classical critical inverse temperature. Finally, it is shown that the assumptions of
Theorem 7 implies those of Theorem BTl ¢f. Remark [£91 This shows in this particular
model that absence of classical phase transitions and quantum phase transitions coexists for
high enough temperatures.

4.1 Uniqueness result for classical KMS states

The goal of this section is to prove a uniqueness result for (3,65 )-KMS classical states, cf.
Theorem 1l The latter identifies a sufficient condition on the classical interaction potentials
© = {pa}rer which ensures uniqueness of (3,6 )-KMS classical states on BL for sufficiently
low 3, that is, at sufficiently high temperature. This result is inspired from [I3], Prop. 6.2.45]
and adapted to the classical setting. In the forthcoming sections we will present an analogous
uniqueness result in the quantum setting, ¢f. Theorem 7]

THEOREM 4.1: Let ¢ = {¢a}aer with ¢ € C?¥(S3), s > 7/4, be such that

[elos = D} (CAK)™sup > [paleass2) < +o0, (44)
m=0 €l | A ]=m+1
zeA

where | Hc2s(Si) is the C?*-norm on C?*((S?)A!) while K, > 1 and Cx > 1 are defined by

' (2¢ + 1)5/2 .
K, = Ke; m s Ch = Hl - ASQHC’Q(S2)—>C'O(S2) ’ (45)
+

the latter being the operator norm of 1 — Ags: C%(S?) — C°(S?). Then there exists a unique
(B,0%)-KMS classical state on B for all 8 € [0, 3y 5) where

log 2
/80,5 :

203 Ke

. (46)
0,s

o

The proof of Theorem 1] is rather long and will take the whole section. For the sake of
clarity we start by collecting some observations in a series of Remarks Together with
Lemma [£.4] these will develop all technical tools need for the proof of Theorem .11
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REMARK 4.2: For later convenience we will recollect in this remark a few useful observations
concerning the Fourier-Laplace expansion on S? and S2, A €T.

With reference to Example 1] we denote by Yy, € B, the spherical harmonic with pa-
rameter £ € Zy, m € [—{,¢] n Z. With the choice of normalization of Equation (I5]) we have
IYe.m| B, <1, moreover, the set {Yy m}em is a complete orthogonal system for L%(S?, ug) made
by orthogonal but not L?-normalized vectors. In particular for any a € L%(S?, ug) we have the
following Fourier-Laplace expansion:

y4
a= > D alt;m)Yom,  a(t,;m) = 20+ 1)Ypmlayras ) - (47)

tely m=—1

It is worth recalling that the series in Equation (@7 converges in the L?-norm, moreover, the
series converges uniformly with all derivatives if a € By. Furthermore, for ¢,s € Z

[a(,m)| = (20 + D[1 + L0+ )] [{Yeml(1 — Ag2)*a)r2(s2 40|
S CARL+ D[+ L+ )] [lal c2s g2y [ Yeml 21 (52,10
<CR(20+ Y21+ 0(0 + 1)] ™% laf gos g2y

where Ca has been defined in Equation (@5]) while we used the eigenvalues property —Ag2Y} ,,, =
0(€+1)Yy ,,, together with integration by parts and Cauchy-Schwarz inequality. The bound above
ensures the uniform convergence of the series in Equation ([47)) provided that 1/2 —2s+1 < —1,
the additional +1 factor arising from the summation over m e [—¢, {].

The previous considerations generalize to the case of Bo%, A €T. In particular, if £, € Zﬁ
and mp € Z*, with my € [y, €] N Z for all z € A, we set

Yémm/\ = ® Y&mmz € Bo% (48)
TeEA

The Fourier-Laplace expansion of ay € Bo/é is given by

apn = Z Z d(gAamA)YVfA,mA 9 &(EA)mA) = ( H(ng + 1))<YV€A,mA|a’A>L2(Si7M6\) ) (49)

L\EZL A zeA
where we may estimate

X sIA (2l +1)'2
< E .
|a(£/\’m)\)| CA L[\ <[1 + g:v(gm + 1)]5 ”a/\H02 (83)

&

REMARK 4.3: Let wl € S(BL) be an arbitrary state on BL. Then w!, is uniquely determined
by its values on B2 for all A € I. On account of Remark —cf. Equation (47)— it suffices
to determine the values

g&(gl\”’n/&) = wgo(}/ﬁmm/\) ) gro‘o(ggamg) = wg(l) =1, (50)
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where ¢y, € N* while my € Z" are such that m, € [—{;,¢,] n Z for all z € A. Notice that
we avoided to consider the case £, = 0 for some x € A because of the following compatibility
condition: If £, = 0 then

@go (EA, mA) = wgo (YfA,mA) = Wgo (Yf/\\{x},m/\\{x}) = Qg (EA\{GU}’ mA\{ﬂﬁ})'

At this stage we may regard w!, as an element of a suitable Banach space X. The latter is

defined by

Xi={f = (fa)aer | fa: {(ta,mp) e N® x ZA |my € [—ly, 0] " Z V2 € A} — C:
| fllx :=sup sup |fa(€r,mnp)| < o0}, (51)

AGT €p,mp
where fz € C. It is worth observing that w!, € X because of our choice for the normalization of
Yo, .y, ¢f. Example T which ensures that |wl [x < 1.
Summing up, a state wl, € S(BL) is completely determined by the corresponding element
r
W, € X,

o

The following Lemma is crucial and shows the relation between the classical (3,5, )-KMS
condition and the action of SU(2) (in fact, of SO(3)) on BL. In particular for all z € T" let
R, € SU(2). Recalling Section 2llet | R, |€ B(L?(S?, 1g)) be the corresponding unitary operator
on L?(S?, o) defined by Rypay = azoR; 1. If R, = exp[D.], D, € su(2), we will denote by D, the
vector field on S2 corresponding to the infinitesimal generator of R, (t), where R, (t) := exp[tD,]
—for definiteness R, (t) = exp[—itD,]. The action of R, on BZ can be lifted to B, by setting,
for all ay € BY and A €T, Ryap(oy) := ap(o)y) with op = (0y)yen, o)y = (0y)yen being oy, = oy,
for y # x while 0, := R;10,.

LEMMA 4.4: Let 'wfo’r e S(BL) be a (3,0L)-KMS classical states. Then, for any = € T', R, €
SU(2) and ay € B, A €T, it holds
w?o’r(a,\) = w?o’r (eﬁ Yxsn (I Ra)px }?ma/\) . (52)
o
REMARK 4.5:

(i) Lemma[Z4lis inspired by [22, Prop. 5], where Equation (52]) has been proved in the context
of finite dimensional Poisson manifolds. Equation (2] can be understood as an adaptation
to the present setting.

(ii) Notice that the element 3y . (I — R;)px € BY can be interpreted as the difference hr —
R.hr between the (ill-defined) classical Hamiltonian hr = } yxcp wx and its R;-rotated
version: Loosely speaking, the locality of the involved rotation ensures that the above
difference is finite.
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Proof of Lemma[4.4] Let D, be the infinitesimal generator of R,. Since S? is a symplectic
manifold and D, is a Poisson vector field on S2, there exists a closed 1-form «, € Q!(S2) such
that Dggax = my(day, ay) for all a, € Bgo, 7, being the Poisson bitensor associated with the
symplectic 2-form on S2. Let {U,} be an open cover of S2 such that o, = dgy,, gu, € C°(Us,),
and let {xp,} be a partition of unity associated with {U,}. It follows that, for all a, € B%,

ﬁxa:v = Z ﬁm(XUzazv) = Z{XUIGJI’ qu, }:B .
Uy Ux

The latter identity and the (3, 6%, )-KMS condition leads to

Wi (Dyap) = —pwit <GAZXUQC > {gUw(PX}> = ﬂwgo’r[( > Da:tpx)a/\] : (53)

Ug Xox Xozx

Integration of the latter identity leads to Equation (52). In more details we first observe that

2 U= R)px =lim(I = Ro)hy,  hy = ) pxe by,
Xoz f XcY

where the limit converges in the BL-norm. We then consider the function

B xcy I-Ra(t)ex
wy (t) := w2t {e Xoz Rx(t)aA] ,

where R, (t) = exp[—itD,]: Notice that

g (9B IRIx Ry ) = o ().
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By dominated convergence and on account of Equation (53]) we also have

iy (t) = wiT {652%5(”’@)” <[D$R$(t)a/\] — B(Ra(t)an) Y ﬁx}?igg(t)(px)}

XcY
Xox

BYxcyU-Ra(t))ex N
= —ﬂw?f[e X5z [Rs(t)ap] Z Dxtpx]

XcY
Xox

/ BYxey U-Ra®)ox .
—|—w§o’r{D$<e or X[Rgg(t)a/\])}

BYxcyI-Re(t)px . N
= —Bwi [e Xoo [Re(t)an] D, Dm]

XcY
Xox

BYxcyU-Re(t)ex .
+ Bwi’ {e Xoo [Ro(t)an] D Dm}
Xox

BYxcyI—-Ra(t)ox .
:ch%r{e pe [Re(tan] D] ngpx].

XNY°£2
Xox

By direct inspection we also find
lim sup |wy(t)] =0,
Y1 te0,1] | )
thus, we have
. . 1
w?o’r <eﬁZX3w([*Rz)‘PXRIaA) = %/HTI% wy (1) = %;ITI%Wy(O) + %}%L wy (t)dt = wfo’r(a,\) .
O

REMARK 4.6: Lemma [4.4]suffices to prove Theorem .1l for the particular case 8 = 0, where the

assumption (@) on the potential {¢a}aer is not needed. In this case the unique (0,d.,)-KMS
. or . . . . )

classical states wg) coincides with the normalized Poisson trace

WOT (ap) = f ar(on)dpd) (02) (54)
S2

A

Although this can be shown with several methods, it is instructive to prove it with the help
of Lemma L4} This leads to a first intuition on the strategy we will employ in the proof of
Theorem [£11

Let wy' € S(BL) be a (0,65)-KMS classical states: We wish to prove that the associated
element g&f € X is necessarily of the form

1 A=go

. 95
0 A#0 (55)

WO (ln,my) = {
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This implies that wgér abides by Equation (54]) on account of the Fourier-Laplace expansion
(@J). To prove Equation (53) it suffices to observe that Lemma A7 implies w¥' o Ry = w5 .
Let AGT, ¢y e NA my € ZD, my € [£y, €] nZ for all 2 € A. For a fixed z € A we compute

Qgép(gl\?m/\) = W&F(YZA,WLA) = f wgéF<R$}/gAva)de = w&f‘(f RﬂCYZA,mAde) :
SU(2) SU(2)

where dR, denotes the normalized Haar measure on SU(2). At this stage we observe that the
irreducibility of the left-representation of SU(2) on the space generated by {Yz, ., }m, entails

f R.Yy, m,dR, = 37 8%, . (56)
SU(2)
This implies
f Rel“YfAvade = f émnmmdex ® nA\{x}va\{x} = 5290597135}/@/\\{90},7”/\\{@ =0,
SU(2) SU(2)
where in the second equality we used that ¢, € N.

o

Proof of Theorem [{.1]. Let w3 € S(BL) be a (B,0%)-KMS classical states. We will consider
the associated element g&r € X as described in Remark 43t Our goal is to prove that g&r is
the solution to a linear equation in X which is unique under assumption (44)).

To begin with, we choose an arbitrary but fixed bijection I' ~ Z and induce an ordering on
I' based on such map. Thus, for any A € I' we may set = := min,ca y where the minimum is
taken with respect to the chosen ordering.

Let now ¢, € NA and my € Z* be such that my € [—ly, L] N Z for all y € A. Proceeding as

in Remark we compute

Wiy, my) = W (Yo, m,y)

=Bl ( f (I — RggmA,mAngC)
SU(2)

BT ( f ( Ja: zmuﬁws@x)ygmmdm) ,
SU(2)

where in the second equality we used that R, — R,isa unitary irreducible representation when
restricted on the vector space generated by {Yy, . }m, while £, € N, ¢f. Remark The third
equality is nothing but Equation (52]). The exponential in the last term can be expanded in a
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series converging in BCI:O, thus,

/Bn n A
fenmy =-S5 5 w8 ( [ T10- RexYim,ar,

n=1 """ X1,..Xn k=1
rzeX1Nn...0nXp

g =
==y — > D LU( [ ] Cx..r. (Ux,,mx, )R,

n=l " X1, Xn o Uxyelxn 2) k=1
xEle...anmxl,...,an

w?o’F (YZXI mx, T fon,mxn YZAJ”A) , (57)

where we used the Fourier-Laplace expansion discussed in Remark and set

CXy,Ra (gXINka) = < H (2€Xk,y + 1))<Y5Xk7mxk‘(l - Rm)‘pxk>L2(SQ kY
JeX, X, Mo
(2€Xk y + 1) 2
= . Y, I—-R,){I—A 5 ,
( [ [1+Cx,,y(lxyy + 1)]° Fasgm (1 = o) %) SDX’“>L2(S%(;€7M())%)

yeXy

where Age x, = @),cx, Asz,, denotes the tensor product of the Laplacians Ag: , acting on Sz.
At this stage it is important to carefully analyse the product of the spherical harmonics
appearing in Equation (57)):

fol mxy T nxn,mxn YfmmA

- ( H YZA’y’mA’y) H YZA,wmA,yYZXLy’le,y o YZXn,men,y ’
yeAnSS yeSn
J— : 7 Sn . .
where we set = X; u...u X, while £x, € Z7" denotes the extension of /x, obtained by

setting £ Xy = 0 for y ¢ X;, —mx, is defined similarly. In particular, by an iterated use of
Equation (I7) we find, for all y € S,

n
YVZA,yva,y 1_[ YVZXk,yvak,y
k=1

EAJJJ'_KXLZJ n
= Cs 1 Ys 17 7 | | Y; _
i i Sy,17 Sy, 1,MA .y TMxy Ly Ux) yxy y
sy1=|ln,y—Cx yl k=2

n

- Z ( H csy,k)Y;’y’"vml\,y"'mx1,y+---+an,y ’
_ SyLiesSym - k=1
I8y, k—1—Lx; ,y| <8y, k<[Sy,k—11HEx, y ]

where ¢, ,, k € {1,...,n} are defined in Equation (7)) —we omitted the m-dependence since
it will not play any role. The particular values of ¢;, , are not important, however, we crucially
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observe that |cs, ,| < 1. For later convenience we also observe that

gA,y"'gley Sn—l,y+l7xn,y
N(tx,-olx) =11 X - N
YeSn Sy,1=|gA,y_ZX1,y‘ Sy,n=‘5n71,y_an,y‘
n n
<[[]]@xy+D=T][]@x,+D.
yESn k=1 k=1 yEXk

because Z | ab| = 2 min{a, b} + 1. This implies that, once considering the product over y € S,
and expanding the resulting sum, the product of spherical harmonics considered above can
be written as a sum of at most N(¢x,,...,lx,) terms of the form Yf’g b where Bkn,mgn,

k=1,...,N({x,,...,lx,), are built out of lp~g, ,lx,,...¢x,. Explicitly we have

YZXI mxy T fon,mxn YZAJYLA
n

- < H nmwm&@/) H Z (1_[CSch)Ysym,m/\,erle,y+~~~+an,y

yeANSE yeSn Sy, 1,HSy,n k=1
N(lx,,lxp)
1 pk k
H nA,yva,y) Z ¢ wsn’ mSn)Yéénvm‘gn ’
yeANSE k=1

where the explicit expression of the coefficients C’ (Ekn, mgn) will not matter in the forthcoming

discussion, however, it will be important to observe that |C’(€kn,m1§n)| < 1. Summing up, any

(8,65 )-KMS w2 e S(BL) fulfils

(gAamA Z ﬂ" Z fs HCX,wa (Ux,,mx, )dR,

=1 XX, /le, Lx, VOV k=1
zeX1n...0nXpn mxy . mx,
(lev"'vexn)
k k
Z C(€ 7mSn) <}/€k mlgn H nA,yva,y>'
k=1 yeAnSE

Let | X(n,A)|:= A U S, and set €’§((n7A) = 0% Uange (ie. €’§((n7A)’y = lry ifye AnS; and

El;((n,/\),y = f’gmy if y € Sy,) and similarly mx, 2y = ms,man~se. Then the above equality can
be written as a linear equation in X, in particular

(I—LE)wll =4, (58)
Here § € X and Lgo € B(X) are defined by

1 A=go

Op(lp,mp) = {0 Aro’
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while for all f € X we set (L?oi)@ =0 and

(L5 H)alla,mp) == ) ﬂ—, > f 1_[ Cxy R, (€x,, mx, )d Ry
n>1 " XX /le, x, VSU@) k=1
zeX1N..0Xpn MX] 50 MX,,
N(lxy,stxp)
Z Cl(fgn,mgn)fx(mA)(f])c((n,A),m’;((n,A)), (60)
k=1

for all non-empty A € I' —we recall that we set x := mingep y.

At this stage we may bound HL?OHB (x) in such a way that HLégoHB(z) < 1if B is small enough.
This will ensure that (B8) has a unique solution wﬁ I'e X, therefore, its associated state wfor
will be the unique (3, d%,)-KMS classical states on BL. (In passing, the forthcoming estimates

will also prove that Lfo is bounded on X.) To this avail we observe that,

sup (L2 f)a(fa, mn)]

L ma
B"
< |flx Z > _— H Cx m. (s mx )| [ | (26xy + DR,

n=1 ! X1, Xn 5X17 SAxp, YEXk
re€X1N...nXp MX] 50 MXy,

where we used the bound on |C'(¢% ,mf )| and on N(£x,,...,{x,). Moreover, proceeding as
in Remark we have

f 1_[ |CXk7Rz (EXk’ka | H 2€Xk y T 1)dR
S

eXl, Lx, VSUQ) p=1 yeXy,

MX 5o MX,

n (gxky+1)5/2 IX I
2" d s )Xk .
Z 1_[ ( H [+ Cx, y(lxy + 1)) (CAHlexlles (5%,)

xyyilx, k=1 MyeXy

n
1_[ P o, loass, X

A

where K has been defined in Equation (@3]). It follows that

2
CATNCEOVEIT Y D Yl | (CUSL PP,

La,mp n>1 ’ X1, Xn k=1
rzeX1Nn...0nXp

1 n
~ 17l % % (26 3 (KD lexlongy, )

n=1 """ Xer
reX
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Finally, we have

2 (CAK)NMox ooz ) = D) (CAK)™ 30 lexleonsz)

Xer m=0 | X|=m+1
reX zeX
< SCAE)™ sup Y lexlene) = CAK @l
m=0 €L | X |=ma+1
reX

where [/¢]o,s has been defined in Equation (@4)). Thus, LS e B(X) with
125 0 < exp [2CA K Blelos| — 1,
which implies ||L§oHB(§) < 1 provided 8 < fo,s, where [y s has been defined in Equation {@6]). O

4.2 Uniqueness result for quantum KMS state

The goal of this section is to prove a uniqueness result for (3, 55)—KMS quantum states on Bjr,
¢f. Theorem A7 The latter applies under hypothesis very similar to those of Theorem .11
In fact, Theorems 1] .7 will imply that, under suitably mild assumptions, for high enough
temperatures there is absence of both classical and quantum phase transitions, ¢f. Remark [£9l
The proof of Theorem .7 is inspired by [13, Prop. 6.2.45], see also [28], although it requires a
different argument to ensure a uniform bound on j € Z, /2.

THEOREM 4.7: Let ¢ := {pp}aer with ¢ € C?*(S3), s > 7/4. Let assume that there exists
€ > 0 such that

[@lles := X, (K,CA)™sup D [oxlleas(sz) < +o0, (61)
m=0 Vel | X|=m+1
Xsy

where Cs > 1 and Cx have been defined in Equation ([@H]). Then there exists a unique (5, 55 )-
KMS quantum states on Bjr for all 5 € [0, B¢ s) where

B, = 15 1
T 1+ et 2K, C8|0)ers

(62)

&

The proof of Theorem F.7] is similar in spirit to the one of Theorem [l As such, it requires
a few technical observations which we will recollect in the following remark.

REMARK 4.8:
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Recalling Remark 2.2] the set {Q;(Yym)|¢ € Zy, m € [, (] n Z} is an orthogonal basis
of Bj = My;41(C) with respect to the Hilbert-Schmidt scalar product (I3) —mnotice that
Q;(Yem) = 0if £ > 2j, cf. Equation (I8]). In what follows we will normalize Q;(Yz,) by
setting

1
VEit
where ¢; ¢ > 0 has been defined in Equation (25)): With this choice we find

1
19j1e.mllns = —==—= 19j1emlB; < 1. (64)

V20 + 17

Yiom i= ——Qs (Yim) (63)

Indeed by direct inspection we have

1

1
, 204+ 1"

1 .
1Y 10m 2 = E<Qj(n,m)|Qj(n,m)>Hs = C_€<Y€,m|Y€,m>L2(SQ,uo) =
]7 j?

where we used Equations (23] and (I5). Moreover, for all ¢ € C¥+1,

, , . _
Z (CG%:Z;J;TW)Q(CG%:%;]'J)Q|<J7m,‘¢>|2
m'=—j

1951em¥l* =

1

J
= Y (cefmEm2 |Gy [9)]? < )2,
m'=—j

where we used the explicit expression obtained in Example 211

For any finite region A € I' we define | Yjp, m, |€ B]A by setting

o A T
Yjienma = & Yjie,m, € Bj < Bj

TEA

where £ € Z and my € Z* are such that m, € [—£,, ;] for all z € A. Then {Jj100,mp [€a €
Zﬁ, my € ZN, my € [y, {,] Vo € A} is a orthogonal basis of BJA with respect to the
Hilbert-Schmidt scalar product (I9). In particular, if Ay € Bé\ then

Ay =3 (T + 1) it mal Andusier ms (65)
KA,mA TEA
see Equation (@9) for comparison.

A crucial step in the proof of Theorem [A1]is the use of Equation (56l), ¢f. Remark
Thanks to Equation (22]) an analogous property holds in the quantum setting. Specifically,
by proceeding as in Remark we find

o 1 ~
DY (R)Y 1o mdR = Q<f RYde>=O. 66
LU(Q) (B)¥ie, Ve T\ Jsue . (66)
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(iii)

Similarly to the classical case, ¢f. Remark[4.3] any state wjr es (B]F ) is uniquely determined
by its associated element gg € X defined by

1 A=o
w£<gj|fA7mA) Aro

wi (€p,my) = {

Notice that w; is an element of X, ¢f. Remark l.3] because of the bound
|Q‘7(€A,mA)| = ‘wj<9]|£A,mA)| < Hyj‘zA,mAHBJA < 17
where we used the second inequality in (64]).

For later convenience we also discuss a quantum version of Equation (I7). Indeed, once
again thanks to Equation (23]), an analogous identity holds for the Y’s. This can be either
argued by observing that the Y, s, are spherical tensors of order ¢ with respect to the
representation DY), ¢f. [42, §3.11], or by direct inspection. In more details, let ¢, 0o € Z
and mq,mg € Z with my € [—lk, k], k € {1,2}. Equation (63]) leads to

ijhmlij%nw = 2(26 + 1)<9j|€,m1+m2 Wj\ﬁhnngjlfwm>HSyj\f7m1+m2 )
l

where the restriction to m = mj + mo is obtained by acting on both side of the equality
with DU )(e“Z) or by computing the coefficients directly.

Equation (7)) can be seen as a quantum version of Equation (7). Moreover, the coefficient
appearing in Equation (7)) can be computed in a fairly explicit fashion. In particular we
find

(2¢+1) |<Hj|f,m1 +ma Wj\fhml 13]'|f2,m2>HS|

j
20+1 oM M M
25 + 1 0,m;, M~ Sl ma s, Mo~ e ,ma;j, M
M, My, Ma=—j

tm JJ b
CGo masta,me {g b } "
where we used a few properties of the Clebsch-Gordan coefficients and the definition of
the 6j-symbols, cf. [34], §8.7 and §9.1]. Notice that the appearance of the Clebsch-Gordan

coefficient CGg’lnfnl,g2 m, €nsures that the coefficients vanish unless |[¢1 — ly| < £ < 41 + (5.
Moreover, since it is known that the matrix

Cpq::«/2p+1«/2q+1{”2 Z p}’

q

A (20+1)(2 + 1)

is orthogonal, cf. [34, 9.1.1],we have

(26 + 1)|<yj\€,m1+m2‘9j|€1,m1yj\€2,m2>HS| <1.
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Overall we have

1402

Hjlfhmlyjl&mw = Z (2¢ + 1)Cj\57m1,m2yjlf,m1+M2 ) |Cj\&m| <1, (67)
0|61 —to]

which will play the same role in the proof of Theorem 7] of Equation (I7) in the proof of
Theorem 411

o

Proof of Thm. [{.7]. Let w?’r € S(B]r) be a (8, 55)—KMS quantum states and let gf’r € X be its

associated element of X. Proceeding as in the proof of Theorem 1], we will prove that gf s
a solution to a linear equation in X which admits a unique solution under assumption (GII)

To this avail we consider the ordering on I' induced by an arbitrary but fixed bijection I' ~ 7Z
and set @ := mingep y for A € T. Let £4 € N* and my € Z* be such that m, € [—4y,,] N Z for
all y € A. Equation (66)) leads to

Wi (Cayma) = W (Yjie0,m,)
= <f [eama D(”(Rx)(HMA,mA)D<j>(Rx)*]dRm>
SU(2)

= <f Uylenma DY (Ba)* (1 - n%)DU')(Rx)de) |
SU(2)

where we used Equation (66]) and the (3, 5;)—KMS condition. We observe that DU)(R,) € By
thus, T};;(D(j)(Rm)) can be computed using Equation (33)) for 8 < A/2|®;[, where ®; 4
Q?(@A). We find

Wl (ly,mp) == Ch)r >

n)l : Xl,---,Xn
XqﬂSq_17é®

or ~ U)(R,)* ()
“j (LU(Q) Jjlepma D (Rz) (ade"(soxn) ade-(lel))D (Rx)de> ,
where S := {z} and S, := S;—1 v X, for ¢ > 1, adas(4’) := [A, A’]. Denoting by

W i= DO(R,)* (adgxn ) adgn

()
X1 (px,) )DY)(Re).

we find

Wi = DY(R,)* Q" (px,) DYV (Re) — Q5 (ox,) = Q" (Bapxy) — Q7 (px,) . (68)
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and by induction

Wy = Q)" (Ratpox, )Wyt — Wer@Q; " (0x,) 4 =2,....m. (69)

Out of Equations (68])-(69) one may find a reasonably explicit expression for W,,. To this avail

let
o Rupx p=+
b= .
—px p=-—

We consider the set ¥ := {Qj-(l (1&;—21), . ,Q;(" (T/J)i(n)} with an order relation > defined by

QI (W) > Q) T Wk, ) > - QW) > Q1 (W, > QP (Uy,) > - > @ (U,
For two elements in A, Be ¥ weset A~ B:= ABif A> Band A-. B:= BAif B> A. Then
QWA - @R,
pe{£1}n

At this stage we proceed similarly to Theorem 1] by expanding each ¢ x-term in its Fourier-
Laplace expansion, c¢f. Remark In particular we have for all k€ {1,...,n} and p € {+, -},

X
Q] k( Xk) = Z Cj‘kap(gka)’kavp)ijXk,pmek,p
ZXk,pmek,p

. 1/2
Cj\kap(eXk,Pvak,P) = < 1_[ Cj,ﬁxkyp,y (2£Xk7p7y + 1))<}/ZXk,p7ka,p‘wg(k>L2(S§(v7“;(j)'
J

yeXy
Thus, we find
n
BT _ (—8)
Wit Oama) = =3 = D X
n=1 : X1,000Xn pE{il}" £X1,P7"'7£Xn,17
XqnSq-17#92 MX1,prsMXp,p

LU H Cxp(Uxy py M, p) A Ry w <9j|gAvagj|£X1,P(1)’mX17P(1) e > 13J'|13xn,p<nwnxl,p<n> ) )

We then expand the product of the Y’s factors by means of Equation (G7) in exactly the same
way we did for the classical spherical harmonics. Setting S, := X7 u ... u X,, we find

1éj\f/\JnijVXl,p(l)ﬂnxl,p(l) > Hjlfxn,p(n)7mxl,p(n)
n
H yﬂzA,yymA,y) H Z ( H cjvsy,k)95%”77711\,74+mX1,p(l),y+"'+an,p(n),y
yeAnSs YESR Sy,1y++;S k=1

N(ZXl,Pv“’zXn,p)

H ijA,yymA,y) Z C]/; (fs ,ms )Y il mk

yeAnS¢ k=1
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where |C 6’“ ,mk )] <1 while

N(éth’ s ann,p) < H 1_[ 2€Xk7py +1)
k

Setting again X (n, A) := Au S, we have that for any (3, §; -KMS quantum states w Fe S(BF)

57

the corresponding element w;" € X solves the linear equation

(- L)w 4. (70)

where 0 € X has been defined in Equation (B9). The operator Lf : X — X is defined by setting,
for all f e X, (L} f)s =0 and

(L2 F)a(ta,ma)

(=8)" f
= - / dR,
Z n! Z Z SU@) i J\Xk p( Xksps ka,p)

n=1 : Xl,...,Xn p€{+1}" ZXI pree ,fxnp
Xqﬂsq717ﬁ@ mxq,ps-sMXp,p
N(ZXI,...,ZXn)
i k k k k
Z ijp(g n’msn)fX(nvA)(gX(n,A),pvmX(n,A),p)7 (71)
k=1

for all non-empty A € I' where z := minyep y while £x(, )y = fa,y for all y € A0 S7 and
Cxn,A)py = £Snpy fOr Y € Sp.

It remains to prove that Equation (0] has a unique solution under assumption (61II). To this
avail we observe that

WDatam)l <lfx X2 Y Y%

n=1 X1y Xn  pe{d1}™ Lxy prelxyp
qu q¢—179 mxq,psMXy,p
j Ciix,, pUXppmx, p)] H (20x,,py + ARy,
SU(2 yeXy
where we used the bound on C]’»p and N(Eth, ...,Ux, p). Moreover, again as in the proof of

Theorem [£.1] we find

f ]|ch p(gxkvpvamp)‘ 1_[ (%Xk%y + 1)dR,
SU(2) jp 1

Xy pse- 7£X P yeXy

mxq,ps-MXn,p

n 2€kay + 1)5/2 s|X ‘
: C\F .
Z H < 1;[ 1+ ekay(ng,py + 1)] ) A HQOXkHCQ (Sg(k)

ZXI P 7€Xn k=1

1_[ (KsCR) X x| oze(sz RE
k=1

A
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where Cx and K, have been defined in Equation ([@3). The above estimate is uniform over
p € {£1}", therefore,

EEDaemal <l X 20 5 T on) ™ s o,

sl Y X Xe k=1
XqﬂSq_17é®

Finally we apply the following estimate, cf. [I3, Prop. 6.2.45]: If ax € Ry for all X € T" then
forall STl

Z axézzax=22 Z OZX<|S|ZSUP Z ax,

XnS#o zeS Xozx zeSm=0|X|=m+1 m=>0 T€T | X|=m+1
Xox Xox

and by iteration, for S; = {z} and S, := X, U S,_1,
Z ax, - rox, < Z sup Z ax, Z ax, ox,

X1, Xn m1>0 Y& X1 |=my +1 X2, X
XqnSq_1#2 X13y XqnSq_1#92

n
< Z H(1+m1+...+mk_1)sup Z ax,
mi,..mn >0 k=1 Vel | x| =mp+1
Xk3y

n
<n!e"e€< Z ™ sup Z aX> ,
m=0 Vel | x|=m+1
X3y

where in the last line we observe that, for all A > 0,

n
[T +mi+ . 4mpg) < (L+my+ .+ my)" < nleefHHmttma),
k=1

Therefore, setting ay := (KSCZ)|X‘H<,0XH025(S§() we find

(B Daenma)l < gl 30003 (S @Rca s B Jexlens,

n>1 m=0 Vel | X|=m+1
X3y

= |flxe® Y (2c7 BECAlp

n=1
26_15K5CZH90”€75
1 —2e718K,C8|¢]es

)'I’L
€,8

= [flxe®

where we used assumption (6I) and considered 8 < ¢/2K;C3|¢|e,s —notice that the latter
value is lower than the previous bound 8 < €/2|®;|. necessary to ensure the expansion of
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TZ%(DU )(R,)) according to Equation (33)). It follows that Lf € B(X), moreover,

2 BKChllples  _ |

Lix < ¢
ILjlx < e 1 —2e"18K,C4|¢,s

provided that 8 < f. 5, B: s being defined by Equation (62). O

REMARK 4.9:

(i)

By direct inspection assumption (GI) implies [@3). Thus, condition (6I]) is a sufficient
condition which guarantees uniqueness of both (3,dL,)-KMS classical states and (,8,55 )-
KMS quantum states for all j € Z/2 and for § < f.s. In other words, (6I]) ensures the
absence of both classical and quantum phase transitions at sufficiently high temperature.
Furthermore, since [¢|o.s < [|¢]e.s and e(1 + €%)~! < log2, it follows that 3. s < fo.s, that
is, the corresponding quantum inverse critical temperature is slightly lower with respect to
the corresponding classical one —This ensures absence of phase transition starting from a
common critical inverse temperature.

Moreover, on account of Proposition BB ¢f. Remark B.6L in this situation the classical
limit lim; e wf’r o Q; of the unique (3, 5;)—KMS quantum states w]r € S(B]r) coincides
with the unique (3,65, )-KMS classical states Wil e S(BL).

It is worth to compare Theorem 7] with [13, Prop. 6.2.45]. The latter provide a sufficient
condition for the uniqueness of (8, 5;)—KMS for fixed j € Z, /2 which is similar in spirit to
(61) —in fact, Theorem A7 has been inspired by this latter result— namely

lelloresi= Y, e™2i+1D)™ D] ||Q]X(30X)||BJX < 0. (72)
m=0 | X|=m+1
Xozx

Condition (2)) is stronger than (6I]) because it only uses the BJX -norm of Qi( (px). How-
ever, it is not uniform of j € Z, /2, in particular, it requires a faster and faster decay
behaviour of the potential {pp}reza as j — 0. Moreover, the critical quantum inverse
temperature fgr(j, A) predicted by [13, Prop. 6.2.45] vanishes as j — oo. Finally, there is
no classical version of condition (72). For all these reasons [13], Prop. 6.2.45] is not suitable
for the comparison with the classical setting we are interested in.

Instead, Theorem .7 leads to a result which is uniform in j, allowing for a simpler compar-
ison with Theorem .1l The latter theorem can be understood as a classical counterpart
of the uniqueness result presented in [I3]. From a technical point of view the uniform
behaviour in j is obtained by trading the By-norm with the C?*-norm for a suitably high
s.
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