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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 S2-valued spin
lattice system over Zd 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 A, 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 A —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 ÞÑ τt of ˚-automorphisms on A with
infinitesimal generator δ. Within this setting a state ω P SpAq —that is, a linear, positive and
normalized functional ω : A Ñ C— is called pβ, δq-KMS quantum state, β P r0,8q, if

ω
`
aτiβpbq

˘
“ ωpbaq , (1)

for all pairs a, b P A of analytic elements for τ , cf. [13]. The quantum pβ, δq-KMS condition (1)
selects those states on A which are interpreted as describing thermal equilibrium with respect
to τ at a fixed inverse temperature β, cf. [31] —here β “ 0 corresponds to infinite temperature.

The description of thermal equilibrium for a classical system is slightly different, cf. [1, 2, 20].
In this scenario the observables of a classical physical system are described by a commutative
Poisson C˚-algebra A. We recall that a Poisson structure over a commutative C˚-algebra A

is given by a bilinear map t , u : 9Aˆ 9A Ñ 9A defined on a dense ˚-subalgebra 9A Ă A which fulfils:

ta, bu “ ´tb, au , ta, bu˚ “ ta˚, b˚u , ta, bcu “ ta, buc ` bta, cu ,
ta, tb, cuu “ tta, bu, cu ` tb, ta, cuu ,

for all a, b, c P 9A. Given β P r0,`8q and a ˚-derivation δ : 9A Ñ A, a state ω P SpAq is called
pβ, δq-KMS classical state if

ωpta, buq “ βωpbδpaqq , (2)

for all a, b P 9A. Once again δ is regarded as the infinitesimal generator of the time evolution on
A and β 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 (1) 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 [1, 2, 24, 29, 45] in the context classical system of infinitely many
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particles. The classical KMS condition has been investigated also in the context of pure Poisson
geometry in [5, 6, 7, 8, 12, 22], moreover, its relation with the Dobrushin-Landford-Ruelle (DLR)
[17, 18, 19, 35] 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, 4, 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 (31). The first goal of this paper is to provide a mathemat-
ically rigorous version of this derivation within the setting of strict deformation quantization,
cf. Theorem 3.5.

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 Y t8u
and given a collection tAju

jPZ`{2
of C˚-algebras, we denote by

ś
jPZ`{2

Aj the associated full

C˚-direct product, which is the C˚-algebra made by sequences pajq
jPZ`{2

, aj P Aj , such that

}pajq
jPZ`{2

}ś
jPZ`{2

Aj
:“ supj }aj}Aj

ă 8. Within this setting a continuous bundle of C˚-

algebras over Z`{2 (with fibers tAju
jPZ`{2

) is a C˚-subalgebra A Ă ś
jPZ`{2

Aj such that: (i)

p}aj}
jPZ`{2

q P CpZ`{2q for all pajq
jPZ`{2

P A, where CpZ`{2q denotes the space of sequences

pαjq
jPZ`{2

, αj P C, such that α8 “ limjÑ8 αj ; (ii) αa P A for all a P A and α P CpZ`{2q. A

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

1. A commutative Poisson C˚-algebra A8, with Poisson structure t , u : 9A8 ˆ 9A8 Ñ 9A8;

2. A continuous bundle of C˚-algebras [16] rA Ă ś
jPZ`{2

Aj;

3. A family of linear maps, called quantization maps, Qj : 9A8 Ñ Aj , j P Z`{2, such that:

(a) Q8paq “ a for all a P 9A8, moreover, Qjpaq˚ “ Qjpa˚q and pQjpaqq
jPZ`{2

P rA.

(b) For all a, b P 9A8 the Dirac-Groenewold-Rieffel (DGR) condition holds:

lim
jÑ8

››Qjpta, buq ´ ip2j ` 1qrQjpaq, Qjpbqs
››
Aj

“ 0 . (3)

(c) For all j P Z`{2, Qjp 9Aq is a dense ˚-subalgebra of Aj.

In this framework j P Z`{2 is interpreted as a semiclassical parameter —in fact, hj :“ 1{p2j`1q
is the proper semiclassical parameter— and j Ñ 8 corresponds to the semiclassical limit.
Given a sequence pωjqjPZ`{2 of states such that ωj P SpAjq, the semiclassical limit is obtained
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considering the weak*-limit points of the sequence pωj ˝QjqjPZ`{2 of functionals over A8 —each
such weak*-limit point defines a state on A8.

In this paper we provide a concrete, yet general SDQ model where the relation between
classical and quantum KMS conditions (1)-(2) can be studied rigorously. In particular we will
focus on S

2-valued spin lattice systems on Γ :“ Z
d, d P N, cf. [13, 26], which are described by

the renown quasi-local algebras BΓ
8, BΓ

j . The latter are C˚-inductive limits of corresponding

C˚-inductive systems tBΛ
8uΛŤΓ, tBΓ

j uΛŤΓ where, for any finite region Λ Ť Γ, BΓ
8 (resp. BΛ

j )
denotes the algebra of observables localized in Λ for the classical (resp. quantum) system, cf.
Section 2.1. Within this setting classical and quantum KMS states have been investigated in
detail [13, 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 2.5 we construct a SDQ for the spin lattice system associated to the infinite
region Γ, extending the results of [9, 41]. 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, cf. (II)-(III) below.

(II) We study the properties of weak*-limit points of KMS quantum states, in particular, in
Theorem 3.5 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].

(III) 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 4 we prove that, within the
model S2-valued lattice spin system considered in Section 2, under a sufficiently mild as-
sumption, cf. (44), classical and quantum KMS states are unique for temperatures higher
than a common sufficiently high threshold temperature. This results is a consequence
of Theorems 4.1, 4.7 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 (I) generalizes this setting for a specific model but
allowing to deal with a spin lattice system on an infinitely extended region: This is important
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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 3.4. 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 (III), Theorems 4.1, 4.7 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 [13, Prop. 6.2.45], moreover, it strengths some of its conclusion —specifically the
j-dependence of the inverse critical temperature, cf. Remark 4.9.

The paper is organized as follows. Section 2 describes the model of interest and construct
a SDQ suitable for our purposes. Section 3 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, cf. Lemmata 3.2-3.4. Finally Section 4 deals with the topic of classical
and quantum phase transitions. In particular, Section 4.1 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, cf. Remark 4.9, leading to
the proof that, under reasonably mild assumptions, classical and quantum phase transitions are
absent for temperatures higher than a common threshold temperature.

Acknowledgements. We are indebted with V. Moretti for many helpful discussions on this
project. N.D. and L. P. acknowledge the support of the GNFM group of INdAM. C. J. F.
van de Ven is supported by a postdoctoral fellowship granted by the Alexander von Humboldt
Foundation (Germany).

Data availability statement. Data sharing is not applicable to this article as no new data
were created or analysed in this study.

2 Berezin SDQ on a lattice system

The goal of this section is to provide a SDQ in the sense of Berezin for a classical lattice system.
For definiteness we will consider the lattice Z

d, d P N, where to each site x P Z
d one associates

the spin space S
2, in the classical case, or C

2j`1, j P Z`{2, in the quantum case. Here j will
play the role of a semiclassical parameter, the semiclassical limit being j Ñ 8. Within this
setting the Berezin SDQ Qj : CpS2q Ñ M2j`1pCq 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 Γ, cf. Proposition 2.5,
i.e. for the infinitely extended classical system. This generalizes [41] where the Berezin SDQ for
a classical system localized in a finite region Λ Ť Z

d was considered.
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In section 2.1 we briefly introduce the data for the classical and quantum system on a single
site x P Z

4. Section 2.2 recollects the relevant properties of the standard Berezin deformation
quantization, which will play a role also for the discussion in Section 4. Finally, Section 2.3
extends the result of [41] by constructing a Berezin SDQ for the infinitely extended classical
system on Γ.

2.1 Classical and quantum lattice systems on Γ

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 Γ :“ Z
d, d P N. The spin configuration

space S
2
x :“ S

2 at each x P Z
d is a closed symplectic manifold. By definition, the algebra of

classical observables at x P Z
d is the C˚-algebra B8 :“ CpS2

xq, the latter being also a Poisson

C˚-algebra with Poisson bracket t , uB8 defined on 9B8 :“ C8pS2
xq.

For any finite region Λ Ť Z
d the algebra of classical observables BΛ

8 associated with Λ is de-

fined by BΛ
8 :“ Â

xPΛB8 » CpS2
Λq where the spin configuration space is now S

2
Λ :“ Â

xPΛ S
2 »

pS2q|Λ|. Notice that BΛ
8 is a Poisson C˚-algebra with Poisson bracket t , uBΛ

8
: 9BΛ

8 ˆ 9BΛ
8 Ñ 9BΛ

8

defined on the dense ˚-sub-algebra 9BΛ
8 :“ C8pS2

Λq and associated with the symplectic structure

of S2
Λ.

In the thermodynamic limit one identifies the C˚-algebra BΓ
8 of quasi-local classical ob-

servables on Γ with BΓ
8 :“ CpSΓq, where SΓ :“ pS2qΓ is compact in the product topology. It

is worth to point out that BΓ
8 is the C˚-direct limit of the C˚-direct system tBΛ

8uΛŤZd . The
latter is characterized by the C˚-injective maps

ιΛ0

Λ1
: BΛ0

8 Ñ BΛ1

8 , ιΛ0

Λ1
aΛ0

:“ aΛ0
b

â

xPΛ1zΛ0

I8 @aΛ0
P BΛ0

8 , (4)

where Λ0 Ă Λ1 Ť Z
d while I8 P B8 denotes the constant function I8 ” 1. Denoting by

ιΛ : BΛ
8 Ñ BΓ

8 the associated C˚-inclusion maps we observe that

9BΓ
8 :“

ď

ΛŤZd

ιΛ 9BΛ
8 , (5)

is a dense ˚-subalgebra of BΓ
8. With a standard slight abuse of notation in what follows we will

identify BΛ
8 and ιΛBΛ

8, therefore, we will drop the inclusions maps ιΛ, ιΛ1

Λ2
.

As described in [21], BΓ
8 is a Poisson C˚-algebra with Poisson structure defined on 9BΓ

8. In
particular one observes that the maps ιΛ0

Λ1
: BΛ0

8 Ñ BΛ1

8 are Poisson, namely

ιΛ0

Λ1
taΛ0

, ãΛ0
u

B
Λ0
8

:“ tιΛ0

Λ1
aΛ0

, ιΛ0

Λ1
ãΛ0

u
B

Λ1
8
. (6)
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Out of Equation (6) the Poisson structure t , uBΓ
8

is defined by

t , uBΓ
8

: 9BΓ
8 ˆ 9BΓ

8 Ñ 9BΓ
8 , taΛ1

, aΛ2
uBΓ

8
:“ taΛ1

, aΛ2
u

B
Λ1YΛ2
8

. (7)

Notice that, in fact,

taΛ1
, aΛ2

u
B

Λ1YΛ2
8

“ taΛ1
, aΛ2

u
B

Λ1XΛ2
8

. (8)

On the quantum side, we will consider a spin lattice system over Γ, where each site x P Γ
is associated with a finite dimensional algebra of non-commutative observables. Specifically,
let j P Z`{2 and let Bj :“ M2j`1pCq: The latter will be considered the algebra of quantum

observables at each site x P Γ —as we will see in Section 2.2 j will play the role of a semiclassical

parameter. For any Λ Ť Γ we then set BΛ
j :“ Â

xPΛBj. Then the collection tBΛ
j uΛŤΓ form

a C˚-direct system, cf. [13, 50], with injective C˚-maps denoted by, with a slight abuse of
notation,

ιΛ0

Λ1
: BΛ0

j Ñ BΛ1

j , ιΛ0

Λ1
AΛ0

:“ AΛ0
b

â

xPΛ1zΛ0

Ij @AΛ0
P BΛ0

j , (9)

where Λ0 Ă Λ1 Ť Γ while Ij P Bj is the identity matrix.

The algebra BΓ
j of quantum observables in the thermodynamic limit is the C˚-direct limit of

the C˚-direct system tBΛ
j uΛŤΓ. With a slight abuse of notation we will denote by ιΛ : BΛ

j Ñ BΓ
j

the associated C˚-inclusion maps. In particular 9BΓ
j :“ Ť

ΛŤΓ ι
ΛBΛ

j is a dense ˚-algebra of BΓ
j ,

moreover, }ιΛaΛ}BΓ

j
“ }aΛ}BΛ

j
for all aΛ P BΛ

j . Similarly to the classical case we will identify

BΛ
j and ιΛBΛ

j and drop the inclusion maps ιΛ, ιΛ0

Λ1
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
2 [9, 11, 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, cf. Remark 2.2.

To begin with we consider the Lie group SUp2q and denote by tJiu3
i“1 the generators of

the corresponding Lie algebra sup2q with commutation relations rJ1, J2s “ iJ3 and extended

cyclically. Adopting the standard physicist’s notation we denote by Dpjq : SUp2q Ñ M2j`1pCq
the irreducible representation of SUp2q of spin j P Z`{2, cf. [27, §5.4]. We will denote by

|j,my P C
2j`1 m P r´j, js X Z , (10)
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the orthonormal basis of C
2j`1 made by the eigenvectors of DpjqpJ3q, the latter denoting the

infinitesimal generator of Dpjqpe´iJ q —we adopt the bra-ket notation, cf. [42]. In particular

DpjqpJ3q|j,my “ m|j,my xj,m|j,m1y “ δm,m1 .

The coherent state associated with σ P S
2 » SUp2q{Up1q is defined by

|j, σy :“ Dpjqpσq|j, jy :“ Dpjqpe´iφpσqJze´iθpσqJy q|j, jy , (11)

where pφpσq, θpσqq P p´π, πq ˆ p0, πq are the spherical coordinates associated with σ. By a
standard argument, cf. [43], the family of coherent states t|j, σyuσPS2 form an over-complete set
in C

2j`1 in the sense that
ż

S2

|j, σyxj, σ| dµjpσq “ I , (12)

where the integral in the left-hand side is computed in the weak sense while |j, σyxj, σ| denotes
the orthogonal projector along |j, σy —here µj denotes the standard measure on S

2 normalized
so that µjpS2q “ 2j ` 1.

At this stage the Berezin quantization map Qj : B8 Ñ Bj is defined by the weak integral

Qjpaq :“
ż

S2

apσq|j,myxj,m| dµj pσq . (13)

It is worth observing that Qjpaq ě 0 whenever a ě 0, moreover, }Qjpaq}Bj
ď }a}B8 . Further-

more, setting

ǎjpσq :“ xj, σ|Qjpaq|j, σy “
ż

S2

apσ1q|xj, σ|j, σ1y|2dµjpσ1q , a P CpS2q , (14)

one finds ǎj P CpS2q and ǎj Ñ a in the sup-norm. Within this setting the data

Bj :“
#
M2j`1pCq j P Z`{2

CpS2q j “ 8
, Qj : 9B8 Ñ Bj Qjpajq :“

#
Qjpajq j P Z`{2

a8 j “ 8 ,

identify a SDQ over a suitably defined bundle of C˚-algebras B˚ Ď
ś

jPZ`{2
Bj, cf. [37,

Thm. 8.1]. From a physical point of view, the semiclassical parameter is identified with hj :“
p2j ` 1q´1.

Example 2.1: For later purposes, we report in this example the fairly explicit computation
of the Berezin quantization of a generic spherical harmonic, cf. [43]. In more details, let

Yℓ,m P C8pS2q be the spherical harmonic with parameter ℓ P Z`, m P r´ℓ, ℓs X Z: Explicitly

we set

Yℓ,mpσq :“
d

pℓ´mq!
pℓ`mq!Pℓ,mrcos θpσqseimφpσq , (15)
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where Pℓ,m denotes the Legendre polynomial of order ℓ,m. Notice that this choice of nor-
malization is such that }Yℓ,m}L2pS2,µℓq “ 1, moreover, }Yℓ,m}B8 ď 1, cf. [51, Cor. 2.9]. The
set tYℓ,muℓ,m is a complete orthogonal system for L2pS2, µ0q made by orthogonal but not L2-
normalized vectors. With this convention we also have [42, §3.6.2]

Yℓ,mpσq “ xℓ,m|Dpjqpσq|ℓ, 0y “ D
pℓq
m,0pσq , (16)

where D
pjq
m,kpσq :“ xj,m|Dpjqpσq|j, ky denotes the Wigner D-matrix. By direct inspection we

find

xj,m1|QjpYℓ,mq|j,m2y “
ż

S2

Yℓ,mpσqxj,m1|j, σyxj, σ|j,m2y dµjpσq

“
ż

S2

D
pℓq
m,0pσqDpjq

m1,jpσqDpjq
m2,jpσqdµjpσq

“ cg
j,m1

ℓ,m;j,m2
cg

j,j
ℓ,0;j,j ,

where we used Schur orthogonality relations, cf. [34, §4.10], while cg
j,m
j1,m1;j2,m2

denotes the

Clebsch-Gordan coefficients, cf. [42, §3]. We recall in particular that cg
j,m
j1,m1;j2,m2

P R, moreover,
the coefficient vanishes unless m “ m1 ` m2 and |j1 ´ j2| ď j ď j1 ` j2. For later convenience
it is also worth recalling that, for all σ P S

2,

D
pj1q
m1,k1

pσqDpj2q
m2 ,k2

pσq “
j1`j2ÿ

j“|j1´j2|

cg
j,m1`m2

j1,m1;j2,m2
cg

j,k1`k2

j1,k1;j2,k2
D

pjq
m1`m2,k1`k2

pσq ,

which for the particular case of k1 “ k2 “ 0 and j P Z` reduces to

Yj1,m1
Yj2,m2

“
|j1`j2|ÿ

j“|j1´j2|

cg
j,0
j1,0;j2,0cg

j,m
j1,m1;j2,m2

Yj,m1`m2
. (17)

Overall we find

QjpYℓ,mq “ cg
j,j
ℓ,0;j,j

jÿ

m1“´j

cg
j,m`m1

ℓ,m;j,m1|j,m `m1yxj,m1| . (18)

In particular QjpYℓ,mq “ 0 for ℓ ą 2j.

˛

Remark 2.2: In Section 4, cf. Theorem 4.7, we will profit of the following well-known properties
of the Berezin quantization map Qj : CpS2q Ñ M2j`1pCq. The latter have interesting and crucial
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consequences that we could not find in the existing literature and which we describe in the present
remark. To begin with, let

xA|Byhs :“ 1

j ` 1
trpA˚Bq , (19)

be the normalized Hilbert-Schmidt scalar product between A,B P M2j`1pCq. The irreducible

representation Dpjq : SUp2q Ñ M2j`1pCq, induces a new unitary representation D̃pjq : SUp2q Ñ
BpM2j`1pCqq, where M2j`1pCq is regarded as an Hilbert space with scalar product x | yhs, defined
by

D̃pjqpRqpAq :“ AdDpjqpRqpAq “ DpjqpRqADpjqpRq˚ . (20)

By direct inspection D̃pjqpRq is unitary with respect to the Hilbert-Schmidt scalar product (19)
on M2j`1pCq, moreover R ÞÑ D̃pjqpRq is a unitary representation of SUp2q. Though Dpjq is
irreducible, D̃pjq is not irreducible and by Peter-Weyl Theorem, cf. [27, §5.2], it decomposes
into irredubile representations tDpℓquℓPZ`{2. Notably the Berezin quantization map Qj : CpS2q Ñ
M2j`1pCq of Equation (13) can be used to provide the explicit decomposition of D̃pjq in its
irreducible components. To this avail, let

SUp2q Q R ÞÑ R̂ P BpL2pS2, µ0qq pR̂aqpσq :“ apR´1σq , (21)

be the usual left-action unitary representation of SUp2q —with a slight abuse of notation we
dropped the isomorphism SUp2q{t˘Iu » SOp3q. When necessary will denote by Ĵk the in-
finitesimal generator of R̂ for R “ e´iJk . It is well known that the left-action representation
decomposes into the irreducible representations of SUp2q with integer spin by considering the L2-
decomposition of L2pS2, µ0q in spherical harmonics. Actually, restricting the action of R̂ to the
vector space spanned by tYℓ,mumPr´ℓ,ℓsXZ leads to a representation which is unitary equivalent

to Dpℓq.
At this stage we may observe that, by direct inspection,

QjpR̂aq “
ż

S2

apR´1σq|j, σyxj, σ| dµj pσq “
ż

S2

apσq|j,Rσyxj,Rσ| dµj pσq

“ DpjqpRq
ż

S2

apσq|j, σyxj, σ| dµj pσqDpjqpRq˚ “ D̃pjqpRqQjpaq , (22)

where a P CpS2q while we used the rotation invariance of µj and the fact that DpjqpRq|j, σy “
eiαpσ,Rq|j,Rσy for αpσ,Rq P R, cf. [43]. Thus, Qj intertwines between the left-action represen-
tation and D̃pjq. Moreover, it is well-known that

xQjpaq|Qjpa1qyhs “
ż

S2

ż

S2

apσqa1pσ1q|xj, σ|j, σ1y|2dµjpσqdµ0pσ1q

“ xa|ǎ1
jyL2pS2,µ0q “ xǎj|a1yL2pS2,µ0q , (23)
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where we used both Equations (13)-(14).
Equations (22)-(23) have crucial consequences in the decomposition of D̃pjq. In particular,

Equation (22) implies that R̂ǎj “ ­ra ˝R´1sj, i.e. the left-action representation and the check-
operator commute. At an infinitesimal level this implies

∆S2 ǎj “ ­r∆S2asj , (24)

where we observed that ∆S2 “ ř3
k“1 Ĵ

2
k . Together with Equation (23), Equation (24) implies

that

­rYℓ,ms
j

“ cj,ℓYℓ,m , (25)

where cj,ℓ is explicitly computed using Equation (18), cf. Example 2.1:

cj,ℓ “ xYℓ,m|­rYℓ,ms
j
yL2pS2,µℓq “ 2ℓ ` 1

2j ` 1
xQjpYℓ,mq|QjpYℓ,mqyhs

“ pcg
j,j
ℓ,0;j,jq2 2ℓ ` 1

2j ` 1

jÿ

m1“´j

pcg
j,m`m1

ℓ,m;j,m1q2 “ pcg
j,j
ℓ,0;j,jq2 ,

where in the last line we used the symmetry property of the Clebsch-Gordan coefficients, cf.
[34, §8]. Equations (23)-(25) imply that

tQjpYℓ,mq | ℓ P t0, . . . , 2ju , m P r´ℓ, ℓs X Zu ,

form a complete orthogonal system in M2j`1pCq with respect to the Hilbert-Schmidt scalar
product (19). (As an aside, we observe that this fact provides a quick proof of that Qj : 9B8 Ñ Bj

is surjective: Indeed, for any Aj P Bj we may consider aj :“
ř2j

ℓ“0

řℓ
m“´ℓAℓ,mYℓ,m P 9B8 where

Aℓ,m :“ }QjpYℓ,mq}´2
hs xQjpYℓ,mq|Ajyhs so that Aj “ Qjpajq.) Moreover, Equation (22) ensures

that Qj intertwines between the left-action representation R ÞÑ R̂ and D̃pjq. Since R ÞÑ R̂

is unitary equivalent to Dpℓq when restricted to the vector space spanned by tYℓ,mumPr´ℓ,ℓsXZ,

it follows that D̃pjq is unitary equivalent to Dpℓq when restricted to the vector space spanned
by tQjpYℓ,mqumPr´ℓ,ℓsXZ. Thus, D̃pjq is not irreducible and decomposes into direct sum of the
irreducibile representations of SUp2q with total spin ℓ P t0, . . . , 2ju, each of which taken with
multiplicity one.

˛

2.3 Berezin SDQ on Γ

The goal of this section is to prove that the Berezin SDQ Qj : 9B8 Ñ Bj, cf. Equation (13), lifts
to a SDQ QΓ

j : 9BΓ
8 Ñ 9BΓ

j 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 Qj : 9B8 Ñ Bj has been lifted to a SDQ

QΛ
j : 9BΛ

8 Ñ BΛ
j for any finite region Λ Ť Γ. In a nutshell, this boils down to define QΛ

j by linear

extension of the tensor product map
Â

xPΛQj and checking that the data BΓ
8, B

Λ
˚ , tQjujPZ`{2

fulfil the requirement of a SDQ —here BΛ
˚ :“ Â

xPΛB˚. A non-trivial task in this setting is

to prove that BΛ
˚ is again a bundle of C˚-algebras over

ś
jPZ`{2

BΛ
j : This is addressed in full

generality in [41] by using the results of [33].
To extend the results of [9, 41] to the case of an infinitely extended system over Γ we need

to identify a suitable continuous bundle of C˚-algebras BΓ
˚ Ă ś

jPZ`{2
BΓ

j , where BΓ
j are the

quasi-local algebras introduced in Section 2.1. Eventually we will define suitable quantization
maps QΓ

j : 9BΓ
8 Ñ BΓ

j abiding by the requirements 3a-3c-3b of a SDQ.

Remark 2.3: Let tAju
jPZ`{2

be a collection of C˚-algebras. For later convenience we recall the

following sufficient condition which identifies a continuous bundle of C˚-algebras A Ă ś
jPZ`{2

Aj

by defining a dense set of (a posteriori) elements of A —cf. [36, Prop. 1.2.3], [37, Prop. C.124].
In more details, let 9A Ď ś

jPZ`{2
Aj be such that:

1. For all j P Z`{2 the set taj | pajq
jPZ`{2

P 9Au is dense in Aj ;

2. 9A is a ˚-algebra;

3. For all pajq
jPZ`{2

P 9A, we have p}aj}Aj
q
jPZ`{2

P CpZ`{2q.

Then

A :“
"
a P

ź

jPZ`{2

Aj | @ε ą 0 Djε P Z`{2 , Da1 P 9A : }aj ´ a
1
j}Aj

ă ε @j ě jε

*
, (26)

is the smallest continuous bundle of C˚-algebras over Z`{2 which contains 9A.

˛

The following proposition identifies a continuous bundle of C˚-algebras BΓ
˚ with fibers

tBΓ
j u

jPZ`{2
.

Proposition 2.4: Let 9BΓ
˚ Ă

ś
jPZ`{2

BΓ
j be defined by

9BΓ
˚ :“ Algp 9V q ,

9V :“
!

pajq
jPZ`{2

P
ź

jPZ`{2

BΓ
j | DΛ Ť Γ , aΛ P 9BΛ

8 : aj “
#
QΛ

j paΛq j P Z`{2

aΛ j “ 8

)
, (27)

where Algp 9V q denotes the algebra generated by the vector space 9V .
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Then 9A fulfils conditions 1-2-3 of Remark 2.3, thus, it identifies a continuous bundle of
C˚-algebras BΓ

˚ over Z`{2 defined by

BΓ
˚ :“ tpajq

jPZ`{2
| @ε ą 0 , Djε P Z`{2 , Da1 P 9BΓ

˚ : }aj ´ a
1
j}BΓ

j
ă ε @j ě jεu . (28)

˛

Proof. It suffices to prove that 9BΓ
˚ fulfils conditions 1-2-3.

1 Let j P Z`{2 and consider taj | pajq
jPZ`{2

P 9BΓ
˚ u Ă BΓ

j —a similar argument applies for j “ 8.

Since Qj : 9B8 Ñ Bj is surjective, cf. Remark 2.2, the same holds for QΛ
j : 9BΛ

8 Ñ BΛ
j for

all Λ Ť Γ. This implies that any AΛ P BΛ
j Ă 9BΓ

j can be written as QΛ
j paj,Λq for some

aj,Λ P 9BΛ
8. Thus, Aj P taj | paj1 q

j1PZ`{2
P 9BΓ

˚ u because Aj “ aj for paj1q
j1PZ`{2

defined by

aj1 :“ QΛ
j1paj,Λq for all j1 P Z`{2. Condition 1 follows from the density of 9BΓ

j in BΓ
j .

2 Condition 2 holds because 9BΓ
˚ “ Algp 9V q, moreover, 9V is closed under ˚-conjugation. Notice

that 9V is not an algebra because QΛ
j paΛãΛq ‰ QΛ

j paΛqQΛ
j pãΛq, although this is true in the

limit j Ñ 8.

3 For any pajq
jPZ`{2

P 9V we have

}aj}BΓ

j
“ }QΛ

j paΛq}BΛ

j
ÝÑ
jÑ8

}aΛ}BΛ
8

“ }a8}BΓ
8
,

where we used that pQΛ
j paΛqq

jPZ`{2
P BΛ

˚ , therefore, Z`{2 Q j ÞÑ }QΛ
j paΛq}BΛ

j
is con-

tinuous. Condition 3 follows from the latter observation together with the fact that
}QΛ

j paΛqQΛ
j pa1

Λq ´QΛ
j paΛa

1
Λq}BΛ

j
ÝÑ
jÑ8

0 and 9BΓ
˚ “ Algp 9V q,

We now move to the definition of a SDQ associated with BΓ
8 and BΓ

˚ . For later convenience
we observe that, by direct inspection,

QΛ
j ˝ ιΛ0

Λ “ ιΛ0

Λ ˝QΛ0

j @Λ0 Ă Λ Ť Γ . (29)

Theorem 2.5: For j P Z`{2 let QΓ
j : 9BΓ

8 Ñ 9BΓ
j be the map defined by

QΓ
j paΛq :“

#
QΛ

j paΛq j P Z`{2

aΛ j “ 8
(30)

where Λ Ť Γ, aΛ P 9BΛ
8 Ă 9BΓ

8.
Then the data BΓ

8, BΓ
˚ and tQΓ

j u
jPZ`{2

define a SDQ.

˛
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Proof. We will prove properties 3a-3b-3c.

3a By direct inspection QΓ
j paΛq˚ “ QΓ

j pa˚
Λq for all aΛ P BΛ

8 Ă 9BΓ
8, moreover, pQΓ

j paΛqq
jPZ`{2

P
9BΓ

˚ —cf. Equation (27)— thus, it defines a continuous section of BΓ
˚ .

3b For all aΛ, ãΛ P 9BΛ
8 we have

QΓ
j

`
taΛ, ãΛuBΓ

8

˘
“ QΓ

j

`
taΛ, ãΛuBΛ

8

˘
“ QΛ

j

`
taΛ, ãΛuBΛ

8

˘
,

therefore,

››QΓ
j

`
taΛ, ãΛuBΓ

8

˘
´ ih´1

j

“
QΓ

j paΛq, QΓ
j pãΛq

‰››
BΓ

j

“
››QΛ

j

`
taΛ, ãΛuBΛ

8

˘
´ ih´1

j rQΛ
j paΛq, QΛ

j ãΛs
››

BΛ

j

ÝÑ
jÑ8

0 ,

where in the last line we used property 3b for the quantization map QΛ
j : 9BΛ

8 Ñ BΛ
j .

3c For j “ 8 property 3c follows from the density of 9BΓ
8 in BΓ

8. For j P Z`{2 it suffices to
observe that

QΓ
j p 9BΓ

8q “
ď

ΛŤΓ

QΓ
j p 9BΛ

8q “
ď

ΛŤΓ

QΛ
j p 9BΛ

8q “
ď

ΛŤΓ

BΛ
j “ 9BΓ

j ,

where we used that QΛ
j : 9BΛ

8 Ñ BΛ
j is surjective together with the definitions of 9BΓ

8 and
9BΓ
j . Since 9BΓ

j is dense in BΓ
j , the claim follows.

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 BΓ

j , j P Z`{2, of classical and quantum observables for the spin lattice systems over

Γ introduced in Section 2.1. Thermal equilibrium is described by states ωβ,Γ
j P SpBΓ

j q fulfilling
the KMS condition, cf. Equations (1)-(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, cf. [30]. Our main goal is to prove
that this derivation can be proved rigorously within the framework of the SDQ introduced in
Section 2.

In particular, using the quantization maps QΓ
j : 9BΓ

8 Ñ 9BΓ
j it is possible to analyse the semi-

classical behaviour of sequences of quantum states pωjqjPZ`{2, ωj P SpBΓ
j q, by studying the

14



weak*-limit points of the sequence pωj ˝ QΓ
j qjPZ`{2 of classical states on SpBΓ

8q —it is worth

noticing that QΓ
j preserves positivity because so does Qj, cf. Equation (13). At this stage the

natural question is whether a sequence of quantum KMS states pωjqjPZ`{2 leads to weak*-limit

points pωj ˝QΓ
j qjPZ`{2 which fulfil the classical KMS condition. This is in fact what happens as

we will prove in Theorem 3.5.
In Section 3.1 we will recall the notion of classical and quantum KMS condition within the

framework introduced in Section 2.1, cf. [13, 20]. In passing, we will prove a characterization of
the classical KMS condition, cf. 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, cf. [13, Thm. 5.3.15]. Section 3.2 is devoted to the proof of Theorem 3.5. The
latter is based on Lemma 3.2 together with a result on the semiclassical limit of the quantum
derivation associated with the quantum KMS condition, cf. Lemma 3.4.

3.1 Classical and quantum KMS condition on B
Γ
8 and B

Γ
j

In this section we briefly recall the notion of classical and quantum KMS conditions, cf. Equa-
tions (1)-(2), for the quasi-local algebras BΓ

j , BΓ
8. 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 (1) relies on the choice of a strongly one-parameter group
on the C˚-algebra of interest: For the particular case of BΛ

j and BΓ
j suitable one-parameter

groups of automorphisms τΛ, τΓ are identified by considering a family Φj “ tΦj,ΛuΛŤΓ of

self-adjoint elements Φj,Λ P BΛ
j Ă BΓ

j . We will refer to Φj,Λ as the potential associated with

Λ Ť Γ: For fixed Λ Ť Γ the quantum Hamiltonian Hj,Λ P BΛ
j associated to Φj is defined by

Hj,Λ :“ ř
XŤΛ Φj,X . The latter induces a strongly one-parameter group t ÞÑ τΛ

t on BΛ
j whose

generator δΛ
j is given by δΛ

j :“ irHj,Λ, s. Within this setting it can be shown that there exists

a unique pβ, δΛ
j q-KMS quantum state ω

β,Λ
j on BΛ

j called quantum Gibbs state and defined

by

ω
β,Λ
j pAΛq :“ Tr

`
e´βHj,ΛAΛ

˘

Trpe´βHj,Λ q @AΛ P BΛ
j . (31)

Uniqueness of pβ, δΛ
j q-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 BΓ
j is described by a suitable limit procedure Λ Ò Γ. For that,

further mild assumptions on Φj are required: In particular, we will assume that

Dλ ą 0: }Φ}λ :“
ÿ

mě0

eλm sup
xPΓ

ÿ

XQx
|X|“m`1

}Φj,X}BX
j

ă 8 . (32)

Within assumption (32) it can be shown that δΛ
j converges strongly on 9BΓ

j as Λ Ò Γ to a C˚-

derivation δΓ
j : 9BΓ

j Ñ BΓ
j which generates a strongly continuous one-parameter group t ÞÑ τΓ

t

on BΓ
j , cf. [13, Thm. 6.2.4]. In particular, δΓ

j is explicitly given by

δΓ
j pAΛq “ i

ÿ

XŤΓ

rΦX , AΛs “ i
ÿ

XŤΓ
XXΛ‰∅

rΦX , AΛs @AΛ P BΛ
j Ă 9BΓ

j .

For later convenience it is worth to recall that for all AΛ P BΓ
j , Λ Ť Γ, we may compute

τΓ
t pAq “

ÿ

ně0

tn

n!
pδΓ

j qnpAΛq , (33)

where the series converges in BΓ
j for |t| ď λ{2}Φj}λ, cf. [13, Thm. 6.2.4].

Thus, assumption (32) ensures the existence of a time evolution on BΓ
j and thermal equi-

librium is then described by pβ, δΓ
j q-KMS quantum states on BΓ

j . Notably, the pβ, δΓ
j q-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 BΛ
8 and BΓ

8, we will again
consider a family ϕ “ tϕΛuΛŤΓ of self-adjoint potentials ϕΛ P 9BΛ

8, cf. [21]. For the classical

lattice system in a finite region Λ Ť Γ this suffices to identify a ˚-derivation δΛ
8 : 9BΛ

8 Ñ 9BΛ
8

defined by δΛ
8 :“ t , hΛu, where hΛ :“ ř

XĂΛ ϕX is called classical Hamiltonian. Similarly

to the quantum case, the pβ, δΛ
8q-KMS condition select a unique state ωβ,Λ

8 P SpBΛ
8q called

classical Gibbs state and defined by

ωβ,Λ
8 paΛq :“

ş
S2

Λ

aΛe
´βhΛdµΛ

0ş
S2

Λ

e´βhΛdµΛ
0

@aΛ P BΛ
8 . (34)

The description of thermal equilibrium for BΓ
8, i.e. for a classical lattice system on the infinite

region Γ, requires further assumptions on ϕ. A sufficiently mild condition is provided by

sup
xPΓ

ÿ

XŤΓ
XQx

}ϕX}C1pS2

X
q ă 8 , (35)
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where } }C1pS2

Λ
q denote the C1-norm on C1ppS2q|Λ|q.

For a family ϕ “ tϕΛuΛŤΓ of potentials fulfilling condition (35) we may introduce a derivation

δΓ
8 : 9BΓ

8 Ñ BΓ
8 defined by

δΓ
8paΛq :“

ÿ

XŤΓ

taΛ, ϕXuBΓ
8

“
ÿ

XŤΓ
XXΛ‰∅

taΛ, ϕXuBΛ
8

@aΛ P BΛ
8 Ă 9BΛ

8 . (36)

Notice that, on account of Equation (8), the sum over X Ť Γ is restricted to X X Λ ‰ ∅: This
implies well-definiteness of δΓ

8 because of condition (35). Similarly to the quantum case, δΓ
8

can be approximated by δΛ
8, that is, δΓ

8paΛq “ limXÒΓ δ
X
8paΛq for all aΛ P BΛ

8 Ă 9BΓ
8. Thermal

equilibrium on BΓ
8 is described by considering pβ, δΓ

8q-KMS classical states. Once again, the
pβ, δΓ

8q-KMS classical condition does not identify a unique state on BΓ
8 in general, leading to

the notion of classical phase transition.

Remark 3.1:

(i) We stress that conditions (32)-(35) —see also (37)— are minimal requirements for the
discussion of this section. In the forthcoming Section 4 we will to specialize further our as-
sumptions, cf. Theorems 4.1-4.7. In applications these conditions are usually met because
the family of potentials Φj , ϕ turn out to be of finite range, namely there exists m P Z`

and d ą 0 such that ϕX “ 0 (resp. Φj,X “ 0) if |X| ą m or diampXq ą d.

(ii) Remarkably, any weak*-limit point of the sequence pωβ,Λ
j qΛŤΓ of pβ, δΛ

j q-KMS quantum

states leads to a pβ, δΓ
j q-KMS quantum state, cf. [13, 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 pωβ,Λ

8 qΛŤΓ of pβ, δΛ
8q-KMS classical

states, ensuring the existence of pβ, δΓ
8q-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 ϕ “ tϕΛuΛŤΓ abiding by the condition

Dλ ą 0:
ÿ

mě0

eλm sup
xPΓ

ÿ

XQx
|X|“m`1

}ϕX}C1pS2

X
q ă 8 . (37)

The latter implies condition (35), furthermore, it ensures that the family Φj :“ tQΓ
j pϕΛquΛŤΓ

of quantum potentials fulfils (32). Thus, we may consider both pβ, δΓ
8q-KMS classical states as

well as pβ, δΓ
j q-KMS quantum states for such families of classical and quantum potentials.

We now consider a sequence pωβ,Γ
j qjPZ`{2 where for each j P Z`{2 the state ωβ,Γ

j P SpBΓ
j q is

a pβ, δΓ
j q-KMS quantum state. Since QΓ

j : 9BΓ
8 Ñ BΓ

j preserves positive elements, we find that

ω
β,Γ
j ˝ QΓ

j P SpBΓ
8q is well-defined —here we implicitly extended ω

β,Γ
j ˝ QΓ

j : 9BΓ
8 Ñ C using the
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continuity of ωβ,Γ
j and the density of QΓ

j p 9BΓ
8q, cf. item 3c. By weak*-compactness of SpBΓ

8q the

sequence pωβ,Γ
j ˝ QΓ

j qjPZ`{2 has weak*-limit points: A natural question is whether these satisfy

the pβ, δΓ
8q-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 pωβ,Λ
j ˝ QΛ

j qjPZ`{2 has a limit for j Ñ 8,
moreover, it holds

lim
jÑ8

ω
β,Λ
j ˝QΛ

j “ ωβ,Λ
8 . (38)

In other words the semiclassical limit of the sequence of quantum Gibbs state (31) is the classical
Gibbs state (31). Theorem 3.5 generalizes this result to lattice systems on the infinite region Γ.

3.2 Semi-classical limit of quantum KMS condition

The goal of this section is to prove Theorem 3.5, 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
pβ, δΓ

8q-KMS classical condition, cf. Lemma 3.2: The latter is inspired by an analogous charac-
terization of pβ, δΓ

j q-KMS quantum states, cf. Remark 3.3. The second piece of information is a

control of the semiclassical limit of the derivation δΓ
j . Specifically, for any finite region Λ Ť Γ,

the DGR condition (3) implies that h´1
j δΛ

j ˝QΛ
j ´QΛ

j ˝ δΛ
j ÝÑ

jÑ8
0 strongly on 9BΛ

8. This is a key

property which notably holds also for the lattice system on the entire Γ, cf. Lemma 3.4.

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

Lemma 3.2: Let A be a commutative Poisson C˚-algebra, let δ : 9A Ñ A be a ˚-derivation and
consider β P r0,8q. A state ω P SpAq is a pβ, δq-KMS classical state if and only if

´iβωpa˚δpaqq ě ´iωpta, a˚uq , (39)

for all a P 9A.

˛

We will call inequality (39) the classical auto-correlation lower bound, cf. Remark 3.3.

Proof of Lemma 3.2. If ω P SpAq is a pβ, δq-KMS classical state then it also fulfils the classical
auto-correlation lower bound (39): Indeed, by direct inspection

´iωpta, a˚uq “ ´iβωpa˚δpaqq .
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Conversely, let ω P SpAq be such that (39) is fulfilled: We will prove that ω fulfils the pβ, δq-KMS
classical condition (2).

To begin with we observe that the classical auto-correlation lower bound implies in particular
that ´iωpa˚δpaqq ě 0 for all a “ a˚ P 9A: In particular ´iωpa˚δpaqq P R for all a “ a˚ P 9A. This
implies that ωpδpaqq “ 0 for all a P 9A: 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˚ P 9A we find

ωpδpa2qq “ ωpa˚δpaqq ` ωpa˚δpaqq “ 0 .

Thus ωpδpaqq “ 0 on all positive elements a P 9A: Since finite linear combinations of the latter
elements generate 9A we conclude that ω ˝ δ “ 0.

Thus, ωpδpaqq “ 0 for all a P 9A. Evaluating condition (39) for a˚ P 9A we find

´iβωpaδpa˚qq ě ´iωpta˚, auq “ iωpta, a˚uq ě iβωpa˚δpaqq “ ´iβωpaδpa˚qq .
where we used that ωpδpaa˚qq “ 0 together with the fact that A is commutative. Thus, all
inequalities must be equalities and we find

ωpta, a˚uq “ βωpa˚δpaqq . (40)

Let now a, b P 9A: Evaluation of (40) for a ` b leads to

✘
✘
✘
✘
✘

ωpta, a˚uq ` ωptb, a˚uq ` ωpta, b˚uq `
✘
✘
✘
✘
✘

ωptb, b˚uq
“ ωpta ` b, a˚ ` b

˚uq “ βωppa ` bq˚δpa ` bqq
“

✭
✭
✭
✭
✭✭

βωppa˚δpaqq ` βωpb˚δpaqq ` βωpa˚δpbqq `
✘
✘
✘
✘
✘✘

βωpb˚δpbqq .
Equating the terms linear in a we find the pβ, δq-KMS classical condition.

Remark 3.3: The classical auto-correlation lower bound (39) is a classical analogue of the
quantum auto-correlation lower bound, cf. [13, Thm. 5.3.15]. To state the latter let A be
a non-commutative C˚-algebra and let τ be a strongly continuous one-parameter group of ˚-
automorphisms on A with infinitesimal generator δ. Then ω P SpAq is a pβ, δq-KMS quantum
state if and only if

´iβω
`
a

˚δpaq
˘

ě ωpa˚
aq log

ˆ
ωpaa˚q
ωpa˚aq

˙
, (41)

for all a in the domain of δ. In the latter inequality the function u, v ÞÑ u logpu{vq is defined by

u logpu{vq :“

$
’&
’%

u logpu{vq uv ą 0

0 u “ 0 , v ą 0

`8 u ą 0 , v “ 0

Notice that the quantum auto-correlation lower bound (41) trivialises to δ-invariance —i.e.
ω ˝ δ “ 0— if A is commutative. As we will see, cf. the proof of Theorem 3.5, the quantum
auto-correlation lower bound (41) 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 δΓ
j . To this avail we observe that

the DGR condition (3) implies

lim
jÑ8

›››h´1
j δΛ

j pQΛ
j paΛqq ´QΛ

j pδΛ
8paΛqq

›››
BΛ

j

“ 0 @aΛ P 9BΛ
8 . (42)

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

Lemma 3.4: For all aΛ P 9BΛ
8 Ă 9BΓ

8 it holds

lim
jÑ8

›››h´1
j δΓ

j pQΓ
j paΛqq ´QΓ

j pδΓ
8paΛqq

›››
BΓ

j

“ 0 . (43)

˛

Proof. Let aΛ P 9BΛ
8. According to Definition (30) we have

δΓ
j

`
QΓ

j paΛq
˘

“ δΓ
j

`
QΛ

j paΛq
˘

“ 1

i

ÿ

XXΛ‰∅

“
QΛ

j paΛq, QX
j pϕXq

‰
.

Similarly, the continuity of QΓ
j : 9BΓ

8 Ñ 9BΓ
j implies

QΓ
j rδΓ

8paΛqs “ QΓ
j

´ ÿ

XXΛ‰∅

taΛ, ϕX uBΛ
8

¯
“

ÿ

XXΛ‰∅

QΛYX
j

`
taΛ, ϕX uBΛ

8

˘
.

Overall we have
›››h´1

j δΓ
j

`
QΓ

j paΛq
˘

´QΓ
j

`
δΓ

8paΛq
˘›››

BΓ

j

ď
ÿ

XXΛ‰∅

››› 1

ihj
rQΛ

j paΛq, QX
j pϕX qs ´QΛYX

j

`
taΛ, ϕX uBΛ

8

˘›››
BΛYX

j

.

For each j P Z`{2 the series

ÿ

XXΛ‰∅

››› 1

ihj
rQΛ

j paΛq, QX
j pϕXqs ´QΛYX

j

`
taΛ, ϕXuBΛ

8

˘›››
BΛYX

j

,

converges on account of condition (37). We will now prove that it vanishes in the limit j Ñ 8.
Notice that each term of the series vanishes as j Ñ 8 on account of the DGR condition (3). We
will now prove that each term can be bounded as

››› 1

ihj
rQΛ

j paΛq, QX
j pϕXqs ´QΛYX

j

`
taΛ, ϕXuBΛ

8

˘›››
BΛYX

j

ď cΛ}ϕX}C1pS2

X
q ,

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

C0pS2
Λc , C1pS2

Λqq “ C1pS2
Λq bε B

Λc

8 , }f}C1pS2

Λ
qbεBΛc

8
:“ sup

σΛc PS2

Λc

}fpσΛcq}C1pS2

Λ
q .

where bε denotes the injective tensor product of Banach spaces, cf. [47, §3.2]. Let Tj : 9BΓ
8 Ñ 9BΓ

j

be the linear operator defined by

TjpbXq :“ 1

ihj
rQΛ

j paΛq, QX
j pbXqs ´QΛYX

j

`
taΛ, bXuBΛ

8

˘
,

for all bX P 9BX
8 Ă 9BΓ

8, X Ť Γ. By direct inspection we find

}TjpbXq}BΓ

j
ď cΛ}bX}C1pS2

Λ
qbεBΛc

8
,

which implies that Tj has a unique extension Tj : C1pS2
Λq bε B

Λc

8 Ñ BΓ
j . Notice that, the DGR

condition (3) entails }TjpbXq}BΓ

j
ÝÑ
jÑ8

0 for all bX P 9BX
8 , X Ť Γ. Moreover,

}TjpbXq}BΓ

j
ď }Tj}C1pS2

Λ
qbεBΛc

8 ÑBΓ

j
}bX}C1pS2

Λ
qbεBΛc

8
ď }Tj}C1pS2

Λ
qbεBΛc

8 ÑBΓ

j
}bX}C1pS2

X
q ,

where }Tj}C1pS2

Λ
qbεBΛc

8 ÑBΓ

j
denotes the operator norm of Tj. Thus, if we were able to prove that

supj }Tj}C1pS2

Λ
qbεBΛc

8 ÑBΓ

j
ă 8 then condition (37) would entail that

ÿ

XXΛ‰∅

››› 1

ihj
rQΛ

j paΛq, QX
j pϕX qs ´QΛYX

j

`
taΛ, ϕXuBΛ

8

˘›››
BΛYX

j

“
ÿ

XXΛ‰∅

}TjpϕXq}BΛ

j
,

converges, moreover, it vanishes as j Ñ 8 by dominated convergence, concluding the proof.
Thus, we prove that supj }Tj}C1pS2

Λ
qbεBΛc

8 ÑBΓ

j
ă 8. For that let us consider the linear map

TΛ
j : C1pS2

Λq Ñ BΛ
j TΛ

j pbΛq :“ 1

ihj
rQΛ

j paΛq, QΛ
j pbΛqs ´QΛ

j

`
taΛ, bΛuBΛ

8

˘
.

We then “lift” TΛ
j to

T̂Λ
j : C1pS2

Λq Ñ
ź

pPZ`{2

BΛ
p , rT̂Λ

j pbΛqsp :“
#
TΛ

j pbΛq p “ j

0 p ‰ j
,

where
ś

pPZ`{2 B
Λ
p denotes the full C˚-direct product, cf. [10]. By direct inspection T̂Λ

j is linear
and bounded, moreover, the DGR condition (3) implies that

sup
jPZ`{2

››T̂Λ
j pbΛq

››ś
pPZ`{2

BΛ
p

“ sup
jPZ`{2

sup
pPZ`{2

}rT̂Λ
j pbΛqsp}BΛ

p
“ sup

jPZ`{2

}TΛ
j pbΛq}BΛ

j
ă 8 ,
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for all bΛ P C1pS2
Λq. By Banach-Steinhaus Theorem it follows that

sup
jPZ`{2

››T̂Λ
j

››
C1pS2

Λ
qÑ

ś
pPZ`{2

BΛ
p

ă 8 .

We then consider the inductive tensor product of T̂Λ
j : C1pS2

Λq Ñ
ś

pPZ`{2B
Λ
p with QΛc

j : BΛc

8 Ñ
BΛc

j , cf. [47, Prop. 3.2]. The latter is the unique bounded linear map

T̂Λ
j bε Q

Λc

j : C1pS2
Λq bε B

Λc

8 Ñ
ź

pPZ`{2

BΛ
p bBΛc

j ,

which extends the algebraic tensor product T̂Λ
j bQΛc

j , that is,

pT̂Λ
j bε Q

Λc

j qpbΛ b bΛcq “ T̂Λ
j pbΛq bQΛc

j pbΛcq ,

for all bΛ P C1pS2
Λq and bΛc P BΛc

8 . Notice that
ś

pPZ`{2B
Λ
p bBΛc

j is a C˚-algebra once completed

with its unique C˚-cross norm. The uniqueness of such norm is due to the fact that BΛc

j is the
C˚-inductive limit of finite dimensional, hence nuclear, C˚-algebras, therefore, it is nuclear as
well, cf. [10, §II.9.4.5]. We recall that

}T̂Λ
j bε Q

Λc

j }C1pS2

Λ
qbεBΛc

8 Ñ
ś

pPZ`{2
BΛ

p bBΛc

j
“ }T̂Λ

j }C1pS2

Λ
qÑ

ś
pPZ`{2

BΛ
p

}QΛc

j }BΛc
8 ÑBΛc

j

“ }T̂Λ
j }C1pS2

Λ
qÑ

ś
pPZ`{2

BΛ
p
,

therefore, supj }T̂Λ
j bε Q

Λc

j }C1pS2

Λ
qbεBΛc

8 Ñ
ś

pPZ`{2
BΛ

p bBΛc

j
ă 8. Finally, let

T̂j : C1pS2
Λq bε B

Λc

8 Ñ
ź

pPZ`{2

BΛ
p bBΛc

j rT̂jpfqsp :“
#
Tjpfq p “ j

0 p ‰ j
.

Then T̂j is linear and continuous, moreover, by direct inspection

T̂jpbΛ b bΛcq “ T̂Λ
j pbΛq bQΛc

j pbΛcq .

It follows that T̂j “ T̂Λ
j bε Q

Λc

j and therefore

}Tj}C1pS2

Λ
qbεBΛc

8 ÑBΓ

j
“ }T̂j}C1pS2

Λ
qbεBΛc

8 Ñ
ś

pPZ`{2
BΛ

p bBΛc

j

“ }T̂Λ
j bε Q

Λc

j }C1pS2

Λ
qbεBΛc

8 Ñ
ś

pPZ`{2
BΛ

p bBΛc

j

“ }T̂Λ
j }C1pS2

Λ
qÑ

ś
pPZ`{2

BΛ
p
,

showing that supj }Tj}C1pS2

Λ
qbεBΛc

8
ă 8.
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We are in position to prove Theorem 3.5, which guarantees that, for any sequence pωβ,Γ
j qjPZ`{2

of pβ, δΓ
j q-KMS quantum states on BΓ

j , any weak*-limit point of the sequence pωβ,Γ
j ˝QΓ

j qjPZ`{2 Ă
SpBΓ

8q is a pβ, δΓ
8q-KMS classical states. At its core, the proof is based on the observation

that the quantum pβ, δΓ
j q-KMS condition coincides with the quantum pβ{h, hδjq-KMS condition,

h “ 2j ` 1, together with the application of Lemma 3.4 and of the classical auto-correlation
lower bound (39).

Theorem 3.5: For all j P Z`{2 let ωβ,Γ
j P SpBΓ

j q be a pβ, δΓ
j q-KMS quantum state on BΓ

j . Then,

any weak*-limit point ωβ,Γ
8 P SpBΓ

8q of the sequence pωβ,Γ
j ˝QΓ

j qjPZ`{2 is a pβ, δΓ
8q-KMS classical

state.

˛

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

ωβ,Γ
8 paΛq “ lim

jÑ8
ω

β,Γ
j pQΛ

j paΛqq @aΛ P BΛ
8 Ă BΓ

8 .

We will prove that ωβ,Γ
8 fulfils the classical pβ, δΓ

8q-KMS conditions by proving condition (39),
cf. Lemma 3.2. To this avail let aΛ P 9BΛ

8 and consider

´iβωβ,Γ
8

`
a˚

Λδ
Γ
8paΛq

˘
“ lim

jÑ8
p´iβqωβ,Γ

j

`
QΓ

j pa˚
Λδ

Γ
8paΛqq

˘

“ lim
jÑ8

p´iβqωβ,Γ
j

`
QΛ

j pa˚
ΛqQΓ

j pδΓ
8paΛqq

˘

“ lim
jÑ8

´iβh´1
j ω

β,Γ
j

`
QΛ

j pa˚
ΛqδΓ

j pQΛ
j paΛqq

˘
Lem. 3.4 .

At this stage we may apply the quantum auto-correlation lower bound (41) for ωβ,Γ
j , cf. Remark

3.3:

´iβωβ,Γ
j

`
QΛ

j pa˚
ΛqδΓ

j pQΛ
j paΛqq

˘
ě ω

β,Γ
j

`
QΛ

j pa˚
ΛqQΛ

j paΛq
˘

log

ˆ
ω

β,Γ
j

`
QΛ

j pa˚
ΛqQΛ

j paΛq
˘

ω
β,Γ
j

`
QΛ

j paΛqQΛ
j pa˚

Λq
˘

˙
.

Thus, the DGR condition (3) leads to

´ iβωβ,Γ
8

`
a˚

Λδ8paΛq
˘

ě ´ lim
jÑ8

ω
β,Γ
j

`
QΛ

j pa˚
ΛqQΛ

j paΛq
˘
h´1

j log

ˆ
1 `

ω
β,Γ
j

`
rQΛ

j paΛq, QΛ
j pa˚

Λqs
˘

ω
β,Γ
j

`
QΛ

j pa˚
ΛqQΛ

j paΛq
˘

˙

“ ´ lim
jÑ8

ω
β,Γ
j

`
QΛ

j pa˚
ΛqQΛ

j paΛq
˘
h´1

j log

ˆ
1 ` i

2j ` 1

ω
β,Γ
j

`
QΛ

j ptaΛ, a
˚
ΛuBΛ

8
q
˘

ω
β,Γ
j

`
QΛ

j pa˚
ΛqQΛ

j paΛq
˘

˙

“ ´i lim
jÑ8

ω
β,Γ
j

`
QΛ

j ptaΛ, a
˚
ΛuBΛ

8
q
˘

“ ´iωβ,Γ
8

´
taΛ, a

˚
ΛuBΓ

8

¯
.
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Remark 3.6: Proposition 3.5 has the following important consequence. Let β P r0,8q be such
that there exists a unique pβ, δΓ

8q-KMS classical state on BΓ
8, i.e., there are no classical phase

transitions at β. In particular, there exists a unique limit point ωβ,Γ
8 P SpBΓ

j q of pωβ,Λ
8 qΛŤΓ, cf.

Remark 3.1. Let pωβ,Γ
j qjPZ`{2 be any sequence such that ωβ,Γ

j P SpBΓ
j q is a pβ, δΓ

j q-KMS quantum

state on SpBΓ
j q for all j P Z`{2. Then, any limit point of the sequence pωβ,Γ

j ˝ QΓ
j qjPZ`{2 is a

pβ, δΓ
8q-KMS classical state by Proposition 3.5. However, by assumption there is only one of such

states, thus, the whole sequence pωβ,Γ
j ˝QΓ

j qjPZ`{2 converges to the unique classical pβ, δΓ
8q-KMS

classical states ωβ,Γ
8 . In other words the absence of classical phase transitions implies that any

sequence of pβ, δΓ
j q-KMS quantum states has a semiclassical limit.

In the particular case where there is a unique pβ, δΓ
j q-KMS quantum state ωβ,Γ

j on BΓ
j —i.e.,

there are no quantum phase transitions for all j P Z`{2 at β— the previous observation boils
down to the equality

lim
jÑ8

´
lim
ΛÒΓ

ω
β,Λ
j

¯
˝ QΓ

j “ ωβ,Γ
8 “ lim

ΛÒΓ
lim

jÑ8
ω

β,Λ
j ˝ QΓ

j ,

where in the last equality we used the result of [54] together with Remark 3.1.

˛

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 Γ, cf. Section 2. 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 pβ, δΓ

8q-KMS classical states
on BΓ

8 and pβ, δΓ
j q-KMS quantum states on BΓ

j for all j P Z`{2 holds for β ď βc for a given
βc P p0,`8q.

To this avail we will consider [13, Prop. 6.2.45], which provides a mild sufficient condition on
a family of quantum potential Φj “ tΦj,ΛuΛŤΓ which ensures uniqueness of the corresponding
pβ, δΓ

j q-KMS quantum state on BΓ
j for all β ď βj , where βj 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 Φj; (b) the estimate for the critical
inverse temperature βj provided in [13, Prop. 6.2.45] is not uniform in j P Z`{2, spoiling a
comparison with the classical critical inverse temperature —cf. Remark 4.9.

To encompass these issues we revised the proof of [13, Prop. 6.2.45] in other to produce a new
result which is uniform in j P Z`{2. In particular, in Section 4.1 we prove a classical analogous
of [13, Prop. 6.2.45], cf. Theorem 4.1. The latter result provides a sufficient condition, cf.
(44), on the family of potential ϕ “ tϕΛuΛŤΓ which ensures uniqueness for the corresponding
pβ, δΓ

8q-KMS classical state on BΓ
8 provided β ď β8, β8 being the classical critical inverse

temperature. Condition (44) is essentially a classical version of the one required in [13],
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cf. (72), and essentially boils down to an estimate on the sup-norm of the derivatives of the
potentials ϕΛ, Λ Ť Γ.

Next, we provide a uniqueness result, cf. Theorem 4.7, for pβ, δΓ
j q-KMS quantum states

on BΓ
j associated with the family of quantum potentials Φj,Λ “ QΓ

j pϕΛq 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 P Z`{2, allowing for a better comparison
with the classical critical inverse temperature. Finally, it is shown that the assumptions of
Theorem 4.7 implies those of Theorem 4.1, cf. Remark 4.9. 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 pβ, δΓ
8q-KMS classical states, cf.

Theorem 4.1. The latter identifies a sufficient condition on the classical interaction potentials
ϕ “ tϕΛuΛŤΓ which ensures uniqueness of pβ, δΓ

8q-KMS classical states on BΓ
8 for sufficiently

low β, that is, at sufficiently high temperature. This result is inspired from [13, 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, cf. Theorem 4.7.

Theorem 4.1: Let ϕ “ tϕΛuΛŤΓ with ϕ P C2spS2
Λq, s ą 7{4, be such that

}ϕ}0,s :“
ÿ

mě0

pCs
∆Ksqm sup

xPΓ

ÿ

|Λ|“m`1
xPΛ

}ϕΛ}C2spS2

Λ
q ă `8 , (44)

where } }C2spS2

Λ
q is the C2s-norm on C2sppS2q|Λ|q while Ks ą 1 and C∆ ě 1 are defined by

Ks :“
ÿ

ℓPZ`

p2ℓ ` 1q5{2

r1 ` ℓpℓ ` 1qss
, C∆ :“ }1 ´ ∆S2}C2pS2qÑC0pS2q , (45)

the latter being the operator norm of 1 ´ ∆S2 : C2pS2q Ñ C0pS2q. Then there exists a unique
pβ, δΓ

8q-KMS classical state on BΓ
8 for all β P r0, β0,sq where

β0,s :“ log 2

2Cs
∆Ks}ϕ}0,s

. (46)

˛

The proof of Theorem 4.1 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 4.2-4.3-4.6. Together with
Lemma 4.4 these will develop all technical tools need for the proof of Theorem 4.1.
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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

2 and S
2
Λ, Λ Ť Γ.

With reference to Example 2.1 we denote by Yℓ,m P 9B8 the spherical harmonic with pa-
rameter ℓ P Z`, m P r´ℓ, ℓs X Z. With the choice of normalization of Equation (15) we have
}Yℓ,m}B8 ď 1, moreover, the set tYℓ,muℓ,m is a complete orthogonal system for L2pS2, µ0q made
by orthogonal but not L2-normalized vectors. In particular for any a P L2pS2, µ0q we have the
following Fourier-Laplace expansion:

a “
ÿ

ℓPZ`

ℓÿ

m“´ℓ

âpℓ,mqYℓ,m , âpℓ,mq :“ p2ℓ ` 1qxYℓ,m|ayL2pS2,µ0q . (47)

It is worth recalling that the series in Equation (47) converges in the L2-norm, moreover, the
series converges uniformly with all derivatives if a P 9B8. Furthermore, for ℓ, s P Z`

|âpℓ,mq| “ p2ℓ` 1qr1 ` ℓpℓ` 1qs´s|xYℓ,m|p1 ´ ∆S2qsayL2pS2,µ0q|
ď Cs

∆p2ℓ` 1qr1 ` ℓpℓ` 1qs´s}a}C2spS2q}Yℓ,m}L1pS2,µ0q

ď Cs
∆p2ℓ` 1q1{2r1 ` ℓpℓ ` 1qs´s}a}C2spS2q ,

where C∆ has been defined in Equation (45) while we used the eigenvalues property ´∆S2Yℓ,m “
ℓpℓ`1qYℓ,m 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 ă ´1,
the additional `1 factor arising from the summation over m P r´ℓ, ℓs.

The previous considerations generalize to the case of BΛ
8, Λ Ť Γ. In particular, if ℓΛ P Z

Λ
`

and mΛ P Z
Λ, with mx P r´ℓx, ℓxs X Z for all x P Λ, we set

YℓΛ,mΛ
:“

â
xPΛ

Yℓx,mx
P 9BΛ

8 . (48)

The Fourier-Laplace expansion of aΛ P 9BΛ
8 is given by

aΛ “
ÿ

ℓΛPZΛ
`

ÿ

mΛ

âpℓΛ,mΛqYℓΛ,mΛ
, âpℓΛ,mΛq :“

´ ź

xPΛ

p2ℓx ` 1q
¯

xYℓΛ,mΛ
|aΛyL2pS2

Λ
,µΛ

0
q , (49)

where we may estimate

|âpℓΛ,mλq| ď C
s|Λ|
∆

ź

xPΛ

ˆ p2ℓx ` 1q1{2

r1 ` ℓxpℓx ` 1qss

˙
}aΛ}C2spS2

Λ
q .

˛

Remark 4.3: Let ωΓ
8 P SpBΓ

8q be an arbitrary state on BΓ
8. Then ωΓ

8 is uniquely determined
by its values on 9BΛ

8 for all Λ Ť Γ. On account of Remark 4.2 —cf. Equation (47)— it suffices
to determine the values

ωΓ
8pℓΛ,mΛq :“ ωΓ

8pYℓΛ,mΛ
q , ωΓ

8pℓ∅,m∅q :“ ωΓ
8p1q “ 1 , (50)
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where ℓΛ P N
Λ while mΛ P Z

Λ are such that mx P r´ℓx, ℓxs X Z for all x P Λ. Notice that
we avoided to consider the case ℓx “ 0 for some x P Λ because of the following compatibility
condition: If ℓx “ 0 then

ωΓ
8pℓΛ,mΛq :“ ωΓ

8pYℓΛ,mΛ
q “ ωΓ

8pYℓΛztxu,mΛztxu
q “ ωΓ

8pℓΛztxu,mΛztxuq .

At this stage we may regard ωΓ
8 as an element of a suitable Banach space X. The latter is

defined by

X :“ tf “ pfΛqΛŤΓ | fΛ : tpℓΛ,mΛq P N
Λ ˆ Z

Λ |mx P r´ℓx, ℓxs X Z @x P Λu Ñ C :

}f}X :“ sup
ΛŤΓ

sup
ℓΛ,mΛ

|fΛpℓΛ,mΛq| ă 8u , (51)

where f∅ P C. It is worth observing that ωΓ
8 P X because of our choice for the normalization of

YℓΛ,mΛ
, cf. Example 2.1, which ensures that }ωΓ

8}X ď 1.
Summing up, a state ωΓ

8 P SpBΓ
8q is completely determined by the corresponding element

ωΓ
8 P X.

˛

The following Lemma is crucial and shows the relation between the classical pβ, δΓ
8q-KMS

condition and the action of SUp2q (in fact, of SOp3q) on BΓ
8. In particular for all x P Γ let

Rx P SUp2q. Recalling Section 2 let R̂x P BpL2pS2, µ0qq be the corresponding unitary operator

on L2pS2, µ0q defined by R̂xax :“ ax˝R´1
x . IfRx “ exprDxs, Dx P sup2q, we will denote by D̂x the

vector field on S
2
x corresponding to the infinitesimal generator of R̂xptq, where Rxptq :“ exprtDxs

—for definiteness R̂xptq “ expr´itD̂xs. The action of R̂x on Bx
8 can be lifted to BΓ

8 by setting,
for all aΛ P BΛ

8 and Λ Ť Γ, R̂xaΛpσΛq :“ aΛpσ1
Λq with σΛ “ pσyqyPΛ, σ1

Λ “ pσ1
yqyPΛ being σ1

y “ σy

for y ‰ x while σ1
x :“ R´1

x σx.

Lemma 4.4: Let ωβ,Γ
8 P SpBΓ

8q be a pβ, δΓ
8q-KMS classical states. Then, for any x P Γ, Rx P

SUp2q and aΛ P 9BΛ
8, Λ Ť Γ, it holds

ωβ,Γ
8 paΛq “ ωβ,Γ

8

´
eβ

ř
XQxpI´R̂xqϕX R̂xaΛ

¯
. (52)

˛
Remark 4.5:

(i) Lemma 4.4 is inspired by [22, Prop. 5], where Equation (52) has been proved in the context
of finite dimensional Poisson manifolds. Equation 52 can be understood as an adaptation
to the present setting.

(ii) Notice that the element
ř

XQxpI ´ R̂xqϕX P BΓ
8 can be interpreted as the difference hΓ ´

R̂xhΓ between the (ill-defined) classical Hamiltonian hΓ “ ř
XŤΓ ϕX and its Rx-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 D̂x be the infinitesimal generator of R̂x. Since S
2
x is a symplectic

manifold and D̂x is a Poisson vector field on S
2
x, there exists a closed 1-form αx P Ω1pS2

xq such
that D̂xax “ πxpdax, αxq for all ax P 9Bx

8, πx being the Poisson bitensor associated with the
symplectic 2-form on S

2
x. Let tUxu be an open cover of S2

x such that αx “ dgUx , gUx P C8pUxq,
and let tχUxu be a partition of unity associated with tUxu. It follows that, for all ax P 9Bx

8,

D̂xax “
ÿ

Ux

D̂xpχUxaxq “
ÿ

Ux

tχUxax, gUx ux .

The latter identity and the pβ, δΓ
8q-KMS condition leads to

ωβ,Γ
8 pD̂xaΛq “ ´βωβ,Γ

8

´
aΛ

ÿ

Ux

χUx

ÿ

XQx

tgUx , ϕX u
¯

“ βωβ,Γ
8

”´ ÿ

XQx

D̂xϕX

¯
aΛ

ı
. (53)

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

ÿ

XQx

pI ´ R̂xqϕX “ lim
Y ÒΓ

pI ´ R̂xqhY , hY “
ÿ

XĂY

ϕX P 9BY
8 ,

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

ωY ptq :“ ωβ,Γ
8

„
e

β
ř

XĂY
XQx

pI´R̂xptqqϕX

R̂xptqaΛ


,

where R̂xptq “ expr´itD̂xs: Notice that

ωβ,Γ
8

´
eβ

ř
XQxpI´R̂xqϕX R̂xaΛ

¯
“ lim

Y ÒΓ
ωY p1q .
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By dominated convergence and on account of Equation (53) we also have

´i 9ωY ptq “ ωβ,Γ
8

„
e

β
ř

XĂY
XQx

pI´R̂xptqqϕX
´

rD̂xR̂xptqaΛs ´ βpR̂xptqaΛq
ÿ

XĂY
XQx

D̂xR̂xptqϕX

¯

“ ´βωβ,Γ
8

„
e

β
ř

XĂY
XQx

pI´R̂xptqqϕX

rR̂xptqaΛs
ÿ

XĂY
XQx

D̂xϕX



` ωβ,Γ
8

„
D̂x

ˆ
e

β
ř

XĂY
XQx

pI´R̂xptqqϕX

rR̂xptqaΛs
˙

“ ´βωβ,Γ
8

„
e

β
ř

XĂY
XQx

pI´R̂xptqqϕX

rR̂xptqaΛs
ÿ

XĂY
XQx

D̂xϕX



` βωβ,Γ
8

„
e

β
ř

XĂY
XQx

pI´R̂xptqqϕX

rR̂xptqaΛs
ÿ

XQx

D̂xϕX



“ βωβ,Γ
8

„
e

β
ř

XĂY
XQx

pI´R̂xptqqϕX

rR̂xptqaΛs
ÿ

XXY c‰∅

XQx

D̂xϕX


.

By direct inspection we also find

lim
Y ÒΓ

sup
tPr0,1s

| 9ωY ptq| “ 0 ,

thus, we have

ωβ,Γ
8

´
eβ

ř
XQxpI´R̂xqϕX R̂xaΛ

¯
“ lim

Y ÒΓ
ωY p1q “ lim

Y ÒΓ
ωY p0q ` lim

Y ÒΓ

ż 1

0

9ωY ptqdt “ ωβ,Γ
8 paΛq .

Remark 4.6: Lemma 4.4 suffices to prove Theorem 4.1 for the particular case β “ 0, where the
assumption (44) on the potential tϕΛuΛŤΓ is not needed. In this case the unique p0, δΓ

8q-KMS
classical states ω0,Γ

8 coincides with the normalized Poisson trace

ω0,Γ
8 paΛq “

ż

S2

Λ

aΛpσΛqdµΛ
0 pσΛq . (54)

Although this can be shown with several methods, it is instructive to prove it with the help
of Lemma 4.4: This leads to a first intuition on the strategy we will employ in the proof of
Theorem 4.1.

Let ω0,Γ
8 P SpBΓ

8q be a p0, δΓ
8q-KMS classical states: We wish to prove that the associated

element ω0,Γ
8 P X is necessarily of the form

ω0,Γ
8 pℓΛ,mΛq “

#
1 Λ “ ∅

0 Λ ‰ ∅
. (55)
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This implies that ω0,Γ
8 abides by Equation (54) on account of the Fourier-Laplace expansion

(49). To prove Equation (55) it suffices to observe that Lemma 4.4 implies ω0,Γ
8 ˝ R̂x “ ω

0,Γ
8 .

Let Λ Ť Γ, ℓΛ P N
Λ, mΛ P Z

Λ, mx P r´ℓx, ℓxs XZ for all x P Λ. For a fixed x P Λ we compute

ω0,Γ
8 pℓΛ,mΛq “ ω0,Γ

8 pYℓΛ,mΛ
q “

ż

SUp2q
ω0,Γ

8 pR̂xYℓΛ,mΛ
qdRx “ ω0,Γ

8

ˆ ż

SUp2q
R̂xYℓΛ,mΛ

dRx

˙
.

where dRx denotes the normalized Haar measure on SUp2q. At this stage we observe that the
irreducibility of the left-representation of SUp2q on the space generated by tYℓx,mx

umx entails

ż

SUp2q
R̂xYℓx,mx

dRx “ δ0
ℓx
δ0

mx
. (56)

This implies

ż

SUp2q
R̂xYℓΛ,mΛ

dRx “
ż

SUp2q
R̂xYℓx,mx

dRx b YℓΛztxu,mΛztxu
“ δ0

ℓx
δ0

mx
YℓΛztxu,mΛztxu

“ 0 ,

where in the second equality we used that ℓx P N.

˛

Proof of Theorem 4.1. Let ωβ,Γ
8 P SpBΓ

8q be a pβ, δΓ
8q-KMS classical states. We will consider

the associated element ωβ,Γ
8 P X as described in Remark 4.3: Our goal is to prove that ωβ,Γ

8 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 Γ » Z and induce an ordering on
Γ based on such map. Thus, for any Λ Ť Γ we may set x :“ minyPΛ y where the minimum is
taken with respect to the chosen ordering.

Let now ℓΛ P N
Λ and mΛ P Z

Λ be such that my P r´ℓy, ℓys X Z for all y P Λ. Proceeding as
in Remark 4.6 we compute

ωβ,Γ
8 pℓΛ,mΛq “ ωβ,Γ

8 pYℓΛ,mΛ
q

“ ωβ,Γ
8

ˆ ż

SUp2q
pI ´ R̂xqYℓΛ,mΛ

dRx

˙

“ ωβ,Γ
8

ˆ ż

SUp2q

´
I ´ eβ

ř
XQxpI´R̂xqϕX

¯
YℓΛ,mΛ

dRx

˙
,

where in the second equality we used that Rx ÞÑ R̂x is a unitary irreducible representation when
restricted on the vector space generated by tYℓx,mx

umx while ℓx P N, cf. Remark 4.6. 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 BΓ
8, thus,

ωβ,Γ
8 pℓΛ,mΛq “ ´

ÿ

ně1

βn

n!

ÿ

X1,...,Xn

xPX1X...XXn

ωβ,Γ
8

ˆ ż

SUp2q

nź

k“1

pI ´ R̂xqϕXk
YℓΛ,mΛ

dRx

˙

“ ´
ÿ

ně1

βn

n!

ÿ

X1,...,Xn

xPX1X...XXn

ÿ

ℓX1
,...,ℓXn

mX1
,...,mXn

ż

SUp2q

nź

k“1

CXk,RxpℓXk
,mXk

qdRx

ωβ,Γ
8

´
YℓX1

,mX1
¨ ¨ ¨YℓXn ,mXn

YℓΛ,mΛ

¯
, (57)

where we used the Fourier-Laplace expansion discussed in Remark 4.2 and set

CXk,RxpℓXk
,mXk

q :“
´ ź

yPXk

p2ℓXk ,y ` 1q
¯@
YℓXk

,mXk

ˇ̌
pI ´ R̂xqϕXk

D
L2pS2

Xk
,µ

Xk
0

q

“
ˆ ź

yPXk

p2ℓXk ,y ` 1q
r1 ` ℓXk,ypℓXk ,y ` 1qss

˙@
YℓXk

,mXk

ˇ̌
pI ´ R̂xqpI ´ ∆S2,Xk

qsϕXk

D
L2pS2

Xk
,µ

Xk
0

q
,

where ∆S2,Xk
:“ Â

yPXk
∆S2,y denotes the tensor product of the Laplacians ∆S2,y acting on S

2
y.

At this stage it is important to carefully analyse the product of the spherical harmonics
appearing in Equation (57):

YℓX1
,mX1

¨ ¨ ¨YℓXn ,mXn
YℓΛ,mΛ

“
´ ź

yPΛXSc
n

YℓΛ,y,mΛ,y

¯ ź

yPSn

Yℓ̃Λ,y,m̃Λ,y
Yℓ̃X1,y,m̃X1,y

¨ ¨ ¨Yℓ̃Xn,y,m̃Xn,y
,

where we set Sn :“ X1 Y . . . Y Xn while ℓ̃Xk
P Z

Sn
` denotes the extension of ℓXk

obtained by

setting ℓ̃Xk,y “ 0 for y R Xk —m̃Xk
is defined similarly. In particular, by an iterated use of

Equation (17) we find, for all y P Sn,

Yℓ̃Λ,y,m̃Λ,y

nź

k“1

Yℓ̃Xk,y,m̃Xk,y

“
ℓ̃Λ,y`ℓ̃X1,yÿ

sy,1“|ℓ̃Λ,y´ℓ̃X1,y|

csy,1
Ysy,1,m̃Λ,y`m̃X1,y

nź

k“2

Yℓ̃Xk,y,m̃Xk,y

“
ÿ

sy,1,...,sy,n

|sy,k´1´ℓ̃Xk,y |ďsy,kď|sy,k´1`ℓ̃Xk,y |

´ nź

k“1

csy,k

¯
Ysy,n,m̃Λ,y`m̃X1,y`...`m̃Xn,y

,

where csy,k
, k P t1, . . . , nu are defined in Equation (17) —we omitted the m-dependence since

it will not play any role. The particular values of csy,k
are not important, however, we crucially
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observe that |csy,k
| ď 1. For later convenience we also observe that

NpℓX1
, . . . , ℓXnq :“

ź

yPSn

ℓ̃Λ,y`ℓ̃X1,yÿ

sy,1“|ℓ̃Λ,y´ℓ̃X1,y |

. . .

sn´1,y`ℓ̃Xn,yÿ

sy,n“|sn´1,y´ℓ̃Xn,y|

ď
ź

yPSn

nź

k“1

p2ℓ̃Xk ,y ` 1q “
nź

k“1

ź

yPXk

p2ℓXk ,y ` 1q ,

because
řa`b

s“|a´b| “ 2 minta, bu ` 1. This implies that, once considering the product over y P Sn

and expanding the resulting sum, the product of spherical harmonics considered above can
be written as a sum of at most NpℓX1

, . . . , ℓXnq terms of the form Yℓk
Sn

,mk
Sn

where ℓkSn
,mk

Sn
,

k “ 1, . . . , NpℓX1
, . . . , ℓXnq, are built out of ℓΛXSn

, ℓX1
, . . . ℓXn . Explicitly we have

YℓX1
,mX1

¨ ¨ ¨YℓXn ,mXn
YℓΛ,mΛ

“
´ ź

yPΛXSc
n

YℓΛ,y,mΛ,y

¯ ź

yPSn

ÿ

sy,1,...,sy,n

´ nź

k“1

csy,k

¯
Ysy,n,m̃Λ,y`m̃X1,y`...`m̃Xn,y

“
´ ź

yPΛXSc
n

YℓΛ,y,mΛ,y

¯ NpℓX1
,...,ℓXn qÿ

k“1

C 1pℓkSn
,mk

Sn
qYℓk

Sn
,mk

Sn

,

where the explicit expression of the coefficients C 1pℓkSn
,mk

Sn
q will not matter in the forthcoming

discussion, however, it will be important to observe that |C 1pℓkSn
,mk

Sn
q| ď 1. Summing up, any

pβ, δΓ
8q-KMS ω

β,Γ
8 P SpBΓ

8q fulfils

ωβ,Γ
8 pℓΛ,mΛq “ ´

ÿ

ně1

βn

n!

ÿ

X1,...,Xn

xPX1X...XXn

ÿ

ℓX1
,...,ℓXn

mX1
,...,mXn

ż

SUp2q

nź

k“1

CXk,RxpℓXk
,mXk

qdRx

NpℓX1
,...,ℓXn qÿ

k“1

C 1pℓkSn
,mk

Sn
qωβ,Γ

8

´
Yℓk

Sn
,mk

Sn

ź

yPΛXSc
n

YℓΛ,y ,mΛ,y

¯
.

Let Xpn,Λq :“ Λ Y Sn and set ℓkXpn,Λq :“ ℓkSn
ℓΛXSc

n
(i.e. ℓkXpn,Λq,y “ ℓΛ,y if y P Λ X Sc

n and

ℓkXpn,Λq,y “ ℓkSn,y if y P Sn) and similarly mXpn,Λq “ mSnmΛXSc
n
. Then the above equality can

be written as a linear equation in X, in particular

pI ´ Lβ
8qωβ,Γ

8 “ δ . (58)

Here δ P X and L
β
8 P BpXq are defined by

δΛpℓΛ,mΛq :“
#

1 Λ “ ∅

0 Λ ‰ ∅
, (59)
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while for all f P X we set pLβ
8fq∅ “ 0 and

pLβ
8fqΛpℓΛ,mΛq :“ ´

ÿ

ně1

βn

n!

ÿ

X1,...,Xn

xPX1X...XXn

ÿ

ℓX1
,...,ℓXn

mX1
,...,mXn

ż

SUp2q

nź

k“1

CXk,RxpℓXk
,mXk

qdRx

NpℓX1
,...,ℓXn qÿ

k“1

C 1pℓkSn
,mk

Sn
qfXpn,ΛqpℓkXpn,Λq,m

k
Xpn,Λqq , (60)

for all non-empty Λ Ť Γ —we recall that we set x :“ minyPΛ y.

At this stage we may bound }Lβ
8}BpXq in such a way that }Lβ

8}BpXq ă 1 if β is small enough.

This will ensure that (58) has a unique solution ω
β,Γ
8 P X, therefore, its associated state ωβ,Γ

8

will be the unique pβ, δΓ
8q-KMS classical states on BΓ

8. (In passing, the forthcoming estimates

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

sup
ℓΛ,mΛ

|pLβ
8fqΛpℓΛ,mΛq|

ď }f}X

ÿ

ně1

βn

n!

ÿ

X1,...,Xn

xPX1X...XXn

ÿ

ℓX1
,...,ℓXn

mX1
,...,mXn

ż

SUp2q

nź

k“1

|CXk ,RxpℓXk
,mXk

q|
ź

yPXk

p2ℓXk ,y ` 1qdRx ,

where we used the bound on |C 1pℓkSn
,mk

Sn
q| and on NpℓX1

, . . . , ℓXnq. Moreover, proceeding as
in Remark 4.2 we have

ÿ

ℓX1
,...,ℓXn

mX1
,...,mXn

ż

SUp2q

nź

k“1

|CXk,RxpℓXk
,mXk

q|
ź

yPXk

p2ℓXk ,y ` 1qdRx

ď
ÿ

ℓX1
,...,ℓXn

2n
nź

k“1

ˆ ź

yPXk

pℓXk ,y ` 1q5{2

r1 ` ℓXk,ypℓXk,y ` 1qss

˙
pCs

∆q|Xk|}ϕXk
}C2spS2

Xk
q

“ 2n
nź

k“1

pCs
∆Ksq|Xk|}ϕXk

}C2spS2

Xk
q ,

where Ks has been defined in Equation (45). It follows that

sup
ℓΛ,mΛ

|pLβ
8fqΛpℓΛ,mΛq| ď }f}X

ÿ

ně1

p2βqn

n!

ÿ

X1,...,Xn

xPX1X...XXn

nź

k“1

pCs
∆Ksq|Xk|}ϕXk

}C2spS2

Xk
q

“ }f}X

ÿ

ně1

1

n!

ˆ
2β

ÿ

XŤΓ
xPX

pCs
∆Ksq|X|}ϕX}C2spS2

X
q

˙n

.
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Finally, we have

ÿ

XŤΓ
xPX

pCs
∆Ksq|X|}ϕX}C2spS2

X
q “

ÿ

mě0

pCs
∆Ksqm`1

ÿ

|X|“m`1
xPX

}ϕX}C2spS2

X
q

ď
ÿ

mě0

pCs
∆Ksqm`1 sup

xPΓ

ÿ

|X|“m`1
xPX

}ϕX}C2spS2

X
q “ Cs

∆Ks}ϕ}0,s ,

where }ϕ}0,s has been defined in Equation (44). Thus, Lβ
8 P BpXq with

}Lβ
8}BpXq ď exp

”
2Cs

∆Ksβ}ϕ}0,s

ı
´ 1 ,

which implies }Lβ
8}BpXq ă 1 provided β ă β0,s, where β0,s has been defined in Equation (46).

4.2 Uniqueness result for quantum KMS state

The goal of this section is to prove a uniqueness result for pβ, δΓ
j q-KMS quantum states on BΓ

j ,
cf. Theorem 4.7 The latter applies under hypothesis very similar to those of Theorem 4.1.
In fact, Theorems 4.1, 4.7 will imply that, under suitably mild assumptions, for high enough
temperatures there is absence of both classical and quantum phase transitions, cf. Remark 4.9.
The proof of Theorem 4.7 is inspired by [13, Prop. 6.2.45], see also [28], although it requires a
different argument to ensure a uniform bound on j P Z`{2.

Theorem 4.7: Let ϕ :“ tϕΛuΛŤΓ with ϕ P C2spS2
Λq, s ą 7{4. Let assume that there exists

ε ą 0 such that

}ϕ}ε,s :“
ÿ

mě0

peεKsC
s
∆qm sup

yPΓ

ÿ

|X|“m`1
XQy

}ϕX}C2spS2

X
q ă `8 , (61)

where Cs ą 1 and C∆ have been defined in Equation (45). Then there exists a unique pβ, δΓ
j q-

KMS quantum states on BΓ
j for all β P r0, βε,sq where

βε,s :“ ε

1 ` eε

1

2KsC
s
∆}ϕ}ε,s

. (62)

˛

The proof of Theorem 4.7 is similar in spirit to the one of Theorem 4.1. As such, it requires
a few technical observations which we will recollect in the following remark.

Remark 4.8:
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(i) Recalling Remark 2.2, the set tQjpYℓ,mq | ℓ P Z` , m P r´ℓ, ℓs X Zu is an orthogonal basis
of Bj “ M2j`1pCq with respect to the Hilbert-Schmidt scalar product (19) —notice that
QjpYℓ,mq “ 0 if ℓ ą 2j, cf. Equation (18). In what follows we will normalize QjpYℓ,mq by
setting

Yj|ℓ,m :“ 1
?
cj,ℓ

QjpYℓ,mq , (63)

where cj,ℓ ą 0 has been defined in Equation (25): With this choice we find

}Yj|ℓ,m}hs “ 1?
2ℓ ` 1

, }Yj|ℓ,m}Bj
ď 1 . (64)

Indeed by direct inspection we have

}Yj|ℓ,m}2
hs “ 1

cj,ℓ

xQjpYℓ,mq|QjpYℓ,mqyhs “ 1

cj,ℓ

xYℓ,m|Y̌ℓ,myL2pS2,µ0q “ 1

2ℓ ` 1
,

where we used Equations (23) and (15). Moreover, for all ψ P C
2j`1,

}Yj|ℓ,mψ}2 “ 1

cj,ℓ

jÿ

m1“´j

pcg
j,m`m1

ℓ,m;j,m1q2pcg
j,j
ℓ,0;j,jq2|xj,m1|ψy|2

“
jÿ

m1“´j

pcg
j,m`m1

ℓ,m;j,m1q2|xj,m1|ψy|2 ď }ψ}2 ,

where we used the explicit expression obtained in Example 2.1.

For any finite region Λ Ť Γ we define Yj|ℓΛ,mΛ
P BΛ

j by setting

Yj|ℓΛ,mΛ
:“

â
xPΛ

Yj|ℓx,mx
P BΛ

j Ă BΓ
j ,

where ℓΛ P Z
Λ
` and mΛ P Z

Λ are such that mx P r´ℓx, ℓxs for all x P Λ. Then tYj|ℓΛ,mΛ
| ℓΛ P

Z
Λ
` , mΛ P Z

Λ , mx P r´ℓx, ℓxs @x P Λu is a orthogonal basis of BΛ
j with respect to the

Hilbert-Schmidt scalar product (19). In particular, if AΛ P BΛ
j then

AΛ “
ÿ

ℓΛ,mΛ

´ ź

xPΛ

p2ℓx ` 1q
¯

xYj|ℓΛ,mΛ
|AΛyhsYj|ℓΛ,mΛ

, (65)

see Equation (49) for comparison.

(ii) A crucial step in the proof of Theorem 4.1 is the use of Equation (56), cf. Remark 4.6.
Thanks to Equation (22) an analogous property holds in the quantum setting. Specifically,
by proceeding as in Remark 4.6 we find

ż

SUp2q
D̃pjqpRqYj|ℓ,mdR “ 1

?
cj,ℓ

Qj

ˆ ż

SUp2q
R̂Yℓ,mdR

˙
“ 0 . (66)
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(iii) Similarly to the classical case, cf. Remark 4.3, any state ωΓ
j P SpBΓ

j q is uniquely determined

by its associated element ωΓ
j P X defined by

ωΓ
j pℓΛ,mΛq :“

#
1 Λ “ ∅

ωΓ
j pYj|ℓΛ,mΛ

q Λ ‰ ∅
.

Notice that ωj is an element of X, cf. Remark 4.3, because of the bound

|ωjpℓΛ,mΛq| “ |ωjpYj|ℓΛ,mΛ
q| ď }Yj|ℓΛ,mΛ

}BΛ

j
ď 1 ,

where we used the second inequality in (64).

(iv) For later convenience we also discuss a quantum version of Equation (17). Indeed, once
again thanks to Equation (23), an analogous identity holds for the Y’s. This can be either
argued by observing that the Yj|ℓ,m are spherical tensors of order ℓ with respect to the

representation D̃pjq, cf. [42, §3.11], or by direct inspection. In more details, let ℓ1, ℓ2 P Z`

and m1,m2 P Z with mk P r´ℓk, ℓks, k P t1, 2u. Equation (65) leads to

Yj|ℓ1,m1
Yj|ℓ2,m2

“
ÿ

ℓ

p2ℓ ` 1qxYj|ℓ,m1`m2
|Yj|ℓ1,m1

Yj|ℓ2,m2
yhsYj|ℓ,m1`m2

,

where the restriction to m “ m1 ` m2 is obtained by acting on both side of the equality
with D̃pjqpeiJz q or by computing the coefficients directly.

Equation (67) can be seen as a quantum version of Equation (17). Moreover, the coefficient
appearing in Equation (67) can be computed in a fairly explicit fashion. In particular we
find

p2ℓ ` 1q|xYj|ℓ,m1`m2
|Yj|ℓ1,m1

Yj|ℓ2,m2
yhs|

“ 2ℓ` 1

2j ` 1

ˇ̌
ˇ̌

jÿ

M,M1,M2“´j

cg
j,M1

ℓ,m;j,Mcg
j,M1

ℓ1,m1;j,M2
cg

j,M2

ℓ2,m2;j,M

ˇ̌
ˇ̌

“
a

p2ℓ ` 1qp2j ` 1q
ˇ̌
ˇ̌cg

ℓ,m
ℓ1,m1;ℓ2,m2

"
j j ℓ2
ℓ ℓ1 j

* ˇ̌
ˇ̌ ,

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 cg
ℓ,m
ℓ1,m1;ℓ2,m2

ensures that the coefficients vanish unless |ℓ1 ´ ℓ2| ď ℓ ď ℓ1 ` ℓ2.
Moreover, since it is known that the matrix

Cpq :“
a

2p ` 1
a

2q ` 1

"
j1 j2 p

ℓ1 ℓ2 q

*
,

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

p2ℓ ` 1q|xYj|ℓ,m1`m2
|Yj|ℓ1,m1

Yj|ℓ2,m2
yhs| ď 1 .
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Overall we have

Yj|ℓ1,m1
Yj|ℓ2,m2

“
ℓ1`ℓ2ÿ

ℓ“|ℓ1´ℓ2|

p2ℓ ` 1qcj|ℓ,m1,m2
Yj|ℓ,m1`m2

, |cj|ℓ,m| ď 1 , (67)

which will play the same role in the proof of Theorem 4.7 of Equation (17) in the proof of
Theorem 4.1.

˛

Proof of Thm. 4.7. Let ωβ,Γ
j P SpBΓ

j q be a pβ, δΓ
j q-KMS quantum states and let ωβ,Γ

j P X be its

associated element of X. Proceeding as in the proof of Theorem 4.1, we will prove that ωβ,Γ
j is

a solution to a linear equation in X which admits a unique solution under assumption (61)
To this avail we consider the ordering on Γ induced by an arbitrary but fixed bijection Γ » Z

and set x :“ minyPΛ y for Λ Ť Γ. Let ℓΛ P N
Λ and mΛ P Z

Λ be such that my P r´ℓy, ℓys X Z for
all y P Λ. Equation (66) leads to

ω
β,Γ
j pℓΛ,mΛq “ ω

β,Γ
j pYj|ℓΛ,mΛ

q

“ ω
β,Γ
j

ˆ ż

SUp2q

”
Yj|ℓΛ,mΛ

´DpjqpRxqpYj|ℓΛ,mΛ
qDpjqpRxq˚

ı
dRx

˙

“ ω
β,Γ
j

ˆ ż

SUp2q
Yj|ℓΛ,mΛ

DpjqpRxq˚pI ´ τΓ
iβqDpjqpRxqdRx

˙
,

where we used Equation (66) and the pβ, δΓ
j q-KMS condition. We observe that DpjqpRxq P Bx

j ,

thus, τΓ
iβpDpjqpRxqq can be computed using Equation (33) for β ă λ{2}Φj}λ, where Φj,Λ “

QΛ
j pϕΛq. We find

ω
β,Γ
j pℓΛ,mΛq “ ´

ÿ

ně1

p´βqn

n!

ÿ

X1,...,Xn

XqXSq´1‰∅

ω
β,Γ
j

ˆ ż

SUp2q
Yj|ℓΛ,mΛ

DpjqpRxq˚pad
Q

Xn
j

pϕXn q
¨ ¨ ¨ ad

Q
X1

j
pϕX1

q
qDpjqpRxqdRx

˙
,

where S0 :“ txu and Sq :“ Sq´1 YXq for q ě 1, adApA1q :“ rA,A1s. Denoting by

Wn :“ DpjqpRxq˚
`

ad
Q

Xn
j

pϕXn q
¨ ¨ ¨ ad

Q
X1

j
pϕX1

q

˘
DpjqpRxq ,

we find

W1 “ DpjqpRxq˚QX1

j pϕX1
qDpjqpRxq ´QX1

j pϕX1
q “ QX1

j pR̂xϕX1
q ´QX1

j pϕX1
q , (68)
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and by induction

Wq “ Q
Xq

j pR̂xϕXq qWq´1 ´Wq´1Q
Xq

j pϕXq q q “ 2, . . . , n . (69)

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

ψ
p
X :“

#
R̂xϕX p “ `
´ϕX p “ ´

.

We consider the set Ψ :“ tQX1

j pψ˘
X1

q, . . . , QXn

j pψ˘
Xn

qu with an order relation ą defined by

QXn

j pψ`
Xn

q ą Q
Xn´1

j pψ`
Xn´1

q ą . . . ą QX1

j pψ`
X1

q ą QX1

j pψ´
X1

q ą QX2

j pψ´
X2

q ą . . . ą QXn

j pψ´
Xn

q .

For two elements in A,B P Ψ we set A ¨ą B :“ AB if A ą B and A ¨ą B :“ BA if B ą A. Then

Wn “
ÿ

pPt˘1un

QX1

j pψpp1q
X1

q ¨ą . . . ¨ą QXn

j pψppnq
Xn

q .

At this stage we proceed similarly to Theorem 4.1 by expanding each ψX-term in its Fourier-
Laplace expansion, cf. Remark 4.2. In particular we have for all k P t1, . . . , nu and p P t`,´u,

Q
Xk

j pψp
Xk

q “
ÿ

ℓXk,p,mXk,p

Cj|Xk,ppℓXk,p,mXk,pqYj|ℓXk,p,mXk,p

Cj|Xk,ppℓXk,p,mXk ,pq :“
´ ź

yPXk

c
1{2

j,ℓXk,p,y
p2ℓXk ,p,y ` 1q

¯@
YℓXk,p,mXk,p

ˇ̌
ψ

p
Xk

D
L2pS2

Xj
,µ

Xj
0

q
.

Thus, we find

ω
β,Γ
j pℓΛ,mΛq “ ´

ÿ

ně1

p´βqn

n!

ÿ

X1,...,Xn

XqXSq´1‰∅

ÿ

pPt˘1un

ÿ

ℓX1,p,...,ℓXn,p
mX1,p,...,mXn,p

ż

SUp2q

nź

k“1

CXk,ppℓXk,p,mXk ,pqdRx ω
β,Γ
j

´
Yj|ℓΛ,mΛ

Yj|ℓX1,pp1q,mX1,pp1q
¨ą . . . ¨ą Yj|ℓXn,ppnq,mX1,ppnq

¯
.

We then expand the product of the Y’s factors by means of Equation (67) in exactly the same
way we did for the classical spherical harmonics. Setting Sn :“ X1 Y . . . YXn we find

Yj|ℓΛ,mΛ
Yj|ℓX1,pp1q,mX1,pp1q

¨ ¨ ¨ą Yj|ℓXn,ppnq,mX1,ppnq

“
´ ź

yPΛXSc
n

Yj|ℓΛ,y,mΛ,y

¯ ź

yPSn

ÿ

sy,1,...,sy,n

´ nź

k“1

cj,sy,k

¯
Ysy,n,m̃Λ,y`m̃X1,pp1q,y`...`m̃Xn,ppnq,y

“
´ ź

yPΛXSc
n

Yj|ℓΛ,y,mΛ,y

¯ NpℓX1,p,...,ℓXn,pqÿ

k“1

C 1
j,ppℓkSn

,mk
Sn

qYj|ℓk
Sn

,mk
Sn

,
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where |C 1
j,ppℓkSn

,mk
Sn

q| ď 1 while

NpℓX1,p, . . . , ℓXn,pq ď
nź

k“1

ź

yPXk

p2ℓXk,p,y ` 1q .

Setting again Xpn,Λq :“ ΛYSn we have that for any pβ, δΓ
j q-KMS quantum states ωβ,Γ

j P SpBΓ
j q

the corresponding element ωβ,Γ
j P X solves the linear equation

pI ´ L
β
j qω “ δ . (70)

where δ P X has been defined in Equation (59). The operator Lβ
j : X Ñ X is defined by setting,

for all f P X, pLβ
j fq∅ “ 0 and

pLβ
j fqΛpℓΛ,mΛq

“ ´
ÿ

ně1

p´βqn

n!

ÿ

X1,...,Xn

XqXSq´1‰∅

ÿ

pPt˘1un

ÿ

ℓX1,p,...,ℓXn,p
mX1,p,...,mXn,p

ż

SUp2q

nź

k“1

Cj|Xk,ppℓXk,p,mXk ,pqdRx

NpℓX1
,...,ℓXn qÿ

k“1

C 1
j,ppℓkSn

,mk
Sn

qfXpn,ΛqpℓkXpn,Λq,p,m
k
Xpn,Λq,pq , (71)

for all non-empty Λ Ť Γ where x :“ minyPΛ y while ℓXpn,Λq,p,y “ ℓΛ,y for all y P Λ X Sc
n and

ℓXpn,Λq,p,y “ ℓSn,p,y for y P Sn.
It remains to prove that Equation (70) has a unique solution under assumption (61). To this

avail we observe that

|pLβ
j fqΛpℓΛ,mΛq| ď }f}X

ÿ

ně1

βn

n!

ÿ

X1,...,Xn

XqXSq´1‰∅

ÿ

pPt˘1un

ÿ

ℓX1,p,...,ℓXn,p
mX1,p,...,mXn,p

ż

SUp2q

nź

k“1

|Cj|Xk,ppℓXk ,p,mXk,pq|
ź

yPXk

p2ℓXk ,p,y ` 1qdRx ,

where we used the bound on C 1
j,p and NpℓX1,p, . . . , ℓXn,pq. Moreover, again as in the proof of

Theorem 4.1, we find

ÿ

ℓX1,p,...,ℓXn,p
mX1,p,...,mXn,p

ż

SUp2q

nź

k“1

|Cj|Xk,ppℓXk,p,mXk,pq|
ź

yPXk

p2ℓXk,p,y ` 1qdRx

ď
ÿ

ℓX1,p,...,ℓXn,p

nź

k“1

´ ź

yPXk

p2ℓXk,p,y ` 1q5{2

r1 ` ℓXk,p,ypℓXk,p,y ` 1qss

¯
C

s|Xk|
∆ }ϕXk

}C2spS2

Xk
q

“
nź

k“1

pKsC
s
∆q|Xk|}ϕXk

}C2spS2

Xk
q ,
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where C∆ and Ks have been defined in Equation (45). The above estimate is uniform over
p P t˘1un, therefore,

|pLβ
j fqΛpℓΛ,mΛq| ď }f}X

ÿ

ně1

p2βqn

n!

ÿ

X1,...,Xn

XqXSq´1‰∅

nź

k“1

pKsC
s
∆q|Xk|}ϕXk

}C2spS2

Xk
q .

Finally we apply the following estimate, cf. [13, Prop. 6.2.45]: If αX P R` for all X Ť Γ then
for all S Ť Γ

ÿ

XXS‰∅

αX ď
ÿ

xPS

ÿ

XQx

αX “
ÿ

xPS

ÿ

mě0

ÿ

|X|“m`1
XQx

αX ď |S|
ÿ

mě0

sup
xPΓ

ÿ

|X|“m`1
XQx

αX ,

and by iteration, for S1 “ txu and Sq :“ Xq Y Sq´1,

ÿ

X1,...,Xn

XqXSq´1‰∅

αX1
¨ ¨ ¨αXn ď

ÿ

m1ě0

sup
yPΓ

ÿ

|X1|“m1`1
X1Qy

αX1

ÿ

X2,...,Xn

XqXSq´1‰∅

αX2
¨ ¨ ¨αXn

ď
ÿ

m1,...,mně0

nź

k“1

p1 `m1 ` . . . `mk´1q sup
yPΓ

ÿ

|Xk|“mk`1
XkQy

αXk

ď n!ε´neε

ˆ ÿ

mě0

eεm sup
yPΓ

ÿ

|X|“m`1
XQy

αX

˙n

,

where in the last line we observe that, for all λ ą 0,

nź

k“1

p1 `m1 ` . . . `mk´1q ď p1 `m1 ` . . . `mnqn ď n!ε´neεp1`m1`...`mnq .

Therefore, setting αX :“ pKsC
s
∆q|X|}ϕX}C2spS2

X
q we find

|pLβ
j fqΛpℓΛ,mΛq| ď }f}Xe

ε
ÿ

ně1

p2ε´1βKsC
s
∆qn

ˆ ÿ

mě0

peεKsC
s
∆qm sup

yPΓ

ÿ

|X|“m`1
XQy

}ϕX}C2spS2

X
q

˙n

“ }f}Xe
ε

ÿ

ně1

p2ε´1βKsC
s
∆}ϕ}ε,sqn

“ }f}Xe
ε 2ε´1βKsC

s
∆}ϕ}ε,s

1 ´ 2ε´1βKsC
s
∆}ϕ}ε,s

,

where we used assumption (61) and considered β ă ε{2KsC
s
∆}ϕ}ε,s —notice that the latter

value is lower than the previous bound β ă ε{2}Φj}ε necessary to ensure the expansion of
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τΓ
iβpDpjqpRxqq according to Equation (33). It follows that Lβ

j P BpXq, moreover,

}Lβ
j }X ď eε 2ε´1βKsC

s
∆}ϕ}ε,s

1 ´ 2ε´1βKsC
s
∆}ϕ}ε,s

ă 1 ,

provided that β ă βε,s, βε,s being defined by Equation (62).

Remark 4.9:

(i) By direct inspection assumption (61) implies (45). Thus, condition (61) is a sufficient
condition which guarantees uniqueness of both pβ, δΓ

8q-KMS classical states and pβ, δΓ
j q-

KMS quantum states for all j P Z`{2 and for β ď βε,s. In other words, (61) ensures the
absence of both classical and quantum phase transitions at sufficiently high temperature.
Furthermore, since }ϕ}0,s ď }ϕ}ε,s and εp1 ` eεq´1 ă log 2, it follows that βε,s ă β0,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 3.5, cf. Remark 3.6, in this situation the classical
limit limjÑ8 ω

β,Γ
j ˝ QΓ

j of the unique pβ, δΓ
j q-KMS quantum states ωΓ

j P SpBΓ
j q coincides

with the unique pβ, δΓ
8q-KMS classical states ωβ,Γ

8 P SpBΓ
8q.

(ii) It is worth to compare Theorem 4.7 with [13, Prop. 6.2.45]. The latter provide a sufficient
condition for the uniqueness of pβ, δΓ

j q-KMS for fixed j P Z`{2 which is similar in spirit to
(61) —in fact, Theorem 4.7 has been inspired by this latter result— namely

}ϕ}br,ε,j :“
ÿ

mě0

eεmp2j ` 1qm
ÿ

|X|“m`1
XQx

}QX
j pϕXq}BX

j
ă 8 . (72)

Condition (72) is stronger than (61) because it only uses the BX
j -norm of QX

j pϕXq. How-
ever, it is not uniform of j P Z`{2, in particular, it requires a faster and faster decay
behaviour of the potential tϕΛuΛŤZd as j Ñ 8. Moreover, the critical quantum inverse
temperature βbrpj, λq predicted by [13, Prop. 6.2.45] vanishes as j Ñ 8. 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 4.7 leads to a result which is uniform in j, allowing for a simpler compar-
ison with Theorem 4.1. The latter theorem can be understood as a classical counterpart
of the uniqueness result presented in [13]. From a technical point of view the uniform
behaviour in j is obtained by trading the B8-norm with the C2s-norm for a suitably high
s.

˛
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