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Abstract

We study the continuity of magnetization at the phase transition of the ferromagnetic XY
model in the three-dimensional square lattice with the nearest neighborhood interaction. We
assume that, at the critical temperature, with probability 1, for every edge in the infinite
directed graph generated by the random path representation, finitely many edges exist so
that they form a finite loop. Then, we prove that the phase transition is continuous at
the critical temperature. The main technical contribution is to find a switching lemma to
establish a bijection between equally weighted graphs.
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1 Introduction

In the present paper, we are interested in the phase transition at the critical inverse temper-
ature of the XY model on the three-dimensional square lattice.

To formulate the problem we start by considering a finite subset of a three-dimensional
square lattice

L=[-L L2 (1.1)
On this lattice the Hamiltonian is defined as
HLJ, = — Z Jk,lSk . Sl (12)
klel

and v = + or 0. Here, depending on the location of the site k, S, € S! satisfies different
conditions: the lattice is decomposed into two parts,

L=L°UdL, (1.3)

with £° being the interior, and 0L = {(z1, 29, 23) | max{|z1|, |22|, |23|} = L} the boundary;
for k € L£° the only requirement for Sy is that |Sk| = 1; when k£ € 0L i.e. it is on the
boundary, we consider two boundary conditions: when v = 0, we use the free boundary
condition, specifically

S, =0, it k€ 0L; (1.4)
when v = 4, the plus boundary condition,

Se=(1,0)", if k € OL. (1.5)



Here we only consider the nearest neighborhood interaction, specifically,

Lo =1
Jk,l:{g if |k —1] =1, (1.6)

otherwise.
Thus for any fixed &, ), Ji; = 1. Also, we remark that all the analyses in the present papers
work for finite-ranged, symmetric ferromagnetic potentials.
Next, we define a probabilistic measure.

For any given local function F' of the spins, we define

(FYpwp = / TT dAw e i p(s) (1.7)

keLe

where Ay is the area element for Sy; v = + or 0; and H,, denotes the Hamiltonian in (1.2]).
By choosing F' = 1, we define

Zﬁ,y,L = <1>B,V,L- (18)

We are interested in the following quantities:

F
<F>6’V = lim M

1.9
L—+oc0 ZBJ/,L ( )

And we are especially interested in the case F' = cos(fy). The so-called magnetization
m* : [0,00) — [0, 00) is a function defined as

m*(8) = <cos<90>> (1.10)

B+

It is well known that there exists a critical inverse temperature 5. > 0 such that when g < 3.,
m*(f8) = 0; and when 8 > ., m*(3) > 0.

A natural question is:
at the critical inverse temperature g = ., m*(8.) = 07 (1.11)

A positive answer implies the continuity of m*(3) at § = S, because (1) limg\ 5. m*(8) =
m*(Be); and (2) m*(8) = 0if § < f.

We will consider the problem ([I.11}) in the present paper. Here we restrict our consid-
eration to the 3-dimensional square lattice and nearest neighbor interaction. We need to
assume that Assumption holds, which states that, at the critical inverse temperature,
in the directed graphs generated by the random path representation, with probability 1, for



every fixed edge, one can find finitely many edges so that together they form a finite loop.
Under these conditions, we will prove that

m*(B,) = 0. (1.12)

We briefly review some relevant results. For the two-dimensional cases, there is the
Mermin—-Wagner theorem [21]. For the long-ranged potential Ising model, it is known that
magnetization at the critical inverse temperature might not be continuous; see, e.g. [2].

Now we discuss some technicality. Perhaps the Ising model is the most well-studied
classical spin model. A key tool is the so-called switching lemma, which Griffiths, Hurst,
and Sherman invented [19] in 1970, and was used by Aizenman in [I], and then it was used
extensively, see e.g. [5 4, 3] T1]. For example, this technique has been successfully applied
elsewhere e.g. [9, 23].

Given the significance of the switching lemma, it is important to find a similar technique
for the other spin models, such as the XY model, which is to be considered in this paper. The
present paper is centered around building a “switching lemma” for directed graphs generated
by the random path representation of the XY model.

Before discussing the difficulties, we briefly review some key steps in applying the switch-
ing lemma for undirected graphs.

We consider two sets of pairs of (undirected) graphs on a lattice <Zﬂ [-N,N ])3 for some

large integer N, and a possible so-called ghost d—site, see e.g. the graphs generated by the
random current representation of Ising model in [4]. Consider the following two sets A, ,
and I'; , defined as

Ay = {(A(g, B) ’ As and B satisfy the conditions in (1), see below};

(1.13)
Lpy:= {(05, D) ‘ Cs and D satisfy the conditions in (2), see below},

where x and y are two sites on the lattice, and the two conditions are

(1) As and B only have finitely many edges; As = As(x,y) has sinks at = and y, and B has
no sink, As might depend on the é-site. And their union As U B contains a z <+— y
path, and this path avoids the d-site. —— In the rest of the paper we say this path is
0-site avoiding.

(2) Cs and D only have finitely many edges; Cs has no sink; D = D(z,y) has sinks at z
and y, Cs might depend on the ¢-site. Their union Cs U D contains a d—site-avoiding
x <— y path.



The result is the following:

Lemma 1.1. Under the conditions above, there exists a bijection between A, , and I'y .

The proof is based on the so-called switching lemma, and we will sketch it.

Based on the information above, there exist countably many x <— y-paths, denoted by
Py, P, ---, such that (1) they avoid the d—site, and (2) A,, and I';, can be partitioned
into the following disjoint subsets:

ETe's)
A:v,y = Up=1 Aﬂc,y;Pm

~ (1.14)
Loy =Uli Layipy
where A, ,.p, and I'y . p, are sets of graphs defined as
Ay yp, ::{(A5, B) €N,y | P CAsUDB; and forany | < k, P, ¢ As U B};
(1.15)
Tayr, i={(Cs, D) €Tuy | P C C3U D; and for any I < k, B ¢ CsUDY}.
We can define a bijection
Fp,t Aoyip, = Tayp
as follows:
Fp (As, B) = (Cs, D) (1.16)

where Cs and D are defined as

05 :(Ag\Pk) U (B N Pk),
D :(B\Pk) U (A5 N Pk>

It is easy to see that the map is a bijection. A very useful property is that there is a
“conservation law”:

AsUB=Cs;UD, (1.17)
which, together with , guarantees that
Fp.(Apyp) NV Ep (A y.p) = 0,if k # L (1.18)
(L.14)-(1.18) establish a bijection between A, , and I',,. Therefore, Lemma[I.1] holds.

Next, we consider directed graphs generated by the random path representation of the
XY model.



In brief, for directed graphs, a simple generalization of the technique above does not
work, especially because we do not have a “conservation law” like ((1.17)).

Specifically, if (As, B) contains x — y path P and it avoids the § site, then the switching
Fp works as follows:

Fp<(A5,B)> - (Cé,D) (1.19)
where Cs and D are defined as

Cg :(A(;\P) U (B N P),

D :=(B\P)U (As N P).

Here F is the reverse of the directed graph E. Consequently, instead of the conservation law

(1.17)), in general,
AsUB # CsUD. (1.20)

Consequently, a simple generalization of switching lemma will not work for the XY model.
For the details, see and below.

This new difficulty forces us to adopt the technique of edge-pairing used in [0}, 22 [7].
The idea is the following: provided that there exists a paired x — y path P and it avoids the
d—site, we can switch this path to establish some bijection between certain sets, see (6.15))
below.

However, the edge-pairing has its limitations and needs to be refined to solve the present
problem. Specifically, we can not guarantee that a useful paired path exists, for example, if
all the z — y path passes through the ¢ site, then we have no path to switch to begin with.
To overcome this difficulty, we need the following:

(1) We need Assumption to ensure that, as L — oo, every graph has a finite z — y
path, almost surely, so that we can at least have a path for switching, see Proposition

[6.5] and Lemma [6.6] below.

(2) We pair the edges indiscriminately and then refine the pairing to ensure that, almost
surely, every graph has a switchable paired x — y path, see (6.27) below.

(3) After refining the pairing, we prove that the switching is between graphs of equal
weights. For this we use the notion of “surgical switching”, for the detail, we refer
to Proposition below.

The paper is organized as follows. The main results will be stated in Section [2] The
directed graphs generated by the random path representation will be derived in Section



Bl One of the main results, Theorem [2.3] will be reformulated and proved in Section
by assuming a technical result Proposition 4.1 Another main result, Theorem will be
proved in Section [5] In the rest of the paper, we prove Proposition [4.1]
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2 Main Results

We start with defining a function

My(B) == Y (Se-Syos, (2.1)
| Bl

z,yE By,

where B, is a three-dimensional finite square lattice
B, = {(21722,23) e 73 ‘ |2k < n, k= 1,2,3},

and recall that (f)q 5 is the expectation for free boundary condition at the inverse tempera-
ture 3.

The first result is:

Theorem 2.1. At the critical inverse temperature = [,

lim M, (8.) = 0. (2.2)

n—oo

The theorem will be proved in Section [5] based on the results in [14} [13], see also [3, [12].

The next result, Theorem [2.3 will be built on the following assumption.

Assumption 2.2. At the critical inverse temperature 3 = (., for any directed graph G
generated by the random path representation, of free- and plus- boundary conditions on the
infinite three-dimensional square lattice, every fized edge e,, € G is part of a finite loop,
with probability 1.

To illustrate the ideas we use the following two examples. The first graph is a good
example because every edge belongs to a finite loop. The second one might not be good



yo— e from

A good example A bad example

Figure 1: Two images

because, if the a — oo and oo — b paths don’t cross, then the edge b — a does not belong
to a finite loop.

We continue to formulate our problem.

Assumption [2.2)is important because it implies Proposition [6.5] and Lemma[6.6] which in
turn implies that there is at least a useful path for us to switch. The graphs will be derived
in Section Bl

It seems that Assumption is reasonable. In studying the percolation problem for
directed graphs, Grimmet and Hiemer proved, in [20], that: for subcritical and critical cases,
with probability zero, there exists an infinite open path.

Provided that we could prove the same results for our cases, specifically, with probability
zero, a fixed e,_,;, edge is part of the path reaching oo, then it implies that Assumption
holds at 8 < (.: when there is no infinite path almost surely, the graphs are localized. Since
our graphs are without sinks or sources, the assumption holds.

Unfortunately, for technical reasons, we can not prove the Assumption at the moment,
for example, the FKG inequality used in [20] is not available here.

We are ready to state the main theorem of the present paper. Recall the definition of
magnetization m*(3) from ((1.10)).



Theorem 2.3. Under Assumption[2.9, at the inverse temperature 8 = .,
m*(B.) = 0.

This theorem will be proved in Section
In the proof of Theorem we will use some of the ideas in [4].

(2.3)

3 Directed Graphs Generated By Random Path Representation

Here we start with rewriting (1.7 by the so-called random path representation. Among the
known representations, see [I5] [16], 6], we choose the random path representation because it

is easier to establish a “switching” lemma.

3.1 Free boundary condition

We rewrite Hamiltonian as

1 . ,
Hpo=— Y JuSk-S = -5 3 T <ez(ek—e,> i e—zwk—ez))’
kleL klec

where, in the second step we used Sy = (cos 0, sinfy) and

Sy - S; = cos 0y, cos 0; + sin 0, sin 6,

=cos(bx — 0;)
1, . .
25 (el(@rez) + 6*2(6%*91)).

Decompose the Hamiltonian H into two parts

Hpo=Hy+H_,
where H, and H_ are defined as
H+ = — Z Jk7l€i(9k_el),
(k)>a(l)
H_ =-— Z Jk le_i(ek_el)7
o(k)>o(l)

here 0 : £ — Z is an (arbitrary) injective map. Recall that Ji, = 0 and Ji; = Ji.

9

(3.1)

(3.2)

(3.3)

(3.4)



Taylor-expand the exponentials e ##+ and e‘ﬁH* to obtain

e BH+ — Z H BJkl i — — anﬁ\l(gkfel);

N1 o(k)>o(l) —b

e BH- _ Z H ﬁJkl nk(—l — e~k e1(0x=01)

n
ket o(k)>o(l) ket

(3.5)

Consequently,

e PHL0 ——BHy —BH-

= Z H ﬁ‘]k . nk—>l+nk<—l 1 Lez(nk_ﬂ—nm_l)(@k—el)‘ (36)

Ngees! Mgy
Nk, Nkt o(k)>o(l) k=l Tkl

We call the nonnegative integer nj_,; the number of edges going from k to [; and ny.; the
number of edges going from [ to k.

Take the integral d®0,, for any k € Z3 and find that,

2
/ e PHLo 3, £ 0 (3.7)
0
only when the numbers of incoming edges and outgoing ones are equal, equivalently:

Z Ng—j + Z Ny = Z Ny + Z Nj sk (3.8)
j: o(k)>o(j) l: o(k)y>o(l) I: o(l)>o(k) j: o(j)>o(k)
Therefore, the quantity Zs 1, defined in (|1.8)), takes a new form

1 _

keLl

Z H [ 5Jkl nlc—>l+nk<—l

— Nk, Nkl Kyl

| if B3) nolds for all &, (3.9)

anl' Nei!

0 otherwise.

To simplify the notations, we use the following expression: provided that (3.8]) holds,

no_+no. 1 1
Zgor = > (BI)em T —— —

ng_,!'ng . !
a(no,a+n0,<—):@ ’ ’

> (B

ong=9

(3.10)

10



where J, ng _, and ng . are vectors defined as

J:= (Jk,l> y (3.11)
(k,0): o(k)y>a(l)

and

ng_, = (nk—>l> )
(kJ0): a(k)y>a(l)

g ‘= (nkel> )
(kJ0): o(k)>o(l)

and ng is a (natural) concatenation of ng_, and ng.; and dng = () signifies that, for any

site z,

o(k)>o(z) o(z)>o(k)

(3.12)

Next, we compute the quantity Fp  defined in (1.7)).
Compute directly to obtain

1 _
F570,L<x7y) :(27T>#A /v6 ﬁHL’OSx 'Sy H dek

keLo

:%( DS >(5J)mn%! (3.14)

Onp={z—y} Ino={y—z}

=Fyr(r —y)+ Forly = x)

where the terms Fo 1 (z — y) and Fy 1 (y — ) are defined naturally; On = {z — y} signifies
that, as a directed graph, = is the only source and y is the only sink, mathematically,

( an_ﬂ = Zn“—k’ at the site k & {z,y},
j !
on = {z — y} <= Z”x—m' = an_w + 1, at the site x, (3.15)
j 1
Znyﬁj +1= aney, at the site y.
\ J l

3.2 Plus boundary condition

We start with rewriting the definition of (S, - S,)s+.z in (1.7). The reason is that, as in [4],
treating all the boundary sites as a so-called ghost site d will simplify our analysis.

11



To prepare for that we rewrite the Hamiltonian. From (|1.2)),

1
Hpy=-— Z 1Sk S — Z Jie 1Sk - ( 0 )
k,leLo keLl, ledL
1
= — Z Jk,lSk . Sl — Z JmSk . ( 0 > , (316)
k,leLo keL0

where 0 is called the ghost site; and Ji s = Js is defined for any k € £°,

J(S,k = Z Jm,k- (317)

meJL

Define a new Hamiltonian Hy s,

HL75 = — Z JleSk . Sl — Z Jk75Sk : 5'5. (3.18)

k,leLo keLo

Based on this, we are ready to rewrite the partition function. Since
S-S = (USk) - (US))

for any unitary 2 x 2 matrix U, we have that,

F, F,
<Sz S >5+L — ﬂ,‘i‘,L(x?y) — ﬁ,(izL(x7y>7 (319>
Zg 1L 2351

where, the quantities }3};’ 1, and 257 1, are defined as,

1 _
F(SL(.T y) (27T)#A+1/ BHp, 5 H dS@k;

keLOus

~ 1
- —BHy, . | | 3
Z(;,L —W/@ L‘sSx Sy d ek

keLOuUs

What is left is similar to deriving (3.10]) and (3.14]). Compute directly to find

~ ns _,+ngs . 1 1
L5, = Z (BI)om ,

ns;_!'ns. !
O(ns +ns . )=2 ’ ’

SN

ong=g

(3.20)

12



and

Fé,L(%y) =

Z + Z )(ﬁJ)né,—H-HJA—L 1 ‘

ns_!'ns !
O(ns,+4ns )={z—y} 9I(ns+ns)={y—z} ’ ’

:%( Z + Z )(@J)nani&! (3.21)

Ons={z—y} OInsg={y—z}

DN | —
VS

=Fsr(z = y) + By — ),

where the terms Fsp(z — y) and Esz(y — ) are naturally defined.

4 Reformulation of Main Theorem [2.3]

A crucial step in proving Theorem is to show that, at the critical inverse temperature
B = f,, for any sites x and v,

<Sﬂc ’ Sy>+7ﬁc = <Sa: ) Sy>0,ﬁc- (4~1)
Its necessity and importance will be discussed after Proposition [4.1}

For preparation, we consider the following quantity

Fso(ry)  Foulz,y)

<Sﬂc ) Sy>L7+,,3 - <S:v ) Sy>L,07ﬁ = Zé,L ZO,L

=Dy (L) + Dagy(L),  (42)

where the terms D, , (L) and Dy, ,(L) are defined as

_Fa,L(IL’ — ) Zor — Forly — 2)Zs 1

D17x7y(L) = Z(g Z )
L20,L

D (L ._F&L(y — @) Zor — For(z = y)Zs1

27x7y( ) T Zé LZO I N

The present paper is centered around devising a switching lemma to cancel the terms in
D, (L) and Dy, (L), and prove the following result.

Proposition 4.1. Suppose that Assumption [2.3 holds. Then, at the critical inverse temper-
ature 8 = ., for any fized sites x and vy,

lim Dy ,,(L) = lim Dy, ,(L)=0. (4.3)

L—oo L—oo

13



The proposition will be proved in Section [6]

Proposition is important. Together with (4.2), it implies that, for any fixed sites x
and y, at the critical inverse temperature f.,

<sx : sy>+ﬂc - <S$ : 5y>wc. (4.4)

This identity is important for two reasons:

(A) We can approximate <SE . Sy> 5 by <Sx . Sy>L 5 with L > 1 and 8 < . by using
0,8c ,0,

the following identities

. Bh/n%c <Sm . Sy>L,0,B N Bhfnﬁlc e <Sx ' Sy>L,O,B B <Sx ' Sy>0,6c; (45)

(B) When g < ., one can use (5.2)) to make the technique of Gaussian domination appli-
cable, see Lemma below. For the details, see the proof of Theorem below.

Assuming Proposition [4.1], we are ready to prove Main Theorem

4.1 Proving Main Theorem by assuming Proposition [4.1

Recall that our goal is to prove that <cos(90)> W 0.
+.8e

By the well-known results, at any inverse temperature g > 0,

0< <cos(90)>iﬁ = <cos(9x)>+”8< Cos(Qy)>+ﬂ < (cos(6,) COS(ey)>+ﬁ < (S, - Sy>+ﬁ, (4.6)

where, in the second step, we used the identity, for any fixed site y,

< cos(@o)>+”8 = <cos(6’y)>+76;

and in the third step we used Griffiths inequality, see e.g. [I8, [0, 12]; in the last step, we
used the identity S, - S, = cos(6,) cos(8,) +sin(6,) sin(d,) and that <sin(9x) sin(9y)> , >0,
+,
see e.g. [6].
We continue to control <Sx . Sy>+,,g in (4.6), but at § = 5.. Here the important (4.4)),
together with (4.6)), implies that,

2

for any fixed sites x and y, 0 < <cos(90)> < <SI . Sy> . (4.7)
c 07 c

+’B

14



On the other hand, Theorem implies that there exist sequences {xn}zo:l and {yn}zozl

such that
lim <SM : syn> —0.
n—00 Ovﬁc

This and (4.7)) imply the desired result
0 = 0. 4.8
<COS< 0)>+7,80 ( )

5 Proof of Theorem 2.1

To make the technique of Gaussian domination applicable, we consider the periodic boundary

3 .
condition on a 3—dimensional periodic lattice €2, := (Z / (2LZ)> with Hamilton Hj, defined
as

N 1
HL = _6 Z SkSl (51)

ke, [k—l|=1
where S, € S' are functions periodic in k € Z3, specifically, for any j € 2LZ3,
Sk- :Sk;+]

In what follows we use the notation ( - )1 ps to denote the expectation with the periodic
boundary condition.

Studying the periodic lattice is helpful for the present problem: Apply the Ginibre’s
inequality, see [I7], to obtain,

0= <Sz ' Sy>L,0,ﬂ = <S$ . Sy>L,P,5’ (5:2)

provided that L is large enough so that |z| + |y| < L.

What is left is to control <Sx . Sy> by the technique of Gaussian domination.
L’P7ﬁ

Define a function

Gl y) 1 / etk (z=y) B (5.3)
Z, = = . s .
Y (27T)3 [—m,m]3 1— J(k?)

1oy —
where, by (5.1), J(I) = { 8 (i’i}lgrwisle: and thus

~

J(k) = %(cos(k:l) + cos(ka) + cos(ks))

15



for k = (ky, ko, k3) € R3. Here G(z,y) is well defined because 1—}(/@ > 0 and it has only

one singularity at |k| = 0, and this singularity is of the form |k|=2(3 + o(1)) and, thus, is
integrable.

The result is the following:
Lemma 5.1. When 8 < (.,

. 1 1 1
Jm 3 <SI'Sy>L,p,@§ﬁ|Bn|2 Y Glay). (5.4)

T,y€ By

Especially, G is independent of B and
lim G(z,y) =0. (5.5)

|z —y|—o00

This is based on the works of Frohlich, Spencer, etc in [14] [13], see also [8, 12]. (5.5)
follows from (5.3) and the fact that, as |z — y| becomes large, the oscillation renders the
integral small.

We continue to prove Theorem
This and (5.2)) imply the desired property, for any £ < 5.,
1 1
S, - S > < — G(z,y). 5.6
Z < Y L:075_26|Bn|2 Z (:L‘ y) ( )

z,y€Bn, z,yEBn,

.
ngo | B,.|?

Next, we increase  and L to . and oo, respectively. The limit exists by the following
proposition.

Proposition 5.2. For any fized sites x, y € Z*, (S, - S,)r0s is an increasing function in
both L and (8 variables, and

Jim Jim (8o - Sy)ros = Hm Jim (Sa - Sy)r08 = (S2 - Sylog.- (5.7)

Proof. The proof is well-known, thus we only state some key steps. Here we need two key
observations: by Ginibre’s inequality, see e.g. [17, 18, 6, 12], (S, - S,)r.0,4 is an increasing
function in the variables L and f; for any fixed L, (S, - Sy) 10,4 is uniformly continuous in
the variable (. O

We are ready to prove Theorem [2.1]

16



(5.7), (5.6) and (5.5 imply the desired result

lim — > (Se-Syos. =0. (5.8)

n—00 |Bn‘2 i

The proof is complete.

6 Proof of Proposition 4.1

Our general strategy is to show that, under Assumption [2.2, when L — oo, a properly
defined switching lemma will help us to cancel “almost all” the terms in D, ,, and Dy, .

We start with establishing a switching lemma.
In preparation for that, we define
Digy = Fi sy — Eoy s (6.1)

where E, 4, and Fy,_,, are defined as

Er, - = )
e Zs1 701

5 _ Zsp For(y — )
2 xr
v Zs1 201

To rewrite Fi,_,, we use the expressions of s (z — y) and Zo 1 in (3.10), (3.14), (3.20)

and (3.21)), to find
1 1 1
El,:c—>y B Z (6J)n5+n0 '

2751701 ng={z—y}, dng=0

- Z V:'l,n(n(;,no)

n(ns,ng): Ons={z—y}; dno=>0

where J, ns and ng are vectors defined in and ; n(ng, ng) is a nonnegative-
integer-valued vector defined as follows: for any two nearest neighbors a, b € Z? on the
lattice, suppose that ns and ng contain n;; and ng; a — b edges and ns9 and ngs b — a
edges, respectively, then

(6.2)
‘S'(S,n(n(g,no),L(«r — y) y

=Mngs1+ Mo+ Ns2 + No2; (6.3)

a,b)

n(ns, no)
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and Ssn(nsne),L(T — ¥) is a set of directed graphs defined as

Ssn(ngno),L(T = Y) = {(gné (x = y), gn0> } Gn;s On, are graphs formed by ns and ny,

and dng = {x — y}, Ong = @},
(6.4)

and the integer
(n(ng, ng))!
(ns)! (no)!
is interpreted as the total number of directed graphs in the set: at each nearest neighboring
sites a and b, there are in total &1 tro.tnastno.)!

(n5,1)! (n0,1)! (ns,2)! (no,2)!
edges; and the positive number

‘S(S,n(né,no),L(x — y)‘ -

; ways of distributing 7514101 4+ns52+n0,2

1 1
_ BJ n(ns,no)
%0702V g, mo))!

‘/J,n(ng,no) =

is considered the weight assigned to each graph in the set Ssnmyne),L(T — ).

Similarly, for Ej ,_,,

1 11
E2 y—x = —— Z (/BJ)n6+n()
) | |
2Z5.120.1 ono={y—az}, Ons=0 ()1 (o)) (6.5)
= > V1.n(ns,00) [So.n(nsm0),2 (Y — ) ‘

n(ng,ng): Ong={y—z}, Ons=0
Here the terms are interpreted similarly to the corresponding ones in (6.2]).
To illustrate the difficulties, we present a preliminary version of path switching.
For a fixed §—site-avoiding x — y path P = P(z — y), we define two sets of graphs
Aw—>y’P _{ (‘I)(;(l’ — y (I)O> ’ 7) C ((1)5(‘7: — y q)()) U S(Sn(ng,no (JI — y)}7

n(ns,no)

B, .5 ::{<\I/5, Uo(y — :c)) ‘ P C <\115,\Ilo(y - > U So,n(ng,n0),L (Y — :1:')}

n(ng,ng)
Here P is the inverse of the directed path P.

Given these two sets of graphs, we can define a bijection, denoted by

Am—>y,7’ 2) By%m,'ﬁ? (66)
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by switching the chosen path P. The procedure was used in [22] and works as following: For

a fixed <<I>5(x — 1), <I>0) € A,_,, p we switch the path P to obtain a new graph (\Il(;, Uo(y —

x)) € B,_,, p such that,

W ZZ(@g\P) U <<I>o—ﬂ77);
Uo(y — x) :z(@O\P> U (@5—077)

Importantly, this mapping is reversible and is between graphs of equal weights.

In summary, we obtain the following results:

Lemma 6.1. For a fized 6—site-avoiding x — y path P, the switching defined in (6.7))

establishes a bijection between A, p and B,_,,p. And the mapping Py is between graphs
of equal weight.

Now we discuss the limitation. In brief, the switching defined in only works occa-
sionally.

(A1) The first problem is that some graphs in (U, ne) S6.n(nsno),.(z — y) might not contain

a “switchable” x — y path P(x — y), for example, every P(x — y) path passes through
the o-site. Thus, there is no path to switch to begin with!

(A2) The second one is more fundamental. In brief, even if every graph has at least a path
for us to switch, we still have difficulties finding a bijection, partly because we do not

have a conservation law as .
It is easy to construct a “bad” example: there exist two distinct d—site-avoiding © — y-
paths P and Q, and two graphs G = (gg(x — y),g()) and F = (]—"5(:15 — y),}"o>
satisfying
P C Gs(x — y) UGy, but P & Fs(x — y) U Fo;
Q & Gs(x — y) UGy, but Q C Fs(z — y) U Fy,

such that, after switching the paths P and Q in G and F respectively to obtain two
new graphs, denoted by GP) and F(9) the following adverse situation occurs:

g(P) — 7 (6.9)

(6.8)

Consequently, a simple generalization of switching lemma for an undirected graph does
not work here!
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To overcome the first difficulty, we need Assumption[2.2] For the detail see the discussions
in Section [6.2] below.

To overcome the second difficulty, we pair the edges in (6.11])-(6.13)) below. It is indeed
an improvement, but it also creates a new difficulty. This forces us to refine the pairing in
Subsection [6.3

6.1 Edge pairing: a preliminary version

Edge-pairing helps, at least partly, to overcome the second difficulty discussed above. It
is not difficult to understand intuitively, because, after the edges are paired, any graph in
Un(ns.ne) So.n(ns o),z (z — y) must have a paired z — y-path. Provided that it does not pass
through the d—site, then we switch this paired path to establish a bijection, and the adverse

situations in and will not appear.

To prepare for pairing, we observe that, for any fixed site
z & {z,y}, (6.10)

the number of incoming edges is Z (N2, + Mo, j), and that of outgoing ones is
j:o(2)>0(4)
Z (ns—j + no.—j). These two numbers are equal: by (3.15) for the 0—boundary

jio(2)>0(j)
condition, which also holds for the plus-boundary condition,

Z (n5,z<—j + nO,z<—j> = Z (n6,2—>j + n5,2—>j)- (611)

jio(z)>a(j) jio(z)>o0(j)

Therefore, at any site z & {x,y}, there are

\I’n(ng,no)(z) = (Z(né,z%j + nO,ij)>!
- (6.12)

= <§ Z(na,z—m‘ T N5z T N0zmj T+ nO,j—>z)> !
J
ways of pairing the incoming edges with the outgoing ones. Recall that n(ng, ng) was defined

in .

When z = x or z = y, we choose not to pair the edges to avoid messy combinatorics. This
leads to a minor complication: when “switching”, we not only switch a paired x — y-path,
but switch all the paired x — y, y — x paths, and * — z, y — y loops, see e.g. ([6.15|)
below.
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Consequently, after pairing, (6.2)) and (6.5]) take new forms

Fsi(z = y)Z
5’L<Z;r Zy> = Z Wn(na,no),L ’F(s,n(n(;,no),L(.T — y) ;
6,L40,L n(ns,ng): Ong={x—y}, Ono=~0 (6 13)
O,L(}/ 37) oL _ Z Wn(n67n0)7L ’FO,n(ng,no),L(y — m)‘7
Zs5,.20,L

n(ng,ng): Ong={y—x}, dns=0

where Wi (ns.no),1 is considered the weight assigned to each paired graph formed by ns and
ngp:

1 1 1
n(ns, no)! Wn(nsno) Zé,LZO,L’
Un(nsno) 1S & positive integer defined in terms of Wpn,ng)(2) in (6.12),

Unmsno) = || Uningmo) (2);
z¢{z, y}
L5 n(ns.no),L(T — y) is a set of paired graph defined as

1 n(ngs,ng
Wn(n(;,no),L = 5(5‘]) (ns.10) (6.14)

Lsn(ngne)L(z = y) := {Gna,ne’L(.iE — y) is a paired graph formed by ns and ng;

ong = {x — y}; Ong = @}
and

L5 n(ng,no),L(x — y)‘ :=the total number of paired graphs in I's nm,ne)L(T — ¥)

n(ng, ng) !
oy ()

(M () \Ijn ngs,n .
n(ns,ng): Ing={z—y}, Ong=0 (Il(;)! <n0>! (ns,n0)

I'0.n(nsn0),L.(¥ — @) in the second line of (6.13)) is interpreted similarly, and

(n(n(g, no)) !

FO,n(ns,no)L(y — :L’)’ = Z (na)! (no)! an(ﬂs,no)'

n(ns,ng): Ong=0, Ono={y—z}
It is not difficult to prove that, when L — oo, the limit exists for paired graphs in ((6.13])
with weights. We choose to skip the details here.

The following definition of a projective map will facilitate later discussions. A (unpaired)
graph might generate different paired ones. For identification we define a projection, denoted
by II, to project a paired graph to its underlying unpaired one.
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Definition 6.2. II is the projective map that maps a paired graph to the corresponding
unpaired one.

Now we discuss the advantages of pairing and its limitations.
Since x and y are the only source and sink respectively, any paired graph generated by

% in (6.13)) must contain at least one paired x — y path.
LZ%0,L

Before “switching”, we define a notion of a switchable graph P(x — y). Here we empha-
size that we switch a graph P(x — y), instead of a path. The reason is that: Because we do
not pair edges at the sites x and y, we switch all the paths and loops connecting x and y in
order to avoid some messy combinatorics.

Definition 6.3. Let P = P(x — y) be a fized set of paired paths © — y, y — x, and paired
loops © — = and y — vy, except that, at the sites x and y, the edges are not paired. We say
P is a switchable paired x — y-graph if these paths and loops avoid the §-site.

To see the advantage of edge pairing, we fix an switchable paired graph P = P(z — y),
and define two subsets of U I's n(ng,no), and U L'o,n(ng,n0),L:
n(ng,ng) n(ng,no)

Ax—)y,P = {G(;(ZL’ — y)‘ G5 ZL’ — y U F(Sn(ng np), (]3 — y)a

n(nsyno)

and all the paired paths and loops connected to x or y are in P};

By%x,ﬁ = {GO(y%x)‘ GO y—>$ U Fonn5 nyp), (y-)l’),

n(n&no)

and all the paired paths and loops connected to x or y are in P }

Here P is the reverse of P.

Between these two sets we switch the chosen paired graph P to establish a bijection
between A,_,, p and B,_,, p, denoted by

~ P ~
Apyr B By o p (6.15)
by the same procedure for switching described in (6.7)).

It is important to note that the switching is between graphs of equal weights.

Based on these, it is easy to obtain the following results.
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Lemma 6.4. Between sets U /NL,Hy,p and U By_sz, the naturally defined

switchable P switchable P
switching is a bijection between graphs of equal weight.

However, the procedure described above has some limits because it is not always useful.

The problem is that the sets U flx_,% p and U By _.,p might be only sub-

switchable P switchable P

sets of all the considered paired graphs in (6.13]) for two reasons:

(B1) The first one is the same as (A1) discussed earlier: even before pairing, some graphs do
not contain a d—site-avoiding x — y path.

(B2) The second is that, even if the underlying unpaired graph has a usable x — y path, it
might happen that all the paired  — y-paths pass through the J-site, and thus, the
paired graph does not have a switchable path.

We will circumvent the first difficulty in the Subsection [6.2] based on Assumption [2.2]
The second difficulty will be addressed in Subsection [6.3]

6.2 Implication of Assumption Resolution of Difficulties [A1l] and [B1]

We need Assumption [2.2 because it implies the following result:
Proposition 6.5. Suppose Assumption holds.

Then, for both free- and plus-boundary conditions, when L — oo, almost surely, every
directed graph G generated by the random path representation is a union of finite loops.

More precisely, with probability 1, G is a union of finite loops
G=J 0o, (6.16)
keD

where D is some set, Oy are finite loops.

Proof. A key property to be exploited is that, for any translating invariant event, its prob-
ability is either 0 or 1. Here, the relevant translated invariant event is that, for any fixed
edge e,_,, in any fixed graph G, one can find finitely many edges so that they form a loop.
Assumption implies that this will occur with probability 1.

Consequently, almost surely, for any fixed edge e,_.;, one can find finitely many edges
and e, _,, so that they form a finite loop £ defined as

€b—c1y Cep—eny

L:= {ea—>b7 €b—cis €cr—eas T eck—>a}~
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Delete this loop £ from G, and denote what is left by G\L. By Assumption every
edge in G\ L is still contained in a finite loop, with probability 1.

By iterating this procedure, we prove the desired result: with probability 1, every graph
is a union of finite loops. n

Now, we apply Proposition to obtain the following useful observation.

Lemma 6.6. Under Assumption [2.3, as L — oo, almost surely, any unpaired graphs

F, — Y)Z, E —x)Z,
Gs(x — y) and Go(y — x) generated by nglgo J’L(Za;Lzsﬁ oL and ngrolo QL(Zyg,LZjL) oL
can be decomposed into a union of finite loops Dy and a path P(z — y) (or Qly — x)
respectively)

Gi(x = y) = (U 2) P v

AET

Go(ly —» o) = ( U D,\)UQ(y—MU).

AET o

(6.17)

Proof. We start with making Proposition [6.5| relevant. Proposition [6.5| works for graphs
without a source or sink, while the desired result is for graphs with a source and a sink.

For that purpose, we fix a finite path K(y — z) = {ey_ml, Caysans " s eal_m}, and
consider the graph Gs(x — y) U KX (y — x), which has no sink or source. This makes Propo-
sition applicable, which says that, with probability 1, the path K(y — ) is contained in
a finite loop L.

We find a desired path P(z — y) in (6.17) by deleting Q(y — z) from L:
Plx —y) = L\Q(y — x). (6.18)

What is left is to consider the graph Gs(x — y)\P(x — y), which has no source or sink.
Apply Proposition to find that it is of the form, with probability 1,

Ga(x = y)\Plx =) = (U D).
AETy

This directly implies the first identity of the desired ([6.17).

The second identity can be obtained almost identically, thus we choose to skip the detail.

[]
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6.3 Edge pairing and weight assignments

We start with some preparatory works.

In (6.13)), where L < oo, we assigned weights for each graph. As L — oo we must assign
weights for sets of infinite graphs.

For that purpose, we fix a large integer N and define a notion called “partially paired
graph in the region |z| < N7, denoted by PPy. Later, we will use it to represent a set of
paired infinite graphs, see Definition below. Recall the definition of the projective map
IT from Definition [6.2]

Definition 6.7. For a fized large integer N so that |xz| + |y| < N, a partially paired graph
Gy in the region |z| < N satisfies the following properties:

(1) Its underlying unpaired graph, I(Gy), is <Q5(a: —Y), Qo>

en (ga, Goly — $)>
Recall unpaired graphs <g5(:z: — 1), Qo> or (Q(g, Go(y — w)) from .

(2) In the interior, at site z with |z| < N and z & {z,y}, every incoming edge is paired
with an outgoing one;

|z|<N

(3) At the sites x and y, the edges are not paired;
(4) On the boundary, at site z with |z| = N, the edges are not paired.

We denote this set of graphs by PPy, i.e.
PPy = {GN ‘ Gy 1is a partially paired graph in the region |z| < N}. (6.19)
We remark that the condition (4) seems strange. But it will be needed in (6.29) to assign
weights to sets of graphs.

In the next definition, we use a fixed partially-paired finite graph to represent a set of
paired infinite graphs. Recall the definition of the projective map II in ([6.2]).

Definition 6.8. For any
G57N(I — y), G()?N(y — ZE) - PPN,

we use them to represent two sets of paired infinite graphs, specifically,
é(;\f(m —y) = {F ) F = Fs(x — y) is a paired infinite graph;

I(F = H(G&N(:v — y)) },
(6.20)

F =Gsn(Tr —Y)

|z|<N

)
|z| <N |z|<N
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and

é(;;v(y —x) = {F ‘ F = Fy(y — x) is a paired infinite graph;

F|  =Gonly—a . TI(F — (Gon(y — }
o< on (Y ) o< ) 2|<N ( on(y ))
(6.21)
Based on the discussions above, (6.2)) and (6.5 take new forms: as L — oo,
Fsi(x =) Z
i L2 Tor g
e Zs.1.Z0,L Gs,n(z—y)EPPyN ’
5 g | (6.22)
_>
lim =5 ~0’L<y i Z Gon (y—)
L—oo Z&,LZO,L Con (4 e PPy o,N (Y
where the nonnegative constants C () and C’EO\; (ysw) A€ weights assigned to the sets,

and they are naturally defined.

We are ready to state two important properties for the weights. To simplify the notations
we use the following conventions:

G v — Gsn(x —y) f# =4,
#N G()’N(y — .CI?) if # = 0,

and Fy n, Ky ny are interpreted similarly.

(6.23)

o Let G n and Fj y be two partially paired graphs in the region |z| < N satisfying
Gy n) = (Fyn),

then

Cé;}/v = Cm. (6.24)
This is implied by (6.13]) because for graphs with the same n(ns, ng), the weights are
equal.

e The weight CA; is defined for any chosen large integer N. To show that these defini-

tions are consistent for different N7 and N, we use the following identity: suppose that
Ny > Ny,

Cir, = 2 Corr (6:25)
G#Ng ’| |< Ny :G#,Nl;

M(Gyne) | ey, = M(Gpm)
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where the notations
G#,Nz ‘|z|<N1 = G#,N1

and
H(G#J\b) ‘|z|§N1 = H(G#J\H)

signify that, (1) when restricted to the region |z| < Ny, G4 n, is the same to Gy n,; (2)
in the region |z| < Ny, II(Gy n,) is the same to II(Gy n, ).

6.4 Refined pairing and weight assignments

Until now, we paired edges indiscriminately. An adverse fact is that some graphs in the
set Gsn(z — y) don’t have a paired finite x — y-path at all. Thus, there is no possible
switching to begin with!

To overcome this difficulty, we notice that Lemma implies that, with probability 1,
any (unpaired) graph has a finite x — y path. Based on this, to ensure there is always a
“switchable” paired x — y-path, we refine the paring by introducing the notion of “finitely-
paired graphs”.

Definition 6.9. For a fized large integer N, a paired infinite graph G(xz — y) is called a
finitely-paired graph in the region |z| < N if every edge in the region |z| < N is paired into
a finite loop or a finite path.

To illustrate the ideas we use the following example of finitely-paired graph in the region
|z| < N, see Figure ] 1In the figure part of the paired path z — y and paired loop
a — b — a are in the |z| < N region, and the path and loop are of finite length. If the path
00 — ¢ — d — oo does not intersect with the region |z| < N, then we do not require that it
is of finite length.

To simplify the notations we use the same conventions as in (6.23]). For a fixed partially
paired finite graph
Gun =Gsn(x —y) or Gon(y — ),

we use it to represent a set of paired infinite graphs, denoted by @V

@V = {F ‘ F = Fy is a paired infinite graph in VAR

= Gyn;
<N (6.26)
I(F)|<y =II(Ggn); F is finitely-paired in the region |z| < N.}.
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Figure 2: An example for finitely-paired graph

We rewrite (6.22)) to assign weight for G’/#\N for a fixed large N,

A= Iidon > Comnton) = > Dz
6,L#0,L Gs n(z—y)EPPyN Gs,n(z—y)ePPy
o > (6.27)
. 0,L\Yy 7 ) Ls1 o _ _
jm = = > Caueen= 2 Dames
8,L40,L Go,n(y—z)EPPy Go,n(y—z)ePPN

where D@ are weights assigned to G{#y\N, and are uniquely defined by the following two
identities:

(B1) Dgs— depends on Cé;;: for a fixed unpaired graph K y in the region |z| < N,

#,N
Z Dg— = Z Carvr (6.28)

(G, N)=Kg,Nn (G, N)=Ky,Nn

(B2) Suppose that G x and Fl x are two partially paired graphs in the region |z| < N, and
their underlying unpaired graphs agree, i.e.

Gy n) = (Fyn),
then they are of the same weights:

D-— =D—. (6.29)

Gy N Fu N
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The identities (6.27)), (6.28)) and (6.29)) assign a unique finite weight to DG/#\N because,

for each fixed N and an unpaired graph ICu n in (6.28), there are only finitely many CT#\N
satisfying [I(Gx n) = Ky n -

We also need a consistency, similar to (6.25)),

Lemma 6.10. The identities in (6.27) are consistent for different N'’s in the sense that for
any M > N,

D@,\N(ﬂﬁ—w) - Z D@I(I—w)' (6'30)
Wit oy = Ga

H(W#,M)MZEN = H(G#JV)

We continue to study the paired graphs after refining the pairings.

Refining the pairing is an improvement because it guarantees there is a graph for switch-
ing, and the switching is a bijection.

However, we have not proved that it is between graphs of equal weights. For this purpose,
we need the following result.

Proposition 6.11. Suppose that P = P(x — y) is a union of paired paths v — vy, y — z,
and loops x — =, y — y in the region |z| < N, except that at x and y the edges are not
paired.

Suppose that Gsn(x — y) is a partially paired graph in the region |z| < N, and P C
Gsn(x — y) contains all the paired paths and loops connecting x and y. Gon(y — x) is the
partially paired graph obtained by switching P in Gsn(x — y)

Then 675\]\/(:13 —y) and GTO\N(y — x) have the same weights

D

(6.31)

Gs.n (z—y) Gon(y—z)’

This proposition will be proved in Subsection [6.4.2
Proposition [6.11] is important because it implies the important Proposition (4.1
6.4.1 Proof of Proposition by assuming Proposition [6.11

We start with an easy case.

Specifically, suppose that the partially paired graphs Gsn(xr — y) and Gon(y — )
in the region |z| < N are related as follows: A paired graph P(x — y) is subgraph of
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Gsn(x — y), ie.
P(r —y) C Gsn(r —y) (6.32)

and it contains all the paths and loops connected to = and y, and one obtains Gy n(y — )
by switching P(z — y), i.e.

Gsn(z —y) 5 Gon(y — ). (6.33)
Then we apply Proposition to obtain,

=D—— (6.34)

G, n (z—y) Gon(y—z)’

This is important because, by (6.27)),

. (F&L(af —vy) Zor Forly— x) Z&,L)
1m —

L—oo Zs1. 20,1 Zs1. 20,1
= > Dauewn— 2. Davuow
057N(:E—)y)€PPN Go,N(x—>y)€PPN

Recall the definition of partially paired graphs, PPy, in Definition (6.19). Then (6.34))
implies that some terms cancel each other under the condition ((6.32)).

We have a minor difficulty in proving that all the terms Ds—, (21) will be canceled

because (6.32) might not hold. For this, we need the consistency between different Ns in
(6.30) and need a standard argument, which says that if N is sufficiently large, then up to
a correction of order €y, with

lim ey =0,
N—oo

all the paths and loops connecting = and y are in the region |z| < N. The detailed proof is
straightforward but tedious. We choose to skip it.

Similarly, almost all terms D@(y L) will be canceled.

Therefore, we proved that

Ia Z F, Z
lim ( 5.0t —y) Zor _ 0Ly = ) M) — 0. (6.35)

Zs1.20.1 Zs1.20.1

L—o0

This and the definition of D; ,,(L) in (4.2) imply the desired Llim D (L) =0.
—00

Similarly, we prove that ngrolo Dy 4., (L) =0, and hence finish proving Proposition .
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6.4.2 Switching between graphs of equal weights: Proof of Proposition [6.11

For technical reasons, it is easier to prove a slightly more general result, which will be Lemma

[6.14] below.

We start by defining a notion of “surgical switching by a graph P” for some unpaired
graph P = P(x — y). Here we emphasize that P is unpaired, and thus, in switching we do
not follow the rule of pairing, and hence, we destroy and re-establish some of them.

Recall that II, defined in (6.2), is the projective map so that II(Ggx(x — y)) is the
unpaired graph underlying the paired one Gy(x — y).

Definition 6.12. Suppose that Gsp = Gsp(x — y) is a paired infinite graph. And P =
P(xz — y) is an unpaired subgraph in II(Gsp).

We perform a surgical switching, using P, on Gsp to obtain Gy = G5y — z) as
follows.

For G5, its corresponding unpaired graph 11(G ), is obtained from I1(Gs) by switching
P with the procedure described in (6.7)).

Next, we consider the pairing in the new graph Gz.

In brief, some pairings remain unchanged, and some pairings must be modified depending
on whether they are paired with edges in P.

(I) We start with an easy case. Specifically, suppose that P is a x — y path that does not
contain any loop and is of the form
rT=ayg—> a1 —> Ay —> " — Gy = Y,

and a, # a; if k # 1. (6.36)

Fiz a site v € Z3, the pairing of an edge e, s, (07 €y_sy) at the site v will stay the same
in the following two possibilities:

— the edge is not paired with any edge of P,

— the edge e,y (0T €y_sy) is part of P and is already paired to another edge in P at

.

Otherwise, v = a, for some k =1,2,--- ,n —1 there are two possible pairings of €q,
(or ey—a,) at the site ay, and we handle them differently. In what follows we only
consider eq, s, at the site ai. That for e,_q, s almost identical, and hence is omitted.

— The edge €4y 15 part of P, thus w = ax11 by (6.36). At ay it is paired with an
edge ey, | sq, € P. And the edge eq, | sq, € P is paired with eq, ¢, ., & P.
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Then in the new graph G, where we reverse the path P, at ay, €4 ¢ a,,, 1S paired
With €4y ey, ; and €qy | q, 15 parred with eq, p, .
— The edge €q,—y 15 not part of P, and at ay, it is paired with e, _,—q, € P, and the
edge €qy—a,, € P is paired with an edge €.q, .
Then in the new graph G,z where we reverse the path P, at ay, €4, 15 paired
With €4y ay.,, and €csq, 15 paired with eq,_ « q, -
To illustrate the procedure, we use the Figures |3 and [{. Both are paired graphs. In
Figure 3, the paired path and loop are x — al — a2 — y and bl — al — b2 — b3 —
a2 — b4 — bl. And the chosen (unpaired) path for surgical switching, P, is

P=x—al - 02—b3—a2—y.

Figure[]) is obtained after the surgical switching, the paired path and loop are y — a2 —
b4 — bl — al = x and al — a2 — b3 — b2 — al.

(II) For the general case, P can be decomposed, disjointly, into
P:P1UP2U"'Pm (637)

and each of Py is a self-avoiding path or loop, then we make the surgical switching for
each one of them similarly.

Y SRR > h3
' b2 !
> »Y >
X al a2 y
bt €T Y ba

Figure 3: Before surgical switching

To facilitate later discussions we use the following notation for the surgical switching
discussed above:

Gsp —— Gyp. (6.38)

surgical ’
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' b2

¥

€« | S——
A
X al a2 y
< A 4
- b4
b1

Figure 4: After surgical switching

A keen reader might notice a problem: Because the decomposition of P in (6.37]) might
not be unique, Gsp -7, Gop can be defined differently. This is true. However, this

surgical
will not cause a problem because, instead of considering the mapping between two paired
graphs, we study the mapping between sets of paired graphs where all the possible pairings
with edges of P are included, and hence the decomposition in (6.37)) is not important.

The next result is obvious.

Lemma 6.13. For any fized finite graph P = P(z — y), the mapping P . is one-to-one.

surgical

We are ready to state one more important property, besides the two in ((6.24) and (6.25)),
for the weights C@Tv’ defined in (6.22)), with # = 0 or 0. In what follows we use the

conventions in ((6.23]).

o If Gsn -, Koy n for some graph P = P(x — y) contained in the region |z| < N,

surgical
then

Cqr— =0C

G&,N K(),N.

(6.39)

Similar to (6.24)), it is implied by (6.13]) with a similar justification, and recall that we
do not pair edges at the sites  and y.

By now we have finished analyzing the weights C' G we continue to study the weights

of the graph with refined pairing DCT#\N , defined in 1’
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The next property implies the desired Proposition [6.11]

Lemma 6.14. If Gs y(z — y) and Fy n(y — x) are two partially paired graphs in the region
2| <N, and P =P(x — y) CI(Gsn(z — y)) is a unpaired graph contained in the region
|z| < N, such that

Gsn(x —y) _r Fon(y — ),

surgical

then
(6.40)

Grn(a—y) = PRnoa)

Proof. To simplify notations we use the same conventions as in ((6.23)).

We start from (6.39) and (6.28), which imply that
>, Dy = Y. Diw (6.41)

II(Vs, N )=II(Gs,N) II(Ko,n)=II(Fo,N)

Our strategy is to show that, (1) on both sides of (6.41)), the summations are taken over
terms of equal weights; (2) the number of elements in the two summations are equal. Thus,
every term involved is of equal weight as desired.

For the left hand side, the rule set in (6.29)) implies that Dy~ = Dg~ in (6.29). Thus,

> Dy =Yoin D (6.42)

(Vs n)=I(Gs n)

where T,  is used to count the number of elements in the summation:
Tayn =|{Von | IVsn) =T(Gs) }.

Similarly, the right-hand side takes a new form

>, Dy =TraDa; (6.43)

H(Ko,n)=I1(Fo,n)
with
Ty = { Ko | I(Kox) = T(Fo) }.

The three identities (6.41])-(6.43)) imply that
YasnDar = Tron Dy - (6.44)

GsN
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Now we claim that

Tasy = Try- (6.45)
If this holds, then it implies the desired identity
D

— =D —.
Gs,N Fo,n

To prove (6.45)), we observe that for the P provided in the lemma, the surgical transfor-
mation —-—, defined in (6.38]), is a bijection between the sets {1757\; ‘ H(Vsn) = H(G(;,N)}

surgical
and [?0\7]\] ‘ (Ko n) = H(FO,N)}. Therefore, these two finite sets have the same number of
elements, and hence ([6.45]) holds.

The proof is complete. O
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