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DESCRIPTION OF WEAK PERIODIC GROUND STATES OF ISING MODEL
WITH COMPETING INTERACTIONS ON CAYLEY TREE

M.M.Rahmatullaev EI
Namangan State University, 316, Uychi str., Namangan, Uzbekistan

Abstract

Recently by Rozikov an Ising model with competing interactions and spin values £1, on a
Cayley tree of order k > 1 has been considered and the ground states of the model are described.
In this paper we describe some weak periodic ground states of the model.
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1 Introduction

This paper gives a class of weak periodic ground states for an Ising model with competing
interactions and spin values +1, on a Cayley tree of order £ > 1. One of the key problems
related to the spin models is the description of the set of Gibbs measures. This problem
has a good connection with the problem of the description the set of ground states.
Because the phase diagram of Gibbs measures (see [7], [12] for details) is close to the
phase diagram of the ground states for sufficiently small temperatures. Usually, more
simple and interesting ground states are periodic ones. But for some set of parameters
such a ground state does not exist. In such a case it would be necessary to find some a
weak periodic ground states.

The Ising model, with two values of spin £1 was considered in [10],[13] and became
actively researched in the 1990’s and afterwards (see for example [1]-[6], [8], [9], [11]).

The Cayley tree. The Cayley tree I'* (See [2]) of order k > 1 is an infinite tree,
i.e., a graph without cycles, from each vertex of which exactly k£ 4+ 1 edges issue. Let
I'* = (V, L,i) , where V is the set of vertices of I'*, L is the set of edges of I'* and i is the
incidence function associating each edge [ € L with its endpoints z,y € V. If i(l) = {z, y},
then x and y are called nearest neighboring vertices, and we write | =< z,y >.

The distance d(z,y),z,y € V on the Cayley tree is defined by the formula

d(x,y) = min{d|3x = xg, 21, ..., 241,24 = y € V such that < xg,x1 >,...,< T4_1,Tq >}.
For the fixed 2° € V we set W,, = {x € V | d(z,2°) = n},
Vi={z eV | d(z,2°) <n}, L,={l=<z,y>cL | z,y€eV,}. (1)

Denote |z| = d(x,2°), z € V.
A collection of the pairs < z,z1 >, ..., < x4_1,y > is called a path from x to y and we
write 7(z,y) . We write < y if the path from 2° to y goes through z.
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It is known (see [6]) that there exists a one-to-one correspondence between the set V'
of vertices of the Cayley tree of order £ > 1 and the group Gy of the free products of
k + 1 cyclic groups {e,a;}, i =1,...,k+ 1 of the second order (i.e. a? = e, a; ' = a;) with
generators ap, ag, ..., Qg+1-

Denote S(z) the set of "direct successors” of x € Gj. Let Si(z) be denotes the set
of all nearest neighboring vertices of x € Gy, i.e. Si(x) = {y € Gy :< z,y >} and
xz, = Si(x) \ S(z).

The model. Here we shall give main definitions and facts about the model which
we are going to study (see [1] for details). Consider models where the spin takes values
in the set & = {—1,1}. For A C V a spin configuration o4 on A is defined as a function
v € A — o4(x) € ®; the set of all configurations coincides with Q4 = ®4. Denote
) = Oy and 0 = oy. Also put —o4 = {—0o4(z),z € A}. Define a periodic configuration
as a configuration o € @ which is invariant under a subgroup of shifts G; C Gy of finite
index. More precisely, a configuration o € Q is called G} -periodic if o(yx) = o(x) for
any x € G and y € Gj}.

For a given periodic configuration the index of the subgroup is called the period of
the configuration. A configuration that is invariant with respect to all shifts is called
translational-invariant. Let Gi/Gy = {Ha,..., H.} factor group, where G} is a normal
subgroup of index r > 1. Configuration o(z),z € V' is called G} weak periodic, if o(x) =
o;; for x € H;,xy € H;,Vo € Gj.

The Hamiltonian of the Ising model with competing interactions has the form

H(o)=Ah Y o(@oy)+h >,  o@o(y) (2)
<zy> eyeV: d(zy)=2
where J;, Jo € R are coupling constants and o € €.
For a pair of configurations ¢ and ¢ that coincide almost everywhere, i.e. everywhere
except for a finite number of positions, we consider a relative Hamiltonian H (o, ¢), the
difference between the energies of the configurations o, ¢ of the form

H(o,p) = A Y (o(@)aly) —e@)e) + 1 D> (0@)o(y) —¢@)e(y), (3)

<z,y> z,y€Vid(z,y)=2

where J = (Jy, J;) € R? is an arbitrary fixed parameter.

Let M be the set of unit balls with vertices in V. We call the restriction of a configu-
ration o to the ball b € M a bounded configuration oy.

Define the energy of a ball b for configuration o by

1
Ulow) = Ulow, J) = 5 Yoo o@oey)+R D, o@oly), (@)
<z, y>, x,yeb z,yeb:  d(z,y)=2
where J = (Jl, JQ) S R2.
We shall say that two bounded configurations o, and o;, belong to the same class if
U(oy) = U(oy,) and we write o}, ~ oy,



For any set A we denote by |A| the number of elements in A.

Lemma 1. [1] 1) For any configuration o, we have
U(Ub) S {U07 U17 ey Uk+1}7

where

1 1
Ui:<k%—z)J1+<k(k; )+2i(i—k—1))J2, i=0,1,...,k+1.  (5)
2) Let C; =0; UQ;, i=0,...k+1, where
@i = {O’b . O'b(Cb) = —|—1, ‘{SL’ c b\ {Cb} : O'b(SL’) = —1}| = Z},

O; ={ -0, ={—0op(z),z € b} : 0, € D;},

and ¢y, is the center of the ball b. Then for o, € C; we have U(ay) = Uj.
2(k+1)!
A(k—it 1)

3) The class C; contains configurations.

Definition 1. A configuration ¢ is called a ground state for the relative Hamiltonian
H if
U(pp) = min{Uy, Uy, ..., Ugy1}, forany be M. (6)
We set
Ui(J)=Ul(oy, J), if o, €C;, i=0,1,....k+ 1.

The quantity U;(J) is a linear function of the parameter J € R2 For every fixed
m=0,1,...,k 4+ 1 we denote

An =1{J € R*: Uy (J) = min{Uy(J),U(J), ..., Upsa(J)} }. (7)
It is easy to check that
Ay={JeR*:J <0; J +2kJ, <0}
Apn={J€R*:1,>0; 22m—k—2)), < J, <22m—k)J}, m=1,2,..k

Apy={JeR*:J >0; J —2kJ,>0}

and R? = UM A,
For any A;, A;,i # j we have

{(J:h=22i—k)Jy, J,>0} if j=i+1, i=0,1,.. k
A;inA; =< (0,0) if 1<|i—j|<k+1 (8)

Denote
B:AomAk+1, Bi:AimAi+1, ZZO,,]{:
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Ay = A\ (BUBy), Agi1= A\ (BUBy),
Ai — Az \ (Bi—l U Bz), Z — 1, ceey k

Fix J € R? and denote
Ny(ow) = {j : o € Cj}].

Let GS(H) be the set of all ground states of the relative Hamiltonian H (see (4)).
For any 0 = {o(z), © €V} € O denote 7 = —0 = {—0o(x), z €V}
In work [1] the set of periodic ground states for the model (1) is described i.e. the

following is proved.

Theorem 1. (i) If J = (0,0) then GS(H) = O.
(i) If J € A;, i=0,....k+1 then

GS(H) = {o, 5"},
(iii) If J € B\ {(0,0)}, i=0,....k then
GS(H) = {o®,7", o) 5} U s,

where S; contains at least a countable subset of non periodic ground states.
(w) If J € B\ {(0,0)}, then

( )_ {0. —(0 (k-l—l)’a(k-l-l)}.

Here o, &9, i =0,...k+1 are periodic ground states such that on any b € M
the bounded configurations aéi),ﬁgi) € G, i.e. 09 70 are translational - invariant and
o@ 70 i=1,.. k+1 are periodic with period 2.

Remark 1. We note, that weak periodic (non periodic) ground states belong to the
set S; i.e. for parameters J; = 2(2i — k)Jo, Jo #0 .

In this paper we explicitly describe the weak periodic (with respect to normal sub-

groups of index 2 and 4) ground states.

2 Weak periodic ground states.

Case:index 2.

Let A C {1,2,...k+ 1}, Hy = {z € Gy : X ;c wj(v)—even}, where w;(z)-is the
number of letters a; in the word z.

It is obvious, that H,4 is a normal subgroup of index two [6]. Let Gy/Ha = {Ha, Gy \
H 4} be the quotient group.

We set Hy = Ha, Hy = G \ Ha.

The H 4 - weak periodic configurations have the form:



(1) 1(z) = +
(3) ws(x) = +
(5) ws(x) = +

(7) pr(x) = & 4

\
Hence, we must

+1,
+1,
+1,
+1,

+1,

choose weak periodic ground states among

x, € Hyx € Hy
x, € Hyx € Hy
x, € Hy x € Hy
x, € Hy e H,

x, € Hyx € Hy
x, € Hyx € Hy
x, € Hy x € Hy
x, € Hy v e H,

x, € Hyx € Hy
x, € Hyx € Hy
x, € Hy x € Hy
x, € H v e H,

x, € Hyx € Hy
x, € Hyx € Hy
x, € Hy x € Hy
x, € H v e H,

The following theorem gives the result.

Theorem 2. Let |A| =i,i€{1,2,...,k+ 1}
1) If |A| # 5 then each H 4-weak periodic ground state is a H 4- periodic or translational-

(2) ¢o(z) = +
(4) a(x) = £
(6) ps(z) = +
(8) ps(x) = +

invariant i.e. belongs to the set {£¢1(x), £p7(x)}.

\
t

+1,

hese

x, € Hyz € Hy
x) € Hyx € Hy
x, € Hy x € Hy
x, € Hy x e H,

x, € Hyx € Hy
x, € Hyx € Hy
x, € Hy v € Hy
x, € Hy e H,

x, € Hyz € Hy
x, € Hyx € Hy
x, € Hy v € Hy
x, € Hy v e H,

T, € Hyxz € Hy
x, € Hyx € Hy
x, € Hy v € Hy
T, € H, x € Hy.
16 configurations.

2) If |A| = EtL then there are at least two two Hs - weak periodic (non-periodic)

ground states which are of the form +yg(x).

Proof. By (8) one can see that a configuration ¢ is a ground state if and only if there
is j € {0, ..., k} such that ¢, € C;UC,4; for any b € M. Thus we must check this property
for above mentioned configurations.

1) Let
+1,
+1,
l’ o
p1(r) 41,
+1,

2)Let po(z) =

x, € Hyx € Hy
x, € Hyx € Hy
HAIRS H, x € H
x, € Hy v € Hy.
It is obvious, that H 4 weak periodic ground states are translational-invariant.

_1’

l’iEH@LEEH@

+1, l’iEH@LEEHl
—I—l, x¢€H1x€H0

+1,

:meHlerl.

Vb € M we have [{z € Si(c) : v € Ho}| =1, [{z € Si(cp) :x € Hi}| =k+1—1.
@) = +1}, and

Denote A_ = {z € Si(z)

D op(z) =

-1}, Ay = {z € Si(2)



wip = (@i, =1,2,..,8.

Assume ¢, € Hy. The possible cases are:
a) ey € Hy and pap(cpy) = +1, then o4(c) = =1 |A_|=i—1,|Ai| =k +2—1i,09, €
Crra—i-
b) ey, € Hoand pap(cpy) = —1, then o p(cp) = =1 [A_| =i, [Ay| = k+1—1, 025 € Crpr—i-
c) ey € Hy and pap(cpy) = +1, then pop(cp) =+1 |A_| =10, |A4] =k +1—4d,p9 € C,.
If ¢, € H; then we have
d) if ¢y € Hy and @ap(cpy) = —1, then po4(cp) = +1 |A_| =1,|AL| =k, pay € CY,
e) lf cp) € Hy pap(cpy) = +1, then op(cp) = +1 [A_| =0,[A+| =k + 1,2 € Co.

By (8) we get Crio i NChyi1;NC; =0 if 4 %, % Now consider the case i = %,

from d) and e) we get i = 0,k = —1, that is impossible. If i = %, then i = 1,k = 0,
which also impossible. Thus, yo(z) is not a ground state.
3) Let

+1, z, € Hyx € Hy
-1, zy € Hyx € Hy
+1, z, € Hy xv € Hy
+1, z, € Hy x € H.
Let ¢, € Hy. Consider several cases:
a) cpy € Ho and p35(cyy) = +1, then gz p(cp) = +1 [A_| = k+1—4, [AL| = i, 035 € Chp1—,
b) ¢y € Hiand @3p(cpy) = +1, then p35(cp) = +1 [A_| =k —i,[A [ =141, ¢34 € Cpy,
c) oy € Hy and @34(cpy) = —1, then @34(cp) = +1and [A_| =k +1 -4, |Ay] =i, 035 €

p3(x) =

Crr1-i-
Let ¢, € H;. We have:
d) ey € Hp and @35(cp) = +1, then @3,(cp) = —1land |[A_| =0, |Ay| = k+1, 935 € Ciya,
e) cpy € Hy and psp(cpy) = —1, then @3,(cy) = +1 and |A_| =1, |A4| =k, ¢35 € C1,
f) ey € Hi @3p(cpy) = +1, then @s4(cy) = +1 |[A_| =0,[A [ =k + 1,03 € Co.
By (8) CoNCyNCryy =0 if k#0. Thus, p3(z) is not a ground state.
4) For p;(x), j=4,5,6 one similarly can prove that they are not ground states.
5) Consider now
-1, zy € Hyz € Hy
+1, z, € Hyx € Hy —1, x € Hy
pr(w) = -1, zy € Hy v € Hy :{+1, xr € Hy.
+1, € Hyx € Hy
Consequently () is a periodic ground state which is not interesting for us.
6) Consider
+1, z, € Hyz € Hy
-1, 2z € Hyx € H
-1, z € Hy v € Hy
+1, z, € Hy x € Hy.
Let ¢, € Hy. The possible cases are

ps(x) =



a) ¢y € Ho and pgp(cyy) = +1, then pgp(cy) = +1 [A_| = k+1—i, [AL] = i, 055 € Cp1-,
b) ey, € Hp and psp(cpy) = —1, then pgp(cp) = +1land [A_| = k+2—i, [Ay| =i—1,p5p €
Chrta—i;

¢) ¢py € Hy and @gp(cpy) = —1, then pgp(cy) = —land |[A_| = k+1—1, |A | =i, 98 € Ci,
d) cp € Hy and psp(cpy) = +1, then pgp(cy) = —1 and [A_| =k — i, [As| =i+ 1,055 €
Cit1.

For ¢, € H; we have

e) ey € Hy and pgp(cpy) = +1, then pgp(cp) = —1l and |A_| =k —i,|AL| =i+ 1,p05p €
Cit,

£) oy € Ho and pgp(cp) = —1, then @g(cp) = —1land |A_| = k+1—14, |Ay| =1, 955 € Ci,
g) cpy € Hyand pgp(cpy) = —1, then psp(cy) = +land |[A_| =k+2—1i,[Ay | =i—1,p5) €
Chrta—i;

h) ¢y € Hy and @gp(cp) = +1, then gp(cy) =+1and [A_| =k+1—1i,|AL| =i, ¢85 €
Crt1-i-

, NET Y T iAk+2—i
cobta T ke ®1{1+17Ak+2—z Or{z+1;£k+1—z.

Only following system has solution

1= —

1+1=k+2—1 2

{i:k+1—i k41

k+1
2

Corollary. If k is a even number then each weak periodic ground state is a periodic

Thus the configuration ¢g is a ground state iff ¢ = . The theorem is proved.
one.

Case: index 4.

Take A C{1,2,...k+1}. Ha={z € Gy : 32, wj(z)—even}, G,(f) ={z € Gy : |z|-
even } where w;(x) is the number of a; in word z. G,(f) =HsN Gl(f)— normal subgroup
of index 4 [6].

Gy/G\Y = {Hy, Hy, Hy, Hs}, where
Hy ={x € Gy : ) ;4 wj(w)-even, |z|-even },

Hy = {z € Gy : ) ;. ywj(z)-0dd, |z|-even},
Hy ={z € Gy : ) ;cywj(z)-even, [z|-odd },
Hy ={z € Gy : 32,y wj(z)-0dd, |z]-0dd}.

G,(:l)— weak periodic configuration has the form



a3, v, € Hy x € Hs
asy, ) € Hy x € Hy
ap3, x, € Hyx € Hs
asy, x, € Hy x € Hy
a1, r, € Hy x € Hy
a2, v, € Hy x € Hy
ap2, € Hyx € Hy
[ ax, x, € Hyx € Hy

where a,, = £1,p,q € {0,1,2,3}.
Thus we have to determine which of them are ground states. The result is
Theorem 3. Let |A| =id,i € {1,2,....k+ 1}.

i) If 1 # % then each Ggl)-weak periodic ground state is a periodic.

i) If i = %, then there are periodic and four G,(f)—weak periodic ground states:

((+1, x, € Hy z € Hj (—1, x, € H, z € Hj
+1, z, € Hy x € Hy +1, zy € Hy x € Hy
-1, zy € Hyz € H; +1, z, € Hyx € H;
L (z) = -1, z € Hy v € Hy and £ (z) — -1, z € Hyx € Hy
-1, z € Hyz € Hy -1, z € Hy x € Hy
-1, zy € Hy z € H, +1, € H, x € Hy
+1, z, € Hy x € Hy -1, 2, € Hyz € Hy
( +1, z, € Hy x € H,, ( +1, z, € Hy x € H,.
Remark 2.

a) Using Theorems 1-3 we can give the phase diagram of the ground states for any k.

b) By Remark 1 and our theorems we get J; = 2J5, Jo > 0. Consequently, for ordinary
Ising model (i.e. Jo = 0) there is no weak periodic ground state. Since for J; = 2.J, =0
the Hamiltonian equals to zero.

¢) For cases of index other than 2 and 4 the description of weak periodic ground states
becames a technically difficult problem.

d) We note that any normal subgroup of index two has a form H, for a suitable
A C {1,2,...,k + 1}. But there are many normal subgroups of index four which do not
coincide with Gl(f), for example, Hy N Hp for A,B & {1,2,...,k + 1} with A # B is a
normal subgroup of index four but it does not coincide with G,(f).

Proof of Theorem 3. Consider several cases of configurations (9).

1) Let ay,y = +1(ay, = —1),Vp,q € {0,1,2,3}. Obviously, G,(f)—weak periodic ground
states are translation invariant.

2) Vb € M we have
{x € Si(cp) : cp € Ho,x € H3}| =i, |{x € Si(cp) : cp € Hy,x € Ho}| =k + 1 —1,
{z € Si(ey) : ey € Hi,o € Ho}| =1, [{z € Si(&) : ey € Hi,x € H3}| =k +1—1,
{x € Si(cy) : cp € Hoyx € Hi}| =i, [{x € Si(e) : ¢p € Hyyw € Ho}| =k +1—1,



{x € Si(cy) : cp € Hy,x € Ho}| =1, [{x € Si(e) : ¢y € H3, o € H1}| =k +1—1.
Denote A_ = {z € 51(z) : py(2) = —1}, Ay = {z € Si(z) : pu(x) = +1}.

Put a3 = —1, for others a,, = +1.
Assume ¢, € Hy, then the following cases are possible:
a) ¢y € Hy and pp(cp)) = a13 = —1, then pp(cp) = ago = +1,|A_| = 1,|AL| = k,
consequently ¢, € C1,
b) ¢y, € Hy and pp(cp) = aps = +1, then yy(cp) = ago = +1,|A_| =0,|AL| =k + 1, thus
oy € Co,
If ¢, € H3, then we have
c) oy € Hy and @p(cpy) = ag1 = +1, then pp(cp) = a3 = —1,|A_| = 0,|A4| = k + 1,
consequently o, € Ciyy.

By (8) we one can see that a configuration ¢ is a ground state if and only if there is
j € {0, ..., k} such that ¢, € C; UCji; for any b € M. Thus it is enough to check this
property for above mentioned configurations. We have Cy N Cy N Cyyy # O for any k > 1.
Thus ¢ is not a ground state. Similarly one can prove that if py, qo, ap,q, = —1 and others
apq = +1, then the configuration is not a ground state.

3) Let aj3 = as = —1 and others a,, = +1.
If ¢, € Hy, we have
a) ¢y € Hs and py(cp)) = a3 = —1, then @y(c,) = azo = +1,|A_| = 1,|A4| = k, thus
o € Ch,
b) ¢y € Hj and wp(cp) = ags = +1, then pp(cp) = azo = +1,|A-| = 0,|A4| = k + 1,
sequences p, € C,
If ¢, € Hy then
c) ay € Hy and @p(cpy) = aos = +1, then p(cp) = as1 = —1,|A_| =k — i, |As| =i + 1,
thus ¢, € Ciyq,
d) ey € H and @y(cp) = a13 = —1, then pp(cp) = az1 = —1,|[A_| =k — i+ 1, [A | =1,
consequently ¢y, € C},
e) ey € Hy and wp(cp)) = a12 = +1, then () = aon = +1,|[A_| =k —i+ 1,|AL| =14,
thus ¢y € Ci—it1,
By (8) ConNCiNC;NCip1 NCryy # 0 for all £ > 1. Thus ¢ is not a ground state. All
other cases can be checked similarly.

Now we shall prove (ii) for configurations ¢'.

Let a13 = as1 = ap2 = agyy = —1 others a,, = +1.
If ¢, € Hy, we consider the cases:
a) ¢py € Hs and ¢y (cp)) = a13 = —1, then ¢y (cp) = ago = +1, |[A_| = k+2—4, |Ay| =i—1,
thus ¢}, € Criay,
b) ¢y € Hz and ¢} (cp) = agg = +1, thus ¢)(cp) = asg = +1,|A_| =k +1—4,|A| =1,
thus ¢}, € Cry1,



c) ey € Hy and g¢p(cpy) = ape = —1, then ¢j(cp) = ago = —1,|A_| =k +1 -1, |Ay| =1,
consequently ¢} € C;.
d) ¢y € Hy and ¢} (cpy) = arp = +1, then ¢)(cp) = ago = —1,|A_| =k — i, |As] =i + 1,
consequently ¢, € Cii1.
Assume ¢, € Hy, then
al) ¢, € Hs and ¢j(cp) = aps = +1, then ¢j(c,) = asn = —1,|A_| =k —i,|A | =i+ 1,
consequently ¢, € Cii1,
bl) ¢y € Hs and ¢j(cpy) = a13 = —1, then ¢)(cp) = as1 = —1,|A_| =k +1—14,|Ay]| =1,
consequently ¢y € C;,
cl) ¢y € Hy and ¢j(cpy) = a12 = +1, then ¢)(c,) = agy = +1,|[A_| =k +1— 1, |A4| =1,
thus QO; S Ck+1—i-
dl) ¢y € Hy and @) (cpy) = aga = —1, then ¢} (¢p) = ag = +1,|A_| = k+2—i,|A;| = i—1,
thus ¢} € Cria_;.
If ¢, € Hy, we consider:
a2) ¢, € Hy and @) (cp) = agp = —1, then ¢j(cp) = ape = —1,|A_| =k +1—1,|As] =1,
thus 902 e C;,
b2) ¢y € Hy and ¢y(cpy) = ago = +1, then ¢)(cp) = ape = —1,|A_| =k — i, |[AL| =i+ 1,
hence ¢} € Ciy,
c2) ¢y € Hy and ¢}(cpy) = ag1 = +1, then ¢)(c) = app = +1,|A_| =k +1— 1, |A;| =1,
thus ¢} € Cri1-;.
d2) ¢y € Hy and @j(cp)) = az = —1, then ¢y (cp) = a1 = +1,|A_| = k+2—i,|AL| = i—1,
consequently ¢y € Cyia_;.
Suppose ¢, € Hsz, then
a3) ¢y € Hoand ¢} (cp)) = ago = —1, then ¢} (cp) = aps = +1,|A_| = k+2—14, |Ay| = i—1,
consequently ¢} € Cyia,
b3) e, € Hy @j(cp) = azg = +1, then ¢} (cp) = ags = +1,|]A_| = k+1—1i,|Ay| =1, thus
¢, € Cry1-4,
c3) ¢y € Hy and ¢j(cpy) = a1 = +1, then ¢} (¢,) = a3 = —1,|A_| =k —i,|A | =i+ 1,
thus ¢} € Ciyq.
d3) ¢, € Hy and @) (cpy) = az1 = —1, then ¢j(c) = a13 = —1,|A_| =k —i+ 1,|Ay| =1,
hence ¢ € C;.

 Fk+1—1 L F£ k42—
We have CZ ﬂCZ-H N Ck—i—l—i N Ck+2_7j = (Z) if { ! 7£ + ! or { ! # + !

i+1#k+2—i i+1#k+1—i

Thus it is easy to see that the configuration is a ground state iff i = L. By analogue

2
k+1

one can prove that ¢"(z) is a ground state iff i = *3=. The theorem is proved.
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