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MARKOV APPROXIMATIONS OF GIBBS MEASURES FOR
LONG-RANGE POTENTIALS ON 1D LATTICES

CESAR MALDONADO* & RAUL SALGADO-GARCIAT

ABSTRACT. We study one-dimensional lattice systems with pair-wise inter-
actions of infinite range. We show projective convergence of Markov mea-
sures to the unique equilibrium state. For this purpose we impose a slightly
stronger condition than summability of variations on the regularity of the in-
teraction. With our condition we are able to explicitly obtain stretched expo-
nential bounds for the rate of mixing of the equilibrium state. Finally we show
convergence for the entropy of the Markov measures to that of the equilibrium
state via the convergence of their topological pressure.

1. INTRODUCTION

Two concepts that are of fundamental importance in the rigorous study of sta-
tistical mechanics are the Gibbs measures and the equilibrium states. Many im-
portant results concerning the latter within the thermodynamical formalism, were
first established in lattice systems and then generalized to much more abstract set-
tings such as topological dynamical systems. The concept of equilibrium state as
a translationally invariant measure was introduced within study of the statistical
mechanics of d-dimensional lattice systems mainly motivated by the occurrence of
the phenomenon known as the spontaneous symmetry breakdown [6, [10]. In late
60’s Bowen and Ruelle [T} [I1] independently introduced the wvariational principle
to characterize equilibrium states. On the other hand, for lattice systems, Gibbs
measures associated to sufficient regular potentials are known to be equivalent to
equilibrium states [1I0, [5]. It is due to Bowen its characterization from the modern
point of view [2].

In this paper we are concerned with the problem of uniqueness of Gibbs mea-
sures in a one-dimensional lattice with long range pair interactions. On this class
of systems several conditions for the existence and uniqueness of Gibbs measures
has been established since its introduction. For instance, Ruelle gave sufficient
conditions on the regularity of the interaction to prove the uniqueness of the equi-
librium state. Then, Bowen extended such results to general dynamical systems
defined by expansive homeomorphisms on compact metric spaces. He proved also
that the unique equilibrium state is partially mixing. Years later, but in the same
context, Walters [I4] proved the Ruelle’s convergence theorem for g-measures using
the operator techniques proposed in [11].

Under the Bowen-Walters’ condition, uniqueness of the equilibrium state has
been proved following several approaches [Il, [6, 11} [14]. The classical argument,
which can be found in [6] for instance, goes as follows. First one defines an atomic
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measure on a periodic sequence, playing the role of a finite-volume measure in the
canonical ensemble. Then one shows that the accumulation points as the period
goes to infinity, are equilibrium states. In this way the existence part is proven.
To prove uniqueness it is shown that equilibrium states are Gibbs measures un-
der Bowen-Walters’ condition. Then, by ergodic decomposition theorem it follows
uniqueness since any two Gibbs measures are absolutely continuous with respect
to each other in dimension one. Different conditions has been proposed to prove
uniqueness since then [12].

More recently the authors of [3] proposed a technique of approximation of Gibbs
measures for Holder-continuous potentials on sofic subshifts by means of Markov
approximations on sofic subshifts. The strategy is based on an explicit construc-
tion of a sequence of periodic Gibbs measures for Holder-continuous potentials on
subshifts of finite type “enveloping” the sofic subshift. Then it is shown that the
sequence of periodic measures has an unique accumulation point in the weak-x
topology (via the Perron-Frobenius theorem), when both, the period goes to infin-
ity and the subshift of finite type tends to the sofic subshift. Such an accumulation
point is actually the unique Gibbs measure associated to the Holder-continuous
potential on the sofic subshift.

With that technique they are able to obtain upper bounds for the rate of mixing
of the limiting measure, as well as to prove convergence of the entropy.

Here we use the same technique of [3} 4] in order to prove similar results but in
the context of one-dimensional lattice systems with long-range potentials. Within
this context it is possible to enhance the rate of mixing of the limiting measure.

The paper is organized as follows. Section 2 contains the necessary definitions,
generalities and notational remarks. Section 3 establishes our main results: ) the
Markov approximations converge to the unique equilibrium state in the projective
sense, ii) an explicit upper bound for the rate of mixing of the limiting measure and
1i1) the convergence of the entropies of the Markov approximations to the entropy
of the equilibrium state. Section 4 is devoted to develop explicitly the proofs of
theorems and lemmas stated.

2. SETTING

2.1. Generalities. We consider a one-dimensional infinite lattice. At each site
of the lattice is placed a particle that interact with the other particles via pair
interactions. In order to model such pair interactions between particles let us
consider a finite set A, called alphabet, representing the “state” of the particle. As
usual, the interaction of every pair of particles will depend on the specific states
in which they are and the distance between them. Let X = ANo be the space
of all infinite sequences with symbols taken from A, in other words, the set of all
possible configurations of our system. A word of length k (k € Np) is the finite
sequence a’f :=aias---ap where a; € Aforalli=1,..., k. We endow A with the
discrete topology. The space X is supplied with the product topology, and thus
it is compact. We consider the Borel sigma-algebra generated by the cylinder sets
defined by [af] :={z € X : zf = ak}.

Next, the dynamics in X is generated by the shift map 7', that is, (T'z); = ;41
for any € X. Let Mp(X) be the space of all T invariant probability measures on
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X. Consider the following distance on M (X).

D(p,v) = 22_k+1( Z |pla] - y[a”),
k=0 ac Ak

it is well known that this distance is a metric for the weak-* topology and on the
same topology Mr(X) is a compact and convex set.

Notational remark: From now on, we denote by a = c¢*! the inequalities
¢~ < a < e. Analogously a = exp(+b) stands for exp(—b) < a < exp(b).
The following definition will be important for stating our results.

Definition 2.1 (Projective convergencd?l). Let r,n € No. The sequence of mea-
sures {v,} is said to converge in the projective sense to v if there exists a sequence
{e,}, such that e, — 0 as v — oo for any cylinder [af '], for which the following
inequalities hold )

n—

’/r[ao ] _ eina‘r'

viag™']
2.2. Pair-wise interactions. We are interested in quantifying the “energy” of
any configuration z. The local energy (centered at 0) of the configuration z is the

function ¢ : X — R defined as follows,
(1) $(x) ==Y (o, z1),
k=0

where ¢, : A X A — R is a distance-dependent pair-wise interaction. A classical

example is an Ising-type model studied by Dyson, for which A = {1,—1} and

the pair-wise interaction is ¢ (2o, 2r) = “g2=. It is known that, for a@ > 2 the

Bowen-Walters’ condition holds and thus there is a unique equilibrium state [§].
We will assume the following condition.

Condition 1. Let p : R — R be a function such that p(:) — 00 as r — 00, we
consider pair-wise interactions vy satisfying that

> ()l < oo
=0

Remark 2.1. Observe that this condition is slightly stronger than the Bowen-
Walters’ condition and the Ruelle’s condition [11]. We will emphasize the advantage
of considering this condition instead.

2.3. Gibbs measures and equilibrium states. The probability measure p €
My (X) is said to be an equilibrium state for ¢ if

mow+ [odn= sup () + [ vy
veEMr(X)
Such a definition is indeed the well-known wvariational principle. As mentioned
above, the variational principle was borrow from statistical mechanics to generalize
the concept of equilibrium state as the measure that “maximizes” the Helmholtz
free energy. In the context of the thermodynamical formalism, the “maximum” of
the free energy is given the name of topological pressure (see definition below). For

1This definition has been proposed by E.Ugalde and L.Trejo in [13].
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lattice systems it is known that the measures fulfilling the variational principle are
the Gibbs measures [10].

Definition 2.2 (Gibbs Measures). Let (X,T) be the full-shift and ¢ : X — R be

a continuous potential. The measure pg associated to the potential ¢ is a Gibbs
measure if there exists constants C > 1 and P(¢) > 0 such that for all x € X

poleg ']

exp(Sn¢(y) +nP(¢))
for all y € [2§7']. Where Spé(y) = ZZ;& &(T*y). The constant P(¢) is called
the topological pressure and it is such that

H@=hwwﬁ/wu

where 1 is the measure that fulfills the variational principle.

=C*

2.4. Markov approximations to Gibbs measures. In this work we use the
same technique as the one implemented in [3] to characterize the Gibbs measures
associated to infinite range potentials. The strategy goes as follows. We will use
the fact that every Gibbs measure can be obtained as the limit of a sequence of
periodic measures, defined as

Definition 2.3 (Periodic Measures). Let p € Ng be a positive integer and denote
by Perp(X) the set of all periodic sequences x € X of period p. For every n € Ny
and p > n, the periodic measure of period p is defined by

ZyePerp(X)m[aSﬂ] eSné(y)
eSné(y)

) POlag!] =
ZyEPerp(X)

In order to explicitly build up the sequence of measures having as a limit the
Gibbs measure for infinite range potential ¢ : X — R it is necessary an intermediate
step. We need to construct a Gibbs measure for potentials of range r. The latter
will be taken as “approximations” to the infinite range potential we are interested
in. The r-range approximation ¢, : X — R to the potential ¢ is defined as,

3) or(z) = 3 n(zo,28).
k=0

In this case, the potential ¢, admits a unique equilibrium measure on the full shift
X, which is also a (r-step) Markov measure. This measure can be characterized by
means of the concept of transfer matriz. Given the potential ¢,., we will denote by ¢,
a function from A" to R as qzr(xo, Xiy..., Tro1) = ¢r(x) for every x = xox129 - €
X. Then we define the transition matrix M, : A” x A" — R associated to ¢,, by

- brf if r—1 _ br—2
() My(a,p) = § PO @) =00
0 otherwise.

In the last expression ab,_; means the concatenation of the word a and the last let-
ter of the word b. We will denote by L, : A — R and R, : A — R the corresponding
left and right eigenvectors of M,.. Then the measure defined by
1}77"M (ag:Jrrfl CLJ:JrT)
1 =0 My R RR! 1
po,lag ] = Ly(ag™")—> pn_]r+1 ——R:(ap "5 11)
T
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for each x € X and n € Ny such that n > r, is a shift-invariant probability measure.
Moreover, pg, is the unique Gibbs measure associated to the potential ¢, [4].

3. RESULTS
Our main result is the following.

Theorem 3.1. Consider the infinite-range interaction ¢ given by () and let ¢,
be its finite-range approzimation. Let g, be the Markov measure associated to ¢y.
If ¢ satisfies the condition [1, then pg, converges to pg in the projective sense. As
a consequence i, converges to iy in the weak-* topology.

The technique used in this paper plus the condition assumed on the potential
allows us to obtain a stretched exponential rate of mixing for the limiting measure.
In our context this result enhances the rate of mixing obtained in [3] which is of
order 4/s. Our result is the following.

Theorem 3.2. Assume that the infinite-range potential ¢ satisfies the condition [,
then there exist constants C > 1, ¢ > 0 and £ € (0,1) such that for any a,b € A"
there exists s* = s(a,b) for which

polla OT ) | - o et
woldimel | SO

for all s > s*.

Finally we also are able to obtain a result for the convergence of the entropies
of the approximating Markov measures to the entropy of the equilibrium state.

Theorem 3.3. Let ¢ : X — R be a long-range potential as defined above fulfilling
condition [l Then, there are constants C > 0 and € > 0 such that

Ih(115) = hpg, )] < Or—.

3.1. Concluding Remarks. Our main contribution to the study of the Gibbs
measures on one-dimensional lattices with long range pair interactions (with a finite
state space) is the improvement of previous results within the framework of thermo-
dynamical formalism. Particularly we proved projective convergence of a sequence
of finite range Markov approximations to the unique Gibbs measure (Theorem [3.1))
corresponding to a given potential. We also proved that the latter is mixing with a
stretched exponential rate (Theorem [B:2). Finally we also proved that the entropies
of the finite range approximations also converges, a result which is a direct conse-
quence of the projective convergence (Theorem ([B3)). For the particular case of
polynomially decaying pair interactions, i.e. 1y = —8Jk™* (with § as the inverse
temperature and J as a “coupling” constant) it is known that for oz > 2 there is a
unique ergodic measure for all the values of 8 [7]. Since this potential comply with
Condition [ for o > 2, our analysis let us conclude that for all 3 > 0 the Markov
approximations converge in the projective sense. Moreover, the above theorems lets
us obtain explicit formulae for the mixing rate and for the convergence rate of the
entropy. On the other hand for the case o < 2 it is known that for some . all the
values of B < f. the Gibbs measure jg4 is the convex combination of two ergodic
measures. In such a case the weak-* limit does exist and has two ergodic com-
ponents. However, the Markov approximations cannot converge projectively by a
theorem about the projective limit of ergodic measures due to [13]. Indeed, accord-
ing to [13] the loss of projective convergence may be a signature of non-uniqueness
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of ergodic measures. They prove that if a sequence of ergodic measures converge in
the projective sense then the limit is ergodic. In our work we proved that for the
case of one-dimensional lattices with, to some extent, arbitrary pair interactions
the Markov approximations converges projectively to the unique Gibbs measure
when the interaction fulfills Condition [l If Condition [ does not hold we have the
possibility that the Gibbs measure might be decomposed in two or more ergodic
measures. As mentioned above, in this case such a limit measure cannot be reached
by a sequence of Markov approximations because they are ergodic (pure states) and
the “limit measure” it is not. It would be interesting to see if for the case 5 > (.
and 1 < @ < 2 (for which the Gibbs measure is still uniquely ergodic [9]) we can
prove projective convergence of Markov approximations, a fact that could give us
a criterium to detect phase transitions.

4. PROOFS

In order to give the proof of theorem B let us first introduce the following

n—1

definition. Let n,7 € Ny be fixed and n > r. Consider a5~ € A™. For every

p > n+r the r-Markov approximation Pr(p ) of the periodic measure (2)) is given by

Sn T\
Zyeperp(x)m[ag*] eSnorly)

PP gn—11 .= ,
[ao ] ZyEPerp(X) esn¢7‘(y)

where ¢, is the r-range approximation of ¢, and it is given by (B]). This measures
are also called elementary Gibbs measures. We have the following lemma.

Lemma 4.1. Let pug, be the r-range Markov approximation of the measure fi4.

And let 'P,Ep) be the r-range approzimation of the periodic measure PP). Then there
exist constants Cr > 0 and n < 1 for all agfl € A", such that

o[~ = PP a1 exp (12002 72

Let us assume for the moment this lemma, the proof will be given after the proof
of the theorem B.Il The explicit expressions for the constants C,. and n are given
in the proof.

4.1. Proof of Theorem [3.1l Consider two consecutive Markov approximations.
We prove that they accumulate towards a limit measure as the range of the approx-
imation diverges. The strategy is to use the periodic approximation of the Markov
measure as follows. Using lemma[LTlfor (r+1)-range interactions, one obtains that

oralab ™ = PELLaE ] - exp (£(r + 1)Cpiae?Crt i =2

where 7 := 1 — e~ 22k=1 FIVell and ¢ := max{n,r + 1}. For the sake of clarity, let
us drop the indices on agfl. We compare two consecutive Markov measures,

p—n
1o, [a] _Pﬁp) [a] exp (j:12r(jre20r T 2)

rP—q -2

X
tig,11 0] ,Pgr)l l[a]  exp (:I:l?(?‘ +1)Cppqe2Cri1 . prit )

:rim] X exp (:l:24(7° +1)Cpype2Crtr st _2> .
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In order to have a bound depending only on the interaction we compare two con-
secutive periodic measures. Since |Spdr(y) — Sp@r+1(¥)| = |Sp¥rs1(Yo, Yr+1)| <
(p+ 1)||t)r+1|| we obtain that

»)
Prlal _ o)l

Plal
Finally, putting together these previous bounds yields
el o (42(p 4+ 1) [ ) - exp (2400 + 1)C ey 2)
u¢r+1 [a’]

—xp (£(20p + Dlldraa| + 24(r + DOre?my™ F5E2))

where Coo = Y7 kl|¢k]l. Let p := p(s), then for any word a € A™ and any
" > r € Ny, one has that

AMM%@@@imwawwiw@»

Ko, [a]
where R := C,e?“>~. Since n < 1 and assuming the condition [ the right
hand side of the previous expression tends to zero as r diverges. Thus, the limit
pla] := lim, o0 114, [a], exists for any word a € A™, proving the weak-* convergence.

Moreover, one has that

6 vt — e (£ (2wl + 200 50 ) ),

[a] s>r s>r

for every r € Ny and any word a € A™. So one also has that g, [a]/pela] = e="er,
where n is the length of the word a, and ¢, is giving by

p(s)
er =2 p(s)|[esll +24RD " sn" .

s>r s>r

Which proves the projective convergence of the Markov approximations fg, to p.
The limiting measure p turns to be absolutely continuous to jg since we use the
elementary Gibbs measures to approximate the Markov ones. The proof of this
statement is found in [4], Section 6.3.3.]. And that finishes the proof. O

4.1.1. Proof of lemma [{-1] Here we use that every Markov measure can be seen
as a limit of measures with support on the periodic points as it was proved in [4}
Appendix 6.3.1.]. From the calculations in that paper, one has explicit bounds for
the Markov measure 1, in terms of the finite-range periodic approximation ’P,Ep ) as
follows,

Dy »p-n
ol = PP lalexp (72072,

where n := n(M?), is the Birkhoff’s coefficient of the matrix M and Dy is a
constant bounded by

Do <2 max lo
0= b,c,c’€ A" 3

M (¢, b)MI (<, b)
( (e, )Mz (¢, b)>
eSrdr(ch) oSry16r(cD)
T S 160(ch) 65,0, (e'D)
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Using that

[Srr(be) — Sri160(bc') <3 Kl

k=1
for b€ A" and ¢ € A. One gets

DO S 20’/‘;
where C, := >~ _, k||¢k]|. And so, one has
o, 0] = PP[a] - exp (£12rCe®r " 72),
which proves the lemma for 1 = 1 — e~ 22:=1 k¥l and €, = S| K[l O

4.2. Proof of theorem Here we mimic the proof of theorem 3.3 in [3]. As
before we make use of the periodic approximation of the limiting measure through
the following lemma.

Lemma 4.2. Let ’PT(p) be the r-range approximation of the periodic measure PP,
Let s,r € Ng. For any a,b € A" one has that

(6) PP ([a] N T~5b]) = PP [a] PP [b] x exp (i4 ;_DUnLiJ> 7

for a constant D > 0 and where 1) is the same constant as in lemma[4.]]

From inequality (&) applied to the limiting measure one can easily obtain that

s ([a] N T=*B]) — polalug[t]] <IPP (la] N T=*[8]) — PP [P [b]]

exp (2(2 ) p(k) |+ 24R Y k5" | ).

k>r k>r

Using the inequality (6] from our previous lemma, yields

2 1
exp (2 [2 Zp(k)||¢k|| + 24RZ knw} )
k>r k>

By the hypothesis made on the potential, the second factor in the right-hand side
of the last inequality can be bounded by above by a constant C' > 1 for every r > 1.
The larger r» we take, the smaller the sufficient upper bound C' becomes.

Next, let us consider r = r(s) such that 7(s) = o(s). Then there exists a constant
0 < £ < 1 such that for every pair a,b € A" there exists a s* € Ny for which

‘M([a} N7 M)
o laljio o

for every s > s*. Now, by introducing an adequate positive constant ¢ we change
the base and it is possible to rewrite the previous inequality into the form

‘ po(lal VT (b))
piglal g [b]
again for every s > s*. And that finishes the proof of the theorem. O

— 1‘ < Csnsg,

— 1‘ < Cse_css,
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4.2.1. Proof of lemma[{.3 First, let r € N, p > 2r and let M, be the transition
matrix given by ). Consider any a € A", we have

P(p) . EmEPerp(X)ﬂ[a] eSPQBT(z) o eleea
P la) = S eSpdr(@) T MPe.’
z€Perp (X) EzGAT €x My Cy

where e, is a vector with an entry equal to 1 at position x and 0’s elsewhere. For
any s € Np, it is easy to see that

PP ([ NT~*p]) = > PP [awd].
weAs

Next, chose an arbitrary but fixed w € A°. We are able to write PP [awb] in terms
of the transition matrix M,., as follows,

el MP=te, el Mse,
p—s ’
Yo Db el MF ewbeLbeea

Here we use the enhanced Perron-Frobenius theorem [4] Corollary 2.16.], yielding

PP awb] =

el (LTews)pP *R - eLb(LTea)pSR
Yo Supeh(Llew)pr==R el (Lea)o R

w aF w P_s a,F a s
exp <i27T5(61b_ ne b)an" J> - exp (iZL(i_ne )nLrJ) .

PP awb] =

Where F' is the contraction defined on the simplex and ¢ is a distance defined on
the simplex, both are explicitly defined in [3] Appendix 1.] and [4, Appendix 6.1.].
Since L'e, = L(x) and e} R = R(x) one has that

Doy LA - L(a)Rwb)
Pl = o LCwh @) - L{a) )

exp (:I:27r5(61fb’ Fel”b)n[prsj> - exp (127775(?, Fe“)nLiJ)

— =
=P (a)PP) (wb) x
exp (a0 Cun Few) ooy [ o ordlen Fen) 1y
1—n 1—1n

Where in the last inequality we used the fact that P is a probability measure.
Finaly one obtains that

PP([a]NT b)) = D PP (@)PP) (wh)x

weAS

6 waF'w p—s 5 aaFa El
exp (ﬂr@lb_inwm - J) exp (ﬂf“(%ne)nm)

:PT(P)(Q)’REP) (b) x exp (:I:4%nlfd) 7

for some constant D > 0. We remind that in our particular case the Birkhoff’s
coefficient 7 is giving by 7 = 1 — e~ 2 2k=1 Fllvwll, (|



10 C. MALDONADO & R. SALGADO-GARCIA

4.3. Proof of theorem [3.3l First notice that given » > 0 and given a € A* with
k > 0 we have that for every =,y € [a]

6(2) = 6r(9)] = 3 w0, 22)

then we have that, for every k£ > 0 the sums difference Si¢(z) — Sipér(y) can be
bounded by

oo k—1

1Sk0(2) — Skor ()] = D03 bules wy4n)

n=r j=0

< kY[l

Since 1 has summable variation it is clear that the last sum is finite and goes to zero
as r — 00. Moreover, for polynomially decaying potential, such can be bounded by

Dol <O

A

for some € > 0. The last constant depends on how the pair potential 1, decays
with the “distance” k. From the above we can easily see that

exp {Skp(a®)} = exp {Skpr(a*)} exp (£kC'r7°) .
This result lets us bound the difference of topological pressures as follows

%log < > acper, P {Skp(a”)} >

O P ,X _P T‘;X —
< |P(¢, X) (¢ )< Zbepcrkexp{sk@(b*)}

< C'r ¢

where a* (b* respectively) is some point X belonging to [a] ([0] respectively).
Now, since both ps, and pg satisfy the variational principle [2] we have that

P(6,X) = /X by + h(ns) and Py, X) = /X bedito, + h(jig,),

which lets us write

(7) |h<u¢>—h<u¢qn>|s|P<¢,X>—P<¢T,X>|+} [ o = [ v

Now, by (B)) we know that

t¢ = fig, exp(£er),

/X Pdpg — /X Grdpg,

It is clear that the right-hand side of the above equation vanishes exponentially,
which lets us conclude that the left-hand side of inequality () is bounded by Cr~¢
choosing an appropriate constant C' > 0,

|h(pg) — h(pg, )| < Cr™c,

which proves the theorem. O

which lets us write

< (1 —exp(—e,)) ||9]]-
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