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Abstract. We extend, refine and give simple proofs of some recent results on
the validity of global Markov properties for classical spin systems. One of the
new results is that there is a global Markov property that is satisfied by
equilibrium states in general. The proof of this establishes formulas for the
entropy and free energy that show that these quantities are, for d-dimensional
systems, given in terms of (d — 1)-dimensional systems. Furthermore, we show
that global Markov properties imply the absence of some types of symmetry
breaking.

1. Introduction

Consider a classical spin system on Z¢ with a translation invariant interaction-

round-faces potential @ = {(DX}XCZd on the configuration space 2 =0Q2°,
X caunitd-cube

where €, is a finite set and @y:Qy=0Q¥ >R are real functions. A state p is a

Gibbs state for the potential @ if it satisfies the DLR equations,

B A(OAl04c) = ZL exp[ — Hp(04) — W(04,04)]

T pc

for each finite A < Z¢, where A° is the complement of A, W, is the function on
0, x Q,. defined by

Wi(04,04) = Z Dy(oy),
XXNnA#¢P
XA

and where Z, _is determined by the normalisation

z Woalos) =1.

0 A€ Q24
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The DLR equations for Gibbs states immediately imply
E(fal A) = E(f5l04) (1)

for every finite A c Z¢ where

0A = {er“ linf sup |xi— yi|= 1},
yeAi=1,..,d

and E(.|A") is the conditional expectation given the spins in A’ = Z% and f, is a

function that depends only on spins in A.

Property (1) expresses that Gibbs states satisfy the Markov property for every
finite A = Z°. If (1) holds for a specific infinite A, then we say that the state satisfies
the global Markov property for A.

The state is said to satisfy the global Markov property if (1) holds for any,
possibly infinite, A. The global Markov property has been established for Gibbs
states when the Dobrushin uniqueness criterion applies and also for the + states
for attractive potentials [1,2,3].

Since Gibbs states have local Markov properties, one is naturally inclined to
establish global Markov properties by “continuity” arguments: letting (finite) A, s
grow to an infinite volume while keeping control of (1). However, in general, this
turns out to be a subtle procedure and indeed it has to to be subtle since several
examples of the failure of global Markov properties exist [2,4]. In [4] Israel shows
that the global Markov property may fail even for extremal Gibbs states which
are translation-invariant.

On the other hand, it is shown in [5] that for equilibrium states, i.e.,
translation-invariant Gibbs states, under conditions of much greater generality
than those in previous work, one has the global Markov property for
A, ={x; >0}. Note that this Markov property is naturally equivalent to these
Gibbs states as defining stationary Markov chains on £274-:. The argument for
the above Markov property is not based directly on local Markov properties but
uses the variational principle which states that equilibrium states minimise the
free energy. This argument goes roughly as follows:

Let p be an equilibrium state for @ and let u, be its projection onto (the
configurations on) the double layer {x, =0,1}. Using p,, one now constructs
another translation-invariant state g on  such that
(1) the projection of i onto {x; =0,1} equals u,,

(2) j has the global Markov property for A,.

In fact j, which is just the Markov chain on Q z4-, arising from u,, is the unique
translation-invariant state with the properties (1) and (2). Thus the state g can be
thought of as a “Markovization” of u. The important observation at this point is
that the entropy density of f, s(ji), is not smaller than the entropy density of g,

s(p), i.e.
s(i) 2 s(p). 2

Since the energy densities of the states u and i are the same, the variational
principle now implies that g is also an equilibrium state. Thus we have an
equilibrium state with a global Markov property. So, once (2) has been noted, one
immediately has the following result, which is essentially the main result in [5].



Entropy and Global Markov Properties 471

Theorem 0. Let u be an equilibrium state for @ and consider Condition C(p),

If 1/ is an equilibrium state for @ that
C(p) has the same projection onto {x, =0, 1}
as p,thenu=u'.

If C(w) holds then u has the global Markov property for A . Moreover, if C(u) fails,
then there are equilibrium states with the same projection on {x, =0,1} as p, for
which the global Markov property for A, fails.

The last assertion of the theorem is a consequence of the uniqueness of fi.

The crucial entropy inequality (2) was noted in [6]. Below, we present a simple
proof of it. We also study a “Markovization” different from that sketched above
and proposed in the appendix to [6], to derive, along analogous lines, some further
Markov properties which are general in that each equilibrium states satisfies them.
As a related result we establish a formula for the entropy density of
equilibrium states. One consequence of this formula is that one can formulate a
variational principle for d-dimensional systems in terms of (d — 1)-dimensional
systems. In the final section we show that Markov properties sometimes allow
one to conclude that periodic states are invariant under 74, where

ev?
Z.,={neZ|n is even}.

The results and proofs are given for arbitrary dimension d but it may be
instructive to have d =2 in mind when reading the next sections.

2. Preliminaries

In this section we present the variational principle and a formula for the entropy
which is needed in the next section.

We begin by introducing some notation. For A = Z¢ we denote a configuration
on A by ag,, ie, c,.,£02, We write o0za=0ef. Whenever we refer to two
configurations o , on A and ¢ , on A’ at the same time it will be understood that
these configurations agree on ANA’. The set of continuous functions
on Q which depend only on spins in A is denoted by C,. Furthermore, we denote
the o-algebra generated by the spins in A by B,.

A state is a probability measure and the set of translation-invariant states on £2
is denoted by I. When A < Z* a state v , on Q , will be called (locally) translation
invariant if f, geC,and u(f) = u(g) for all uel imply that v,(f) = v,(g). Here u(f)
stands for [ fdpu, etc. When u is a state on 2 we denote its projection on £, by
u, and we will sometimes refer to pu as an extension of u, For A finite we
define the entropy of a state u, S,(u), by

Sa(w=— Z Ualo4)In py(oy).

cAENR
For uel the entropy density, s(u), is defined by
1
s(w) = lim — S,(p),
SRV TR

where the limit is taken in the van Hove sense. The Hamiltonian for a finite volume
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A, H ,, is the function on €2 , defined by
Hp(o,) = Z Dy(oy),
XcA
and the free energy for the volume A, Fy(A) is defined by
Fo(A)= —In < z exp(— HA(GA))>'
TAE 2

Here we adopt the convention that the inverse temperature is set equal to 1. The
free energy density, f,, is given by

1
fo= lim — Fg(A).
® atzalAl®
Define the function e, by
ea(0) = Z* Dx(ox),
X:0eX

where Z* means that the sum runs over those subsets that have 0 =(0,...,0) as
their last element in the lexicographic order of Z%. The expectation value u(ep) of
ep in a translation-invariant state u is the energy density of this state.

We denote the conditional measure for a state u given the configuration ,e£2,
by u(.|a,) and the projection of this measure on A’ by p,.(.|g,). The following
theorem shows that translation-invariant Gibbs states are characterised by a
variational principle.

Theorem 1 (Variational Principle). For any puel
e(w) —s(1) 2 fo

and equality holds if and only if the state u is a Gibbs state for ®.
For a proof of this theorem see e.g. [9].
For A finite we define the conditional entropy given A’ = Z¢ of a state u by

SA| Al = j”A’(daA’)SA(ﬂ(~|0A'))'

[S 4j4(#) = S a(w)] Note that for A and A" both finite

Sa1alt) =Sy alt) — Sp (1)
Lemma 1, see e.g. [9]. Conditional entropy has the monotonicity property

A A'=Sy (1) 2 Sy (1)
Moreover, equality of these conditional entropies holds if and only if

Ua(-104-) = pa(.l0 ,.)(p almost surely).
Proof. By Jensen’s inequality
— 1AOAl 0, )N p(0al00) Z — [ ATy |00 (HAGAl ) I paoal o) (#)

Summing this inequality over g,€£, and integrating it with respect to u,.(do,.)
yields the inequality of the lemma. If the inequality of the lemma is an equality,



Entropy and Global Markov Properties 473

then the above inequality (%) has to be an equality too (u almost surely). Hence
Ua(oalo,.) is constant (almost surely) with respect to u,.(do,.|0,.) and therefore
equal to its expectation value for this measure which is p,(o4l0,.). W

We order the lattice Z¢ lexicographically and x < y for x, yeZ¢ will mean
(xy<yp) or (x;=y; and x,<y,) or---or (x; =y, and---and x,_,=y,_, and
Xy_1<Ys_q)or(x;=y;and---x,_, =y,_, and x,; < y,).

The following well-known proposition, see e.g. [7], states that the entropy
density of a translation-invariant state on {2 can be expressed as a conditional
entropy. For completeness, we provide a proof.

Theorem 2. Consider pel. Then
s(p) = S{g}|{x<g}(ﬂ)
with 0=(0,...,0)eZ? and {x <o} a notational abbreviation for {xeZ|x < o}.
Proof. SetV,={|x;|<mi=1,...,d} forneNandset V,(y) = V,n {x < y}. Define
5= Sigjitn <o (W)

Since py(-10y,4) = s (-|0( <py) for n— o0, by monotonicity of the conditional
entropy, § =infS,,, (1) and, moreover, since u is translation-invariant,
o Do}V

5 =SB

Now

Sy (1) = Z S un(H):

yeVn

Therefore

s(u) = lim 1S (u)=5s.

M i l V I Va :u =

On the other hand take NeN and consider

W, = {yeV,|3 translation 7 such that tV,(y) > Vx(0)}.
Now note that li_'m [Wal/IVal=1and S, (1) < S, 0t for ye W, Thus s(u) =

1i_>m (L/IVaD)Sy (1) = S pyyvye1)- Hence s(u) <5, and we conclude s(p) =35. B

3. Markov Properties and Entropy

Theorem 2 in the previous section states that entropy density equals a conditional
entropy. Conditional entropy gives information on conditional measures and thus
can give information on Markov properties. Therefore, one may try to establish
Markov properties by using entropy considerations. The following lemma shows
how entropy considerations and the variational principle can be put in tandem to
establish Markov properties of equilibrium states.
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Lemma 2. Let u be a translation-invariant Gibbs state for @ and let v be a
translation-invariant state with the same energy density as p, i.e.

V(ep) = pleg)-
Furthermore, let A= {x <o} be such that
(@) Vaoi) = Haogeys
(b) v (lop o) =V (laa) (v almost surely).
Then
(A) v is an equilibrium state for @,
B) py(opcy) =ny(lo4) (1 almost surely).

Proof. By the variational principle

Weg) — s(v) 2 pleg) — s(1) = fo
Therefore s(v) < s(u). Hence

S(V) = 8(1) = S5 <o) (W) = S 10514 (1) = S1g314 (V) = S5y <y (V) = 5(9)s

where we used Theorem 2 (twice) and the monotinicity of conditional entropy.
Therefore, we obtain s(v) = s(u), which by the variational principle implies that v
is an equilibrium state, and we obtain Sio)iie<o () = S(py4 (1), which by Lemma 1
implies that

#{Q}("J{x<g})=ﬂ{g}(.|0’/‘). .

Lemma 2 provides the tool for deriving results in this section. To apply it, for an
equilibrium state p, we have to supply a state v with properties as listed in the
lemma.

We now construct states v to which we can apply Lemma 2. To this end, we
present a new Markovization using a refinement of the method presented in the
introductory section. A first step toward this new Markovization is in the next
lemma, but first we introduce some special subsets of Z%. Denote the translation
over one lattice spacing in the k'! direction by t,. Define

P*A = 0{A%)

for Ac Z¢

For k=d,...,1, let p, be the “projection” p,:Z%— Z* given by defining p,xeZ*
for xeZ* by

DX = (xla' . '9xk),

and define pox = 0e{0} = Z°.

In the following we use for yeZ* the notation [ ] as

[pex <Pyl = {x€Z|pex < ppy}

and

[py] = {xeZ|pex = pry}-
Now, the set A’; cZ%is for k=d,...,0 and yeZ* defined as
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= 0*[pex <pwy]lulpy]
Note that A;’ =7%and

+ o0
At = =L_) A
for any yeZ? and k=4d,..., 1
We also introduce C** and C*~ as

U 1Ak and C*7 = Uo AL,

n=-1

Then
T =0 px < polup, ! {(O’ 20, x5), Xy 2 0}

and

Ch™ =d*[px<polup, H{(—1,..., — Lx), x. < —2}.

Lemma 3. Take ke{l,...,d}. Let v* be a translation-invariant state on £ 4= Then
there exlsts a unique translatlon invariant state v~ ' on Q-1 such that
Lovket =0,

2 V’fpkoll( |00t~ ) = V(10 e < o)
Proof. Define X" = p; *{(0,...,0,xx), xx = n} and put

"=0*[px < pro] U {X°U U X" = C)O TR(O*[ prx < pro)).

The state v* may be extended in a “Markovian” manner from 2, to a measure v*
on Qcx+ by giving the projections v*" of v* on 2o~ for n=0,1,2,...,as follows.
Define recursively, starting with v*% = (v)«,, .- pol» the states v+ " by

Lovgn, =vtrt

2. v (o pa- 1)—Vx0(7k "ty "o 5‘[pkx<pkg])‘
Informally the n™ step in this recursion can be thought of as adding the spins in
X""! to those in D"~! using, as expressed by 2. for each n the same, up to
translation, conditional probabilities to obtain the extension v*" of the state
+n—1
vl
The extension v*! of v*? is v* and therefore translation-invariant. In particular

Vo eipix < peop 1S €QUAL, U to translation, to v*-°. But then it follows inductively that

v+0'[pkx<pko] equals for each n, up to translation, v*° since for each n the same
conditional probabilities, up to translation, are used in 2. Therefore v is translation
invariant (and no technicalities involving sets of measure 0 can arise).

Take v*~ ! as the translation- 1nvar1ant state on £2,«-1 obtained from translation
of v*. It is obvious that this state v~ ! is the unique state satisfying the conditions
of the lemma. W

Note that
=0*[p;x <p;o]ulpo]l={x, =0, -1},
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and thus when k = 1, the state v*~ (= v°) constructed in Lemma 3 from v¥(=v?)

is precisely the Markov chain arising from v,

Lemma 4. Let u be a translation-invariant state on 2. Then there exists a
translation-invariant state v on £2 such that

1. \745 = /I,Ag,
2.V, (Clog ) =V (o) (V almost surely).
Proof. Putv'=pu 44 and construct, at each step using Lemma 3, the sequence of

states v on 2, for k=d — 1 .,0.

We will show that 7= v° satlsﬁes the condition of the lemma. The fact that v
satisfies 1. is evident and therefore we turn to proving 2. Property 2. is the following
Assertion for m=d.

Assertion (m).

ﬁ[pmrz](' | Olpx <pm9]) = ﬁ[pmq](' | O 0* (ppx <pm9])'
We will prove Assertion (m) for m=0,...,d by induction on m. Assertion (0) is
obviously true.

Take me{l,...,d} and assume that Assertion (m — 1) is true. Then in particular

spins in

Y;n—l = [pmx < me]\[pm—lx < pm—lg]
are independent of those in [p,,_ X <p,,—;0] upon conditioning on the spins in
0*[Ppm—1X < Pm—10], and therefore since

[PmX < Pm0] = [Pp—-1X <Pm—i0]UYI !
and
C™™ = 0*[Pn-1X <Pm-10]UY) 71,

we have from Assertion (m — 1) that

V501 (190 < 1) = Vippar(10cm. )
But by construction,

V[pmg]('lacm,—) v[p o]( |0-C'" ') - v[p o]( 'aa*[p x<p, o])
v[me]( | 06*[pmx <pmol )’
which finishes the proof of Assertion (m).
Since Assertion (d) is property 2. This completes the proof of thislemma. W

Theorem 3. Any translation-invariant Gibbs state u for the potential @ has the
Markov property

tioy (10 (<)) = By (0% <))
Hence

S(:u) {o 0¥ {x <o} (:u)

Proof. Let v be the state associated with u as in Lemma 4. The theorem follows
from application of Lemma 2 with v=v and A=0*{x<o}. W
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Theorem 0 is essentially an immediate consequence of Lemma 2:

Corollary 1. Let i be the Markovization of an equilibrium state u as in the
introductory section. Then i is an equilibrium state.

Proof. Set A={{x<o}n{x;=0}}u{x, = —1} and apply Lemma 2 with v = .
To see that condition (b) of Lemma 2 is met for this choice for A and v, note that,
upon conditioning on the spins in {x; = — 1}, the spins in {x, =0} become
independent of those in {x; < —2} by the global Markov property for {x, = 0}
of . N

The following example shows how failure of the condition C(u) leads to failure
of the global Markov property for A, for certain equilibrium states. Thus this
example illustrates the second assertion of Theorem O.

Example. Let M ={—1,+1}%? and for m={m)eM let u, be the state on
{—1, +1}# for which the layers {x, =k} are independent and (Hm)x; =1y is the
my-phase of the two-dimensional nearest-neighbour Ising model. Then ,, is a
Gibbs state for the potential @, which in (y — z) planes is the interaction of the
two-dimensional Ising model and which gives no interaction between different
(y — z) planes. Thus we have a collection of independent two-dimensional Ising
models. We assume that the Ising model is in the two-phase regime in which the
(+1) phase differs from the (—1) phase. For p a state on M we define the state
1, on {—1,+1}% by

", = Afl p(dm) . 3)

Then p, is a Gibbs state for @ and (3) is its decomposition into extremal Gibbs
states. Furthermore, p, is Z%-ergodic if p is Z-ergodic. Now let p be a
non-Markovian state on M. Then p, does not satisfy the global Markov property
for A = Z3.1In particular, if besides being non-Markovian, the state p is Z-ergodic,
then p, is an extremal translation-invariant Gibbs state which does not have the
global Markov property for A, .

The following consequence of Theorem 3 might be of interest when d = 2.

Corollary 2. For any pair of translation-invariant Gibbs states y and v for @, we have
Bpd = Vg Pgd—1 = Vyd1

Proof. Immediate from Theorem 3. W

Theorem 3 also enables one to formulate a “minimal” variational principle [6],

which is stated in terms of states on essentially (d — 1)-dimensional systems, and
which enables the free energy f, to be computed.

Theorem 4. Let v be a translation-invariant state on £2 ad- Set 55(V) = Sy %< (V)
Then

(@) vieg) —55(v) 2 fo»

(b) v(eg) — s5(v) = fop if, and only if, there is a translation-invariant Gibbs state ¥
on Qwith¥,4="v.
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In particular
fo=in{[(ea) — 5501

where the infimum is taken over the set of translation-invariant states on £2 4.

Proof. Let ¥ be a translation-invariant state on 2 such that

L Vu=v,

2. \7{,_,_}(~ 10 <)) =V (l0% ) (V almost surely).

Such a state exists by the construction presented in the proof of Theorem 3. Then
V(ea) — 500) = ¥(ea) — 53(3y) = W(ea) — () 2 fo

and equality holds if, and only if, ¥ is a Gibbs state, proving (a) and the only if
part of (b). If Vis a translation-invariant Gibbs state with ¥, = v, then

s(V) = 55(7) = s5(v),
and it follows that
v(eg) —55(V) = V(eg) —s(V) = fo. W
As yet another consequence of Theorem 3 we obtain Theorem 5:

Theorem 5. Let p be a translation-invariant Gibbs state for @ and consider the
condition C(u), which was introduced in Theorem 0. If C(u) holds, then u has the
global Markov property for {x <o}*.

Proof. Immediate from Theorem 0 and Theorem 3. W

We will now extend part of the results obtained thus far for translation-invariant
Gibbs states to periodic Gibbs states. We first need a technical lemma. When u
is a state, we denote the set of functions in L'(u) that are measurable with respect
to B,, A = Z% by L'(u; B ,).

Lemma 5. Let t be a translation and let_ A be a subset of 7% such that for all finite
AcZ% a keZ exists such that ©*A = A. Then, if p is a t-invariant state, for all
feL!(w) which are t-invariant, i.e., ©f = f, we have feL'(v; B;).

Proof. This is an immediate consequence of t-invariance of u and the fact that
U L'w,B,)is densein L'(x). W

A finite

Lemma 6. Let 1 be a translation for which, for each finite A = 7%, keZ exists such

that ™A < {x <o}. Let u be a translation-invariant Gibbs state and let v be a

t-invariant state. If v« p (v is absolutely continuous with respect to p), then

Vo) (1015 <o) = Vi) (10 < )

Proof. Note that (dv/du)eL'(u) is t-invariant. So (dv/du)eL'(y; B, _,) by the
previous lemma. Let E_ (f|A) be the conditional expectation for a state w of a
function f with respect to B,. Since (dv/du)e L* (i; B, _,), we have

E,(fl{x<o})=E,(fl{x<o}).
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If f is a function that depends only on the spin at 0 we have, by Theorem 3,

E,(fli{x <o})=E,(f10*{x <o}),

and it follows that the same property holds for the state v. This proves the
lemma. W

Theorem 6. Let v be a periodic Gibbs state for @, ie. v is a Gibbs state that is
invariant under a subgroup, G, of finite index in 7°,|Z°/G| < 0. Then

Vit (100 ) = Vi (103, <)) (v almost surely).

Proof. There exist NeN and translations {t™},_, y such that

,,,,,

1 S (n)
v+ ™™y
N+1|: ngl :I

is a translation-invariant Gibbs state. By construction v« g, and by choosing
© = 1% for some keZ, we can invoke the previous lemma to complete the proof. W

H=

4. Markov Properties and Invariance

In the previous section we deduced Markov properties for invariant states. It is
interesting to note that, conversely, knowledge of Markov properties can be used
to “enhance” invariances of Gibbs states. We need a few extra assumptions however.
First, we assume that the potential @, beside being translation-invariant, is also
6,-invariant, where 0, is reflection in the layer {x, =0}.

Furthermore, we consider condition Cy:

Every translation- and 6,-invariant Gibbs state for @

?  satisfies the global Markov property for {x; > 0}.

Remark. By arguments analogous to those that led to Theorem 6, condition C,
is equivalent to the same condition with “periodic state” substituted for
“translation-invariant state.” Let v, u be two states on Q with v« u and let u be
Oo-invariant. If dv/du is measurable with respect to B, -, then dv/du is
0,-invariant and hence v is also 6,-invariant.

Theorem 7, cf. [8]. Let G be a group of finite index and let u be a Gibbs state
invariant under G. If C4 holds, then p is invariant under 0,, where 0, is reflection
in the layer {x, =k}, for all keZ. In particular u is invariant under 1.

Proof. There exist NeN and translations {t™},_, _y such that

.....

1 S )
=" + o
is translation-invariant.

Let i =3(¢' + 0o'). Then fi is a translation- and 6y-invariant Gibbs state and
p < fi. Since (dp/dfi)e L' (fi) is G-invariant, it follows by applying Lemma 5 (twice)
that (du/dfi)e L' (u; B, <q) and (du/df)e L' (5 B, 2 0))-

Hence, with conditional expectations for the state f,
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where in the third equality we used that j has the global Markov property for
{x, >0} by condition C,. Therefore, dy/dji is measurable with respect to By, _,,
and it follows from remarks made just prior to this theorem that u is 6,-invariant.
But i is also O -invariant and analogous arguments therefore give that u is
O -invariant for any keZ. W

Note that Theorem 7 implies that C, is in fact equivalent to C,, where

’ Every translation-invariant state for @ satisfies
2 the global Markov property for {x; > 0}.

Let v be a Gibbs state. Then v has an integral representation, or decomposition,
v=[m, V)V, 5)

where m, is a measure on the space of states on £ which is the unique measure
that is concentrated on the set of extremal states. The decomposition (5) is the
decomposition of v into extremal Gibbs states. Consider condition Cy

= Every translation-invariant Gibbs state for @ has
®  the global Markov properties for {x; > 0},i=1,...,d.

Let 03 be reflection in the layer {x, = 0}. Assume for the next corollary that @ is
0% -invariant. Note that with this condition on @ as well as condition C, every
periodic Gibbs state is Z¢ -invariant (recall Z,, = {neZ|n is even}).

Corollary 3. Let v be a Z¢ -ergodic Gibbs state Jor @ and let v= [mv(dv’)v' be its
decomposition into extremal Gibbs states. If Cgq holds then exactly one of the
following two statements is true:

1. m, is the Dirac measure at v, i.e., v is an extremal Gibbs state,
2. m, is purely nonatomic.

If (2) is true, then we have in particular that there are uncountably many extremal
Gibbs states.

Proof. The only nonevident assertion in the Corollary is the statement that
nonextremality of v implies that m, is purely nonatomic. Therefore, assume that
v is not an extremal Gibbs state. First, we observe that the measure m, is
78 -invariant and is, moreover, ergodic for Z¢ . Now let y, be an arbitrary state
on £ and consider S, = {tu, },, . Clearly S, is Z¢ -invariant. Thus, by ergodicity
of m,, one of two situations ma§7 arise,

() m,(S,)=0,

(b) m,(S,)=1.

Assume, ad absurdum, that (b) holds. Since, by Z¢ -invariance of m,, each element
in S, has equal weight, the set S, has to be finite and thus m, is concentrated on
a finite set. Hence
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1
= Z v,

ISol v'eSo
where the states in S, are mutually disjoint and extremal Gibbs states. But such
a representation of v into extremal Gibbs states implies by its uniqueness that each
of the states in S, is invariant under some subgroup of finite index. By Theorem
7, applied “in each lattice direction,” it follows that each element in S, is
Z¢ -invariant. The Z¢ -ergodicity of v implies |S,| = 1. Hence v is extremal Gibbs
contradicting the assumption that v is not an extremal Gibbs state. Therefore (b)
is false and (a) holds, i.e., m,(S,) = 0. In particular m,({y, }) = 0. As u, was arbitrary,
this proves that m, is purely nonatomic. W

v

5. Concluding Remarks

Sections 3 and 4 contain the main results of this paper. These results, however,
can easily be generalised in several directions as we indicate briefly below:

1. Define L, = 7 by
L, ={0,...,0,x,), x,=0}.

By using Theorem 3, we can easily deduce that for each translation-invariant
Gibbs state pu,

B, ('IU{KQ}) =KL, ('|Ua*{x<g})a
which is a strengthening of Theorem 3.
2. By blocking spins we can reduce any finite-range potential to an
interaction-round-faces potential. In this way we can obtain results for finite-range
potentials analogous to the ones presented here.
3. Also, by using a spin-blocking technique, we can generalise the entropy formula
of Theorem 3 to include cases where the state u is periodic.
4. The result that

B, ('la{x<g}) =ut, ('|a*{x<9}),

for any equilibrium state u (see the first remark in this section) can be generalised
to more general volumes, or subsets, in Z¢. Rather than giving a description for
general d we describe the generalisation we have in mind for d=2. Let
a:Z—~Zu{+ o} be a function, such that

+oofory<y,.€eZ

a(y) =1 finitefor y,;, <y < Yma€7Z,,

— oo for y = Ymax
where y,.;, and y,., are in Z, ie., the set of points in Z where « is finite is an
interval (in Z). Define V,<=7? by V,={a(x,)=x,} and set V, = {a(x,) finite,
a(x;) < x,}. Then for each translation-invariant Gibbs state u, we have

by, Cloy) =y, (logy,)

The proof of this involves steps analogous to those taken to prove Theorem 3.
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However, not all of the arguments and constructions can now be done within the
set of translation-invariant states. Instead periodic states are used. The details are
left to the reader.

5. We have assumed that Q, is a finite set, but all results also hold when £, is a
compact metric space.
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