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Abstract. The stochastic Heisenberg model is a probabilistic model of the
time evolution of a classical Heisenberg ferromagnet. It is proved that the
stochastic process converges to equilibrium at sufficiently high temperatures,
and that the equilibrium state is a Gibbs state of the Hamiltonian possessing
the global Markov property. The principal technique employed is the expan-
sion of observables on the state space into Laplace series.

I. Introduction

The stochastic Heisenberg model was introduced by William Faris in [1] as a
probabilistic model of the time evolution of a classical Heisenberg ferromagnet.
He constructed an infinite-dimensional Markov diffusion process whose state
space is a countable product of spheres, and which has two components. The first
is a random motion, the product of Brownian motions on the individual spheres.
The second is a deterministic drift generated by a vector field containing the
interaction terms. The latter is formally the negative of the gradient of the
Hamiltonian, multiplied by the inverse temperature.

In a second paper [2] the same author studied the equilibrium state of the
model and proved that it is unique and analytic in the inverse temperature for
sufficiently high temperatures. This was obtained by expanding the equilibrium
state into a series of Rayleigh—Schrddinger type around a product measure, and
proving convergence of the series in an appropriate norm.

The main theorem of the present paper (Theorem 1 of Sect. III) establishes
convergence of this process with arbitrary initial state to the equilibrium state at
high temperature, for a large class of models of the type studied by Faris. The
principal technique we employ is the expansion of functions on the state space into
series of eigenfunctions of the infinite-dimensional Laplacian (Laplace series.) We
include an existence theorem for the process of a different sort than Faris’s. We
also give a discussion of the relationship between the equilibrium state of the
stochastic model and the Gibbs state of the Hamiltonian and show how the global
Markov property of the equilibrium state may be deduced from Faris’s uniqueness
theorem.
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We now define the class of models we are interested in. Let M be a compact,
homogeneous Riemannian manifold with metric tensor g. M will play the role of
‘spin space’ for an individual ‘spin’. Let S be a countable set of ‘sites’ equipped with
a metric d(,) (we assume also that xeS and r < oo imply that {y:d(y,x) <r} is
finite.) The state space will be & = M® = [[ M, with M_= M the manifold at site

x€S. We write {e Z and {(x)e M for the ‘s;in’ atsite xeS. Let 4 = Z 4 _be the (in-
xeS
finite-dimensional) Laplacian; 4 is defined tobe V_-g~ 1 “d_, with V_the covariant
derivative and d, the differential with respect to {(x)eM, . 4 is well-defined on
smooth functions on = of finitely many manifolds.
Let X be a vector field on = and X -dthe corresponding first-order differential
operator. X-d is defined on the same domain as Aby: X d = Z X, -d, ., where

xeS

X, is a function of {eZ whose value is a tangent vector to M at £(x). We assume
that X satisfies the following ‘finite-range’ and smoothness condition: X, depends
only on the variables &(y) with d(y, x) < r(x) < o0 and is a C*® function of these
variables. In the models studied in [1] and the present paper, X is formally a gra-
dient: X = — VH, where H (the Hamiltonian) is a scalar function on Z. Typically
H is given by a divergent sum of smooth ‘potential’ functions each of which depends
on only finitely many manifolds and we may define X rigorously by setting
X,= -V _H= —g 'd_H. Thenif H contains only finite-range interactions X will

satisfy the finite-range condition.
The generator of our Markov process will be constructed by setting

Q=4+T7'Xd (H

on the domain indicated above; T is a positive constant proportional to the
temperature. With some additional hypotheses, Faris in [1] proved via the Hille—
Yosida Theorem that the closure of Q is the generator of a Markov semigroup
{S(t):t 2 0} on C(Z), the Banach space of continuous functions on Z (a compact
Hausdorf space), with the uniform norm || f ||, = sup| f(¢)|. (The S(t) form a

teE

strongly continuous semigroup of positivity preserving linear contractions on
C(Z) leaving the function 1 invariant. For the definition of Markov semigroup and
a discussion of the Hille—Yosida theorem in this context see [1], [3].) From the
semigroup operators one can construct transition functions and a strong Markov
diffusion process in the usual way [4].

We will call a probability measure on Z a state. An invariant state u for {S(r)},
i.e. one for which

faus(o)f = fduf

for all feC(Z)and t 2 0, will be called an equilibrium state. We will say that the
process converges to equilibrium if 7S(¢) — p (in the weak* topology on measures)
ast — oo for an arbitrary initial state 7 on E. (1 is then necessarily unique.) We avoid
the term ‘ergodicity’ in this context since the time-shift operator may be ergodic
on the path space of the process even if the equilibrium state is non-unique. See [ 5].

Our main theorem (which gives some conditions on the generator implying
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convergence to equilibrium of the corresponding process) was inspired by the
proof of Liggett in [3] of a theorem of Holley and Stroock [6]. Their theorem gave
existence and convergence to equilibrium of stochastic Ising models whose spin-
flip rate functions have absolutely convergent Fourier expansions. Our proof
follows that of Liggett but is complicated by the necessity of using the more general
Laplace series.

The plan of the paper is as follows. In Sect.II we introduce an appropriate space
of functions with absolutely convergent Laplace series. In Sect.III the main theorem
is proved, and in Sect.I'V we compute the temperature ranges for which this theorem
yields convergence to equilibrium, for two important special cases: the plane-
rotor and classical Heisenberg models. These correspond to taking
S=2",v=21; M =S",the unit sphere in R"*! forn=1and 2 (respectively);
and

1
H=-3 PIIAEIRAIY; 2)

x,yeS
|x—yl=1

(the ‘-’ denotes dot product in R"* ). In Sect.V we discuss the relationship between
Gibbs states of the Hamiltonian and equilibrium states of the stochastic process
for the general model with X = — VH (formally). We also derive the global Markov
property of the equilibrium state from Faris’s uniqueness theorem. Finally in an
appendix we prove a different (and stronger) version of Theorem 1 for the plane-
rotor models (i.e. models with M = S*.) As a corollary, we obtain convergence to
equilibrium for these models over a wider range of temperatures.

I1. Functions with Absolutely Convergent Laplace Series

In this section we define a space of functions on £ which have absolutely convergent
expansions in eigenfunctions of the Laplacian (Laplace series). We begin by con-
structing the appropriate space of functions on M and then extend the construction
to product spaces.

Let M be a compact and orientable C® Riemannian manifold. Let g denote the
metric tensor, 4 the Laplacian (Laplace—Beltrami operator), and ¢ the volume
measure on M (normalized so that (M) = 1). We assume in addition that M is
homogeneous: There exists a Lie group G acting transitively on M leaving g in-
variant. We shall need the following well-known facts concerning the Laplacian
as an operator on L*(M, ¢) with domain the C? functions on M:

(i) 4 is symmetric and has purely discrete spectrum lying in (— oo, 0]. Let
0= A(0) > A(1) > A2) > ... be the eigenvalues of 4 with corresponding eigenspaces
H,1=0,1,2,...

(ii) each H, is finite-dimensional and consists of C* functions.

(iii) The action of G on functions on M induces a unitary representation of
G in each H;.

Foreach/2=0let {Y, ,} be an orthonormal basis of H, (m runs over some index
set of cardinality equal to dim H,). Then we may write the orthogonal projection
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P, onto H, as an integral operator with kernel

Kz(éa 7’) = Z Y[,m(é) ?1,,,,(71)
Thus if fe [2(M, o), "

P,f(&) = [, K, (& n)f (n)do(n).

Since P, is a projection we also have

P f(&) = [ K (& n)P,f () do(n).
Applying Schwarz’s inequality gives
[P O] = (§IKLE m)Pdatm) ([ Pf(O)]*da())''?
= K& Pif |, (1)

(|1l is the L*>-Norm.) Using (iii) it is easily seen that K(&, £) is a constant equal
totr P,=dim H,.

Definition. AM) = {feL*M,a):Y wl)|| P,f |, < oo, with w(l) = (dim H,)"/*}.

1

From (1) we see that if fe A(M) then the Laplace series ZP, f (&) converges
absolutely and uniformly to f(&). Thus A(M) = C(M). A(M) generalizes the notion
of absolutely convergent Fourier series to arbitrary compact, homogeneous
Riemannian spaces (equivalently, arbitrary compact Lie groups). However,
there are other natural generalizations (see [7] for a discussion of this). In [8]
Pectre proved that a sufficiently smooth function is in A(M). In fact from the
proof of Theorem One of [8], it follows that feD"*! =fe A(M), where D"*! is
a certain ‘interpolation space’ and n = dim M. It is known that D(4") < D"4
if N > n/4.

Of course the exemplar of this construction is for the sphere S”, the unit sphere
in R"*!, with 4 the usual Laplacian (in the angular variables). We have SO(n + 1, R)
acting transitively on M, H, is the space of surface spherical harmonics of degree
L,and A(l) = — Il +n —1). See e.g. [9].

We now generalize this construction to = = M5. Let now 4 =) 4_ be the

Laplacian on & and do(&) = Hdo(é(x)) the volume measure. Define

L={1]1:S—> Z"* and I(x) = 0 except for finitely many xeS}.
Then I*(E, 0) admits a decomposition
I[XE,0)=®) H,
1
where H, is the tensor product

Hl = ®HHl(x)'

Each H, is an eigenspace of4 of eigenvalue A1) =Y A(/(x)) and has dimension

dim H, = [ [dim H

X

Ux)*
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We may construct an orthonormal basis of H, by setting

Yl,m(é) = I—[ Yz(x),m(x)(f(x) )-

Letting P, denote the orthogonal projection onto H, we find as before that P, is
an integral operator with kernel

K=Y 0F, 0

and a calculation identical to that preceding (1) gives, for fe L*(Z, o),

[PfE)] S K(E DY PS5 v
with

K[(i, 6) = nKz(x)(é(x)a 6()())
=dim H,.
Definition A(E) = {feL*&,0): Y. wll)|| P,f ||, < co, with w(l) = (dim H))'/?}. A(E)

leL
is a Banach space with norm

Ifla= ;wﬂ) 1P |- 3)

Notethat | ||, < || f ], for fe A(E).
Applying Theorem One of [8] to the manifold M* and Laplacian 4, = ) 4,

xed
with A = S finite, we see that C* functions of finitely many manifolds are in

A(E). [Note that on M4, Peetre’s theorem gives convergence of the series
2w [P, |,
A

for sufficiently smooth f, where the sum is over the eigenvalues 4 of 4, and P,
projects on the corresponding eigenspace H,, with w(4) = (dim H,)"/2. However
by Cauchy’s inequality,

v wlrsls( 3 e )3 i)

LA =4 LA)=2 LAl =2
=w) | P.f [

so that convergence of Peetre’s series implies convergence of our series.] We
conclude that A(Z)is dense in C(Z).

The following proposition will prove useful in the sequel. The proof (which
is straightforward) is omitted.

Proposition 1. Let H be a Hilbert space decomposed as: H=@ ) H,, where
leL
L is a countable index set. Let w(l) = 1 be a function on L. Define the subspace

A= A(H,(H),w) of H by: feA iff the norm || f |, =Y wl)|| £,]|, < o, where f has
1
Fourier seriesy_f, with f,e H,. Then._
1
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(i) The dual A* of A may be identified with the space of sequences g =(g,),_,
with g,€H,, norm || g||* = sup || g,||,, and pairing
1

g, > =2 wl)(g,,f),- @)

(i) Let I' € B(H ., H)) be a matrix of bounded linear operators satisfying
supw(l)"* Yw(l)| Ty, ,, < 0 )
1 Iy

(where ||-|,, denotes operator norm). Then the formula

(Ff)z = Zrz,z'fl' (6)
T

defines a bounded linear operator on A with norm less than the number in (5).

Remark. If in the proposition we have dim H, =1 for all [, then the converse of
part (ii) holds: Every bounded linear operator on A is given as in (6) by a matrix
with the number in (5) finite. This remains true if the dimensions are bounded by
a finite constant but is false in the unbounded case. (The author thanks D. Ragozin
for this remark.)

III. Existence of the Process and Convergence to Equilibrium

In order to state simply the main theorem we introduce some additional notation.
SetA, =4 andB =T 'X d forxeS. ThenA=) A ,B=) B and Q=4 +B.

Let 4 ,n=1,2,..., be an increasing sequence of ?mite subs’éts of S with union
Sandlet B,= ) B, and Q = A+ B,. We shall need also the inverse operators

xedy,
A~ 'and A for xe S which we defineon @ Y. H, (respectivelyon @ ), H))so
1+0 Li(x)* o
that AA~" =1 (respectively A _A_' =I) and set equal to zero on the orthogonal

complements of these spaces. Finally if I' is a linear operator on L*(E, o) define

17 = sup wily™* 2w@) | PP, |, (M
1 I

In the theorem below all operators are assumed to have as domain the C?
functions of finitely many manifolds, and a bar over an operator denotes closure
of the operator. The Q, are generators since they are sums of finite-dimensional
generators [1].

Theorem 1. Assume that there exists o < 1 such that
l|BeoA; | s 2)
for all xeS. Then:

(i) @ generates a Markov semigroup on C(Z). Q,— Q in the sense of strong
resolvent convergence. For all k > 0 and fe C(Z),

(I —xD,)7 > T —xQ)"'f ®)

in uniform norm.
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(i) The semigroup {S(t):t =0} generated by Q has a unique invariant state
wand for any ge A(E),

IS@)g — fgdul, =2] g, exp (= td,(1 — a)) “)
where A, = inf(— A(l)). Thus if @ is any initial state on E,
1#0
wS(t) > p

in the weak* topology on measures.

Proof. The line of argument follows that in [3]; for the existence proof see also
the lemma in Sect. 3 of [1]. (4(Z) plays the role of Faris’s auxiliary Banach space
W). We begin by proving two lemmas which provide the necessary a priori esti-
mates.

Lemma 1. Condition (2) implies the uniform bound (for all L, Y with I # 0):
”PanoA—lpl’“opérl,l’ (5)
where I' ,, is a matrix with positive entries (independent of n) such that

sup wl) "1 Y wl)l' , S o
Proof. ’ :
| PB,oA™ Py |, =|AD)[! xZ | P:B.Py |,
x€Ap ' (x)#0
shml=t X ()| PB4 P, (D)
XEA,.,;C';X)#O

To obtain the bound (5) we drop the restriction xe A, from the sum over x
on the right side of (7), and define I'; ;, as the resulting upper bound. We then obtain
from (2),

wl)" 1Y Wi, < o A7) [0 (x))] = o O
1 x

In the next lemma let D be the space of C* functions of finitely many manifolds.
Lemma 2. Let k >0, feD and (I — xQ,)f = g. Then for each ,

1P, + x| 2D < [ Pgl, +x X H'(l/)lrl,l’ I1Pef - ®)
r#0
Proof. Since fis C®, both f and Af are in A(Z). In particular the series AP, f

converges in A(Z). This fact and the bounds in (5) and (6) (which imply that B,c A~!
is a bounded operator on A(Z)) justify the following computation.

(P )1~ ki) = ) P,g + kB,(3.P,f)
=2 Pg+x} AWB, A" Pf.

1+0
Projecting onto H, yields
P.HA—xiMD)=Pg+xr > M)PB, A" 'P.f,
I'#£0
and the estimate (8) follows by taking | -||, of both sides and using lemma one. []
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We now begin the proof of (i). As in [1], Q is a densely defined, dissipative
operator and so has a closure £ with similar properties. The difficult part in
verifying the hypotheses of the Hille-Yosida theorem is showing that the resolvents
(I — k@)™, for k > 0, exist. For this we must show that I — xQ has dense range
(the range is closed since  is dissipative). The semigroup operators are then con-
structed from the formula:

S@)f = lim (I —(@/m)~"f 9
(the limit is in the uniform norm).

Let geD and suppose that g depends only on the manifolds M with xe A.
Using the finite-range condition and existence and regularity theorems for elliptic
P.D.E’s we can solve (I —kQ,)f =gforf eD,if n is large enough (such that
A, > A). [To do soitis necessary to check that the adjoint equation (I — k) f =0,
where €2 is the formal adjoint of @, with respect to ¢ and the equation is for a
distribution fon a finite-dimensional manifold, has only the solution f = 0. For
a proof of this see [1] or [ 10]. ] Lemma two applies and gives the estimates:

VO P L S [ P s+ RS [ P (10)

The bound (6) translates into the bound | I'|,, <1 of the matrix I operating
on the weighted [,-space obtained from I,(L)and the weight function w as in
Proposition 1. Hence I — I' is invertible on this space and we obtain from (10)

usk Y{I1-I)"1o,
(componentwise), where

ulh) = [AO]|| P, 1, |,

and
o) =[Py -
The conclusion is that for all 1,
| A0 |P,f, |, = (), (11)
with r(I) = 0 independent of n and
Yw(l) rl) < 0. (12)
1

Now let g, = (I —xQ)f,. We have
lg—g.l.=xl@=-2)f,l.
éK Z ”Bxfn“u

x¢An
Since |||, < ||, the latter is

sx ) |B.f.l.

x¢An

=« ¥ (B LAY CHIX)P L),

x¢Ap 1
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<wa Y, Y wh|A)]| P,

x¢d, L
I(x)#0

Sk Y w[AO]| P,

1:
supplnAz#vb

(We have used (2) and part (ii) of Proposition 1 in the third inequality,
and supp 1= {x:l(x) #0}). From (11), (12) and dominated convergence we see
that the last bound tends to zero as n — co.

Thus g, — g uniformly. Furthermore since I — xQ is dissipative,

1 £, =l =119, — 9]l = O-

Thus f, - f uniformly, f e D(?) and (I — k@) f = g. By the Hille-Yosida Theorem,
Q generates a (Markov) semigroup on C(Z). (3) follows from the lemma of [1].
We now prove (ii). Let ge D and (I — k) f = g. From the proof of (i), we obtain
(8) holding for f and g since this inequality holds with f, in place of f, P, f, = P, f
uniformly for each 1, and dominated convergence applies because of the bound (11).
Multiplying both sides of (8) by w(l), summing over 1+ 0 and using (6) we obtain

(1 +xi,(1—0)) Y wl) | P f |, SZw(l)H Pg|,,

1£0
where 4, = inf|A(])|. We rewrite this as
1%0
2w || P — @) g ||, <1+ xd (1 — )"t X wl)|| Pg],.
170 170

Iterating this inequality »n times with k = t/n,

Y wh [ P — /M) g [, < (1 + @/mA (=) " g ],
1#0

Let n — c0. We obtain from the Hille—Yosida Theorem:

l;)w(l) |PS@gll, = exp { —tA,(1 - )} g], (13)
To complete the proof of the theorem note that from (13) we obtain
| S()g — P, S, < exp { —t2,(1 =)} g, (14)
so that if y is an invariant measure for {S(¢): t = 0},
[ fgdu — P ,S()g| < exp { — tA,(1 — ) }||g],- (15)
Equation (4) now follows from (14) and (15), completing the proof of the theorem.D

Remark. The connection with Faris’s uniqueness theorem is the following. We
prove Lemma 1 with B in the place of B,, and conclude that

1B a1l <1

Hence by Proposition 1, Bo 4~ ! has operator norm < 1 as an operator on A(Z),
and dually 4~ *oB* has operator norm < 1 on A(E)*, where a * on an operator
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denotes Banach space adjoint. Thus the uniqueness and analyticity in T~ ! of
the invariant measure follows from Faris’s Proposition 1. Note that Faris uses
the norm on measures dual to our norm on functions in A(Z).

IV. Convergence to Equilibrium of the Plane-Rotor and Classical Heisenberg
Models

In this section we compute, for the plane-rotor and classical Heisenberg models,
the temperature ranges over which Theorem 1 yields convergence to equilibrium.
We carry out the computations simultaneously for both models.

For these models M is either the circle S!(plane-rotor model) or the two-
sphere S (the classical Heisenberg model), 4 is the usual Laplacian in the angle
variables, and o is (normalized) surface measure. On the circle, each eigenspace
H, has dimension two, with basis exp ( + ilf); on the two-sphere, H, has dimension
2l + 1, with basis the spherical harmonics {Y, ,: — IS m <1} of degree 1 (normal-
ized in L*(M, 0)). H, has eigenvalue (— [?) on the circle and (— I + 1)) on the
sphere. S is the lattxce Z" of points in R” with integer coordinates.

The Hamiltonian is given (formally) in both models by:

H=—-3 )> cosO,, (1
Ixfﬂil
where @ is the angle between ¢(x) and £(y). Thus
=(V H)d = ) sin 0,,0/00,,. 2
y.
y-xl=1

For the plane-rotor model with @, = 0(x) — 6(y) this may be written more simply
as

B.= ) sin(0(x)— 0(y))o/06(x). 3)
w—;"l
The spaces A(Z) are defined in both cases as in Sect.Il. Note that the weight
functions are

wl) =[] 212 = plsueptis2 4)
xesupp 1
for the plane-rotor model, and

w(l) = [ [2l(x) + 1)/

xesupp 1 (5)

for the Heisenberg model.

The computation of temperature ranges will follow from the two lemmas
below. We give the proofs for the plane-rotor model. For the classical Heisenberg
model they are found in [2].

Lemma 3. The operator sin ©_ 6/6@ restricted to H; has norm bounded by
(= M),
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Proof . H, has an orthonormal basis consisting of the functions
&,m = ] exp {il(x)m(x)0(x)} ©)

with m(x) = £ 1 for all x. Thus if Y,€H,, || sin (9(x) — 0(»))8/06(x) Y, |, < I(x) | Y, [,
= (—A(I(x))*'*] Y, | ,, since each of the basis functions (6) is an eigenfunction of
0/00(x) with eigenvalue + I(x)and Y,is a linear combination of these functions.

Lemma 4. Let Y\€H,.If y is a neighbor of x, thensin @ 0/00 Y, is a sum of
Sfour terms belonging to spaces H, with I'(x) = 1(x) + 1, I'(y) = l(y) + L and I'(z) = I(z)
for all other z.

Proof. Writesin (8(x) — 0(y))as a linear combination of the functions
exp { +i0(x)}. exp { F i0(y)}.

We now compute a bound on the norm || B °A4'||| of Theorem 1. Since
H, is an eigenspace of 4 of eigenvalue A(I(x)) we need only find a bound on

wl) ™ 1(— A1) Y w) | P, B.P, |, U]
.

for alll with I(x) # 0. From the fact that x has 2v nearest neighbors and Lemma
4 we see that, if Y,eH,, B, Y, is a sum of 8v terms belonging to various H,,. By the
orthogonality of these spaces and Lemma 3, each of these terms is bounded by
(= AU(x))"2.|| Y;||,- Thus (7) is less than

8vT =1 (— A(I(x))) ™ /2 sup w(l')/ wll),
»

where the supremum is over the various index functions described in Lemma 4.

For the plane-rotor model |supp I'| < |supp 1| + 1 so that from (4) w(l’) <./2w(l)
and so we have proved:

Theorem 2. For the plane-rotor model in v dimensions we have the bound
1,045 | /2897

Thus if T >\/ 28v, the stochastic process converges to the equilibrium state.

For the classical Heisenberg model we have 2I'(x) + 1 < 2l(x) + 3,2I'(y)+ 1 =
2I(y) + 3 so that from (5) we find w(l')/w(l) g\/§. Since A(I(x)) =2 if I(x) # 0 we
have proved:

Theorem 3. For the classical Heisenberg model in v dimensions we have

18,47 | /52807,
Thus the process converges to equilibrium if T >./5/28v.

Remarks. The temperature range in Theorem 2 is considerably restricted vis a vis
Faris’s range T > 2v over which he proved uniqueness and analyticity hold. In
fact convergence to equilibrium occurs also over this range (see the Appendix).
The range computed in Theorem 3 should be compared with Faris’s result T > 8v.



372 W. D. Wick

V. Gibbs States, Reversible States and the Global Markov Property

In the stochastic Heisenberg models, the vector field X generating the drift part
of the process is (formally) the gradient of a scalar function H—the Hamiltonian.
The equation for an invariant (equilibrium) state is

0= fduQf

for all smooth functions f. If we write u = po, as though u had a density p with
respect to o, this equation may be rewritten as

0=Q%=A4p+ T 'V-(pVH),

where Q' is the formal adjoint (with respect to o) of Q. As Faris observed in [1]
the (formal) solution of this PDE is

p=Z "exp(— T 'H), 1

i.e. u is the Gibbs state of the Hamiltonian.

If the set of sites S is finite (so that & is a finite-dimensional manifold), this
argument is valid and in fact y is the unique equilibrium state of the process
(see Prop. 2 below). When § is infinite we must replace (1) by the rigorous definition
of a Gibbs state formulated by Dobrushin, Lanford and Ruelle ([11],[12]).
We shall then identify a class of equilibrium states (called reversible states) and
prove that this class is identical with the class of Gibbs states. (For the stochastic
Ising model this was proved in [13]; see also [5].) Thus Theorem 1 (implies con-
vergence, at sufficiently high temperature, of the stochastic process with arbitrary
initial state to the (unique) Gibbs state of the Hamiltonian. On the other hand
it was shown in [14] that in the classical Heisenberg model with v >3 at low
temperatures the Gibbs state is not unique. The implication is that there exist
distinct equilibrium states of the stochastic process, at low temperatures.

We also discuss in this section an additional property of the equilibrium
state, valid when Faris’s uniqueness theorem holds: the global Markov property.

We begin with the rigorous definition of a Gibbs state. We assume that H is
given formally by:

H=-YJF), @)

Pcs

where the sum is over finite subsets of S and the J(F) are smooth functions of
&(x), xeF called potentials. (For example, in the classical Heisenberg model
J({x, y}) = &x) - &(y) if x and y are neighbors, and J(F) = 0 for all other F.) In order
to satisfy the finite-range condition we assume 3r < co such that J(F) =0 if
diam F >r. Now let A = S be a finite set and {e M5\ an external configuration.
We define the conditional Gibbs state inside A4 with boundary condition { by:

dp,,=Z,  exp(— T 'H, )do,, 3)

where 6, is the product of the normalized volume measures on M_ for xeA,
Z,, is a normalization factor, and H , , is the energy of the configuration inside
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A, given the boundary condition {. The latter is defined by
H, (&)= =) JF)ED), 4)

FnA+¢
where £-{ is the configuration equal to ¢ on A and { on S\A (note however that
H, depends only on {(y) for dist (y, A4) < r).

The Gibbs states are now defined as follows. A state u on Z is a Gibbs state of
the Hamiltonian (at temperature T) iff u admits the function u ap 352 regular
conditional probability, given the configuration { in S\A. Thus u is a Gibbs state
iff for all (conditions) functions f, g with g depending only on the configuration
{ outside A4 we have:

fdug f = §du(Qg(O)fdu, ()1 (0. 5)

(These equations are usually called DLR equations.)
Returning to the stochastic process we will call a state y on Z reversible for the
semigroup {S(t).t 2 0} if for allf,g in C(E)andt >0,

fdufS()g = [dugS@)f (6)
An equivalent definition is: For all f, g in (a core of) the domain of the generator Q,
fdufQg = [dugQf (7)

Clearly a reversible state is invariant (take f = 1 in (6)).
We are now ready to state our theorem.

Theorem 4. Let H be defined formally by (2) with potentials satisfying the finite-
range condition. Assume that there exists a Markov semigroup on C(Z) with generat-
or the closure of Q =A— T~'VH-d (with the usual domain). Then the class of
reversible states for this semigroup coincides with the class of Gibbs states of H.

Proof. We require the following proposition, proved by Nelson in [15].

Proposition 2. Let N be a compact, finite-dimensional Reimannian manifold and X a
smooth vector field on N. Then the generator

Q=4+Xd 9)

has a unique invariant probability measure y, which is reversible iff X is the gradient
of a scalar function W. In this case pu is given by

du=Z"'exp (¥P)do, (10

where o is the volume measure on N.

Let ube a Gibbs state of H. Let A< S be a finite set. For any external configura-
tion { define a generator @, , on N=M 4 by taking X=—T 'VH, .~ Then
by the proposition, u, , is the unique reversible measure of 2, , so that 1f f,g are
smooth functions on M4,

IduA,ngA,gg = jdﬂA,ggQA,gf- (11)

We then obtain from (5) by integrating both sides of (11) with u(note that if fis a
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function on M“ then QA’gf(é) = Qf (¢-{) if we regard f as a function on Z):
fdufQg = fdugQf.

Thus u is reversible.
Conversely assume that p is reversible for the process with generator £2. First
note that if feC*(M*), geC*(M*) with AnA" = ¢, then

Qfg) =129 + g . (12)

Since u is reversible, it is invariant and so we obtain from (7) and (12)

0= [duQ(fg)=2[dugQf .

We may rewrite this as
0= [du(0)g(Q) Jdu(E|S\D ()2 4 . f (),

where { - u(- |S\A)(C) is a regular conditional probability for p, given the con-
figuration { in S\A. Letting f and g range over countable dense sets in C*(M*)
and C(M®\*) respectively we obtain

0= [du(€|S\D)O)R, S (), 1~ ace.. (13)

Thus for u — a.e. {,u(: IS\A)(C) is an invariant state for ©, .. From the proposition
we conclude that u(-|S\A)() = u 4,,()for p — a.el. Thisimplies the DLR equations
(5) so that u is a Gibbs state. (]

A probability measure u on = = MS is said to have the local Markov property
(LMP) of range r if for all finite A< S,

u(-|S\D Q) = u(-[0,(), (14)

where p(: |S\A)(C) (respectively u 'Ié?r/l (€)) is the conditional probability given
the configuration in S\A (respectively in 9,4 = {y: dist (y, A)<r}). If pis a Gibbs
state of a Hamiltonian with potentials of range < r then p has the LMP of range r.

The global Markov property (GMP) of range r is said to hold if we may take A
arbitrary in (4). The GMP is not an immediate consequence of the LMP; in fact
there exists a Gibbs state of the Ising model for v = 3 which fails to have the GMP
[16]. The GMP follows from Dobrushin’s uniqueness theorem for the Gibbs
state [17], and holds also for the extreme states in FKG ordering of the Ising model

[16], [18].

Theorem 5. The unique equilibrium state (Gibbs state) of the plane-rotor and class-
ical Heisenberg models has the GMP whenever Faris’s uniqueness theorem (or
Theorem 1) applies.

Proof. Let u be the unique invariant state and A< S an arbitrary set. Given a
configuration { in 0,4, define H ,  formally by (4) and let @, , = 4, T™'VH, od
4,= ZA ). Since  is revers1ble (13) holds for y — a.e.{. An exammatlon of the

bounds on | P,B_ P, H proved in Sect. IV and in [2] reveals that these same
bounds are valid w1thB acx=T 'V.H, -d replacing B_, provided xeA and
the support of 1 and I lie in A. (The proofs of these bounds requlred only the deter-
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mination of the spaces containing the various terms and a bound on these terms
as functions of &(x) which is uniform in &(y) for y # x.) Thus we may invoke
Faris’s (uniqueness) theorem or Theorem 1 for the process generated by (the closure
of) Q,, and conclude that it has a unique invariant measure y, . Furthermore
M4, 18 an (analytic) function of B, ,, which in turn depends on C(y) only for yed, A.
Thus f4,(")is 0, A measurable in {. From (13) we conclude that u( 1S\D(Q) = n, L),

—ae. Thus ,u( | S\4)({) is 8, A-measurable and (14) holds a fortiori. 0

Appendix. A Sharpened Version of Theorem 1 for the Plane-Rotor Model

The restricted temperature range computed in Theorem 2 for the plane-rotor
model stems from a somewhat unnatural choice in this case of the space A(Z). In
fact if M = S! (unit circle), Z = (M5) is a commutative group, and the functions
defined in Eq. (A6) of Sect. IV are characters of =Z. It is not hard to show that con-

vergence of the Laplace series Z(Za,’mel,n) in A(E) implies ) |a; | < o0, ie.

1 m I,m
absolute convergence of the Fourier series in the usual sense. This suggests that to
obtain a strengthened version of Theorem 2 we should use more conventional
methods (and notation) of Fourier analysis.
Let 2 =(SY)’ and let £ be the character group of 5. £ is isomorphic to the
additive group of functions n: S — Z with only finitely many non-zero values, via the
mapn — y,, where y, is the character

Y, = €Xp GZn(x)e(x))

In this context ¢ is the normalized Haar measure on Z. Define the Fourier coeffi-
cients of a function feL*(Z, o) by:

 Jdofi,
The series
Zf(n)vn
then converges in L*(Z, ) to . Let A™(2) = { fe [*(, 0): }_| f(n)| < oo} with norm
Ifla= ||fl\1 = Z[flm)|.

Finally if I is a bounded operator on L?(Z, o) let
Il =sup 31Ty ol

where I', . = (v,,.,'7,), are the matrix elements of I'. In this case |||~ is, if finite,
the operator norm of I" as an operator on 4 ().

We are now able to state a theorem which is considerably easier to use in this
setting than Theorem 1. We continue the notational conventions adopted in the
first paragraph of Sect. IIl. X is a vector field with smooth coefficients satisfying
the finite-range conditionand Q= A +B=4+T ' X d.

(A1)
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Theorem 6. Let E be the commutative group (S')5. Assume 3o < 1 such that
llBeo A "<

for all x€S. Then the conclusions of Theorem 1 (stated with the norm||-||.) follow
for the generator <.

Proof. Let H, be the one-dimensional space spanned by y, so that w(n)=1
for all n. Now the proof of Theorem 1 applies verbatim.

By exploiting the group structure of the characters we may state a corollary
which applies to more general Hamiltonians than the one defined by Eq. (1) of
Sect. IV. It is convenient to assume that H has the formal Fourier series

H=Y H@y,. (A3)

If we impose the condition
Y |Hm)| [n(x)| < oo (A4)

for all xeS, then the operator B, = — T~'V_H-d,_ is well-defined and equals
= T~ i{ L AmN(x)y, ) 0/00(x). (A35)

We also impose the restriction
H(n) = 0if diam supp n > r, (A6)

which implies the finite-range condition.

Corollary. Let H be defined formally by (A3) with Fourier coefficients satisfying
(A6). Assume that Jo <1 such that

> Am)| |n(x)| < oT (A7)
for all xeS. Then the closure of @ = A — T~ 'VHd generates a Markov semigroup
converging to equilibrium (as defined in Sect. I.)
Proof. A quick calculation gives the matrix element I', (x) of B,° A~ L
[yu0) =T 'n(x)" H' —n)(n'(x) — n(x))
if n(x) # 0. The bound (2) of Theorem 6 then follows from (A1) and (A7).

Returning to the Hamiltonian of the usual plane-rotor model (Eq. (1) of
Sect.IV) we easily compute the Fourier coefficients: H(n) = 1/2 if suppn = {x, y}
with n(x) = 1, n(y) = — 1; H@m) = 0 for all other n. Thus

YIH®)| |nCo)] < 4v-1/2=2v

and so we have proved

Theorem 7. The stochastic plane-rotor model in v dimensions converges to equili-
brium if T > 2v.
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