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THE VARIATIONAL PRINCIPLE FOR A MARKED GIBBS POINT
PROCESS WITH INFINITE-RANGE MULTIBODY INTERACTIONS

BENEDIKT JAHNEL, JONAS KOPPL, YANNIC STEENBECK, AND ALEXANDER ZASS

ABSTRACT. We prove the Gibbs variational principle for the Asakura—Oosawa model
in which particles of random size obey a hardcore constraint of non-overlap and are
additionally subject to a temperature-dependent area interaction. The particle size is
unbounded, leading to infinite-range interactions, and the potential cannot be written
as a k-body interaction for fixed k. As a byproduct, we also prove the existence
of infinite-volume Gibbs point processes satisfying the DLR equations. The essential
control over the influence of boundary conditions can be established using the geometry
of the model and the hard-core constraint.

1. INTRODUCTION

The Gibbs variational principle is a corner stone in the equilibrium theory of spatially
interacting particle systems. In a nutshell, according to the laws of thermodynamics,
equilibrium states of a system (subject to thermodynamic principles) must minimize the
free energy, which reflects the competition between minimizing energy and maximizing
entropy.

On the other hand, equilibrium systems of interacting particles are often described by
their conditional finite-volume distributions, in terms of Boltzmann weights with respect
to some boundary conditions. Under a consistency condition on these finite-volume
measures, one can then hope to find infinite-volume measures that are still consistent
with the finite-volume description, and are able to properly describe the macroscopic
behavior of the system. This infinite-volume consistency is described via the so-called
DLR equations, and ensuring the existence of such measures is one the key tasks in
statistical mechanics. In particular, the DLR equations can potentially be solved by
multiple infinite-volume measures, constituting a phase transition of non-uniqueness of
equilibrium states. However, for a measure to solve the DLR equations and also minimize
the free energy is not automatic.

In the case of lattice systems, under the assumption of translation invariance, this
link between the DLR equations and the thermodynamic description of equilibria has
been established under quite general assumptions for a very large class of models,
see [Geoll, Pre76, LR69]. However, moving towards continuum systems, where par-
ticles are placed in Euclidean space and even particle numbers in fixed volumes are
allowed to fluctuate, the literature becomes much more sparse and usually only deals
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with particular case studies. In [Geo94, Geo95] the Gibbs variational principle is derived
for bounded and unbounded pair potentials in the context of large-deviation results, and
with the goal to establish equivalence of ensembles. In particular, no higher-order in-
teractions are allowed, and the particles may not carry individual marks that would for
example allow to model interactions between particles of varying sizes. Next, in [DG09]
the Gibbs variational principle is established for a particular class of planar models in
which (unmarked) particles interact via their associated Delaunay triangulation. More
recently, [Derl6] considers the case of Gibbs point processes with a finite-range interac-
tion and where the existence of the energy density is guaranteed. However, establishing
the existence of the energy density is not always easy and needs to be shown specifically
for the model at hand. Moreover, many interesting models do not have a finite-range
interaction.

The contribution of the present manuscript is therefore to provide a first example of
a Gibbs variational principle in the continuum for a system of particles with unbounded
marks and with a multibody interaction in which also an unbounded number of particles
may jointly interact.

We focus on the Asakura—Oosawa model with depletion interaction [AO54, AO58],
which may be informally described as follows. Imagine a volume with a random number
of balls of a random size. The balls cannot penetrate each other, leading to a hard-
core repulsion. Additionally, there are second-class particles with a fixed size which
may penetrate each other without restriction, but not the balls of the first type. Inte-
grating out the Poisson point process of second-class particles, it can be observed that
the balls of type one must additionally obey an area interaction: for them to take up
more space comes with the additional cost that, in that space, no second-class particles
are present. For more details on the relevance of this colloid-polymer mixture model,
see [Vri76, BVS14, RED00, LTV24]. Let us mention that this model can be seen as
a generalization of the Widom—Rowlinson model [WR70, CCK95, DH19, DHO1, JK17]
with an additional internal hardcore. The existence of infinite-volume Gibbs measures
(in the sense of the DLR equations) for the Asakura—Oosawa model can be deduced
from the criteria presented in [RZ20]. Recently, the model has been analyzed more ex-
tensively, for example via cluster-expansion techniques [JT20a, JT20b, JLW22] and with
respect to the corresponding Langevin dynamics [FKRZ24].

The proof rests on establishing existence of energy and entropy densities for which it is
essential to control the influence of far away particles. This is usually achieved by a finite-
range or deterministic decay assumption on the (pair) interaction potential. However,
in our case we work only with an assumption on the tails of the mark distribution, and
use the hard-core constraint as well as geometric arguments.

The manuscript is organized as follows. In Section 2, we introduce the framework in
which we are working, and set up the required notation before we state our main results
in Section 3. We then proceed by explaining the structure and key ideas of the main
proof in Section 4. After this, we finally start with the main work and carry out the
proof of our main results in Sections 5-9.
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2. SETTING AND NOTATION

Throughout the article, we will often use the short-hand notation f < g to express
that there exists a finite constant ¢ > 0, independent of f and g, such that f < c¢-g. We
write f <4 g if ¢ = ¢(A) depends on some parameter A, for example the dimension d of
the ambient space.

2.1. Point process formalism. Consider the space €2 of locally finite measures on the
state space R? x [0,00), d > 1, that is

0= {w = Zéwi | ; = (2, R;) € RY x [0,00)}.
i>0
Since, in what follows, we consider only simple point configurations, we may identify
them with their support, i.e., w = Y ;50 0a; = {@i}izo C RY x [0,00). For any subset
A C RY, we denote by wy the restriction of the configuration w € €2 to the set A x [0, 00),
that is wy = wN(Ax [0, 00)). Furthermore, for Borel sets A € B(R%), A € B([0,0)), and
positive measurable functions f: R? x [0, 00) — [0, 00], we define the counting variables

N{ (W) := 3 (@, Ry),

z=(z,Ry)ewN(AxA)
and denote in particular

fo Nt
N[:=N

A,[0,00)° Np,a = N}\,A and Ny := Nj.

Next, we endow () with the canonical o-algebra F generated by the family of local
counting variables, that is

F = O'(NA,A5 A e %b(Rd),A € %b([oﬂ)o)))?

where B denotes the set of bounded Borel sets. We also fix some special sets of the
position space R? which will be denoted by

Ap:i=[-n/2,n/2)" , neN, and C:=A\

throughout the whole manuscript.
In order to define classes of test functions, let ¢: [0,00) — [1,00) be given by

W(R):=1+R% Rel0,00)

and call a function f: Q — R local, if f = f(-5) and tame if |f] < (14 N}f) for some
A € By(R?). The set of all tame and local functions will be denoted by L.

Finally, we denote by P the set of all probability measures P on §2, and by Pg the set
of all translation-invariant probability measures on 2 with finite -intensity, i.e., with
P[Ng] < oo. Here and in the sequel, P[f] denotes the expected value of f w.r.t. the
probability measure P. We equip Pg with the so-called 7.-topology, which is the coarsest
topology that makes the mappings P +— P[f] continuous for all f € L.
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2.2. Colloidal multi-body interaction. The following model describes the effective
interaction between colloids in a polymer bath; it is known as depletion interaction in the
Asakura—Oosawa model, see e.g. [AO54]. For a finite configuration w = {(z;, R;) }1<i<n =
{z;}1<i<n, the interaction is given by

H(w) = Hhc(w) + H" (w), (2.1)
where

o H™(w) := Zl§i<j§n Pne(®i, ;) = (+00) Z1gz‘<j§n]l{|$i —zj| < Ri+ Rj} is a
hard-core pair interaction;
o H*(w) := | UL, B(x, Ri+r)| is the total area covered by w, with radii enlarged
by r > 0.
In other words, the interaction models colloidal particles of radius R; centred at z; in a
bath of polymers of size r. Note that, by inclusion-exclusion, the area-interaction term
can be rewritten in terms of k-body potentials as

H*(w) =Y dx(@r, ..., mp),
k=1

where
op(x1, ... ) = (—1)k_1|B($1,R1 +7r)N...N B(xg, Rk + ’I”)‘

Remark 2.1 (k-body interactions via sufficiently small r). Let us note that there exists
a value pe := pc(d) > 0 such that, if r/R < pc, where R = min{Ry, ..., Ry}, the k-body
interactions vanish for k > 4, that is,

H*w)=> ¢i(@)+ Y dol@ia)+ Y,  oslwimj,z).  (22)
=1

1<i<j<n 1<i<j<k<n

In dimension d = 2, this value is obtained by considering four spheres, with maximal
radius R centered on the vertices of a square of side length 2R. There can be a 4-way
overlap only if the distance between any verter and the center of the square is less than
2(R+7), that is if r/R > p(2) = V2 — 1. An analogous reasoning applies in dimension
d > 3. Replacing the square by a tetrahedron, this for ezample gives p.(3) = m —1.

Next, we define the conditional energy of w € € in a bounded subset A C R¢ with
boundary configuration ¢ € ) via

Hy c(w) = HY () + HY () (2.3)
with H% (@) = iz y)Cuncae : fwypnngo Phe(T,y) and
HY (w) = ‘ U B@.Ro+m)\ |J Bly.R,+r), (2.4)
TEWA YEQpc

where A€ .= ]Rd\A and wpalae = wp UCe denotes the concatenation of the configurations
wp and (pe. For the choice ( = 0, we call Hy g(w) the (conditional) energy of w in A
with free boundary conditions. Another noteworthy special case is if ( = w and we then
just write Hy(w) instead of Hj ., (w) and speak of the conditional energy of w in A.
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2.3. Gibbsian formalism. Based on the energy, we now define the finite-volume equi-
librium Gibbs measures with respect to suitable boundary conditions. For this, let
7% denote the iid-marked Poisson point process on A x [0,00) with intensity measure
21{z € A}dr ® R(dr), with A € B(R?) and R a probability measure on [0,00). We
write 7° := m¢,. Throughout the paper, we make the following integrability assumption,

/erd+57€(dr) < 00 for some ¢ > 0.

Definition 2.2 (Finite-volume Gibbs measures). For any bounded A € B(R?), the
finite-volume Gibbs measure with parameters z, 3 > 0 and boundary condition € ) is
the probability measure G, g ¢ on point configurations in A given by

1
A28

Let us note that, since Hy¢c > 0 and Hp¢(D) = 0, we have that exp(—z|A|) <
ZA 2 8¢ < 1 and thus the finite-volume Gibbs measures are well-defined for all boundary
conditions.

Gz pc(dwp) = e PHACWN X (dwy), (2.5)

Definition 2.3 (Gibbs measures). A probability measure P € Pg is called an infinite-
volume Gibbs measure for z, 5 > 0 if the following DLR equation holds for any bounded
A € B(RY) and any measurable function f > 0,

[ P @) = [P0) [ Grcldion) floncae) (26)
We write G, g(H) for the set of all infinite-volume Gibbs measures for z, 5 > 0.

Let us already note, that our main result will in particular establish existence of
infinite-volume Gibbs measures for the model defined in (2.1). However, the existence
could also be verified by checking the conditions presented in [RZ20].

2.4. Specific entropy. On the way to present our main result, the Gibbs variational
principle, we need to introduce the three main ingredients of the variational formula,
the specific entropy, the energy density, and the pressure.

First, we introduce the entropic part and recall its basic properties. For this, consider
the (finite-volume) relative entropy for bounded A € B(R?) given by

P l73) = [ Pataon) tog (2 ).

z
dm}

if P, < 7§ and I(Py | 7%) = oo otherwise. The proof of the following standard result
can be found for example in [GZ93, Proposition 2.6].

Proposition 2.4 (Specific entropy). For every activity z > 0 and P € Pg, the specific
entropy

I(P, T4 I(P z

(2.7)
nfoo  [Ay Aemyrd) A

exists. Moreover, the map P — I?(P) is lower-semicontinuous and the level sets {I* <
c},c € R, are compact and sequentially compact w.r.t. the T,-topology.
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2.5. Energy density. The energetic component in the Gibbs variational formula, namely
the energy density is formally defined as
PH
H(P) := lim 7[ A"@].
nToo |An‘
In contrast to the specific entropy, its existence and continuity properties are not guar-

anteed by general principles and need to be established in a model-dependent way. This
will already constitute one part of our main result.

2.6. The pressure. The third ingredient of the variational principle is the so-called
pressure, i.e., the density limit of the partition function, formally defined as

z —BHp,,
¥(z,p) == lim 1Og(7rA" [e C])

n—oo ‘An|

Here, the existence of the limit is also quite subtle and depends on the choice of the
boundary condition (. We will show that, for a class of sufficiently nice boundary
conditions, it exists and actually does not depend on the boundary condition itself.

3. MAIN RESULT
The following Gibbs variational principle is the main result of this work.

Theorem 3.1 (Gibbs variational principle). Let z > 0 and 5 > 0 be fized.

i. The functional
Po > P— I*(P)+ BH(P) € [0, ]
is well-defined and lower-semicontinuous.
it. The functional attains its finite infimum on Pg and this infimum coincides with
the pressure, i.€.,

inf [I*(P) + SH(P)] = (8, 2).

PePg
1. A measure P € Pgo minimizes the functional if and only if it is a Gibbs measure.

Note again that, as a byproduct of our main result, existence is guaranteed.

Corollary 3.2 (Existence). For any activity z > 0 and any inverse temperature 5 > 0,
there exists at least one infinite-volume Gibbs measure for the model defined in (2.1).

Before we shift gears and discuss the overall strategy of the proof, let us remark
that the statement of Theorem 3.1 remains true if one replaces Pg with the set of
all translation-invariant probability measures on . The energy density H(P) is still
well-defined and can even be infinite, but P[N¢| = oo necessarily implies I*(P) = oo.

Moreover, we conjecture that Theorem 3.1 still holds if one makes minor modifications
to the model such as

(1) replacing spheres by some other type of convex body,

(2) replacing the hard-core part by a Lennard—Jones-type soft-core potential (with
sufficiently strong short-range repulsion),

(3) using an interaction potential which is not the area interaction but satisfies the
properties in Lemma 5.1 below.



INFINITE-RANGE MULTIBODY GIBBS VARIATIONAL PRINCIPLE 7

All of these generalizations seem reasonable, but one would certainly pay the price of
longer and harder-to-read proofs and potentially obscuring the main ideas. Let us also
mention that our integrability assumption on the marks is possibly not optimal and the
Gibbs variational principle still holds under weaker assumptions.

4. STRATEGY OF PROOF

For the proof of Theorem 3.1 we will treat the main ingredients of the variational
principle, namely the energy density and the pressure, separately, and then conclude by
putting everything together. Let us briefly explain some of the key steps and note that
this can also serve as a blueprint for establishing Gibbs variational principles for other
models.

4.1. The energy density and its continuity properties. Our first result deals with
the existence and continuity properties of the energy density.

Proposition 4.1. For all P € Pg the energy density

PH
H(P) := lim [‘ AAT’@]

exists. The functional
Po > P+— H(P) € [0, 0]

is continuous on {P € Pg: H(P) < oo} and in particular lower semicontinuous on Peg
with respect to the T, -topology.

The proof is based on deriving an explicit representation of H(P) in terms of the
Palm measure of P. Proving the continuity of H(:) on {P € Pg: H(P) < oo} requires
some geometric considerations to control the unbounded-range interactions. The details
are provided in Section 6. Let us also note that the map P — H(P) is not continuous
on the whole set Pg. An example of point of discontinuity is given in Remark 6.6.

4.2. Tempered configurations and measures. Especially for the existence of the
pressure, we need to control the effect of considering different boundary conditions.
There, it will be very useful to only work with boundary conditions which are suffi-
ciently nice, these are the so-called tempered configurations. Of course, the set of nice
configurations also needs to be sufficiently large such that all relevant measures are con-
centrated on it, so there is a certain trade-off. Let us start by introducing some more
notation. Fix some v € (0,d/d) and set

€= <1_’§1>d5+5’

where § > 0 is such that f[o 00) erdMSR(dr) < oo and define

g(n):=n'"¢ mneN.

In particular,

R(R > g(n)) Sppe M.

~
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Then, we define the set of tempered configurations by
D'={weQ|INeNVn>NVecwy,: R, <g(n)}.

With this notation at hand, we can now introduce the class of measures we will be
particularly interested in.

Definition 4.2 (Temperedness). A measure P € Pg is called tempered, if
P(Q") =1.

Restricting our attention to tempered measures is not problematic for the following
two reasons. First, non-tempered measures have infinite specific entropy, so they will
not appear as minimizers in the Gibbs variational principle.

Lemma 4.3 (Finite specific entropy implies temperedness). Let P € Pg with 1*(P) <
oo, then P is tempered.

Second, all infinite-volume Gibbs measures for the model we consider are tempered.

Lemma 4.4 (Infinite-volume Gibbs measures are tempered). Let P € Pg be an infinite-
volume Gibbs measure P € G, g(H), then P is tempered.

The proofs of Lemma 4.3 and Lemma 4.4 can be found in Section 7. Summarizing,
one sees that only considering tempered measures is not really a restriction but enables
us to proceed as follows.

4.3. Existence of the pressure. The next step is to show the existence of the pressure,
i.e., the density limit of the partition function. We do this step-by-step by exchanging the
boundary conditions and start out by considering the periodic case. For this, we define
Hy,, per(wa,,) to be the finite-volume energy when A,, is identified with the d-dimensional
torus.

Proposition 4.5. We have

ot (r[e=2"e])
li . = — inf [I*(P H(P)|.
lim ™ PlenP@[ (P) + BH(P)]

Let us now write Hy g(w) := Hp(wa) for the energy with free boundary conditions.
Extending Proposition 4.5 to free boundary conditions is essentially a consequence of
the following comparison between free and periodic boundary conditions.

Proposition 4.6. We have

log (7rAn [e_BHAn,per+10g(2)NAn]) log (ﬂ—An [e—,BHAm@-Hog(z)NAn])

i uf i = liniaf I
and
log (3, [e”Hanver]) log (7§, [e=7"An0])
lim su ” = limsu n
nse A, nse A

After this intermediate step, one can then extend the existence of the pressure to
boundary conditions sampled from a tempered measure P with finite energy.
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Proposition 4.7. Let P € Pg be tempered and with H(P) < oco. Then,

og (mf, [enaec])
nh_}rgo T =— 1316117£6 [I*(P)+ BH(P)]

for P-a.e. ¢ € Q.

The proof is again based on a comparison estimate, now with the case of free boundary
conditions. All the details can be found in Section 8.

4.4. The variational principle. In the end, we put all of the previous ingredients
together to prove our main result Theorem 3.1. For this, our strategy is based on the
two-body situation in [Geo95]. As a first step, we show that the variational principle is
non-trivial in the following sense.

Lemma 4.8. We have

[t [1(P)+ BH(P)) = min [I*(P)+ BH(P)] < o,

i.e., P— I*(P) 4 BH(P) attains its infimum and it is finite.

To show that the set of minimizers coincides with the infinite-volume Gibbs measures,
we need to compare measures P € Pg with finite-volume Gibbs measures. For this note
that in finite volumes A,, we have

dPp,
1082y ) + BPx [Ha, )+ 1P, | 73,) = Pa, Jlog (5= )| = 1P, G

where G, . 3 is just the finite-volume Gibbs measure with free boundary conditions and
normalization constant Zj, . g. Of course, the term on the right-hand side is nothing
but a relative entropy. By using that the energy density and the pressure exist one sees
that the relative entropy density exists and satisfies

5(P) = tim P C0n8) s py 4 grp)) - e (17(Q) + BH(Q)).

n—00 |Ay| Q<P

So a measure P € Pg is a minimizer, if and only if its relative entropy density (or
excess free energy) vanishes. By controlling the effect of different boundary conditions
this identity allows us to show that every infinite-volume Gibbs measure is indeed a
minimizer.

Proposition 4.9. Let P be an infinite-volume Gibbs measure for activity z and inverse
temperature 3, i.e., P € G, g(H), then

F(P)+ BH(P) = inf [I*(Q)+BH(Q)].

€]

As a final step, we need to argue that the Gibbs measures are actually the only
minimizers. As usual, this is the harder part of the Gibbs variational principle.

Proposition 4.10. Let P € Pgo. If

I*(P) + pH(P) = [7(Q) + BH(Q)],

then P is an infinite-volume Gibbs measure for activity z and inverse temperature 3,
r.e., Pe gzﬁ(H).

inf
QEPo
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Recall that, in order to show that P € Pg is a Gibbs measure, one needs to show that
for any bounded measurable A € R? and any measurable f > 0, one has

[ Pac s = [ P [ [ Grenctan) flancas)

For this, the strategy is similar to the classical proof of [Geoll, Theorem 15.37]
on the lattice. Rougly speaking, the calculations above tell us that if P € Pg is a
minimizer, then the relative entropy density §F'(P) vanishes. In particular, this implies
that restrictions Pp to sufficiently large but bounded volumes A C R? are absolutely
continuous with density ga with respect to the finite-volume Gibbs measures Gy . 3.
Moreover, the asymptotic control over the relative entropy in large volumes, which is
implied by the vanishing relative entropy density, provides control over these densities
for sufficiently large A. Making this precise is slightly technical but based on adapting
standard arguments to our situation.

5. PRELIMINARIES

Let us start by collecting some properties of the conditional energy. Recall that we
write f <, ¢ in order to indicate that there exists a constant ¢ = ¢(a) that (only) depends
to the parameter a, such that f < cg.

Lemma 5.1 (Properties of the energy). The energy function satisfies the following
properties:

(1) For all A € By(RY) we have that HY, HY, Hy > 0.

(2) We have that

H™(w) Sa Y (Ra +1)% (5.1)
zEw
(3) If w € Q respects the hardcore condition, we have that
> RY <q H™(w). (5.2)
TCcw

(4) If w € Q respects the hardcore condition and is finite, then
H* @) =3 (@ +3 4 Y almyn.w)) (53)
TEwW k>2  {yi,....yp_1Cw\x
In particular, for oll x € w and w not necessarily finite,
’Z% Z ¢k(x7y17--.7yk—1)‘
k22 {ylv"'zyk:—l}gw\w (54)
< |B(w, Ry +7) \ B(w, Ra)| Sar (1+ RZ).
(5) For all ¢ € Q and A € B(RY), the map w — Hy(walae) is increasing.

Proof. Note that Item (1) is clear from the definitions. Item (2) follows from the esti-
mates

H (W) = | | B@, R +7)| < 3 B(e, Be 4 7)) Sa Y (Ra+7)"

TEW Trew TEW
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For Item (3), note that, by the hardcore condition,

Hw) = | B Re +1)| 2| B R.)

=SB, R 24 S R

Now, for Item (4), we have that
D yew\a LB(y,R,+) -1k T
Zy w\w:[]. - ]]'B(JU,RT+T) = Z ( k?) Z :H-B(vaTJ'_T) H ]]_B(yi)RyiJ"T)’
yew “B(y,Ry+r) £>2 {Y1, g1 }Cw\z i=1

which can be seen by induction, and therefore

H(w) = ‘ U B(z, R, —I—T)) = / dz1{z € U B(z,R; + 1)}

_ / a= 3" (Y 1z € Bw. R, +r)})_11l{z € Bz, Ry + 1)}
TEW YEw

. Z cw\x R{ZEB(?JaRy"i‘T)}
_ / dz %(1 - Zyyew T e )14z € B(z, R +1))
. _ Zyeu\m :H‘{Z € B(yv Ry + T)}
_ ;E; B(z, Ry +7)| / e, Ty M € B R4 )
= Z <¢1($)+Z% Z ¢k(w7y17~-.7yk71))a

rew E>2 {yy,Yp_1}Cw\z

as desired. Further, again by the hardcore condition,

Xt Y e

k=2 {yq,.yp_1}Cw\z

_ / & > yew\e 1z € By, Ry + 1)}
>yew H{z € B(y, Ry + 1)}

- [ 0 Bamatle Bl Ty 1)
> yew 1z € By, Ry + 1)}

< |B(x, Ry + 1) \ B(w, Ry)| Spa (1+ RGT).

Note that, by the hardcore condition, only finitely many intersections of B(z, R, + r)
are non-empty such that everything above is well-defined even for a configuration w with
infinitely many points.

Item (5) is again clear from the definition of Hj(wa(ac), as adding points to w clearly
does not decrease Hi¥ (wa(ae) or HR¢(wplac). O

1{z € B(z,R, + 1)}

H{Z € B(IE, Rz + 7') \ B(IE, RI)}

Let us also collect some basic properties of the entropies. Here F, denotes the sub-
o-algebra of events in F, which are measurable in A € B(R9).

Lemma 5.2. For probability measures p and v defined on the same probability space
and a positive random variable f it holds that

v[f] <log(ple’]) + I(v | ). (5.5)
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In particular, for P € Pg and a positive Fx-measurable random variable f on Q0 with
A € By(RY), we have

P(f] < log (x*[e/]) + |A| I*(P). (5.6)

Proof. For the first inequality, see e.g. [Var84, Lemma 10.1]. The second inequality is
an application of the first to v = Py, u = m} combined with (2.7). O

6. ENERGY DENSITY

Let us define, for any = € R? the spatial shift operator 6,: Q — Q with f,w =
0 ((xi, Ri)i>0) = (i — x, R;)i>0. The following standard result establishes the Palm
measure, that is the measure that describes a translation-invariant system from the
perspective of a typical particle. Its proof can be found for example in [GZ93, Remark
2.1].

Proposition 6.1 (Palm measure). For all P € Pg, there is a unique measure P° on
([0,00) x ©,B(]0,00)) @ F), called the Palm measure of P, such that

/Rd dz /Qx[o,oo) P?(dw,dR,) f(z, Rp,w) = /Qx[o,oo) P(dw) Z f(z, Ry, 0,w)  (6.1)

TCw
for all measurable f: R x [0,00) x Q — [0,00]. In particular, P° is a finite measure
with P°(2 x [0,00)) = P[N¢] < o0, and
P°[RY) = P[ 3y Rg] (6.2)
Trewe

Note that the Palm measure is supported on the set {(R,w) € [0,00) x Q | (0, R) €
w}. With Palm measures at hand, we can now state the following refined version of
Proposition 4.1.

Proposition 6.2 (Existence and continuity properties of the energy density). For all

P € Po, the energy density

P[Hy,, o]
H(P) := lim ————
exists and is given by
H(P) = Pefyl, ifP[Z{m,y}gw gbhc(cc,y)} < 0o and P[Zw@c Rg] < 00,
400, otherwise,
where P° is the Palm measure of P, and
fH(R07w) = ¢1(01RO)+Z% Z ¢k’((07R0)7x17"'7mk71)'
kZQ {wl,...,wk,l}gw\o

Additionally, P — H(P) is continuous on {P € Pg | H(P) < 0o} and in particular lower
semicontinuous on Pg w.r.t. the Tc-topology.

The proof of Proposition 6.2 is based on a few technical lemmas, which we provide
now. The proof of Proposition 6.2 is given at the end of this section.
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Lemma 6.3 (Finite-volume Palm representation). Let P € Pg. If

P[ Z ¢hc(w,y)}<oo and P[ZR%}<OO,

{zy}Cw zEwo
then
P[H}y,, g]
———= = P°[funl,
|An|

where

frn(Ro,w) = ¢1(o)+2% Z or(o, @1, ..., 1) ‘ﬂ |X ‘xz )NAn |

k=2 {(131,...7:1!k_1}gUJ\O

Proof. By (5.3), we have that
HY y(w) = ‘ U B(z, R, —i—r)’

TEWA,,
= Z (le(x)ﬁLZ% Z QZ)k(wvylv"'vykfl))'
TEWp,, E>2  {yi,...¥p_1}Cwa, \&

Hence, by translation invariance, and since under P we can ignore the hardcore term,
fD
Hy, p(w) = H(w E gn(x,0w),
Trew

where

gn(x,w) := ¢1((0, Ry))1{x € A}

k—1
+ Z z Z or((0,Rz), Y1, - - ,ykfl)]l{x € ﬂ (A, —wi) N An}.
kzz {y177yk71}gw\(07R3f) i=1
The defining property of the Palm measure P°, , gives
P[Hy, o] {Zgnccexw /dx/ (dw,dRy) gn((x, Ro),w)
Trecw
— /Po(dw,dRo) /dx gn((z, Ry),w)
= P°[|An| frnl,
as desired. 0O

Lemma 6.4 (Infinite-volume Palm representation). Let P € Pg be such that both
P[Z{z,y}gw Pne(w,y)] < oo and P[Zm@c RI] < oco. Then P°(fy) is well-defined

for
fa(Ro,w)i=d1(0)+> ¢ Y.,  érlom,... @)
k>2  {zxi1,..,x5_1}Cw\o

and furthermore, P°(fr) = limptoo P°[fH n)-
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Proof. The random variable fr is integrable w.r.t. P°, since ¢; is integrable by the
moment assumption on P (see (6.2)) and, by (5.4),

[f1(Ro,w) — ¢1(0)| < ¢1(0).
The dominated convergence theorem now implies P°(fx) = limytoo PO(fHn)- O

Proposition 6.5 (Continuity of the energy density). The map P — H(P) described
in Proposition 6.2 is continuous on {P € Pg: H(P) < oo} and in particular lower-
semicontinuous w.r.t. the to-topology on Pg.

Proof. Let (Py)q be any net in {P € P: H(P) < oo} which converges to P € Pg in the
Tro-topology. We first establish that P has to respect the hardcore condition. Clearly,
every P, has to respect the hardcore condition, since H(P,) < co. Moreover, since

P( Y onel@y)=o0) =swP( Y buelwy) =)
{zy}Cw neN M yicun,
and by the definition of the 7.-topology

O:Pa< Z qﬁhc(w,y):oo)—)P( Z gbhc(a:,y):oo),

{mvy}gw/\n {w7y}gw/\n

P( Z cbhc(w,y):oo):().

{z,y}Cw

By the definition of the 7,.-topology, we also have that

IADIARYIDIN AL

TEWCe TCwe

we get

so that, either
H(P) zP[ 3 R;ﬁ] = x

TrCwe
and also lim, H(Py) 2 limg Po[Y" e, R4 = 0o by (5.1), or
P[ 3 Rg} :liénPa{ 3 Rg} <c
TEWwC rcwe

for some ¢ > 0, and we can assume without loss of generality that

sup PJ[R{] = sup Pa[ > Ri} Ssup H(Pa) < e,
« (6% o

TEWC

where we used (6.2) and (5.1). Given that this holds, we have
H(P) = P%[¢1(0) + X],
where

X := X(R,,w) ::Z% Z or(0, Ty, ..., 7).

k>2  A{xq,..,xp_1}Cw\o
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We now show that P2 [X] — P°[X]. Fix an ¢ > 0 and consider boxes Ay, ..., Ay C R?
to be specified later. Then, for Q € {P, P,}, we have

M
< 30 @ [1X] U] + Q@ [X] L]

m=1
Recall that | X| <1+ R < R for R, > 1 by (5.4). Hence,
QO[ ‘X| HRO>6*1] < EQO[ ‘X| RO] S GQO [Rg_lRo] 5 €.

Q°[X]-Q° [X]INAI,...,NAM>0 and Ry<e—1]

We also have

Q*[1X| Lyamo) = Q| Y 1X(Ra,00)| Lvs=0(0)|

TEWC

< Q( > ‘X(Rxaexw)‘>]lNA_=O(w)}

TCEwe

—Q[(XXE X ademme)|)in o)

rCwe k=2  {x1,..,xp—1}Cw\x

<Q ( > |B(z, Rs + 1)\ Bz, Rx)!) lNA_:O,Nc;éO(W)}

TEwCe

)’>d/(d—1)} (d-1)/d

<Q[( X 1B, Re+1)\ B, R, Q(Na- = 0,Ne # 0)/7,

TCwe

where A~ is the maximal box inside A such that 6,A~ C A for all z € C, and we used
(5.4). However, by the hardcore condition,

d/(d—1)
(> 1B@ R+ 1)\ Bla, R,))
TEWC
d/(d—1)
= (> 1B, R+ )\ Bz R)I) 1N > 1}
TEWC
d/(d-1)
+ (X 1B R+ 1)\ B R)|) T 1{Ne =1}
TEWC
Sle@ a1 (Y R S1+ Y R
TEWwC TEWC
and hence
(d-1)/d
Q"[|X! 11%:0} < Q[l + Y Rg} Q(Na- =0, Ne # 0)1/1
TCEWwC
(d—1)/d
= (1+@RY) " Q(NA- = 0,No #0)/

S Q(Na- = 0,Ne #0)V%.
For a fixed box A, we then have
Pu(Na- =0, No: #0) — P(Na- =0, No #0) (6.3)
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6A 2A

v A

FIGURE 1. Such a geometric arrangement forces balls with centers out-
side A, which intersect [~A, A]¢ D B(0,¢™1), to contain at least one of
the A;.

J

by the definition of the 7z-topology. On the other hand, for A 1 R? we have
P(Np- =0,N¢ #0) < P(NA- = 0,w #0) = P(Ny- = 0,w # ()
1 P(Nga = 0,w # 0) =0,

by translation invariance, where A is the translate of the box A~ which is centered at
the origin.
In summary, if we choose A large enough, we have

Po(Na- =0,N¢ #0) = P(Na- =0, N £ 0) < ¢

and can therefore assume without loss of generality that

‘QO [(X]-@Q° [X]INAI,...,NAMN) and Ro§6—1:|

for @ € {P, P,}. Therefore, we only need to provide some fixed number M € N such
that there are arbitrarily large sets Ay, ..., Ay with

1
< Med 4+ €

PYIX1N, ... Na,, >0 and Ro<e=t] = PP[X 1IN, Na, >0 and Ry<e1]-
We will do this by choosing A1,..., A in such a manner that there is a bounded A
with
XTYNA, s Na,, >0 and Ro<e~1}
A ¢kz(0, P 737k—1) {Na;ssNa,, >0 and Ro<e~1}s
k>2  {x1,.,2r_1}Cwa\o

i.e., such that we actually only have to look at interactions in the fixed, bounded volume
A. This can be achieved by choosing, for some scale parameter A > e~ !, the set
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A = [-3A,3A]% and decomposing the “boundary” A\ [—A, A]¢ into M ~ 2¢(3¢ —1)(d —
1)%/2 rectangles with edge length ~ 2\/%. See Figure 1 for a sketch. This geometric

arrangement now has the property that every ball with center outside A which intersects
[—A, A]Y D B(0,e!) has to fully contain A for at least one j € {1,..., M}. The latter
property together with the hardcore condition in our model guarantees (6.4). U

We are now in the position to prove the main result of this section.

Proof of Proposition 6.2. If P {Z{%y}gw thc(sc,y)] = o0 or P {Zw@m Rg] = 00, then

P[Hp,] = oo for all n € N sufficiently large, by (5.1). Therefore, we can assume
[Z{m }Cu ¢hc(ﬂ3 y)] < oo and P[Z%wc RI] < oo from now on. Then, we have
P[Hy, o]/ |An| = P°[fun] by Lemma 6.3 and therefore we have that

PlH
H(P) = lim PlHp 0l _ ) po [frn] = P°[fu]
ntoo ’An‘ ntoo
by Lemma 6.4. The continuity properties of H are shown in Proposition 6.5. O

Before the start of the next section, let us note the following.

Remark 6.6. If infinite energies are allowed, the map P +— H(P) is not continu-
ous. Here is an example of translation-invariant probability measures (Py)nen such that
H(P,) = oo for alln € N and P, — P in the To-topology, but H(P) < co. Fiz some
S > pr and define the periodic hard-core-respecting configuration

Wgood = Z 5(1’,3)7

i€2574
and the periodic non-hard-core-respecting (i.e., overlapping) configuration

Whadn = Z 5(i,2n)'

i€2nZd

Finally, define the translation-invariant states

Hgood = S_d/ 5,5]4 59nguad dy and Hbadn = n_d/[‘ e 69ywbad,n dy’
s n,n

and set P, = (1—=1/n)pgooa+(1/1) thtadn- Then, we have that H(Py,) > (1/n)H (ttpadn) =
00, while on the other hand H(pgood) < 00 and P, — = Hgood = P in the T,-topology.
n o0

7. THE SUPPORT OF GOOD MEASURES: TEMPEREDNESS

Let us start by defining the following subsets of configurations related to the tem-
peredness condition. For K, N, M € N with N < M we will write

O ={we|Vn>KVecwy,: Ry <g(n)},
Ny = {weQ | Vn e NN [N, M| Vx € wa,: Rx < g(n)}.
For A € B(R?), we let
Q) ={w € Qr |Vn > KV € wp,na: Ry < g(n)} (7.1)
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and we will later also need
Ot ={weQ|Vn> KV cwynn: Ry < g(n)}.

With this notation at hand, we first derive some quantitative estimates for the under-
lying Poisson point process.

Lemma 7.1 (Temperedness estimates in the Poisson case). We have that

T (U 10)°) Sroye ¢V

and in particular, for all K € N,
(%)) = sup 7 (Qear)?) S e T
M>K

Proof. We have that

M
Q) =7 (Y €wpy: Re <g(N) [[ 7°(va € wpa,y: Re < g(n))
n=N+1
M
=exp (=2 AN R(B > g(N) =2 D A\ At | R(R > g(n))),
n=N+1
which implies that
M
7 (@iar)) = 1—exp (= 2[ANR(R > (V) =2 D" A\ A 1| R(R > g(n)))
n=N+1
<1—exp (= 2[ANIR(R>g(N) =2 > [A\ At | R(R > g(n)))
n=N+1
<1-—exp ( - ClR{Y,ze_‘AN‘lJrﬂY - C;,Q,'y,ze_‘AN‘lﬂ) 573,%2 exp(— |AN|1+7)7
as desired. 0

We directly apply this technical helper to show that measures P with finite specific
entropy are necessarily tempered.

Proof of Lemma 4.5. Let us note that the obvious union bound does not work for d = 1
because then |A,|”7 is not summable for v € (0,1), hence the following slightly more
complicated analysis. From the general inequality (5.6) and Lemma 7.1 we have for all
N, M € N with N < M,

 P[AMTP 1@ )Y

P((Qyvm)) =
) ‘AM|1+7/2
+v/2_, * c
< log (el () +1)  12(P)
’AM|1+7/2 |AM|’Y/2

14+7/2 1
+v/ e~ AN +v

< log (cRmzeMM' + 1) I*(P)
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For the special choice N = N and M = Ny, where N = k*7 we thus have that

log (CR’%ZG IZ(P) < k—2d

—eak T 1=k 72 ((k+1)/R) 124 1)

Since Q" = Ugen Mk QN Ny, We finally have

P((©)) < jnf > P((Qm,)7) S jnf D k7=
E>K E>K

as desired. O

In order to show that infinite-volume Gibbs measures are tempered, we first provide
a finite-volume comparison result.

Lemma 7.2 (Temperedness estimates for finite-volume Gibbs measures). Let A €
By(RY) and K € N, then, for every boundary configuration ¢ € €,

Gazpc((Q0)F) = 7 (Q%).

Proof. Since wp — exp(—fH) ¢(wn)) and wp — 1{wp € (24)}} are both decreasing,
the result follows by applying the Harris-/FKG-inequality, i.e.,

G Q P e_ﬂHA,g ]l . e—,BHA7(
* - * >
A72757C(( A)K) ﬂ-A [ZA7Z”87C (QA)K:| - ﬂ-A |:

= mA((2)x) = 7°(Q )

| mioi)

ZNzBC

O

This finite-volume comparison now allows us to conclude that the infinite-volume
Gibbs measures are also tempered.

Proof of Lemma 4.4. By the definition of infinite-volume Gibbs measures and Lemma 7.2,
we have that

Pt = / (dC)/GAzm(de)ﬂ{WACLCGQ*A} / (dQ)G Az p.¢ (())
> / P(AC)G - p.c ((2)5) = / P(AC)m* () = ().

But then, using Lemma 7.1,

P(Q") = sup P(Qj)=sup inf P(Q}A) > sup 7(Qy) = 1.
Ke KeN AEB,(RY) KeN

O

We conclude this section with another regularity result for the concatenation of tem-
pered measures with the finite-volume Gibbs specification. This will be important for
the proof of Theorem 3.1 in Section 9.3.

Lemma 7.3. Let P € Po be tempered. Then, for all A € By(R?), the measure vy =
PGy defined, for any A € F, by

A) = /P(dC)/GA,z,,B,§<dWA) ]l{wACAc € A}
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1s also tempered. Moreover,

sup  vA(Q5) —— 0.
AEB,(RD) Koo

Proof. For any A € B,(R?), using Lemma 7.2, we compute
A () = PGA (V) = / P(d¢) / G,z p,¢(dw)T{waae € QF}
> [ PWO) [ Grapcldt(¢ € 23 {en € (i)
— [ P LG € 95 Gapc (@)
> [ PEO (¢ € 2 r(9%)

= P(Qk)m*(Q),
where the right-hand side is independent of A and tends to one as K 1 oo by the
temperedness assumption on P and Lemma 7.1. O

8. EXISTENCE OF PRESSURE VIA LARGE DEVIATIONS

In this section, we show the existence of the density limit of the partition function.
We do this step-by-step by exchanging boundary conditions. We start by considering the
periodic case and then extend to free and tempered boundary conditions via comparison
estimates.

8.1. Periodic boundary conditions. The fundamental idea is to use an underlying
large-deviation result for the stationary empirical field

Rn,w = |An’_1/ (59 w(mn) dx.
A

Recall that Hp, per(wa, ) denotes the finite-volume energy when A,, is identified with
the d-dimensional torus. The precise relation between R,, ., and Hj,, per(wa,,) is given in
the next lemma.

Lemma 8.1. We have that
Ny, (w) = |Ap| Ry w[Nc] and Hp, per(w) = |Ap| H(Rnw)-

Proof. The first equality is included in [GZ93, Remark 2.3, (1)]. Further, by [GZ93,
Remark 2.3, (3)], we have that

-1
(Rnyw)o - |An’ Z 5(Rx,9ww(n))
(z,Rz)Ewn,,
is the Palm measure of R, ,,. Therefore, Proposition 4.1 implies

| Ay H(Rn,w) = |Ay| (Rn,w)o(fH) = HAn,per(W)a

at least if the periodized configuration w(™ respects the hardcore configuration. But
otherwise both left- and right-hand side are oc. ([
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Proof of Proposition 4.5. Let us first note that
I*(P) = I(P) + (z — 1) — log(2) P(N¢)
with I(P) := I'(P) and
log (7}, [e—ﬁHAn,perD log(ma, [e*'BHAn»pere|An|(1*Z)Z*NAn])
|An N | Ay
log(ma,, [e_(BHAn,pEr_IOg(Z)NAn)])
[An]

+ (1 - 2).

Now, the upper bound

1og(ﬂ-/f’in [e_ﬁHAn,per] ) log(ﬂ-An [ef(ﬁHAn,perflog(z)NAn)] )

lim su = limsu +(1—2z
msup A msup ™ -2

< — inf [I(P)+ BH(P) ~log() P(Ne)] + (1= 2)

= - inf [I*(P)+ BH(P)]

follows directly from [GZ93, Theorem 3.1]. The assumptions of the cited theorem are met

since H is trivially stable by being positive and lower-semicontinuous by Proposition 6.5

and we have | A (BHA, per(w) — Na,.) — (BH(Ryw) — Ruw[Nel)| = 0 by Lemma 8.1.
The lower bound

loing (08T, [T e ]) oy arp
im in ™ > = inf [I°(P)+BH(P)]

does not directly follow from the mentioned theorem of Georgii—Zessin, but by inspection
of its proof together with the fact that H is continuous on { H < oo} (see Proposition 6.5)
and the ergodic approximation given in Lemma 8.2 below. (]

Lemma 8.2. Let P € Pg with I?(P)+H(P) < co. Then, there is a sequence (P™),en,
of ergodic probability measures with P —— P in the T.-topology and

ntoo

limsup I*(P,) + H(P,) < I*(P)+ H(P)
n—oo

Proof. Consider the events B, = {w € Qa, |Vx € wp,: Ry < n'~¢}, n € N, for some
fixed € € (0,1). Let m, :=n+n'"¢ n € N. Define P™ to be the probability measure
on the configuration space for which the restrictions to A,,, + 2myi, i € Z9, are iid
with a distribution which does not place particles in (A, \ An) + 2my,i and equals
P(-|By) o 0;' on A, + 2myi. Notice that P™ respects the hardcore condition by
construction (by restriction to By,) and it inherits from P the fact that it has a finite
energy density. Now let

mn | JAm,

It is somewhat standard to show that each P(™ is ergodic, that limsup,, . I*(P) <
I*(P), and p) T—> P in the 7.-topology, see for example [Geo94, Lemma 5.1] for a
n|Too
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similar construction and details in this analogous case. The only two additional ingre-

dients that we need are P(B;,) —— 1 and that sup,cra Pa,, [N;pJFAIch] —— 0 for all
ntoo "4 ntoo

bounded measurable A C R%.
In Lemma 7.1 we saw that

T, [Bn] < ce~ Al

for some v = 7y(€e) > 0 and all n large enough.
Then we have, by inequality (5.6),

71 pe
Pa, [[An]™ 1pe] _ log (mf, [ HER]) A
PAn(BrCL) = |An|1+7 < |An|1+7 + |An|1+'yI(P)
B lgg (e|An‘1+7ﬂ_7\n (B%) + W/Z\n (Bn)) IZ(P)
|An|1+~/ |An’7
_log(c+1) | I*(P)
= T+y A 0.
|An’ | n| nfoo

With the same entropy inequality, we see that (V. ;p +A)zerd 18 uniformly integrable
w.r.t. P. Indeed, this follows with N;ﬁA(W) = Nota(W) + X yewn s Rg and

1+4 1+4¢
(0 - ¥ 0
Pl(va) | = r | (vs) ]
1+4 1+¢
=P [(N;/}-i—A) ' ]]‘Na:+A>1:| + P {(N;ﬂ—A) ' ]le+A>1}

<Slo+ A +P[ 3 Rﬁ”]
yewA+z
d+6

< |A|(1 + I*(P)) + log (ﬁ [eZyeWw 1y D
= |A[(I*(P) + (1 — 2) + 2R (")) < o0,

where we used the hardcore condition in the first inequality, and the analogous and
well-known bound

sup P[Nyya -log, (Npya)] < |A|T?(P) + log(n*[elNaloe+ (Na)]) < oo,
z€R4

Hence, for all bounded measurable A C R,

sup P, [N¢+A]13$J < sup P[N;Z_AﬂBg] — 0.

z
zeR? zeR? nfoo

Finally, as H is continuous on the set {H < oo}, and H(P,) < oo, we have that
limsup,,_, . I*(P,) + H(P,) < I*(P) + H(P). O

8.2. Free boundary conditions. Let us write Hj g(w) = Hp(wa) for the energy with
free boundary conditions. The aim of this section is the following extension of Proposi-
tion 4.5 to free boundary conditions.
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Proposition 8.3. We have

1 z —5HAn,®
i Og(ﬂAn|Ein| D — —Pieng8 [[*(P) + BH(P)].

As already explained above, this is a direct consequence of the comparison estimate
in Proposition 4.6 which we will now prove.

Proof of Proposition 4.6. Remember that
™ (G € wayt Re 2 g(K)) = 75(Qes)) Se M

by Lemma 7.1, which we will use in the following to establish limits.
Consider the events A, = {w € O, [wa,\A, ) = 0} and B, = {w € Qp, |V €
W, : Rz < g(n)}. Then, on A,NBy,, we have Hp, per = Hyp, g = HAnig(n%@ and therefore

TF/Z\” [e_BHAaner] > 7-(-/Z\n |:e_:3HAn,Per :[]‘An:H‘Bn:|

z [efﬂHA

= ﬂ'An ”_g(n)’w ]]‘AnﬂBn:|

_BH —BH,

_ —BH —BH
:ez‘/\n| Z|An_g(n)|ﬂ.7\n79(n) [e Ap_g(n)? _7r:/z\n e An—g(n),(ﬂlAn]lB% )

It follows that

—BH
log(m} [e=AHAnper]) log <7rf\n_g(n> [e An—g(n)’@D

lim inf > lim inf
n—00 [As] n—00 |An—g(n) |
1 z —BHp, 0
> liminf Og(ﬂA” [e ])
n—oo |An|

Now let A = {w € QAn+g(n) |wAn+g(n)\An
wp,, : Ry < g(n)}. Then, we have

= 0} and B, = {w € Q. |V €

z —BHA +g<n>ﬂper} > 7%
" s
’/TAnnLg(") |:€ ="A
_ .z —BH\
- 7-[-An-&-g(n) |:e
_ z
- ﬂAnJrg(") |:e

2| Aoy | —2|An| 2 —BH, z
:e’ +g( )’ | "ﬂ'An [e B An,ﬂ] _TrAn+g(n)

_BHA per
n-+ ’
s €O L Ty

n+9(")’® ]]_A/ ]]_B/ :|

—BH) { —BH

“+9‘"”®]1A41] = Mgy |© Hg(")’m]lA%]lBéc]

|: _BHAW+Q(")’0 ]]_A/ ]]_B/ c:| .

It follows that

o ) (i

|:e_BHAn+g(n>,peri| )
lim sup > limsup ntotn)

log(m%  [e PHAn.0
> lim sup 8l A"[ ])




INFINITE-RANGE MULTIBODY GIBBS VARIATIONAL PRINCIPLE 24
Finally,
e oLy, > (eBC(lAn|_|An_g(n) De_BHA"’per]lHAn,pe&oo +0- ]]‘HAn,per:OO> s,
= eﬁc(|A"‘7|An*9(n)|)e*6HAn,per ﬂBn
for some ¢ > 0, which implies

T {e—ﬁHAn,m} > eBc(\Anl—]An_g(n)DW{Z\n |:e_6HAn,peri| + 75 [e—ﬁHAn,w ﬂBg}

— Felitnl=lan=gl) rz {efﬁHAn,perlBﬁ] 7

and thus
i inf 28 TR [70]) g 108 (T, [P )
and also
. log (Wf\ [e—ﬁHAn,@] ) _ log (”}z\ [efBHAmper] )
= > n
hg; Solép Al > hg; So%p ™ 7
as desired. -

8.3. Tempered boundary conditions sampled from a finite-energy measure.
As a last step, we now show how to extend the existence of the pressure to boundary
conditions sampled from a tempered measure P with finite energy.

Proof of Proposition /4.7. The result will follow by comparing with the case of free bound-
ary conditions, Proposition 8.3. Analogously to the proof of Proposition 4.6, consider
the event

An ={w € Qa, [WA A, yn)—ginsny = O)
here with a slightly bigger buffer zone, and
B, ={w € Qp, |Vx € wp,: Ry < g(n)}.

The temperedness assumption on P means that we can assume that there is some
N € N (depending on (), such that R, < g(n) for all x € {4, and n > N.
Then Hp, ¢ = Hy, g on A, N B, and therefore

_ _ —BH
W/Z\n {e BHAn,C:| > Wf\n {e BHA"’CHAHHBH} :W/Z\n [e BH

—BHy, e—BHA

n—g(n)—g(n+1)- lA,L]an}
g(n)*g(nJrl)’@]LAn} — 71'?; |: n—g(n)—g(n+1)-? ]lAn]ch}

—BH\
(§]

=Ty, [e

— o2lAnl=2| A gy —g(n+1) |7r/z\ {G*BH“n—gmr”}

n—gn)—g(n+1)%7 , 1 ]
n—g(n) Ay Bn

|
It follows that
[e_ﬁHAn—g(mfg(mn ,o} )

n—g(n)‘

z —BHy,,.
> lim inf log (TFA" [e ! @])

n—00 |As|

log (7% [eBHAn log <7rf\ o
lim inf & ( An [ ]) > lim inf n—g(n)—g(n+1)
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Moreover, for some ¢ > 0,
e Hrnnlp > <ec(|An—|An—g<n)—g<n+1>)e—HAn,c i, c<o0 + 0 ]lHAn,czoo) 15,
= (1Al =M g —gtnin)|) o= Han e 1g,,
which implies that
szxn {e*ﬁHAn,w] > eﬁC(IAnI*‘An,gm)fg(nH)Dﬂ.IZ\n [e*/BHAn,gi| + ﬂ./z\n [Q*BHAn,V) IIBZ}

_ eﬁc(‘An|_ ’An—g(n)fg(nﬁ»l) ’) 7-‘-12\ |:e_BHAn,C HBC:| X

We then conclude that

2 —BHp,, 0 2z [a—BHp, ¢ 2 [o—BHa,,,
lim inf log (WA" [e ! D = lim sup log (FA" [e ’ ]) > lim sup tog (WA" [e CD )

which completes the proof. O

9. PROOF OF THE VARIATIONAL PRINCIPLE

In this section, we put together the arguments needed to prove the variational prin-
ciple, as stated in Theorem 3.1.

9.1. Existence and non-triviality of minimizers.

Proof of Lemma 4.8. First note that P +— I*(P) + SH(P) takes finite values, since for
P = 4y we see I(P)+ SH(P) = z+ 0 = z < co. We now argue that {I* + fH < c} is
compact (in the 7,.-topology) for all ¢ € R, which is enough to see that an infimum of
P +— I*(P) + BH(P) has to be attained. For this, note that the level sets {I* < ¢} are
compact and sequentially compact for all ¢ € R, see Proposition 2.4. Moreover, { H < ¢}
is closed and H is continuous on this set for all ¢ € R, see the proof of Proposition 6.5
in Section 6. As H is also positive, this already implies that {I* + SH < c} is a closed
subset of the compact set {I* < c} and therefore also compact for all ¢ € R. O

9.2. Gibbs measures are minimizers. We now show that infinite-volume Gibbs mea-
sures are minimizers of the variational formula. For this, we first show that the energy
density does not depend on the choice of boundary conditions. This will allow us to
restrictions of infinite-volume Gibbs measures to the finite-volume Gibbs measure with
free boundary conditions.

Lemma 9.1. Let P € Pg with P(Z{%y}gw Phe(®,y)) < 0o and P(Y R?) < 0.

Then we have

TEWC

lim })(‘}{An 47}{Anﬂ‘)

ntoo |An| =0
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Proof. We have
|Ha, (@) = Hy, p(w| = Hp, p(w) — Ha, (w)

- _ Z (Z% Z ¢k(w7’y1»---ayk—1)>

TEWA, k>2 {ylwn’ykfl}gw\m:
Jje{1,....,k—1}: YjEWp

and an analogous argument as in Lemma 6.3 and Lemma 6.4 shows

P(|Ha, — Ha, pl)
[An|
0 [An N (A7 — 1)
=—-P (Z% Z ¢k(07y17~.‘7yk71) |A ’ > nToo/ 07
k22 {yy,.yp-1}Cw\o "

as desired. 0O

This now enables us to show the first direction of the Gibbs variational principle.

Proof of Proposition 4.9. We have

dP,
I(PA'” | GAfhzvﬁ) = PAn 1Og & == PAn
dGA”VMZ7B

=log(Zp,,2,8) + BPa, [Ha, 9] +1(Pa, |74,)

dPy
1 A BHA, 0 n
Og ( Anyz7ﬁe d,ﬂ_,lz’\n

and therefore

SF(P):= lim s A"||AG|A"7275) = lim k’g(iﬁﬁ) + I*(P) 4+ BH(P)
=[I*(P) + BH(P)] - inf [I°(Q) + FH(Q)]

by Proposition 8.3. We have to show that
SF(P)=0.

For this we upper bound I(Py |Gy . 5) for A € R? From the DLR equations for P it
follows that

ga(w) :

dPy dGh 2 8.6 (w)
= =p|—0 7
dGh 2 (w [

[ dGazpW)
Herein we have

AGaz5¢(W) _ Zazp  BH, p(w)-BHA ()
dGazpw)  Zazpg

With the densities gy calculated above it is

I(Pp|GAzp) = Gazp lgalog(ga)] -
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Since the function x — xlog(z) is convex, we can apply Jensen’s inequality to obtain

92 (@) log(ga (@) = P {M] log (P [dGAMD

dGA7zﬁ(w) dGA,z,B(w)

dGh 2 p.e(w) <dGA26-(W)>]
< p| Sl g (S ARe )
- { dGy 2 p(w) s dGa . p(w)

By using that P satisfies the DLR equations we get
I(Pr|GAzp) = Gazp lgalog(ga)]

dGA 2,8, C dGa 2.8, C
< 9. 3
CRes [ [ dGa . p(w tog ( dGa 5w
_pe dGAz,/ag dGAz,B(
R dG . p(w dG . 5(w
w dGaz8.¢
= P4 (R s (daw 3l
- dGA7Z,57.(o)
=P [log ( dG . p(e)
= BP [Hpg(e) — Hy(o)] + [log(Zn,z,3) — P(log(Z4,2,.))] -

Moreover, by Fatou’s lemma
I(PAn ‘ GAn,Z,B)

limsu
H N T W

P|H —H log(Za, - Pllog(ZA,, 2 5.
< Blimsup [ An0(*) A"(.)] + [lim sup 7(%( Anz6) — lim inf [108(Z,..2,5.0)]

PH - H [ log(Z,, .~ log(Za,,2,8,
< Blimsup [ An0(®) A”(.)] + |limsup 7og( Anizf) — P |liminf —og( An.2:f, )”

n—00 |An‘ | n—oo ’An| n—0o0 |An|

But now Lemma 9.1 and Proposition 4.7 imply

I(Py, |G I(Py |G
limsup ( An | An,z,ﬁ) <0 S lim inf ( An| An,Z,ﬁ)

n—00 |An ’ o n—oo ‘An |

which of course implies

I(P
SF(P) = lim LA | Ghncs)

n—00 ’An|

=0,
which concludes the proof. U

9.3. Minimizers are Gibbs measures. Now comes the harder part of the Gibbs
variational principle. We want to show that minimizers of the variational formula are
Gibbs measures in the sense of Definition 2.3.

Before we start with the proof of Proposition 4.10 we prove two technical results which
will allow us to estimate certain error terms. The first one provides us with a tool to
localize by cutting of boundary conditions outside of a sufficiently large volume.
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Lemma 9.2. Let P € Pg with I*(P) < co. Then, for all bounded measurable L C R?
and for all § > 0 there is a K € N such that for all k > K it holds

/ v(d¢) HGL,Z,ﬁ,cAk - GL,z,,B,CHTV <0
forv=P and v = PGy for all bounded measurable A.

Proof. Consider for K € N the events 2}, from (7.1) and define
By = {w € Qp, ‘V.’E cwr: Ry < g(K)}

Then we have Hy, ¢(w) = Hp ¢, (w) for K large enough, all k > K and wy, € B, ¢ € Q.
It follows that

s (’e_ﬁHL,C — eiﬁHL’CAk ‘)

max {ZL,Z,B,Q ZL,z,B,CAk

HGL,Z,B,CAk - GL7z,6,<HTV <2 < 4ot 7f (B,

at least if ( € Q}. Hence,

/ v(dQ) [|GLepien, — GLospic]

For example the proof of Proposition 4.6 shows that 77 (Bf% ) — 0 and v(Q}°) — 0, as
K — oo, uniformly in A € B,(R?) see Lemma 7.3. O

oy < 4t (B v(Q) + 20(Q5).

Now note that, if 0 = 0F(P) = limy 00 ﬁI(PAn | G, 2p8), then, by the translation
invariance of P, it follows that Py < G . g with some density ga for large enough cubes
A. For every subset A C A, we consider the restriction

Gaa = (Gazp)a-

From the DLR equations for Gibbs measures in finite volumes, we have Pn < Gj a,
with density

gaa(Ca) = / Ga\A 2 8,ca (dwpya) ga(wayala)-
We now estimate the expected cost of replacing ga A by ga,a\r-

Lemma 9.3 (Consequence of 6 F'(P) = 0 for involved densitites). Consider the situation
of (the proof of) Proposition 4.10, in particular a P with 6F(P) = 0. Then, for every
every k € N with L C Ay, and § > 0, there exist sets A, A C R% with A, C A C A, such
that

Gazpllgna —gaanl] <6.

Proof. Let us denote I(Pa | (Gazg)a) by IA(P|Ga,. ) for bounded measurable sets
A C A C R? in this proof. According to Lemma 9.4 the claim follows if we can show
that for all > 0 there are sets A, A C R? with A, C A C A, such that

IN(P|Gpp) = Inp(P|Gazp) <O

The assumption 0 = §F(P) = lim, W implies that there exists n > k

such that HPA"”ET"‘Z’B) < 2d\(j\k|' Choose m € N such that k < I <2k (e.g., m = []).
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We then have m?|A;| < |A,| < (2m)?Ag|. Now choose m?-many disjoint translates
Ar(l) = Ag+i(l) € Ay, of Ay in Ay, i(1) € Z4,1 <1< m? and denote A(l) = U'_, Ax(i).

We now justify why the claim follows by choosing A := A,, —i(l) and A := A(l) —i(l)
for a specifically chosen [. From the monotonicity of the relative entropy, we have

m™ Y " [Iaq)(P|Ga,.z8) — Inanp4i) (P 1 Gan,z8)]

<m™ Y [Ia@ (P Gapes) = Iaman® (P 1 Gz )] -

Furthermore,
m m—1
> Iy (PG, zp) = In@\Ap (4 1) (P 1 Gay2,8) + Iamay (P | GA,,2,8)
1=1 1=0

md
= Z Ino\AL ) (P | GAgoz8) + Ia@may (P GA, 28)-

This means (using the monotonicity of the entropy in the second inequality)

Z Ia@)(P|Ga,.28) = In@np+i) (P | Ga, 2.8)]

<m” IA(md)(P |Gapzp) <m UL, (PG, 2 )
6| An|
0%l
(2m)4|Ak| ~

Since the terms Iay (P | Ga,,z,8) = Ia@)\(2+i1) (P | GA,,z,3) are on average smaller than
d, there has to be at least one specific [ such that

In)) (P GAyz8) — Ino\@+i) (P | GAgozp) <6

Using translation invariance (i.e., Jao4z(P|GA4s,28) = Ia(P |Gz )), we have thus
found suitable sets A := A,, —i(l) and A := A(l) —i(1). O

Lemma 9.4. Consider the situation of (the proof of) Lemma 9.5. Then, for all 6 >
0, there exists a &' > 0 such that G .3 HQAA_QA,A\LH < 0 if IN(P|Gpzp) —
IA\L(P | GA,zﬁ) <.

Proof. Consider the function ¢(x) = 1 — x + xlog(z). Then, for any € > 0, there exists
re > 0 such that

(@) = (|o = 1] —€/2)/re.
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We compute
IA(P[Gazp) = Ia\L(P[Gazp) = Pllog(ga,a)] — Pllog(ga,a\z)]
- s (252)] = s [ona e (322
=1—-14+Gpr.p {QAA\L (QAAA?L) <Qj‘q\AA?L):|
— GA,z,,B[QA,A\L] GAzp [g/\ A\L (gA A\Lﬂ +GAzp [QA A\L (QA A?L> log (g;q\j,xA’?L)]
= Gap |ananw ¥ (722)].

From the above estimate for ¢, we get

IN(P|GAzp) = InL(P|Gazp) = Gazp [g/\ INVAY (QA A\L)]

Y

)

[\l

1
7": (G/\,Zﬁ [gAﬁﬁ\L gA,A,\L N H -

1
= (Gaz8 [|l9aa —ganmrl|] —5) .

€

that is,

Gz [|oaa —gamcr|] <5 +re(Ia(P|Gazg) — Ini(PlGazp)) -
Choosing € < ¢ and ¢ = 0/(2r¢) concludes the proof. O

With these technical tools at our hands, we are finally ready to provide the proof of
Proposition 4.10 and thereby finishing the proof of Theorem 3.1.

Proof of Proposition 4.10. Let P € Pg with I?(P)+pH (P) = infgep, [I*(Q) + SH(Q)).
As we have already seen in (9.1), this is equivalent to §F'(P) = 0.

Recall, that in order to show that P is a Gibbs measure, we need to show that the
DLR equation (2.6) is satisfied for any bounded measurable L C R? and any measurable

f >0, namely
| Paos = [ P [ / GL,Z,B,(;(dw)f(chLC)]-

Without loss of generality (using the functional monotone class theorem), we can
assume 0 < f <1 and that f is a local function, i.e., it only depends on the particles in
a bounded region. We will show that, for any § > 0,

\ [ P10~ [P0 | [ Groscta f<wL<Lc>H <3 9.2

First note that 0 = §F(P) = limy 00 ﬁI(PAn |G, -,3) and the translation invari-
ance of P, imply that Py < G, g with some density ga for sufficiently large cubes A.
For every subset A C A, we consider the restriction

Gan = (Grzp)a
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From the DLR equations for Gibbs measures in finite volume, we have PA < G a, with
density

gn,a(Ca) 3:/GA\A,z,B,CA(dWA\A)QA(WA\ACA)'

We are then able to choose k so large that

(a) L C Ay,
(b) f just depends on particles inside A,
(c) and

/ v(dQ) [|Grzpen, — GLiepcllpy <90

for v = P and v = PG, for all A.

Here, (a) and (b) are clear and (c) follows from Lemma 9.2.

Moreover, for each such k, we can apply Lemma 9.3 to choose A, A C R such that
A CACA, and

Ga [lgaa —gaavi]] <6.

The rest of the proof is structured according to the following six steps:
[ P15 [ 6ras@0 a0 50

2 [ Grep@arsno) 10
[ 6005003020000 | [ Gt fncur)]
L [ Greplaans@) | [ Grasey, (@) Florcann)
2 [ pao [ [ Gresc, (dw)f(chAk\m]
[ Pac) | [ Gresctao) festnin]

where we write X ~ Y if |X — Y| < 6.

(1) This is true since

[ P@5© = [ P 1) = [ Paac) 56 = [ Gra@ana) 10

— [ Grep@)9ra(6a) £(6a) = [ GrepldOana(O 7O

as f only depends on particles inside Ay C A and ga a(¢) = %A(C()O per definition.
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(2) This holds since, from the assumptions, we have G . s[|g9a,a — ga,a\zl] < 0. Then,
it immediately follows that

‘ [ 602000950 5©) ~ [ Gres(d€) 9n2006) 5©
< / Girzp(d0) Jana(0) — gaavn(Q)] 1£(C)]

< Gagpllgaa —gaacll <9,

because we assumed 0 < f < 1.

(3) This is true since,

[ 60250000 01,8000 1€ = [ Gxsldd) | [ Grnelao) annys16u:) Fnir)|
:/Gsz’ﬁ(dC) [/ Gr.p,c(dw) gA,A\L(CA\L)f(WLCLC):|
Z/GA,z,,B(dC) ga.a\L(Cavz) [/ GLzpc(dw) f(WLCLC)}

= / GA,2,5(d¢) ga,a\L(C) [ / GL,zp,¢(dw) f(wLCLc)]7

as G p 1s the appropriate conditional distribution and gy A\ only depends on the
particles in A\ L.

(4) Using the fact that 0 < f <1 and that f just depends on the particles inside A,

‘/GA,z,B(dC)gA,A\L(C)/GL,Z,B,C(dw)f(wLCLC)

—/GA,Z,,B(dC)gA,A\L(C)/GL,z,ﬁ,cAk(dw)f(wLCAk\L)
< / Gans(dC) gA,A\L«)‘ / Gr () Floncre) — / GLmpn, () F@1Cp1)

< / Gae,5(d) ga.a(Q) |GL e s = GLepia, ||y

Now, using the fact that Ga\(a\1),z,8,¢ is the conditional distribution of G, . s given the
configuration (a\z, in A\ L, as well as that gy a\z, just depends on the particles in A\ L
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and that gy a\z, is the density of P with right to G . g for events in A\ L, we have that
/ Gre,s(d0) gaaL(Q) |GL e s = CLepia, |y
= / Gazp(dC)

[/ Gav(a\2),28.¢(dw) 9,22 (€a\2) || GL 2w (averans — G L2 B,(way(ave)Cars)ay HT‘\/]
= / Gaz,6(dC)

ga.a\z(¢) [ / GA\a\1),26,¢(A90) |G Lz sy averéane — CLozbiwnaveriarn)ag HTV]
- / P(d¢) [ / Gav@\0),28,6(A0) [|GLz Bon averiane — TLibiwnyacrtars)ay HTv]
= / PGy\(a\1)(dQ) [|GLzpc = GrLzpin, oy
By Lemma 9.2, [ PG p\(a\2)(dC) HGL,Z,/J’,C — GL,z,ﬁ,CAk HTV < 6. Therefore,

/ GA,z,p(dC) ga,a\L(C) [/ Gr.p.c(dw) f(wLCLc)]

%/GA,z,ﬂ(dC) gn,a\z(€) [/ G280, (dw)f(wLCAk\L):|'

. dP,
(5) Since gy a\L(¢) = WLL,S;(O’ we have

/GA,Z,ﬁ(dC)QA,A\L(C) [/ GL,z,B,CAk(dW)f(wLQAk\L)]

:/P(d{) [/ GLz80, (dw)f(wLCAk\L)]a

as the corresponding integrand only depends on particles in Ay \ L C A\ L.

(6) This is true since, using the fact that 0 < f <1, we obtain
[ Pc) | [ Grapen, @) S| = [ P@0) | [ Groncta sanca]|

< [ Pag ] [ ey, @) frinnn) = [ Grapcldw) Fwitan)

< / P(d() HGL,z,ﬁ,QAk - GL’Z”B’CHTV <4

where the last inequality is again an application of Lemma 9.2.
Putting the steps (1) — (6) together yields (9.2), as desired. O
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