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Introduction

During the last decade some important progress was achieved in the domain
of infinite dimensional analysis involving applications of coercive inequalities.
In particular the understanding of the ergodicity problem for stochastic dynam-
ics of large dimensional interacting systems has considerably improved. Besides
other things this contributed to better understanding the relations between
different descriptions which play a crucial role in statistical mechanics ; in par-
ticular the relation of equilibrium description by Gibbs measures and systems
out of equilibrium described by stochastic dynamics.

The intention of these lecture notes is to present a self consistent and rela-
tively complete introduction to this rapidly developing subject.

One can quickly introduce the problem which we shall consider as follows.
Given a Markov semi-group P; = et£ | ¢t > 0, defined on a space C(f2) of real-
valued continuous functions on a Polish space (2, one can ask the following two
questions:

(I) Is there an invariant measure for P, that is, a probability measure y on
Q such that for every f € C(Q)

p(Pef) = p(f)

where P.f denotes the image of f by P, and u(g) stands for [ g(z)du(z).
(IT) If yes, does P, f converge towards p and in which sense ? More precisely,

can we find a norm || - || on C(£2) such that

[1Pef — pfll < v
with a semi-norm |||-||| defined on a dense subset of C(2) and a rate y(t) —¢—00 0
independent of f. In general, || - || is either the uniform norm or the norm of

LP(p) for some p > 1.
Frequently, one can introduce P; so that a given measure p (or a class of
measures) is P; - invariant and then the question (II) becomes crucial.

One such situation appears in statistical mechanics. In this case the state

space () one considers is often an infinite product Q2 = MZ’ where M is a finite
set or a smooth compact finite dimensional Riemannian manifold. On such a
space, one is given an a priori family of conditional expectations Ex indexed by
the finite subsets X of Z%, where Ex integrates over variables (w;, i € X). Under
some mild hypotheses, it can be shown that there exists a probability measure
p on , so-called Gibbs measure, characterized by the following Dobrushin-
Lanford-Ruelle’s condition

H(Ex f) = u(f) (0.0.1)

for every finite subset X of Z% and f € C(f2). One can use these conditional
expectations to introduce a class of infinitesimal jump generators formally given
by



LOf= 3" (Exy;if - ), (0.0.2)
ieZ’

where X + j denotes the set {j + k,k € X} (see [28, 51, 67] and the references
therein). Naturally the measures p satisfying (0.0.1) are invariant for the associ-

ated Markov semi-groups Pt(x) = et However, in general it is not clear that
the solutions of (0.0.1) are the only invariant measures of Pt(x). In [28], [51] and

[67], one finds sufficient conditions for R(X) to be uniformly ergodic and hence
to have a unique invariant measure. In this set up, the conditional expectations
(Ex, X € Z%) often depend on some parameters (such as the temperature T or
the magnetic field k). As these parameters vary, the solutions of equation (0.0.1)
change as well as their properties. In [26] and later in [22] constructive condi-
tions were given to insure uniqueness of the solutions of (0.0.1) in terms of the
kernels E{;} and Ey4; associated with the single point sets ({j},j € Z%) and
the cubes with given finite size (Y +j,j € Zd), respectively. These conditions
are known as the uniqueness conditions of Dobrushin and Dobrushin-Shlosman,
respectively. In general, the second one is valid in a broader domain of values
of the parameters.

Dobrushin-Shlosman’s uniqueness condition was used by Aizenman and Hol-
ley in [2] where they showed that a jump dynamics constructed as in (0.0.2) is
ergodic in the uniform norm with an exponential rate when the conditional
expectations Exij, j € Z°, satisfy this condition. This result in particular
implies the ergodicity of the semi-group in L?(y) and the existence of a spectral
gap for the spectrum of the self-adjoint operator £(X) in L2(u). Moreover, as
the quadratic forms associated with the generators £(Y) constructed with other
finite sets Y are equivalent to that of £(X), all the corresponding dynamics are
ergodic in L?(p).

Unfortunately, for many interesting models describing systems in a neigh-
bourhood of a “critical point”, the size of the cubes for which Dobrushin-
Shlosman’s condition is satisfied grows to infinity when one approaches the
critical point. In particular, the Aizenman-Holley strategy fails even though
one can show that there exists a unique Gibbs measure satisfying (0.0.1). (In
some specific models such as ferromagnetic systems where the conditional expec-
tations preserve monotonicity properties this strategy was extended in a clever
way in [75] (Part I).)

To overcome these difficulties, a new clever strategy based on the use of
hypercontractivity was introduced in [59] and [60]. The main idea is to deduce
the uniform ergodicity from L?(u) ergodicity and hypercontractivity. To this
end one first approximates the semi-group with another semi-group in finite
dimension. In finite dimension, one can bound uniform norms with L? norms
by using the ultracontractivity property of the semi-group realized in unit time.
The price to pay for this is a large coefficient growing with the dimension of
the space which fortunately can be controlled thanks to the hypercontractivity

property.



We recall that the hypercontractivity property allows us to bound the L? (u)
norm of P, f by the LI(u) norm of f for p = p(t) = 1+ (¢ — l)e%‘ and a constant
¢ € (0,00). It looks rather unusual since p can be, for large times, much bigger
than q. This property was introduced first in the constructive quantum field
theory (see e.g. [93] and [48]). Similarly to the contractivity property, the
hypercontractivity allows an equivalent infinitesimal description given by the
following logarithmic Sobolev inequality

u(f?log|f]) < eu(f(=LS)) + u(f?)log u(f?) (0.0.3)

with a constant ¢ € (0, 00) independent of a function f from the quadratic form
domain of £. The logarithmic Sobolev inequality was already formally consid-
ered in [39], but the equivalence of the hypercontractivity property and of (0.0.3)
was first proved in the seminal work [52] opening the door to further progress.
In this paper L. Gross also proved that the logarithmic Sobolev inequality has
a product property. He showed that this together with (0.0.3) for a uniform
measure on the two point set (proved in the same paper) imply the correspond-
ing inequality for a class of Gaussian measures. The first breakthrough which
tremendously increased the class of probability measures satisfying (0.0.3) was
due to Bakry and Emery who introduced in [6] a very nice sufficient condition.
Roughly speaking, this condition, when formulated in the context of a smooth
compact finite dimensional Riemannian manifold M, requires the positivity of
the Ricci curvature of M. When considered in the setting of a probability mea-
sure pu(dz) = Z'e~U(®)dz on R", it necessitates that the smallest eigenvalue
of the Hessian of U is uniformly bounded below by a positive constant. One of
the first interesting applications of the Bakry-Emery condition was published in
[13] where it was used to establish the logarithmic Sobolev inequality for a wide
class of Gibbs measures on a product space over the unit sphere of dimension
N, N > 2, at high temperatures. Thus [13] provided the first non trivial class of
examples of measures in infinite dimension which are neither product measures
nor Gaussian, but for which (0.0.3) holds.

Afterwards, a new idea based on the specific structure of Gibbs measures
was introduced to deal with Riemannian manifolds with possibly negative Ricci
curvature as well as with discrete settings. In particular, in [109] and [110], a
Sobolev inequality was proved for systems with short range interaction on (S* )zd
at high temperature and on {—1,+1}Z for any temperature, respectively. An
extension of these results to systems with long range interactions (of the same
type as those studied in the uniqueness theory of Dobrushin) on Riemannian
manifolds at high temperature appeared in [111].

Later these results were extended to a variety of directions described in a
rich literature including [75], [69], [64], [53] - [54], [14] - [15], [74], ..., [98] -
[101], [105], [106] - [107], [106], [3], [4], ..., [113] - [115] ... Besides the above
mentioned control of ergodicity of a hypercontractive Markov semi-group, one
of the most interesting consequences of the research in this domain is the proof
of the equivalence of the strong mixing property and the log-Sobolev inequality.

In view of the restricted time and space that we were given to present this



area, we will not be able to consider many new and interesting developments of
this field, such as the extension to non-compact manifolds M (see [115] and more
recent works of Yoshida and Bodineau, Helffer), the study and the applications
of other coercivity inequalities (such as Nash’s inequalities (see [9])), the link
with isoperimetric inequalities, the extension to loop spaces (see [35]...), to
non-commutative spaces ([78]...)...

The contents of these notes are as follows.

We begin by introducing the objects under study : Markov semi-groups, their
infinitesimal construction via infinitesimal generators, invariant and reversible
measures.

The second chapter is devoted to L? ergodicity and the simplest coercivity
inequality — the spectral gap inequality. After some general discussion, we shall
show the stability of this property under perturbations, that is by change of the
initial measure by bounded densities, and tensorisation (product property).

In chapter 3, we consider classical Sobolev inequality and its consequences :
ultracontractivity property and the classical Nash inequality.

In chapter 4, we study the general properties of log-Sobolev inequalities
including stability by perturbation, product property, equivalence with hyper-
contractivity and its implications concerning a spectral gap inequality. We also
present the Bakry-Emery criterion and its equivalent forms in terms of semi-
groups. We finally give an example of an infinite dimensional system defined by
conditional expectations and discuss its log-Sobolev properties.

Our journey in statistical mechanics begins from chapter 5. The reader will-
ing to learn how to prove log-Sobolev inequality in infinite-dimensional settings
can go directly to this chapter. We begin by introducing the statistical me-
chanics framework of spin systems on a lattice. Then, we describe the general
strategy introduced in [110, 98, 99] to prove log-Sobolev inequalities for systems
with finite range interactions. It is based on a study of an auxiliary Markov
chain constructed as the convolution of conditional expectations on cubes of
given finite size as described in 5.2. In section 5.3, we restrict ourselves to
one-dimensional lattice whereas in sections 5.4 we consider higher dimensional
lattices. Under a strong mixing condition hypothesis, this Markov chain will
be shown to converge towards the underlying Gibbs measure, the log-Sobolev
inequality being then, in a certain sense, derived as a consequence of the prod-
uct property. In sections 5.3 and 5.4, we prove the key point of this strategy
called sweeping out relations. Our method is constructive in the sense that we
always consider finite volume expectations. Our formalism will always cover
both discrete and continuous settings, i.e. involving product spaces build upon
discrete sets as well as smooth compact connnected Riemannian manifolds.

In chapter 6, we apply the ideas of the previous chapter to a slightly different
context. We indeed show that the formalism developped in chapter 5 extends
naturally to the case where the measure p is not given a priori as a Gibbs
measure but is described as the stationary measure of a cellular automaton. In
such a setting, one does not know in general even whether p is a Gibbs measure



for some interaction. Moreover the transition matrix of the cellular automaton
may even not be symmetric for p.

Another strategy to prove logarithmic Sobolev inequalities is to make a mar-
tingale expansion of relative entropy by considering - instead of Markov chains
constructed as convolutions of conditional expectations - conditional expecta-
tions on an increasing sequence of finite subsets of the lattice. This idea was
originally introduced in [69] for finite range interaction systems. We illustrate it
in chapter 7 where we study systems with long range interaction (decreasing in
a suitable way so that the Dobrushin’s uniqueness condition could be satisfied).
Again, sweeping out relations play a key role in this approach.

In chapter 8, we apply the previous log-Sobolev inequalities to deduce er-
godic properties for the associated semi-group. We first present in section 8.1
a simple construction of these semi-groups which yields an exponential approx-
imation property. In section 8.2, we study the ergodic properties of these semi-
groups when a log-Sobolev property is satisfied. In section 8.3, we describe
the equivalence theorem (cf [99]) which establishes the correspondence between
properties of the Gibbs measure such as strong mixing, uniform analyticity and
other conditions introduced by Dobrushin and Shlosman and properties of the
dynamics such as hypercontractivity or (uniform) L? ergodicity.

In chapter 9, we explore systems with random interactions and apply the
ideas of chapters 5-7 to study the ergodic properties of their dynamics at high
temperature.

Finally, we describe a few results concerning L? ergodicity of Markov semi-
groups at low temperature where the strong mixing property fails.

We give a long but still very incomplete bibliography of the subject.

These lecture notes represent several attempts to try to understand and
organize the diverse evolutions of the subject. Part of this course was already
given by B. Zegarlinski in Bochum in 1992, who would like to thank S. Albeverio
for giving him the opportunity to spend a long, happy and fruitful period at
Ruhr. We could also continue this work during two semesters at Institut Henri
Poincaré of Paris where we had the pleasure to give courses. The second of
these courses gave birth to these lecture notes originally in French. We are
very grateful to the organizers of these two sessions, as well as to the staff of the
Institut Henri Poincaré. B. Zegarlinski wishes also to thank D. Stroock for their
long and fruitful collaboration. Finally, our collaboration was made possible
thanks to the financial help of the European Stochastic Analysis Network and
EPSRC.



Chapter 1

Markov Semi-groups

This chapter reviews some classical facts from the theory of Markov semi-groups
which can be found for instance in [49] or [18]. We first recall the definition of
Markov semi-groups and generators, giving examples in exercises. We then in-
troduce the notions of invariant and reversible measures of Markov semi-groups.
At the end of the chapter, we briefly sketch the relation between Markov semi-
groups and Markov processes. For a more extended treatment of the related
theory of Dirichlet forms and their links with Markov semi-groups the reader is
encouraged to look at [44], [70] and [83].

1.1 Markov Semi-groups and Generators

Definition 1.1 A family (P;):>0 of linear operators on a Banach space (B, ||-||)
is called a semi-group iff it satisfies the following conditions

(1) Py = I, the identity on B.

(2) The map t — P, is continuous in the sense that for all f € B, t — P,f
is a continuous map from R* into B.

(3) For any f € B and (t,s) € (R*)?,

Pt+sf=PtPsf~

The space B under consideration in most cases will be the set C(Q2) of real-valued
bounded continuous functions on a Polish space Q equipped with the uniform
norm. However, in some important cases one needs to consider a Banach space
given by a set of more regular functions, such as for example the set of uniformly
bounded continuous functions from a Polish space Q2 into IR, furnished with the
uniform norm. This is one of the reasons why we prefer to introduce a general
Banach space B setting. In the sequel, we always consider spaces of (nice)
real-valued functions. B will be equipped with a partial order >.

Definition 1.2 A semi-group (P;);>0 s Markov iff
(4) For anyt € RY,



Pi=1.
(5) For anyt € IR*, P, preserves positivity, i.e, for any f € B and t € R*,
f>0 = P.f>0.
Properties (4) and (5) imply that, for any t € R, P, is contractive, that is,
Definition 1.3 P; is contractive iff for any f € B,
I1BA1l < IIf] (LL1)

where || - || denotes the norm on B.

The notion of Markov semi-groups can be illustrated by the following exam-
ples

Exercise 1.4

e a) Let A be a non negative linear bounded operator, ||A|| < 1, so that, if
1 is the identity in B, A1 =1. Let A > 0. Verify that

_ At)? n
P, =eA-D = %" G n!) (A-1)
n>0
is a Markov semi-group on B. Here, we have denoted

|Al] = supsep, 20 IfIIHIAS|] with || - || the norm on B.

o b) Let p be a probability measure on a Q equipped with the o-algebra F
and let m > 0. For any f € C(Q), we define

Pif(w) = e"™ f(w) + (1 —e™™)u(f).

Verify that (P)i>o0 is a Markov semi-group on C(Q2) equipped with the
uniform topology.

e c) (d-dimensional Brownian motion) For f € C(IR%) and w € R® , we set

__1 R
PIW) = G / ) dy.

Show that (P;):»o s a Markov semi-group on the space CU(Q2) of uniformly
continuous functions equipped with the uniform topology.

e d) (Brownian motion on the circle) If Q = S1, one can represent any
continuous function on Q by its Fourier expansion

fz) = E ane®.
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We then let .
Pif(z) = Z e~ a,e'me,
nEZ

Verify that (P;)i>0 is a Markov semi-group on C(Q) endowed with the
untform topology.

e ) (Poisson Process) Let A € R*, Q@ = R*. For any f € C(RR°) and
z € R®, we define

k
Pf(z)=ey Q]:,)— flz —kX)
k>0

Show that (P;);>0 is a Markov semi-group on the set CU(2) endowed with
the uniform topology.

e f) (Ornstein-Uhlenbeck Process) If @ = IR, prove that

Ptf(:c)=/f(e“:c+ l—e‘zty)%dy

defines a Markov process on C(£2).

Definition 1.5 The infinitesimal generator £ of a semi-group P; is defined by
the formula

Cf = ki%x%(a— nf (1.1.2)

for any function f for which the limit makes sense. The domain D(L) of L is
the set of functions of C(Q) for which the limit (1.1.2) ezists.

Exercise 1.6 In the ezamples given in exercise 1.4, show that the infinitesimal
generators are given, in the same order, by

ea) Lf=XNA-I)f, D()=B.

o b) Lf = uf - f, D(L) = C(Q).

e ¢) In the case d = 1 to simplify, Lf = (1/2)f", D(L) is the set of twice
continuously differentiable functions f such that f' and f" are uniformly
bounded and continuous.

Hints : Show that
[e.e] o0 A
= A -\ p, f(z)dt = \/: —V2)\|z — y|}d
a(@) = [T e NPt = [ \[F10) exp{-vERle - vy

by using the identity

(o] 2
—{qy? E_dz‘/_;F-'k
/0 exp —{y +y2}y 5
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for all ¢ > 0. Deduce that 2X\(gx — f) = g). On the other hand, prove that
gr € D(L) and
L(gr) = Mga = f)-
"

Using the above identity, deduce that Lgx = (1/2)gY and conclude by
letting A go to infinity and using that C is closed (see below).

o d) Lf = (1/2)f", D(L) is the set of twice continuously differentiable func-

tions.
e ¢) For A € RY, show that Lf(z) = A(f(z — ) — f(z)). D(L) = CU(Q).

o f) Lf(z) = f"(z)—zf'(z), D(L) = C*(IR), the set of 2 times continuously
differentiable functions on IR with bounded derivatives (see [5]).

The following theorem characterizes the infinitesimal generators :

Theorem 1.7 (Hille-Yoshida theorem for Markov semi-groups) A linear oper-
ator L is the infinitesimal generator of a Markov semi-group (P;,t € R+) on B

iff
e HeD(L) and LU=0.
e D(L) is dense in B.
e L is closed.

e For any A > 0, (A — L) is invertible. Its inverse (Al — L)~ is bounded
with ]
aup |\ - £)71 1] < &
i1

and preserves positivity (i.e for all f >0, (A = L)"1f >0) .

Remark 1.8: Recall that an operator £ is closed iff for any sequence f, of D(L)
converging (in the sense of the topology inherited from the norm || - || on B)
towards a function f and such that £f, converges, then

lim Lfn = Lf.
n—oo

Proof of theorem 1.7 Necessary condition.
The first point is a direct consequence of (4) of definition (1.2) and of the
definition of the generator. To show the second point, we shall see that

Dy := {%/O dsP,f, feC(Q)t> o} C D(L). (1.13)

Since P f is continuous for any f € B, Dy is dense in B which completes the
proof of this point.
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To prove (1.1.3), note that for any 7 € R, we have

1 t 1 T+t 1 t
-(P,—I)/ dsP,f = —/ dsP,f——/ dsP,f  (1.14)
T 0 TJr T Jo

1 T+t 1 T
;/t dsP,f;/o ds P, f

by property (3) of definition 1.1. Then (2) of definition 1.1 gives the convergence
of the right hand side of (1.1.4) so that we obtain

£/ dsP,f=P.f - f, (1.1.5)
0

resulting with (1.1.3). Remark as well that from (1.1.4), we also deduce by
letting 7 going to zero that for any f € D(L),

¢ ¢
£/0 dsP,f:PJ—f:/(; ds P,Lf. (1.1.6)

To show that £ is closed, let us take a sequence f, in D(L) converging to a
function f and such that, for some g € B,

lim Lf, =g.
n—o00
By (1.1.5), we obtain that

t t
Ptf,,—f,,=£/0 dsP,f,,:/o ds P,Lf,. (1.1.7)

Hence, letting n go to infinity, we obtain P, f — f = fot ds P,g. Dividing by t and
taking ¢t | 0, we conclude that £f = g for every f € D(L).

To finish the proof, let us consider the resolvent R(A, L) of the operator £
defined by

R\ L):=(M\-L)7!
and show that o
R\ L)f = / dse P, f. (1.1.8)
0

In fact, if one considers the semi-group P, = e~**P, with generator (£ — AI),
we obtain, according to (1.1.5) that

Y /td “Mp f=eMPf—
( ) o se sf=e e f—f

for any bounded continuous function f. Taking the limit as ¢ — oo and using
that £ is closed, we conclude that, for any bounded continuous function f,
[ dse=** P, f belongs to D(L) and

(€= AI) /ooo dse P f = —f. (1.1.9)
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Consequently, (£ — AI) is bijective and (1.1.8) is satisfied. In particular, since
P, is contractive,

o0
sup [|R(, £)fll < ] dse-dr = L
Ifll=1 0 A

R(A, L) is thus a bounded operator. Also, it is clear from (1.1.8) that R(), £)
preserves positivity.

Sufficient condition.
For any A > 0, we introduce the Yoshida approximation £ of £

L= LM = L)™ = 2(M\ - L)~ = AL (1.1.10)

Since

1= )Ml < 5, (1.1.11)

L) is a bounded operator and we can define a family of operators P* by
[e ] n R 2
Aty . n o_ ,—tAl tA3(AI-L)~
P} = et = §_0: L% =e"Me (=)™ (1.1.12)

P?* is a Markov semi-group for any A > 0 ( see exercise 1.4.a)). It remains
to show that P} converges towards P; as A goes to infinity and then that P
possesses all the properties of a Markov semi- group. To begin with, notice that
for any f in the domain D(L) of £,

lim £, =Lf. (1.1.13)
Indeed, the identity
MM =L) P — (M =-0)"L=1 (1.1.14)

holds on D(L). The second term goes to zero as A goes to infinity so that we
find
lim A\AM = L) lg=yg (1.1.15)
A—=00
for every g € D(L), and hence for any ¢ € D(L) = B. Since L is closed, we
deduce that £, converges towards £ as A goes to infinity. We can now show
that P converges towards P; as A — oo. In fact, for any couple (A, \z) of
positive real numbers and any f € D(L), we have the interpolation formula

1
e“*lf—e“*?f:t/ dsetEnt=0E0) (L) — £),)f (1.1.16)
0

since £, and £, are bounded commuting operators. We can see as above that
the semi-group Q; := et(*x1+(1=9)€x,) is contractive as s € [0, 1] and conclude
that

lle*2s £ — €2 f]] < tl|(La, = Laa) fI. (1.1.17)
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Thus, the convergence of the £)’s implies that of the Pt" ’s. Let P; be the linear
operator defined by

S A
P.= lim P, (1.1.18)

on D(L). It is clear that the semi-group properties, contractivity property,
positivity properties as well as conservation of unity can be extended from P*
to P. Hence P is a Markov semi-group. Also, for any f € D(L), we obtain by
interpolation

t . t
Pf—f=lm(P*-I)f=lim [ dsPMx\f= | dsP,Lf.  (1.1.19)
A—=00 A—=00 0 0

so that P is continuous with generator £ on D(L). By condition (4) of the
theorem, the resolvent of the semi-group corresponds to that of £ on B so that
L is the generator of P. o

Exercise 1.9 Show that the generators £ with domains D(L) defined in exercise
1.6 are infinitesimal generators of Markov semi-groups by using Hille- Yoshida’s
theorem.

Exercise 1.10 Show that for any integer number n, D(L™) is dense in B.
Hint : Generalize (1.1.5).

1.2 Invariant Measures of a semi-group

We recall that

Definition 1.11 Let (P;)¢>0 be a Markov semi-group. A probability measure p
on (2, ¥) is invariant with respect to the semi-group (P,);>0 iff for any f € C(Q)
and anyt >0

u(P.f) = p(). (1.2:20)
The set of invariant measures for a semi-group (Py;)s>o0 will be denoted hereafter
J=J(P).

Remark 1.12: Note that a semi-group may have no invariant probability measure
(consider for instance the semi-group associated with Brownian motion).
The invariant probability measures are also characterized by

Property 1.13 p on (Q,X) is invariant with respect to the semi-group (P:)t>0
iff for any f € D(L),
w(Lf)=0. (1.2.21)

Proof : By (1.2.20), we obtain for any ¢

WP~ Dfl =0,
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Taking the limit ¢ — 0, we deduce (1.2.21). Conversely, since we already noticed
that

(Pt—I)f=£/0 dsP,f,

by integrating both sides with respect to u, we get that (1.2.21) implies (1.2.20)
for every bounded continuous function since we saw in (1.1.5) that fot dsP, f
belongs to D(L). o
The semi-group (P;):>o0 has been defined until now on the Banach space B,
which a priori is a subspace of C(f2). In fact, we can extend it as shown in

Property 1.14 Let p € J(P) with respect to a Markov semi-group (P;)i>0.
(Pt)e>o0 can be extended to any LP(u) forp > 1.

Proof : The operators P; being linear, positive and with total mass P;1 = 1,
we have by Jensen’s inequality for any p > 1 and any f € B,

|PefIP < P fIP. (1.2.22)
Integrating both sides with respect to p € J, we deduce that

ulPAP < plFIP. (1.2.23)

Thus, the Hahn-Banach theorem (see [89], theorem 5.16) shows that we can
extend P; to LP(p).
o

Definition 1.15 A Markov semi-group {P;,t > 0} is L(u) ergodic for ¢ €
11,00[ and p € J(P:) iff for any function f € LI(u),

Jlim [ (Rif - wf)idu =0

A Markov semi-group {P;,t > 0} is uniformly ergodic iff J(P;) is reduced to a
unique probability measure and

Jim [|P.f — pflleo = 0.

In the rest of this course our goal will be to develop tools to study the ergodic
properties of Markov semi-groups. We shall often consider semi-groups P and
measures u satisfying the following property stronger than invariance.

Definition 1.16 A probability measure p on (2, X) is reversible for a Markov
semi-group {P;,t > 0} iff for any (f,g) € B and timet > 0,

(9P f) = p(fPeg). (1.2.24)

Equivalently, one says that (P;);>o0 satisfies the detailed balance condition for
the probability measure p.
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The set of reversible measures of a Markov semi-group {P;,t > 0} will be
denoted Jo(P;). Clearly
Jo(P:) C I (Py)

since we can take g = Il and P, Il = 1I. (1.2.24) shows more precisely that the
semi-group P; obtained as the extension of P, in L?(y) (as indicated in property
1.14) is self adjoint in L?(u). We can associate to P, a closed infinitesimal
generator L (see the proof of the Hille-Yoshida theorem) which coincides with
the infinitesimal generator of P on its domain. Then, it is not hard to see that
condition (1.2.24) is equivalent to

p(9Lf) = u(fLy) (1.2.25)

for any f, g in the domain of £. In other words, since £ is closed, ( is self-adjoint
in L?(p).

Exercise 1.17 Verify that the probability measure p is invariant but not re-
versible for the generator L in the following two examples

o Let (Q,Z,u) be a probability space and (E,, Ey) two different conditional
ezpectations, By = pu( |A;) et Ey = p( |A2), Ay # Aa. If I denotes the
identity in L*(u), we define the operator £ in L2(p) by

L=EE; - I
e ToU € Cl(Rd), we assoctate the following Gibbs measure on IR
1
pdz) = Eexp{—U(tcl, ., z4)}dzy..dzg.

provided that 0 < Z < co. For a function a € C}(IR%, R%), consider the
operator on C'(RR%) defined by

d
Lf(2) = Vi(z) =) ai(2)0s, f(z).
If

div(a) = o - VU,

check that p is invariant for L. However, it is not reversible in general.

Exercise 1.18 Show that the standard Gaussian law on IR is reversible for the
Ornstein-Uhlenbeck semi-group generated by L = A — z8,. More generally, let
A be a finite subset of Z° and Q@ = RM. Let U be a continuously differentiable
function on Q diverging sufficiently fast to infinity for Z5 = [exp{-U(z)}dzx
to be finite. Let pu be the probability measure

p(dz) = —ZIX exp{—U(z)}dz.
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Consider the generator on CZ(IR'AI) defined by
L= (Ai-g:Vy)
i€A

where V; (resp. A;) denotes the derivation (resp. the Laplacian) acting on the
i-th coordinate. Here the g;’s are bounded Lipschitz functions. Give sufficient
conditions on the g;’s so that u is reversible for the semi-group associated with

L.
Exercise 1.19 Let A be a finite subset of Z° and Q = {~1, +1}A. Let

L= z ci(0)0;

i€EA
with 8;f = f(o*) = £(0) if
af.={+"f i
J —0; ifj=1.
Consider the probability measure p on Q of the form
u(f) = mle_um Z; e (o).

Give sufficient conditions on the c; so that p is reversible for the semi-group
assoctated with C.

Exercise 1.20 Let A be a finite subset of Z*. Consider X C Z* a finite subset
of Z°. Set

X+i={j+14j€ X}
Let pi be a probability measure on a probability space Q@ = M? for a Polish space
M. Let Z}H be the sigma-algebra generated by (z;);e(x+iyena. We denote

Exyi =p( |Zx+44)
the conditional ezpectation of p knowing (z;)je(x +i)ena- Let L be the generator

given, for f € L2(n), by
Lf(2) = Y (Bx+i — Df(z).

i€EA

Show that p is reversible for the semi-group associated with L.

1.3 Markov Processes

The notion of Markov Semi-group is intimately related with that of Markov Pro-
cesses. In this section we recall some aspects of such processes and in particular
their links with Markov Semi-groups.

We define the Markov property as follows.
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Definition 1.21 Let (Q, F, (Ft)i»0, IP) be a probability space; an adapted pro-
cess X = {X; : Q> R",t>0,}, n € N, will be said to be Markov with respect
to (Fi) iff for all measurable bounded set T' and all times s, 1,

P(X, € T|F,) = P(X; € T|X,).

Exercise 1.22 Show that the Brownian motion, or more generally any process
with independent increments, is a Markov process.

In the sequel, we denote for any z € Q,
(X, €T):=P(X; €T|Xo = z)

the law of the Markov process with initial condition z.
Later on, homogeneous Markov processes will be of interest to us. They are
described as follows

Definition 1.23 Let (Q,F,(F;), IP) be a probability space. A Markov process
X = {X¢,t > 0} with respect to (F;) will be said to be homogeneous iff for every
bounded measurable set ' and any times s,t,u > 0,

P(X; € T|X,) = P(Xt4u € T X, 40).

Exercise 1.24 Show that Brownian motion B, is a homogeneous Markov pro-
cess with respect to its natural filtration F; = o(X,,s < t).

If we denote by IP* the law of a homogeneous Markov process starting from
z € Q, we can define a family (P;);>0 of linear operators on the space of bounded
measurable functions by

Pf(z) = / F(X0)dIP.

(Pt)e>o0 is then a Markov semi-group.
We can reformulate the homogeneous Markov property as follows

Property 1.25 Let (2, F, (F:), IP) be a probability space. A process
X = {X;,t > 0} is a homogeneous Markov process iff for any bounded measur-
able set T' and all times s,t

P*(X, €T|F,) = (P.Ip)(X,) " —a.s

A proof may be found in [61], p. 75.

Notice that the notion of a Markov semi-group is in fact equivalent to the
definition of Feller-Markov processes defined below. This point is illustrated in
the following exercises.
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Exercise 1.26 Let (2, F,(F;), IP) be a probability space and X = {X;,t > 0}
a Feller-Markov process (i.e a homogeneous Markov process such that for any
bounded continuous function f, P.f is bounded continuous). Show that the
operator family (P,)¢>0 is a Markov semi-group on (C(Q),|| - ||oc). Conversely,
any Markov semi-group on (C(R), ]| ||cc) defines a unique Feller-Markov process.
Hint : For the second point,

a) Use Riesz’ theorem to see that for any time t and any z € Q, there exists
a unique probability E(t, z, dy) such that for any f € D(L),

P(f)(z) = / FWE(, . dy).

b) Let A be the algebra of cylinder functions on C(IR*, ), that is, the algebra
of functions of the form

F(§) = f(6t1y -1 &s,)

for some finite integer number p and times (t1,..,t,). For a probability measure
W, define a normalized linear functional E* on A such that, for F as above,
E#(F) is equal to

/f(y1) .y yp)#(dyO)E(tl ) Yo, dyl)E(t2 - tl) Y1, dy?)E(tp - tp—l) yp—l)dyp)'

The Stone- Weierstrass theorem implies that A is dense in C(IR*,Q). Conclude
by Riesz’ theorem that there is a unique probability measure P* on this space
such that for any F € A,

[ Pearre =4,
Show that (E% ,z € Q) is the law of a Markov process.

Since we saw that Feller-Markov semi-groups and homogeneous Markov pro-
cesses are in bijection, the Hille-Yoshida theorem establishes a bijection between
Markov processes and infinitesimal generators. This connection may in fact be
made more directly by following Stroock and Varadhan [102] who introduced
the notion of martingale problems.

To associate a generator to a Markov process, we define

Definition 1.27 Let £ be an infinitesimal generator. A probability measure IP
on C(B"', Q) is said to be solution of the martingale problem for L with initial
condition 1 iff
1.
Pt e C(R*,Q): & =n]=1.

2. If we denote by x the canonical process under IP, f(z;) — fot Lf(z,)ds is
a martingale under IP for the canonical filtration

Fe=o(zy,u<t).
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We then have the following theorem (see Proposition 4.2 in [61])

Theorem 1.28 Let £ be an infinitesimal generator. Let (E",n € Q) be the
unique Feller-Markov process associated to L. Then, for every (n € Q), E" is
the unique solution of the martingale problem for L with initial condition 7.

Finally, let us give as an exercise the following example of Markov process

Exercise 1.29 Let (hi)lsisd be continuously differentiable Lipschitz functions
on IR®. Show that the stochastic differential system

dz} = hi(z¢)dt +dB!  1<i<d,

with a d-dimensional Brownian motion (B',1 < i < d), admits a unique strong
solution which is a Markov process. Describe the generator of its associated
Markov semi-group.

For further informations on Markov processes the reader may like to consult the
books [61] and [82].



Chapter 2

Spectral gap inequalities
and L? ergodicity

Before considering Sobolev inequalities and entering the heart of the matter, we
study the L? ergodicity of semi-groups satisfying the detailed balance condition
with respect to some probability measure y. As we already mentioned in the
last section, this property allows us to consider their infinitesimal generators as
self-adjoint operators in L2(u) so that the study of these operators in that space
is rather natural.

Let £ be an infinitesimal generator. Let u be a probability measure on (£2, X)
and (P;)¢>0 a Markov semi-group satisfying the detailed balance condition with
respect to pu. We define

Definition 2.1 A probability measure p € Jo(L) satisfies a spectral gap in-
equality iff there exists a positive real number m such that

mu(f — uf)? < u(f(-£)f) (20.1)

for any function f € L?(u) N'D(L) such that the right hand side of (2.0.1) is
finite. The largest positive real number m satisfying (2.0.1) is called the spectral
gap of the self-adjoint operator L.

The corresponding Dirichlet form is given on elements of the domain of the
generator by

£(f,9) = n(f(-=L)g)
It can as well be defined by the carré du champ

Li(f,f) = 5 (6 = 26L1)

Indeed, for any p € Jo(L), we have
E(f, ) = u(T1(£, ).
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The carré du champ operator is non negative since
i L 2 2
Ti(f, f) = ltlf(??t (Pf*=(PS)*) >0

by Cauchy-Schwarz’s inequality. It will play an important role latter.

Example 2.2 Let A be a finite subset of Z°.
o Let @ = (S 1A = {z = (2i)ien, zi € S Vi e A} with S9! the unit
sphere in R®. Consider the Langevin dynamics generator

L= (Ai=ViU-V))
i€A
for some function U € C}(Q). Then
Ty(f, f) = Y _(Vif)*.
i€EA
o IfQ = {~1,+1}" and we consider the Glauber dynamics generator
L= Z c,~<9,-
for some functions c¢; > 0, then
Ti(f, f) =) a(dif).
i€EA

Exercise 2.3 1) Let (2, X, u) be a probability space. Let L be a generator with
domain L(pu) given by Lf = pf — f. Then, show that p € Jo(L) satisfies a
spectral gap inequality with m = 1.

2) IfQ={-1,+1} and p = pé_1 4+ (1 —p)d41 for some p € (0,1), we define
the generator L on the set of measurable functions by Lf = c(o)(f(—0c) — f(0))
for some non negative function c. Choose ¢ so that p € Jo(L) and show that p
satisfies a spectral gap inequality.

The spectral gap property is equivalent with the notion of L? ergodicity of
the semi-groups

Property 2.4 u € Jo(P:) satisfies a spectral gap inequality with constant m iff
for any t > 0 and any function f € L?(p)

p(Pef — pf)? < e ™ u(f — uf).

Proof : Note that if f is a centered function, [ fdu = 0, then f; = P, f is also
centered since p is invariant. Hence, (2.0.1), applied to f; = P;f, gives

—Oup(Pef)? > 2mp(P.f)?
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and so, as Py =1,

p(Pf)? < e 2mepu(f?). (2.0.2)
Conversely, if f € D(L) satisfies (2.0.2), then t — e™ u(P, f — puf)? is decreasing.
Hence,

d
Ezemtﬂ(Ptf - uf)? <0

Taking t = 0, we deduce the spectral gap inequality.
o
The notion of spectral gap inequality can easily be extended to infinite di-
mension. In fact, we have the following product property

Theorem 2.5 Let (pi)i=1,2 be two probability measures on (Q;,X;)i=1,2 satis-
fying the spectral gap inequality with coefficients (m;)i=1,2 for some generators
(Li)i=1,2. Let @ = Q; x Qy be equipped with the product o-algebra. For any
function f on §2, we note

fl,w(x)zf(sz) f2,w(z):f(w’$)
and eztend (L;)i=1,2 to functions on § by
L1f(z1,22) = L1fi,z,(z1) L2f(z1,22) = L2 f2.z,(z2).

Then, if L = L1 + L2 and m = min(my, my), the product law p1 ® po satisfies
the spectral gap inequality with constant m

mp @ pa(f — p1 @ paf)? < w1 @ pa(f(-L)f)) (2.0.3)

for any measurable function f for which the right hand side is finite.
Proof : Integrating with respect to one variable, we obtain

g1 ® p2(f = p1 ® paf)? = po [pr(f = 11 )] + pa(pr f — p1 ® p2f)?.
Applying the spectral gap inequality for ¢; and pa, we deduce

1 ® po(f — p1 @ paf)? <m™ iy @ pa (F(=L1)f + mf(—La)paf) -
On the other hand, f — I'1(f, f) is convex since

37, 0)(@) = lim g P77 = Pof () (2).
Thus,

w2 (mf(~L2)m ) = pa (T52(mfom f)) < m @ pa (T (1, 1))

which finishes the proof.
o

Further, the spectral gap property is preserved when we perturb a measure
by a bounded density.
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Property 2.6 Let p be a probability measure on a space (2, X) satisfying the
spectral gap inequality for the generator L with constant m. Let U be a bounded
measurable function and consider the probability measure v given by

v= %e‘ud,u

Z=/e‘Udp.

Then v satisfies the spectral gap inequality for the generator £ with constant
me—205¢(U)

with

Proof : This property is clear once one notices that, if osc(U) = sup U —inf U,
for every measurable set A,

e'OSC(U)u(A) <v(4) < eOSC(U)#(A), (2.0.4)

Indeed, one then obtains, with the additional observation that for every constant

C,v(f —vf)? <v(f-C)? and therefore

v(f=vf)? < u(f-pf)
< €O (f — gy
£0SC(U)
< m /“Pl (.f’ f)
£208C(U)
S Vrl(f’ f)

(4
In fact, this property can be improved when one considers finite volume
Gibbs measures with short range interaction. We then have (see [92] or [112])

Property 2.7 Let (2,%, 1) be a probability space and assume that p satisfies
a spectral gap inequality with constant m for the carré du champ T'y. Let A =
[-L, L) x [=1,1]%! for some (I,L) € (IN')?, 1 < L. Let U be a real valued
bounded continuous function on Q2. We denote by w € QI®Al the boundary
condition . Let

Hy(@@)= >, Ulwiz)+ > U(zi,w;)

§,JEANi-j|=1 f€EA,JEAC Ji-j|=1
and set
1 - w
dp () = e PR dusIN ().
A
Then, if T = DieA i there ezists a finite constant ¢ (depending on U) such
that

d-—-1 =
BR(F = B30 < Al pi(T1 (£, )
for any measurable function f such that the above right hand side is finite.
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Remark that the previous property would only yield in this example

u(f = i )2 < e Lu(Ta(f, 1))

Hence, property 2.7 is a real improvement when L is large. It also shows that
in dimension 1, the spectral gap is bounded below by the inverse of the volume
of A. In fact, we shall see later that it is of order one, a fact linked with
absence of phase transition for systems with finite range (or more generally with
sufficiently quickly decaying) interactions on one dimensional lattice. Property
2.7 is optimal (modulo multiplication by the volume of A in the right hand side
and the choice of the constant) in such a generality (see the lower bound proved
by Thomas [104] at low temperatures).

Proof : Let us choose a lexicographic order in A and denote by {1, .., i, ...} the
points in A in this order. We choose it so that (i})1<k<|a|, the first coordinate

of (ik)1<k<|Al, increases slowly, that is, that we fill in the faces of volume 14-1
of A with coordinate i! one after the other. Set I = {i1,..,ix}.
We shall proceed by interpolation : note first that

7 =07 =5 [ [ (Gl = £, Fa) di @iy )

Writing, with A, f(z, ) = f(:r:.-l,.,a:;p,'.’Z,-p,r‘.,':E,-w)——f(:r:,-1 , .,:c,-Hl,E,'H,.,EE,-MI),

|A]-1
f(ziy, 33:",\,) - f(=i, -~r?éi|,\|) = Z Apf(z, z),
p=0
and using Jensen’s inequality we obtain
|Al-1
B = 3D S IAL YD () (8, f (2, 7)) (2.0.5)
p=0

In each term of the right hand side, only the variable at the i,.;-th site can
differ. Notice as well that the points of J} = {im,m > p + cal"'} and of
J7 = {im,m < p— cqal®!} are at distance larger than one from 4,4, for
some well chosen finite constant ¢4. Consequently, bounding the density of u§
uniformly on the {z;, , |k—p| < cal®"'}, we get, if S, = {ix € A;|k—p| < cal® 1},
that for any function F' > 0,

d=—1
PRF < et W0 @ ps, @ u3 4 F.
Here dus, (zi,i € Sp) = du®!Sel(z;,i € Sp) and

1 _pH, e
d}lg; = Z_J;e ﬁHde#®]JP|
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with the convention that for ¢ = + or —,

Hye = Z Ulzi, z;).

From the above bound, we obtain that
w ~ cqld™? ~
(W% (Bpf(2,8))" < et W= (5 @ s, © 134)®% (8, (2, 7). (2:06)

Using the spectral gap inequality for u, we deduce that
y - 1 g e
(B3)%% (Bpf(2,8))* S et WS @ s, @ 4Ty (T1F(1,£)) (20.7)

with T2+ acting on the i,,1-th variable.

To return back to initial probability measure on the right hand side of (2.0.7),
we insert the appropriate density multipllied by the inverse of its minimun, to
find

- escdld_l”U“w
(HR)®% (8 f(2,8))° € ———— g (T27(£, ) - (2.0.8)
Thanks to (2.0.5) and (2.0.8), we can conclude that
IA] oo pi-np o
HR(f = HRf)P < et N 37 (T, ) (2.09)
1=0

o

Exercise 2.8 Generalize the last property to the case where the interaction has
finite range, (but not necessarily of nearest neighbours type), and the interaction
is inhomogeneous, that is, the Hamiltonian is given by

Hy@@)= ), Ux(2)

XeX:XNA#D

for a family X of finite subsets of Z°* with uniformly bounded diameters and a
family (Ux)xex of local functions so that, for any X € X, Ux(x) only depends
on (z;,1 € X).

The next exercise gives a link between the spectral gap inequality and the con-
centration of measure phenomenon

Exercise 2.9 ([56]) If u satisfies a spectral gap inequality with constant m on
IR® for a carré du champ T, satisfying the Leibniz rule

I'1(f,gh) = T1(f,9)h + T'1(f, h)g,
then for all f € D(L), and t sufficiently small so that

t2
(s, il <1
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we have ,

Hint : Write u u "
p(e!) = p(e™,e7) + (u(e))?

and apply the spectral gap inequality to p(eizl',eizl'). Observe that when T'; sat-
isfies the Leibniz rule,
Yooy t
)

2
1‘1(@2,@: =—4—€tfrl(f)f).

Proceed inductively.

We shall continue our discussion on the carré du champ and Leibniz rule when
studying the Bakry-Emery criterion.

In the next exercise, we suggest proofs of the spectral gap inequality in few
simple cases.

Exercise 2.10 o Q= [0,a] for some positive real number a. For f € C3(Q)
such that f(a) = f(0) =0, we set

If p 1is the normalized Lebesgue measure on 2, then L is self-adjoint in
L?(u) and the spectral gap inequality is satisfied with m > (1/a2). Hint :
Use integration by parts formula.

o Let @ = {—1,+1} and p be the Bernouilli law pé_; + (1 — p)dy;. Let
Lf(z) = f(—=z) — v(f). Show that the spectral gap inequality is satisfied
withm = 1.

For further general informations about the spectral gap inequality, the reader
may like to consult [55] and references therein. (For interesting upper bounds
on eigenvalues see [17].) Finally, we remind the reader that in forthcoming
chapter 5 we shall be interested in the logarithmic Sobolev inequalities which
imply spectral gap inequalities. Nevertheless, one can obtain directly (and by
similar methods) lower bounds for the spectral gap constant.

To obtain a stronger control on the asymptotic behaviour of P, f than the
studied above L? ergodicity, we shall need contractivity inequalities between
different L? spaces. The important role in that will be played by Sobolev in-
equalities studied in the next chapter.



Chapter 3

Classical Sobolev
inequalities and
Ultracontractivity

In this chapter, we study classical Sobolev inequalities and their links with
uniform ergodicity of Markov semi-groups. We shall see that classical Sobolev
inequalities are equivalent to Nash inequalities, which are in turn equivalent to
the ultracontractivity of the associated semi-groups. The latter property entails
the uniform ergodicity of the semi-groups. Unfortunately, we shall see that in
general these inequalities cannot be true in infinite dimension (see exercise 3.7).
It is one of the main motivations to study log-Sobolev inequalities which satisfy
a product property and therefore can hold in infinite dimension.

Definition 3.1 A probability measure p € Jo(P;) satisfies a classical Sobolev
inequality iff for some p €]2,00[ and two finite constants (a,b) € [0,00[?, we
have

A2 < aply(f, F) + buf? (3.0.1)
for any measurable function f such that ul'y(f, f) and ||f||2 are finite and, in
the case where b =0, so that [ fdu = 0.

In the next exercise, we describe some classes of probability measures for which
a Sobolev inequality holds.
Exercise 3.2 e Let O C R® be a bounded convex open subset of R and p

be the normalized Lebesgue measure on O. Show that p satisfies a classical
Sobolev inequality restricted to the functions which vanish on the boundary

of O.
Hint : For d > 2 use Taylor’s formula to write

d | o 3
|f (=) = H / 0i f (zic o yi)dy;
i=1 177
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for any function f which vanishes outside O and any point (z},1 < i < d)
with coordinates outside of O. Multiply all Taylor’s formulas and raise
to the power p = (1/d — 1). Integrate with respect to the d dimensional
Lebesgue measure, use inductively the Holder inequality and the geometric
- arithmetic mean inequality to arrive at an useful inequality. By substitut-
ing to this inequality a power of the absolute value of a sufficiently smooth
local function one can obtain a family of useful inequalities including the
desired one (with optimal ezponent).

o Show that, if u satisfies a Sobolev inequality, any probability measure v K
u such that there exists A € [1, 00[ for which

1 dv

—< — <A

A~ dy —
also satisfies a Sobolev inequality.

Note that when one considers a probability measure u on the entire real line IR,
it was shown in [85], that if a probability measure x has a tail like e=%**** for a
and e strictly positive real numbers, then p satisfies a Sobolev inequality. This
result is false when ¢ = 0 since the heat semi-group on IR is not ultracontractive
(the latter as we shall see is equivalent to a Sobolev inequality).
Setting
Iflloo = sup{u(fg), llgll: = 1},

we shall see that

Theorem 3.3 If u € Jo(P:) satisfies a Sobolev inequality, there exist a positive
real number v and a finite constant ¢ such that for any f € L*(u)

IP.f = #flleo < el + )11 = wflls (3.0-2)

In particular, if b =0, P; converges to p with a polynomial rate.
Moreover, if p satisfies both the spectral gap inequality and the Sobolev in-
equality, there exists a finite constant ¢’ so that for any f € L?(p)

IPf = uflleo < €™ I = uf]l2. (3.0.3)

Let us point out that the above control is not really uniform on the entire
space but with probability one with respect to u. However, if p is compactly
supported and is absolutely continuous with respect to the uniform measure on
the underlying space, the theorem implies uniform ergodicity.

Theorem 3.3 relates Classical Sobolev inequalities with a contractivity prop-
erty of the associated semi-groups as follows. To prove it, let us recall the
standard notation

Definition 3.4 For (p,q) € [1, 00[?,
|| Pellg,p = sup{l|P:fllp : f € C(Q),[|fllqg = 1, u(f) = 0}

where ||fllq = ([ f‘ldu)% . This definition eztends to the case p = co.
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With this definition, the first point of the theorem is equivalent to

Property 3.5 Under the hypotheses of theorem 3.3, there exist a positive con-
stant  and a finite constant c so that

a

<
HPell1,00 < c(2et

+ b)"
This property is itself equivalent to

Lemma 3.6 Under the hypotheses of theorem 3.3, there exist a positive constant
¥ and a finite constant ¢ so that

a ~
P, <e(— +b)
Pells,2 < € +6)
Indeed, it is clear that property 3.5 implies
a
P < || P, <ec(=—+b)"
1212 < 1Pl o0 < ez +b)
so that the lemma is verified. Conversely, the semi-group property implies that
[Ptll1,00 < |Pgll1,2l|Pgll2,00- (3.0.4)
But, by duality,
||Pg]l2,00

sup{u(fy9), lIfll2=1,llgll: =1}
sup{p(g¢ f), Ifllz=1,llglls = 1}
1Pgll,2

which gives with (3.0.4) the desired equivalence.

Proof of Lemma 3.6 [112]
To prove the lemma, we first remark that the Sobolev inequality implies the

following classical Nash inequality

fll2 < (auT1(f, f) + buf2) 5 1I£I1E (3.0.5)

with & = =25 and f = 1 — . This inequality is in fact directly derived via
Holder ’s inequality

I1Allz < A NI

for every couple (u, v) of conjugate exponents between one and infinity, by taking
v+ 1 = p. Using (3.0.5) with f; we get

Ifellz < (@pT1(fe, f) + buf2) BN £IIE (3.0.6)

To estimate Ty (f:, f:), note first that the spectral theorem allows us to write

oo
P, = / e MdE}
0
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with {E§, A > 0} the projections on the eigenspaces of £ in L2(u) (see (12] or
(84] ). With these notations

#L1(fe, fe) —u((Bf)LP:f)

/ Xe MA(EY f, FLagw-

Noticing that for any real number u

1

-2u

ue < —
— 2e

we deduce

1 1
pl1(fe, fe) < %ot d(EXS, FLaqu = ﬂu(fz). (3.0.7)

Plugging this result into (3.0.6) and noticing that u|P, f|9 < u|f]? for ¢ > 1,
we deduce that for any ¢ > 0,

1712 < (5 + D EIAZIAL. (3.08)

Choosing to = t/2, we obtain by induction

£l < TT ( o +8) Il Lnzo " (3.0.9)
n=1

Since

(2e“t +6) < 2"(2% +b)

g

we deduce that

2 < 9Xwnn ™ (L 4 )T
17113 < 22w (S +8) T AITE (3.0.10)
The lemma is established.
°
To complete the proof of theorem 3.3, it is enough to notice that, when the
spectral gap inequality holds,

IPef = Bflleo < 1Prll2,c0llPe=1f — pfll2 < ce™™ || f — ufll2.

o

Unfortunately, the classical Sobolev inequalities are not satisfied in infinite

dimension in the sense that they do not satisfy a product property (as for
example the spectral gap inequality does).
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Exercise 3.7 Let P, = e'“ be a Markov semi-group on C(2). Let u € Jo(P;)
satisfying the Sobolev inequality

u(f7)? < auli(f, ) + buf?.

For any integer number n, we define a semi-group P! = e'*" with

L" = i;ﬁ;

if L; acts on the i-th variable. Show that for sufficiently large integer number
n, one cannot have

u®(fP)% < au®"T7(f, f) + bu®" f2

for all functions f for which the right hand side is finite.
Hint : Assume the above equality to hold and obtain a contradiction by taking
for some g € D(L),

n

fw) = [T otws).

i=1

We saw that if 4 € Jo(P;) satisfies a Sobolev inequality, P; is ultracontrac-
tive, that is, for sufficiently large times ¢

[|Pell2,00 < 00.

This property was the key point to obtain uniform ergodicity. In fact, such a
property can be obtained directly when the state space is a compact Riemannian
manifold as one can see by doing the following exercise.

Exercise 3.8 Let S! be the unit circle in IR?. Let A CC Z° and U, be a twice
continuously bounded differentiable function on S* x S. Set

Ha(z)= ), Un(=izj).
§,JEAJi-j|=1
We consider the semi-group associated with

L= (Ai—ViHa(z).Vi)
i€EA

where A; = (1/2)%:; et Vi = g% on ' fori€ A
Show by use of Girsanov formula (see theorem 5.1 in [61]) that there exists
a finite constant ¢ which only depends on Uy so that for any function f >0,

pf <™ [ 1) T peledu).

i€A
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Here, p; is the semi-group associated with the Laplacian on the circle. Show
that, for any t > 0, there exists a finite constant c; such that

sup pe(zi, dyi) < ceA(dys)
T

with A the uniform medsure on the circle. Conclude that there erists a finite

constant ¢’ so that )
[1Pel1,00 < (ce)!MectIAL,

Finally, let us point out that Nash’s inequality is equivalent to the control
we obtained for ||P;||1,2. Indeed, we have

Exercise 3.9 Let p € Jo(P:) and assume that there exists v,a,b > 0 such that
a
P, < (— +b)".
Pell1,2 < (2et +b)
Then, there exist A, B > 0 such that

If]l2 < (AuTs(f, f) + Bufh) (711

witha=y(y+1) andf=1-a.
Hint : Note that for allt > 0,

15113 > 11£113 - 2tuTs1(f, f)

and deduce from the hypothesis that
a
1£113 < 2tua(£, £) + (5 + OIS
Conclude by optimization over the time parameter t.

In the set up of finite Markov chains, Diaconis and Saloff-Coste [24] gave
simple proofs of Nash’s inequalities. In [9], generalized log-Nash and Nash
inequalities were introduced.



Chapter 4

Logarithmic Sobolev
inequalities and
Hypercontractivity

We begin this chapter by describing the equivalence theorem of Gross contained
in his seminal work [52] which inspired intensive interest and development in
logarithmic Sobolev Inequalities. Then, we study the properties of logarithmic
Sobolev Inequalities, such as its stability by tensorization (see property 4.4) and
its stability by perturbation of the measure (see property 4.6 and exercise 4.7).
We then compare logarithmic Sobolev inequality with spectral gap inequality,
showing in particular that logarithmic Sobolev inequality implies spectral gap
inequality (see theorem 4.9). Finally, we discuss Bakry-Emery criterion, giving
the examples of probability measures satisfying a logarithmic Sobolev inequality.

Let P, = e'* be a Markov semi-group and p € Jo(P;). Given p €]1,00[ and
a constant ¢ €]0, oo[, we define

q(t) :=q(t,p,c) =1+ (p—1)e¥, te R*.

Theorem 4.1 [Gross’ Integration Lemma] Let ¢ €]0,00[ and d €]0,00[. The
following statements are equivalent :

()
f
li(f2 log m) < culi(f, f) + dlIf1I3 (4.0.1)

for all non negative functions for which the right hand side is finite.
(i1) For any q € [2, 0],

(fql°g||f||) Zuru (4 1) + dllfl|§ (4.0.2)

for all non negative functions for which the right hand side is finite.
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(111) Inequality (4.0.2) for some ¢ > 1.
(iv) For all p €]1,00[ and p < ¢ < q(t,p,c), we have

[1Pellp.g < exp (2d(:—) - %)) (4.03)
(v) For all g € [2,00[, t € R,
1Pillz.q < exp (Zd(% - 5)) (4.0.4)

Properties (i)-(v) imply
(vi) For all t € RT and any non negative function f such that ||f||; = 1 we
have

Sy(t) = pfilog f; < e+ S;(0) +2d(1 — ") (4.0.5)
forallt € RY.

Inequality (4.0.1) is called the logarithmic Sobolev (or in short log-Sobolev)
inequality.

Constants (¢, d), ¢ € (0,00) and d € [0, 00), such that (i) is satisfied will be
called log-Sobolev coefficients.

Remark 4.2: If additionally

u((Lf)log f) = —4pT1(f4, ) (4.0.6)
then (vi) is equivalent to (i)-(v). (4.0.6) is in particular satisfied when I'; satisfies
the Leibniz rule (see section 4.3).

Exercise 4.3

o Show that the Sobolev inequality tmplies the logarithmic Sobolev inequality.

Hint : write
f2

il g 172
17 AT S T

and use Jensen’s inequality together with the Sobolev inequality .

w108 Los] = gL

e Prove the logarithmic Sobolev inequality for a Bernoulli law p = $64 + 36,
with (a,b) € R?, by a direct computation (see [52]). The generalization to
p=pds + (1 —p)dy for p € (0,1) can be found for instance in [91].

Note that the theorem shows that the logarithmic Sobolev inequality with
d = 0 implies that the associated semi-group is hypercontractive. In this sit-
uation one shows that the spectral gap inequality is satisfied, see theorem 4.9
below.
Proof : The equivalence between (i), (ii) and (iii) is easily obtained by sub-
stitution (For (i)—(ii), we take f = g%, (ii) can be clearly reduced to (iii) and

(11i)—(i) by taking f = gq).
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Let us show that (ii) implies (iv). To do so, we remark that

8 log || fellgy = —#g)'l gufi® + ()lfq(,)l‘( “beq(t) log f.)
-2 gt + (a1 g
+®)FO7Ls) (4.0.7)

_ _Oe(t) q(t) Ji cq(t) (t)-1
- ‘I(t)l‘ftq(t) ( (7 log ”ft”q(t))+ 2(q(t) - 1)”(ftq Eft))

where in the last line we used that

Bt) = 2(a(t) - 1)

Consider now more closely the last term in the bracket on the right hand side
of (4.0.7). By definition, for any ¢ > 1 and any non negative function g,

u(g?1Lg) = }i_l;f(l)%(gq-l(Pr‘l))
= ~limo / w(d) Py (w, d3) (097} () — g% (@)) (9(w) — 9(@))
< -2 i @) v, di)e}w) - o1@)? (008
4(0—1)

= Ti(g%, g%
7 F 1(g%,9%).
In (4.0.8), we used the following inequality satisfied for any non negative (z,y)

(23 -y < L (9 ) o g,
~4(¢-1)

(4.0.7) and (4.0.8) yield
8; log || fellg(e)

_Oua(®) ON fe c 10! ' oy
N 9(t;ﬂf3(‘) ( < 8 1l ™ Zayr T e )) (4.0.9)

Under hypothesis (ii), we deduce that

agq(t)

Oclog || fellger) < 2d——== 20

and hence, since ¢(0) =

Wfellacey < 17l exp{2d<,§ - 5%)}.
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Finally, for any given ¢ < ¢(t), we can find a to <t such that ¢ = ¢(¢o). Using
the definition of the semi-group and its contractivity property in any L?, p > 1,
we obtain

lle = Uflle) = Profectallaser < Whemsollyexp2d (5 = 7))
1 1
< lfllpexpi2a(; - 2))

which extends the property to any ¢ < g(t).
To show that (iv) implies (i), we note first that (iv) induces that for any non
negative function

1
q(t)

is decreasing. Indeed, it implies that for all 5, > 0,

brit+s) < exp{-2(5 -

Ti-?)) HIPellg(s),qte+0) 1 F1lg(s)
1

< exp{=24(5 ~ =) Nl

bs(t) = exp{—2d<;f R TFATI

Consequently, log ¢y (t) is differentiable and also decreasing. We thus obtain

1
oclog |l < 8:(24(; - =)} = 2420

Going back to (4.0.7), we deduce

q ft cq -1 Eﬁ
s los ) + gy (F61) < 245500

Taking t = 0 and p = 2, we have
2d
%10 —f—— < culi(f, F) + =|IflI3.
/‘(f g”ft”z)_ H l(f f) q “f”Z

Finally, to show that (iv) implies (vi), we differentiate with respect to the
time variable the following function

Yy (t) = e Sy (t)

defined with a non negative f from the domain of the generator. Assuming that
1 felly = [Ifll1 = 1, we find

Bre® Sy (t) = Ze* Sy (t) + e ¥ u(LSilog f.). (4.0.10)

oIN
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To estimate the last term, we note that for any function F € D(L),

W(eF)logF] = lim 22 [ u(dw) P, (0, 40)(F (@) - F(@))(0g F() - log F(3))

Since for all non negative z, y,
(logz — logy)(z — y) > (23 — y)?,
one has

pl(CF)logF] < —4uly(F} F}). (4.0.11)

We deduce from (4.0.10) and (4.0.11) that

bets,t) < ¥ (s0-2utift fH)  won)

and, if the logarithmic Sobolev inequality is satisfied,

4d
Be<Sy(t) < Te%‘. (4.0.13)

(vi) follows from the integration with respect to the time variable.

4.1 Properties of logarithmic Sobolev inequal-
ity

We begin by showing that, similarly to the spectral gap inequality, the logarith-
mic Sobolev inequality has the product property.

Theorem 4.4 Let (pi)i=1,2 be two probability measures on probability spaces
satisfying the logarithmic Sobolev inequality with coefficients (c;, d;)i=1,2 for the
infinitesimal generators (L;,i = 1,2). Let L be the generator on the product
space ¥y x Qg defined as in property 2.5 and I'y its carré du champ. Then, the
product probability measure uy ® po satisfies

210e J
1 @ pia(f7 log 1)

IN

cp1 @ pa(T1(f, f) + dpy @ p2f?  (4.1.14)

max(cy, ¢2) (4.1.15)
dy + dg (4.1.16)

with c
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for any non negative function f for which the right hand side of ({.1.14) is fi-
nite. Consequently, if u is a probability measure satisfying a logarithmic Sobolev
inequality with a coefficient ¢ < 0o and d = 0, then the product probability mea-
sure u®" satisfies the logarithmic Sobolev inequality with the same coefficient ¢
for any integer number n.

Exercise 4.5 (Gross) Deduce from the second part of the exercise 4.8 and
property 4.4 that the Gaussian law satisfies a logarithmic Sobolev inequality (see

[52]).

Hint : Use the central limit theorem.

Proof : Let f be a bounded measurable function on £; x Q3 in the domain of
L. Then, using the logarithmic Sobolev inequality for the probability measure
11, we obtain

2 1o —f—Z_ = 210 —————fz Hlo ——ﬂl(fZ)
p1(F?) )

S K2 (201/11P1,1(fa f) + 2d1“1(f2) + ul(fz) log W

Applying the logarithmic Sobolev inequality to g = \/u1(f?) and the Cauchy-
Schwarz inequality, we deduce

2
p1 @ pa(f*log ”—;l‘l‘g) < 2c1p2 ® p1T1,1(f, f) + 2c2p2T1,2(9, 9)

+2(dy + d2)p2 ® p1 (f?).

We can estimate the last term of the above inequality by noticing that

pal12(9,9) = pali2(vVp1(F2), Va(f?))
= limo— / pald) Pr o, d8) (Vi (P w) - Vi 7@)

< lfolzi i2(dw) Py 2w, ) dpss (n) (F(w, 1) — F(@, 7))

= m @ p2(T12(f, 1))

where the last inequality follows from the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality. We hence
have shown that

f2
p1 ® pa(f?log m)

2cip2 @ p1T1,1(f, f) + 2cap2 @ 1 (Ta,2(F, f)) +2(d1 + d2)pz ® p1(f?)
2max(c1, c2)pz ® L1 (f, f) + 2(ds + da2)p2 ® p1 ()

INIA
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which was the announced statement.

The logarithmic Sobolev inequality is also stable under perturbation.
Property 4.6 Let U be a bounded measurable function on a probability space

(R,%, 1). Assume that p satisfies the logarithmic Sobolev inequality with coeffi-
cients (c,d) for an infinitesimal generator £L. Then

S : _[.-v
duy := ZUe du with ZU—/e du

satisfies the logarithmic Sobolev inequality for the same generator C with coeffi-
cients bounded above by (ce,?osc(U)’ de?osc(U)) with osc(U) = supU — inf U.

Proof : The proof is based on the formula
2 fAy 2y f 2
o8 L) = infu (£1o8(5) - 124
which is easily checked. Moreover,
— f2 f*(z) _ 2 -
#(t,z) = f*(z) log(—t )= fi(z) +t =t (2(t,z) log z(t, x) — 2(t,z) + 1),

with z(t,z) = (f*(z)/t), is clearly non negative. Hence, we can use (2.0.4) to
deduce

2 2
o (f log mf ) < @Ou( 1 log ﬂf—fz) < €950 (cu(Ty(f, f) + du(f?)) .
(4.1.17)

By further use of (2.0.4), we finish the proof of the lemma.
o
We recall that for a finite volume Gibbs measure with finite range interaction
we could improve the estimate of property 2.6 for the spectral gap inequality. In
the next exercise, we propose to generalize this result to the logarithmic Sobolev
inequality in the discrete case.

Exercise 4.7 Let v be the uniform measure on {—1,+1} and A = [-L, L] x
(1,119 for (I, L) € (IN*)?, 1 < L. Let U(,y) be a function on {—1,+1}2 and

set
H{(@)= > Ulmiz;)+ > U(zi,w;).
i,jEAli-j|=1 1€EAJEAS Ji—j|=1
Let ]
dpl (z) = EEe—ﬂHA @) du®IAl(z).

Then; with I_‘1 (fy f) = ZieA(aif)z lfa;f(O') = f(Uly < Oi—1, —04,0441, ) _f(a);
prove that there erist two constants (c,C) € (0,00) depending only on U so that
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for every w € Q, pY} satisfies a logarithmic Sobolev inequality for the carré du
champ T, with coefficient bounded by C|A|2e* ™" .

Hint : Choose a lezicographic order (i;,j € {1,..,|A|}) of A as in property
2.7. Putting Ax = {ij,j < k} and, for a non negative bounded function f,
fk(w) = I"‘X,,f: fO = f} write

JA|-1

pA(f log %) = ; HAH AL 41 (fk log —fk-—) .

Sr41

Using the previous proof and the product property 4.4, show that there exists a
finite constant C such that

e a1
“Xk-@-x (fk log .f_k;; < e #Xk+1 (6ik+1 fk)z

Remark that there exists a finite constant D such that
(Biga fi) (@) < 208, 10104, FI* + Dpi§, (f — En, f)?
and conclude by property 2.7.

The next exercise links the logarithmic Sobolev inequality with a property of
concentration of measure

Exercise 4.8 (see e.g. [66], [1]) Let (Q,X,p) be a probability space with a
probability measure p satisfying the logarithmic Sobolev inequality with coeffi-
cients (c,0) for a carré du champ Ty satisfying the Leibniz rule. Show that for
any z > 0, any measurable function f satisfying ||T1(f, f)]|leo < 00,

ety (f:D)lleo ;2
e 4 .

p(e*V =y <
Hint : Show that
0.7 108 [ ¢*/du < SIIN(F, )l
by applying the logarithmic Sobolev inequality to g = e*/.

For other connections between logarithmic Sobolev inequalities and the concen-
tration of measure phenomenon, we refer the reader to [11] and [66].

4.2 Logarithmic Sobolev and Spectral Gap in-
equalities

We have the following relationship between logarithmic Sobolev inequalities and
spectral gap inequalities.
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Theorem 4.9 If u is a probability measure satisfying the logarithmic Sobolev
inequality with coefficients (c,0), then p satisfies the spectral gap inequality with
a coefficient

O | =

m >

Conversely, if p satisfies the logarithmic Sobolev inequality with coefficients (c,d)
as well as a the spectral gap inequality with coefficient m, then p satisfies loga-
rithmic Sobolev inequality with coefficients (c’,0) where

c’ < c + ﬁ
— m M
This result can be found in [87], (see also [23] or [112]).

Proof : The first result is obtained as follows. Let f € D(L) be a bounded
measurable function centered with respect to u. For e sufficiently small, 1 +
€f is a positive bounded function. Hence, applying the logarithmic Sobolev
inequality, we obtain

p(1+ef)?log(1 + €f)? < 2 u(T1(£, £)) + n(1 + ef)? log (1 + € ). (4.2.18)
By Taylor’s expansion and identifying the first order terms (in €2), we get
u(1+ef)? log(1+ ef)? = 3¢’ f? + O(°)
and
p(1+ef)?log u(l +ef)? = uf? + O(e%)

so that
pf* < ep(Ti(f, ).

To prove the second point, it is enough to notice that for any measurable function

£

u(flog ) < ((f - uprog T2y Lo upis (a29)
113 I1f = ufll3
The statement is then obtained by using both the logarithmic Sobolev inequality
and the spectral gap inequality in the right hand side. To show (4.2.19), note
first that for pf # 0 it is equivalent to the following inequality

2
p((14t¢)?log ﬁ%?—) < t?ug?log 4% + 2t* (4.2.20)

with
g Wopflle o f-pf
nf I1f = ufll2

We shall use the following observations concerning ¢;

pud =0, p(e?) =1. (4.2.21)
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Up to replacing ¢ by —¢, we can and do assume that ¢ > 0. We shall bound
the second derivative of

1+t¢)?
F(t) = p((1 +t$)*log -(——1—_':—*_-%)—)
Using (4.2.21), we find
/ 1+14)°
F(t) = p(26(1 + 19)log L),
and then (14 19)? 4
F"(t) = p(2¢2 IOg '—:HT) +4 - 1+_t2

Using Jensen’s inequality applied to the probability measure p(¢2.), we remark

that
(1+1t¢)? (L+1t4)%\ _

and since we assumed t > 0, we get
F"(t) < 2u¢®log¢° + 4.
Integrating twice with initial conditions F'(0) = F(0) = 0 gives the result.
Note here that in general F may not be differentiable. To circumvent this
problem one can apply the same arguments with

2 2
Fy(t) = p([6* + (1 + t)?] log Eﬁé—ii—?ﬁ—]

for some non negative real number 4, to show that

)

FJ'(t) < 2u¢®log ¢ + 4(1 + 62)
and conclude as before with further use of the dominated convergence theorem.
o

Exercise 4.10 In the set up of property 4.6 and with the additional assumption
that the carré du champ T'1(f, f) is equal to |V f|?, show that if uy satisfies a
spectral gap inequality with coefficient m, py satisfies a logarithmic Sobolev
inequality with coefficients (c’,0) verifying

1
— ((elIVUI% + 1) + d+ ||Ulleo) -
Compare this result with the one obtained by property 4.6.

-U . .

Hint : Setting pu = %, and given a function f € D(L) centered with respect

1
¢ < e+ 5lIVUlo) +

to u, apply the logarithmic Sobolev inequality under p to the function g = pyf
to find

2
o (#7108 225 < (o4 Fllogpolle ) o (1204, 1) +

1
Vo |? c 1
(cn%"‘nw 5nv1ogpanoo+d) o (7).
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4.3 Bakry-Emery Criterion

We shall assume in this section that the carré du champ I'; of the generator
under ‘study satisfies the Leibniz rule

Ti(f,9h) = T1(f,9)h + T1(f, h)g.

This rule was already encountered previously but we shall now describe it
more precisely. First, let us consider the following examples.

Example 4.11 Consider the Brownian motion on the real line IR or on the
unit circle S', £L = A, and show that

Ly(f, f) = [Vf]?

satisfies the Leibniz rule. More generally, consider the operator

L= Y a8~ Y. pd

1<i,j<d 1<j<d

with a positive definite matriz A = (a;;)i; with real valued entries and some
vector (B;); and show that

Ti(f, ) =) ai;(0: )65 f)

5]

satisfies the Letbniz rule.

On the other hand, the Leibniz rule may not be satisfied if the state space
2 is discrete; take Q@ = {—1,+1} and L = & to be the discrete derivative;
0f(c) = f(—o) — f(¢). Then, show that

Ly(f, f) = 1f(=0) = f(o)|?

does not satisfy the Leibniz rule.

More generally, considering a measurable space (2, L), a family of probability
measures (V*)ueq on (Q, L), and the generators L f(w) = v* f — f(w), show that
the Leibniz rule fails.

Necessary and sufficient conditions for a semi-group to have a generator satis-
fying the Leibniz rule can be found in [62] and [86].
One of the consequences of the Leibniz rule is the following fact.

Lemma 4.12 Assume that I'; satisfies the Leibniz rule. Then, for any entire
function v on IR, we have

Ti(g,vof) =Ti(g, f)v' o f
for all functions (f,g) € D(L).
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Proof : Since for any monomial function z”, n € IN, one easily check

Ti(g, f*) = nLi(g, /)f"*~*

the result is straightforward for entire functions. o
We notice also the following interesting fact.

Property 4.13 Assume that I'y satisfies the Leibniz rule. Then, the last con-
dition (vi) of Gross’s integration lemma [52] is equivalent to the others.

Proof : It is sufficient to show that, for any non negative function f, we have,
thanks to the previous lemma,

ul(Lf)log f] = —p(T1(f,log f)) = —4ul1(f3, 13).

Plugging this equality in the proof of Gross’s theorem [52] yields the result. o
Hereafter, we shall consider so called the carré du champ itéré, (or simply
Gamma two), given, for f in the domain of £, by

D) = 3o (U 1) = Ta(Bf, P femo

= %{Crl(f, f) - 2F1(f: 'Cf)}

We shall define the Bakry-Emery condition by

Definition 4.14 We say that Bakry-Emery’s condition (denoted (BE)) is sat-
isfied if there exists a positive constant ¢ > 0 such that

Caf, ) 2 2Ta(, ) (4.3.22)

for any function f for which T'i(f, f) and T2(f, f) are well defined.

We have the following characterization of Bakry-Emery’s criterion (see [112])
Theorem 4.15 Condition (BE) is satisfied iff for any t > 0,

T1(P.f, P.f) < e ¥ PI1(f, f) (4.3.23)
for any function f so that T'y(f, f) and T3(f, f) are well defined.

Proof : Let us assume that (4.3.23) is satisfied. Then, for any ¢t > 0, we have

0 < 1 (<HRLN-TiRLR)
2 _
= &2 lPJ‘l(f,f)+%(P,Fl(f,f)—FI(Ptf,P,f)) (4.3.24)
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Taking the limit ¢ | 0, we deduce, according to the definition of I'; that

0 < ~2T3(f, ) + 2004, )

that is, condition (BE).
Conversely, if condition (BE) is satisfied, for any ¢t > 0 and s € [0,1], the
function
F:s—e?P,_,I'(P.f,P.f)

is decreasing. In fact,

%F(s) = e**p_, (-i—l‘l(P,f, Pyf) — LT1(Py f, P, f) + 2T (L P, f, P, f))

- %%Hﬂ(?ﬂﬂﬂﬂﬁ—FﬂRLRﬁ)SQ

In particular, F(t) < F(0), giving

e%‘I‘l(P,f,P,f) < PTy(f, f)

that is, (4.3.23).

The main application of Bakry-Emery’s criterion is the following

Theorem 4.16 Let L be the generator of a Markov semi-group P;,;t € Rt
with carré du champ Ty satisfying the Leibniz rule. Let p € Jo(P;) so that P,
1s weakly ergodic, i.e

tl_l'l’g Pf(w) = puf [u—a.s. (4.3.25)

for any bounded continuous function f. Then, Bakry-Emery’s criterion implies
that p satisfies the logarithmic Sobolev inequality.

Proof : Let f be a positive bounded continuous function so that uf = 1. We
set f; = P,f and let
51 (t) = p(filog f)-

Under the weak ergodic hypothesis, we have

tl_l)n;) Sy (t) =0.
Hence,
00 d o0
S,(0) = - / a5 (t) = / dtuTs (£, log fi). (4.3.26)
0 0

Next using the fact that P; is symmetric together with the Schwarz inequality,
we get
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pl1(fe,log fr) = pI'1 (f, Pe(log ft)) < (4.3.27)

< (Nil(jfc_’f)‘) ’ (nfT1(Ptlog ft, Pt log ft))%

Applying to the last term our condition equivalent to (BE) with the function
log fi, we obtain

1 3
(4fT1 (P, log f., Pilog f:))* < (u fe~*P,T;(log f, log f,)) (4.3.28)

= ezt (/‘ftrl(logft,logft))% =e ¢t (ﬂrl(ft’lng‘))%

where in the last stage we have used symmetry of the semigroup and the Leibniz
rule for T';. The inequalities (4.3.27) and (4.3.28) imply the following bound

pL1(fe,log ft) < e‘%‘ﬂ%f’f) = 4e” ¥t ul (£}, £H) (4.3.29)

Using this one arrives at

Sf(O)S/O de= 2 atul, (F5, £3)) = 2culy (f5, £5)

which completes the proof. o
One can also show that

Proposition 4.17 If (BE) is satisfied,
Pi(flogf) < 2c(1—e ¢ )PTi(f3, f) + P.flog P.f
for any function f for which the right hand side is well defined.

The proof of this proposition is very similar to the previous one. It is given by
Bakry and Emery, [6], Proposition 5.
Let us give a few examples where (BE) is fulfilled.

Exercise 4.18 o Let U be a twice continuously differentiable function so that
Z = [e"U@)dz is well defined and finite. Set

p(dz) = 27 1e Vo) dg,
Let L = A—U'(z).0;. Show that, if U" is uniformly bounded below by a positive
constant, Bakry-Emery criterion holds.

e Let ug be the Gaussian measure on IR" with covariance
G = {Gijh<i,j<n- Given U € C*(IR") such that

0< P’G(e_U) < 00,
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we define

_ He(fe™Y)
wo(f) = pa(e=Y)

Let L be the Markov generator given by
Lf=Af- Bids,f
, i

and, with M = G,
Bi = 0;,U + ZM,'J':U]-.
J
Then, py is reversible for L. Show that

Ly(f, f) = |Vf?

and
F2(f) f) = Z (Iaxiarjﬂz + (az,ﬂi)aw.f . aa:,-f) .
i
Prove that, if we denote by N(z) the matriz with entries 8;,0;,U, and if for all
z, the smallest eigenvalue of the symmetric matriv M + N (z) is bounded below
by (1/c), then Ty satisfies (BE) with coefficient c. In particular, p satisfies the
logarithmic Sobolev inequality with coefficient c for the carré du champ Ty.

The interest of the Bakry-Emery criterion is also to obtain log-Sobolev inequal-
ities in smooth compact Riemaniann manifolds. We refer the reader to the
original article [6], as well as to the more recent paper [16], for such applica-
tions.

Exercise 4. 19 Q= RZ For a finite subset A of Z°, a constant m # 0, we
denote by pl? the Gaussian measure on IR® with covariance

G=(-A +m?)!

where A?A is the discrete Laplacian with Dirichlet boundary conditions. In other
words, if we put xp = (z;)iear and i j for[i—j|=1, w € Q,

aAw(d:EA) ZaA exp{ Z (.’Bi —z;)" — ——Z.’Ez}dz',\
sEA,s’zj ieA
with z|pc = w|re. Let V be a C2(IRM) function bounded below and set
UA z,\ Z V(fc;
i€EA

For instance, for A >0, V(z) = Az* + az?. We can then define

pp (dza) = e~UrugM (dea).

A w
ZA
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Following the previous ezample, see that if, for some ¢ > 0,
1
—Ar 4+ m? 4+ D(z) > -1

with D the diagonal matriz D;j(z) = 6;;V" (x:) and the inequality is understood
in the sense of quadratic forms, then uaA“’ satisfies the logarithmic Sobolev
inequality with coefficient bounded by c. Moreover, if the following limit ezists

A, w
p= lim pm"
MZe
p also satisfies the logarithmic Sobolev inequality with coefficient bounded by c.
Let us remark that such a measure may not be unique and that then the
logarithmic Sobolev inequality is satisfied by any such limit. The proof of the
eristence of a limit is in general not easy We note that for any A C Z°¢ and

Ao C A, the conditional expectation ;z A ¥ knowing T¢, the o-algebra generated

by {zi,i € A§}, is independent of A and is defined by 8, (pz':"’ (+)) (ezercise).

One can use this idea to define the infinite volume measure as follows.

Let a family of conditional ezpectations (Ef,w € Q,A C Z°%) be given so
that

()E41=1 VYwe®, VACZ

(2) w = E{(f) is Xac measurable for any bounded measurable function f.

(3)IfA1 C A, then 2,\; C 21\? and

XZE.Alf = E‘ng'
The Gibbs measures in infinite volume p associated with the specification
(E,weQ,AC Z°%) are described as the solutions of the equation (DLR)
pEy = p.
This equation may have several solutions.

To be more precise, let us consider the case where U = 0. Denote by
o (fIZA<) the conditional ezpectation of pg with respect to Lpc. The fam-
zly of these conditional ezpectation is called local specification. We can consider
the Gibbs measure associated with this local specification. It is not hard to check
that
E4, (fIae) = n& (F(+¢2Y) (4.3.30)
where
{G“1¢3A(i) =0 VieA
#22(j) = wj Vj € A°

Consequently, for all global solutions ¢ of
G—1¢ =0,
the probability measures

pe,¢(f) = pa(f(. +¢))
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have the same conditional expectations. Hence, they define Gibbs measures in
infinite volume with the same local specification. All these measures satisfy the
logarithmic Sobolev inequality with the same coefficient.



Chapter 5

Logarithmic Sobolev
inequalities for spins
systems on a lattice

This chapter will be concerned with logarithmic Sobolev inequalities for Gibbs
measures. We begin by describing the statistical mechanical context in which
we shall work. In particular, we define local specifications and the associated
Gibbs measures. We introduce as well some Markov semi-groups (via their
generators), satisfying the detailed balance condition with respect to a Gibbs
measure. Then, we present a general strategy to prove logarithmic Sobolev in-
equalities for a given Gibbs measure with Dirichlet forms of relevant generators.
The application of this strategy requires to check four general conditions. In
section 5.3 we show that they are satisfied for all one dimensional systems with
bounded finite range potential. For “geometric” reasons, this case is slightly
easier to handle than the higher dimensional case. In section 5.4, assuming
some mixing condition, we show that the requirements of the general strategy
listed in section 5.2 hold for systems with bounded finite range potential in
dimension d > 2. The proof is similar to that of section 5.3, except that one
needs an extra argument taking into account the mixing condition (based on
the so-called sweeping out relations defined in paragraph 5.4.1).

5.1 Notation and definitions, statistical mechan-
ics

In this chapter, we shall consider random variables, (representing spins or parti-

cles in applications and therefore frequently called by these names), with values

in a Polish space M. We shall assume that either M is a finite set, (frequently

being simply given as a two point set M = {+1,—1}), or a finite dimensional
smooth (compact) connected Riemaniann manifold. These two cases will be
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called discrete and continuous settings respectively. In most proofs, we will
consider in more detail the discrete case which is usually more complicated to
deal with (mainly because the discrete derivative used there does not satisfy the
Leibniz rule). The spins will be “located” on the lattice Z?, for some positive in-
teger number d € IN*. We equipp Z* with a distance d(z,y) = max)<i<d |Zi—yi|
for (z,y) in Z°. The notation A CC Z°* will be used to say that A is a finite
d
subset of Z%. Let @ = MZ" be the state space. For A CC Z°, we shall denote
by
op Q= MA

the projection defined by

oA -5 MA

w=(Wi)iege — 0aWw) = (Wj)jen

In particular, the projection o; corresponding to a single point set {7} is called
a spin at site ¢. For A C Zd, we shall denote by ¥, the smallest o-algebra
for which all the spins {0;,i € A} are £x-measurable. We shall say that a
function f on  is localized in A if it is ¥ s-measurable. We denote by Ay (or
alternatively A(f)) the smallest subset of Z* for which f is localized in Ag.
Later on, a function f for which the cardinality of Ay is finite will be called a
local function.

Let ¢ = (¢x) xcZ be a potential with finite range R, that is a family

(6x) xcZ® of continuous functions on  so that for all X C Z¢, ¢x is localized
in X and ¢x = 0 if the diameter of X is greater than R. We shall assume
hereafter that

6]l =sup Y~ ||gx]leo < o0. (5.1.1)
i€ xiex
The energy U, in a finite volume A CC Z? is then well defined by
Ur= ) ¢x. (5.1.2)
XNA#D

Let v be the uniform measure on M and let

vA(doa) = ®ieav(dos).
We can define a local Gibbs measure in a finite volume A and with boundary
conditions w € Q by
wp = donezw @ VA (e7Y2f)
A= JO'A:::(.U ® v (e_UA) '

Frequently it will be convenient to use the following notation

Erf(w) = ERf.

(5.1.3)
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We shall call local specification the family of local Gibbs measures
B ez wen’

By p, we shall denote a Gibbs measure in infinite volume associated to the
local specification {E}}, cCZ wea that is a solution of the (DLR) equation
(DLR standing for Dobrushin, Landford and Ruelle), which is given by

WELf = uf (5.1.4)

for all local bounded measurable function f and all A CC Z°.

For an introduction to the theory of Gibbs measures the reader may like
to look at the classical reference [80]. Concerning the uniqueness versus non
uniqueness problem (a phase transition phenomenon) the literature is very wide;
the reader may consult [96] and [45] for more detailed discussion and further
guide to the literature. We note that, except in the last chapter of these notes, we
will only be concerned with Gibbs measures for which log-Sobolev inequalities
hold for all local Gibbs measures with uniformly bounded coefficients. This
entails the uniqueness of the infinite volume Gibbs measure.

The Markov generators under study will be defined as follows. In the con-
tinuous setting where we consider a smooth connected Riemaniann manifold
M equipped with the Laplace-Baltrami operator A and a gradient V, for any
i € Z°, we set A; and V; to be the corresponding operators acting on the it
variable w;. We shall then consider the operator defined on the set of local twice
continuously differentiable functions by

Lf= ) (Ai=ViUrV)f
ieZ’

with A any finite subset of Z¢ so that d(A°, Af) > R.

In the discrete setting, for any finite subset X C Z%, we introduce a generator
by means of the local Gibbs measures as follows

Lo =3 Lxsif
ieZ’

with
Lx+jf(w) =Exy;f — f(w)

for any j € Z° and f any integrable local function.

It is not hard to see that p is reversible for such operators. Moreover, £
(resp. L£X)) is non positive and with dense domain in L?(u) for any Gibbs
measure y satisfying (5.1.4) for the specification (E;,A CC Z%). Consequently,
the semi-group P; = e*¢ (or P, = e“(x)) is symmetric and leaves u invariant.
We shall call in the sequel the standard Dirichlet form the quantity

E(f, f) = ulVSI?
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with
V=) Vil
ieZ’
where in the discrete setting, we put Vf = (0o, f)j cZ* with

B, f = / flow k # j,5)dv(3) - f(o).

We shall set, whenever it makes sense,

Al = (Z IIVefllﬁo)

icZ®

and say that a function f is of class C* iff ||| f||| is well defined and finite. £(f, f)
is clearly well defined for any function f of class C!.

Exercise 5.1 Show that if ® is a bounded potential with finite range, for any

X CcC Z°, the operator LX) has a quadratic form ul"ﬁx)( f, f) equivalent to
the standard Dirichlet form, that is that there exists two constants cx and Cx,
0 < cx < Cx < 00, so that

ex€(f, f) < uD (£, f) < CxE(F, f).

5.2 Strategy to prove the logarithmic Sobolev
inequality '

To prove a logarithmic Sobolev inequality for the Gibbs measure p, the idea is
to use the local Gibbs measures to define an auxiliary Markov chain on (2, X)
with transition matrix E satisfying the following conditions

(Ci)
HEf = pf

for any bounded measurable function f.

(Cii) There exists a positive finite constant ¢ so that
u (E(f log f) — (Ef) log(Ef)) < 26|V f3[2.
(Ciii) There exists A € (0, 1) so that

pIV(ES)? < M|V F32.

(Civ) Denoting for any bounded measurable function f, (fa), v the se-
quence of measurable functions given by fo = f and f, = E(fa-1),
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lim fo=p(f) # —as.

Before proving that a construction of such transition matrix E is possible
and giving a sufficient condition for this, we first show that conditions (C) imply
that the Gibbs measure u satisfies a logarithmic Sobolev inequality.

To this end for a fixed non negative function f we consider the sequence (f,)
given by

fo = f, fan=Efn_1.

We notice that by using (Ci), we have

= og f) — o o EH
u(r1og L) = u(B(r108 1) (Ef)ls(Ef))+u<(Ef)1g M,). (5.2.5)

and hence by induction

N-1

u(Flog L) = 3 4 (B (flog £u) — (Bfa) 10g(Ef,)) + (i log 2%)  (5.2.6)
nf = uf

On the other hand, by (Cii),

1 (E (falog fn) — (Efn) log(Efn)) < 26u|V 712 (5.2.7)
Applying (Ciii), we obtain by induction that
UVEER < MVEL 2 < Al iR, (5.2.8)
Combining (5.2.6), (5.2.7) and (5.2.8), we get for any N € IV,
2¢
u(r1og L) < TSIV + i log 2. (5.2.9)

Finally, hypothesis (Civ) imphes that the last term on the right hand side of
the inequality (5.2.9) goes to zero as N goes to infinity. Indeed, the convex1ty
of £ — zlogz together with Jensen’s inequality imply that u(fn log ) > 0.
Since we also have that for any ¢ > 0, any f > 0 which is not 1dent1ca{ly null,
fn log ﬁ";}"— is uniformly bounded, the monotone convergence theorem 1mphes
that

li{fln_)solipﬂ(fN log i—]}) < li;{n_fipy(f,v log ff‘:l;f ©) = u(f) 1og(llfﬂ}l- )

which allows us to conclude by letting € going to zero.
Hence, we proved that u satisfies a logarithmic Sobolev inequality with co-

efficient bounded by ¢ = Z5.
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5.3 Logarithmic Sobolev inequality in dimen-
sion 1 ; an example

Log-Sobolev inequalities on the one dimensional lattice were first studied for
discrete spins in [60]. In that paper a bound on logarithmic Sobolev inequality
coefficients (logarithmically growing in the dimension of the configuration space
bounds) were obtained and used to prove a form of ergodicity of the associated
semi-group (although in general not an exponential decay in the uniform norm).
The first proof of logarithmic Sobolev inequality on the infinite one-dimensional
lattice was obtained in [110].

In this section we give a new proof of that result (with improved estimates
on logarithmic Sobolev inequality coefficients).

Theorem 5.2 Assume d = 1 and consider the local Gibbs measures on Q =
{-1, I}Z constructed with a potential ® with finite range R as in (5.1.3). Then,
the unique Gibbs measure p on Q solving the corresponding (5.1.4) satisfies the
logarithmic Sobolev inequality.

Consequently, a logarithmic Sobolev inequality is satisfied (with possibly differ-
ent coefficients) for any quadratic form associated with the generator £(X) for
any finite subset X CC Z (see exercise 5.1). The semi-groups Pt(X) = €™ are
thus hypercontractive (and therefore, as we shall see later, uniformly ergodic).

In dimension greater or equal to 2, such a result is obtained in general only
under some additional mixing conditions that will be considered in the next
section.

5.3.1 Construction of the auxiliary Markov chain

Let
Ao =1[0,2(L + R)]

with R the range of the interaction. L is an integer number the value of which
will be properly chosen later. For k € Z, set

Ak = Ao+ 2k(L + 2R).
With such a choice, we have
dist(Ak, Ak+1) = 2R. (5.3.10)
For [ = 0 or 1, we shall denote
I =Upcz{Ax +1(L+2R)}.

In this manner, we have constructed two sets (each composed with disjoint sets
at a distance greater or equal to 2R), the union of which covers the whole lattice.

Z=ToUT;. (5.3.11)
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The goal of this construction is to compare the coefficient of the log-Sobolev
inequality satisfied by p with the maximum of those satisfied by (Eg ,l=0,1)
¢ = Ep, = @B}, 142r)y 1=0,1.

with properly chosen L (sufficiently large).

The coefficient in the inequality corresponding to E{’ can easily be estimated
thanks to the product property and the estimates of the log-Sobolev coefficients
for local Gibbs measures.

We define a Markov chain on (2, X) by the transition matrix

EY = EYE;
By definition E preserves the unit and positivity. Moreover, E preserves the set

of cylindrical functions.

5.3.2 Checking conditions (C)

Condition (Ci) is clearly satisfied by E since, by property of local Gibbs mea-
sures,

HE\Eyf = pEyf = pf.
Conditions (Cii), (Ciii) and (Civ) result from conditions (a) and (b) of the
following auxiliary lemma.

Lemma 5.3

(a) For any finite subset A of Z, there exist non negative constants By (A)
and B(A) so that for any i € Z, we have

pIVi(EAS) 32 < Bi(A)p|Vif 5| + Bo(A)u|VafE[?

for any non negative function f for which the right hand side is finite. Moreover,
foranyl e N,

Bi(l) = sup Bj(A) < oo, By(l) = sup By(A) < oo.
A:AI<LI A:|AI<T

(b) There ezist Lo € IN and a constant X € (0,1), satisfying
Amax{RB(l), R*B,(1)} < 1

for I~E 2(L + R), with L > Lg, such that for any finite A CC Z of size |l and
any A C A for which dist(A,A°) > L — R, for any i € Z, we have

| Vi(Eaf)¥? < AplVafs|?
for any differentiable £, . ~-measurable function f >0

We shall first show that
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Proof of (Cii) assuming lemma 5.3 (a)

Remark that

HE(flog f) — (Ef)log(Ef)] = u[Eo(flog %f)] + uEo(f) log E?("éﬁ})]

(5.3.12)

Since, for any w € Q, Ef (resp. E{) is a product measure, the product property
of the logarithmic Sobolev inequality, (theorem 4.4), shows that Ef (resp. EY)
satisfies a logarithmic Sobolev inequality with coefficient bounded above by

co=sup sup c(E},).
wEN ArelNpul'y

In particular,

Eo(flog-E{—f) < 2¢oEo|Vr, fA? (5.3.13)
and
E: [Eo(f)logf?(%%%] < 2B |Vr,(Bof)52.  (5.3.14)

Moreover, by definition of Eg, we have

IV (Bof)3P = D IVi(EBof)iP= Y |Vi(Bof)E? (5.3.15)

i€l zGI"]\l"‘o

Since the range of the interaction is finite, it is not hard to see that for any
i € T1\Ty, there exists a subset A() of 'y with length larger than or equal to
l = 2(L + R) so that |V;Eq f| = |ViEoEri) f| < Eo|ViEa) f|. Then, we have

pIVi(Eof)3 | < u|Vi(Bper ) 5[ (5.3.16)
Assuming (a) of the lemma and setting for short B; = B;(l) and B; = Bs(l),
we deduce from (5.3.14) the following bound

p [Eo(f) log El::(oéfo)f) )]

20 3 (BudlVilH¥P + BaplVa (HFF)
i€M\To

= 20B1 Y. ulVi(f)3P+2c0RBy Y ulVi(HEP.  (5.3.17)
i€l \To i€l

IA
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Plugging (5.3.13) and (5.3.17) in (5.3.12), we conclude that
uE(flog f) - (Bf)log(Ef)] < 2e0B1 D wlVi(f)}]
i€r1\Io

+200(1+ RB2) Y ulVi(f)3]?
i€l
(5.3.18)

which gives (Cii) with ¢ = comax{B1,1+ RB>}.

Proof of (Ciii) assuming lemma 5.3 (a) and (b)

Let us notice first that Eof is Xp \r, measurable and that Ef = E;(E,f) is
2ro\r, measurable. By our choice of I'y and I'j,

diSt(rl\Fo, Fo\rl) =L

and
MV (ENTP = D u|Vi(EiEof)¥]2. (5.3.19)
i€lo\I"

For any ¢ € I'0\I';, following the arguments of (5.3.16) and denoting by A®) the
corresponding subset of I'; with diameter [ = 2(L + R), we deduce that
uIVi(BrEof) 3| < p|Vi(Bx Bof) 5[ (5.3.20)

Since AC) is at a distance smaller or equal to R of i € [o\I'y, the function Er, f
is localized in a subset of I';\I'y at distance greater or equal to L of i. Thus, if
L > Lo for suitable Lo > 0, we can apply lemma (b) to obtain

uIVi(EiEo f) 5|2 < Ml Ve (Eof) 3 2. (5.3.21)

Introducing for any j € A(") the sets AU) C Ty (in a similar way as AD), we
have

HIVi(Bof) 31 < plV;(Bacr )5
We deduce from (5.3.21) by lemma (a) that
BIViEEof) 7P <ABy Y plVi(£)EP+ARBy Y ulVaw(f) . (5.3.22)
JEAW) JEAL)

By (5.3.20) and (5.3.22), and since the diameters of AU) and A() are equal to
l = 2(L + R), we conclude that

uVo(ENEP <XARBr Y plVi(f)3P +AR By 3 uVi(H)EP. (5.3.28)
i€l \To 1€,

Hence, (Ciii) holds with
A < ARmax{B;, RB,}.



60

Proof of (Civ) assuming lemma 5.3 (a) and (b)

According to theorem 4.9, E; and E; satisfy a spectral gap inequality with
coefficient bounded below by (1/cg) so that

u(f~Ef)* < 2uEr,(Enof - Er,Erof)’ + 2uEr,(f ~ Er,f)°
< 200 ((IVr.EnofI°) + |VrofI?) < KulVP (5.3.24)

with the constant K obtained from lemma 5.3 (a). Now, if fo = f and fo41 =
Ef,, we deduce from (Ciii) that

VR < MV EE 12 < Al v 3

which converges towards zero as n goes to infinity. Hence, (5.3.24) implies that

the sequences (fn —pfn), ¢ v and (|V f:" )¢ IV converges p-almost surely by the
Borel-Cantelli lemma. The limit of f, — u(fa) = fn — p(f) is therefore constant,
and hence identically zero.

Proof of Lemma 5.3(a)

Let us recall first that, if v is the uniform Bernoulli law on {-1,1},

V,F = yjF-F= -;-(T}F—F)

with T; F := F(w()) where

W) = § Wk for k :'j,
+wg otherwise.

We have the following discrete analogue of the Leibniz rule
Vj (FG) = FVJ'G + (VjF)T_','G. (5.3.25)

In particular,
V;(F?) = 24;(F)V;F (5.3.26)

with 1
Aj(F) = -2-(F+'I}F).

Consequently, to estimate V;(Ea f)%, we have to find a bound of the form
|Vi(Eaf)| < 24; ((EAf)’i‘) x desired terms.

Let us recall that
. e~Un
EAf = va(paf) with pp = D)
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Hence, we have that for any j € A°,

VjEAf VA [VjPAf]
VA (Vi f)Tipa + fVjpal
(TEA)[Vif] + EAlf (pr ! Vipa)] (5.3.27)

In the first term of (5.3.27), one of the boundary conditions is inverted. To
estimate this term, we use the discrete Leibniz rule V;(f) = 24;(f%)V,f% to
obtain by Cauchy-Schwarz’ inequality
%_ 1
(BEDV; NI <2 (GENA () (BEOV:£27) . (5.3.28)

We note that

=2V;Ua

_ e
NATINE Exle-2V704] < eI Ol (5.3.29)

for any non negative measurable function F
(TyE)(F) < edllV3Unlw g, F.
Thus, we can bound the first term on the right hand side of (5.3.28) b;

(TiEA) () + (TEA)T; )}
2¢21Vilall A [(E5 £)F]. (5.3.30)

IA

2 (TR @ (r4)

IA

The latter inequality together with (5.3.28) yields

(TE)(T;1)] < 24700 A (B 1)} (BalV;13R) . (5.331)

To estimate the second term in the right hand side of (5.3.27), we first notice
that Ex(py'V;pa) = 0 and henceforth

Ex (fo3'Vipa) = Ea [(f — Eaf)p3 Vipa) (5.3.32)
= 3 [ [(©) = @R Vi0a(0) - 41V ;p(@)EA()IEA().

We immediately obtain the following bound

|EA(fpx ' Viea)l < (5.3.33)

< sup |63 V3oa(0) = ' Vion@l3 [ [17(0) - F@)IdBA()IBA ()

o0
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Moreover,

P21V500(0) = PR Vspa(@)| = Loup | A e7?I@)
su : o) — 1 (o2 = —Ssu - ~
1P Pk Viea(o) = £ Ve 20 2 | Bale T 0h@)] T Ep[e-29:0aG)]

< eHllV;Ualleo (5.3.34)

Furthermore Cauchy-Schwarz’ inequality shows that for any f > 0

(f [1#) - s@)amato )m@)z

ER*(VF(0) + VIG)IES((V(o) - V@)
4EA[fIEA[(Vf — EaV/F)?]
16(A;VEA[f])*EAl(VF — EaVF)?) (5.3.35)

ININ A

where the last inequality is trivial. Finally, we saw in property 2.7 that there
exists a finite constant C so that for any A CC Z,

EAl(V(?) ~ EavV)’] < CIAEAIIVASEP). (5.3.36)
From (5.3.33)-(5.3.36), we deduce
[EA(fox' Vipa)l <
< 2V/CIAJe IV VAll (A BA[f]5)EBA[| VA £ 12)H (5.3.37)
Plugging this estimate into (5.3.27) and using (5.3.31), we obtain

V,Enf
24;(Eaf)?

i 1
< VN (B[54 )"+ /CTREAIT Ul (B |V £417) 15.3.38)

|V;(Erf)3| =

This ends the proof of lemma 5.3 (a) with the constants
Bi(A) = 2sup eSlIVsdll By (A) = 2C|A|sqpes|lvi¢||.
J J

Proof of Lemma 5.3 (b)

The proof of this second property relies on several facts already developed in
the course of the preceding proof. In fact, going back to equation (5.3.27) of
the previous proof but with f being Y~-measurable with a set A C A such that

dist(A,A°) > L > R,
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we find out that the first term on the right hand side of (5.3.27) is equal to zero.
Hence, we need only to improve the estimate of the second term.

To this end, let us remark that, if R is the range of the interaction, for j at
positive distance smaller than R from A, pXIVij is ¥A,-measurable for

Ay = {i;dist(i,0A) < R}.
Thus, we can replace the estimates (5.3.33)-(5.3.35) by the following bound
[EA[fpr'Vipal | = [EAl(f — BAS)E, 503 Virall

< 4 (43(Ban?) Vara (B 75 Virn) (Ba(VF - EaV) )
with the notation VarxG =sup,  _~ |G(w) — G(@)|.
Moreover, if f is localized in K, denoting by E A the restriction of E5 to
E~, we have

Er(f} —Eaf#)’ =E, z(f¥ —E, 3/%)’ <m(R)'Ea|Vzf3° (5.3.39)
with m(K)‘1 <C IAI, according to property 2.7. Hence, we obtain that
|V;(Eaf)?|* < XEA|VAS3|? (5.3.40)

where

A= (Va.r (EA\—K(pXIVij))) . m(A)~?

In dimension d = 1, we have the following estimate
Varz(E,\z(p3'Vipa)) S e (dA2M)-R) (), (5.3.41)

for a finite constant C(®) which only depends on the potential ®. This result
is standard (see [45] and [90]) and is given as an exercise below.

As a consequence, since Bj(l) and Bs(l) grow at most polynomially with
| = 2(L + R) according to the previous estimates, we can choose L large enough
so that

+ max{RBy(1), R*By(1)} sup { (Varg(Bp 3005 Vson) - m(B)™'} <1

where the supremum runs over all the sets (A, A) such that A C A; |A| < 2(L+R)
and d(K,AC) > L — R. The proof of the second point of lemma 5.3 is thus
complete. o

Exercise 5.4 Proof of estimate (5.3.41). Hints : Assume that f is localized in
Ao = [ao, bo) and let A = [a,b] be so that Ao C A. Note that, by anti-symmetry
properties, if ANA(f) =0,

“f—Bf = / EX (dz) ® EX (dy)(f(z) — £(»))



64
= [Bx(@n) 8 Biaw) (637 (2. 0) 1 (2) - )
with

~ e—WA(xAOuJAc)—WA(yAN‘:Ac) _ C—WA(VA'WAC)—WA(TA';AC)

Gy (z,y) =

e-WA(onwAc)—WA(on;Ac) + e—WA(onwAc)—WA(:BAOZAc)

where W/} = me;&o,xmc;&w Px,
Consider an increasing sequence of subsets A; = [a,b], l = 1,---,k so that

biy1 = b+ R+ 1 < bo. Denote fi = Ea, f, Gi = Ga, and show by induction

that
~ ~ k ~
I=1
to deduce

_ k
IER, (/) — EX, (Nlleo < [T 11Gilloo Var(f).
=1
Show that when the state space is finite and the potential ® uniformly bounded,
sup; ||Gilloo < e"ME for a constant M > 0.

5.4 Logarithmic Sobolev inequalities in dimen-
sion d > 2

In dimension d > 2, log-Sobolev inequalities for local Gibbs measures with
constant bounded independently of the volume can be obtained when some
mixing conditions are satisfied. This last property gives a spatial decorrelation
which roughly speaking allows to approximate the system by a system of par-
ticles which are interacting only in cubes of finite size (for proving logarithmic
Sobolev inequality is simple).

This rough idea was developed in different ways in the literature ; the reader
may look at [69], [74], [98] and [110]. Here we present a formalism quite close
to the one developed in [98] and which is based on the strategy described in the
beginning of this chapter. It will clearly rely on a key intermediate property
characterized by what we shall call sweeping out relations. (One should realize
that our strategy does not rely on an a priori spectral gap property of the Gibbs
measure as described in [100].)

In order to illustrate the general considerations above, we will begin by
describing the so-called sweeping out relations and show how they lead to log-
Sobolev inequalities. Later we shall show how these relations can be deduced
from strong mixing hypotheses.

We shall again restrict ourselves to the setting introduced at the beginning
of this chapter where we are given a local specification (Ej, A CC Z*) described
by a finite range potential ®. Later we also consider the case where the range
of the interaction is infinite.
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5.4.1 Sweeping out relations

We shall say in the following that sweeping out relations are satisfied for a finite
subset X of Z% if
For any set A = {j + Xo} for some j € Z°, there exist constants a,(;-\) € (0, ),

such that for any i € Z*\A so that dist(i,A) < R,

3 19\ 3 3
(Qilvi(EAf)"’I:') <o) (EAqsIVif’lz) Y o (E,-Equ|V,-f%|2)
JEAU{i}
(5.4.42)
with

oM < Deeli-il (5.4.43)

where D,e € (0,00) are finite constants which are independent of i,j and A.
Here, in the discrete setting ¢; = vi(x;) where v; is an isomorphic copy of the
uniform measure on the finite set M (acting on the particle z; at site i), whereas
in the continuous setting ¢; equals identity.

Let us note that in the following, we shall always restrict ourselves to cubes
X, and shall subdivide large subsets A C Z° (or even Z itself) in small cells of
the type {j + Xo,J € Z°}. In this way, we shall obtain bounds on log-Sobolev
coefficients for Ej (or p) in terms of the log-Sobolev coefficients of the local
Gibbs measures {Ex,1;,J € Z°} when the sweeping out relations are satisfied
for Xo. The strategy is then to optimize on the choice of Xo. The fact that
we choose homogeneous partitions is of course irrelevant, except that it helps
to write the formulae more easily.

5.4.2 Proof of logarithmic Sobolev inequalities assuming
sweeping out relations

We assume in this part that the sweeping out relations are satisfied. M shall be
either a connected compact and smooth Riemannian manifold of finite dimen-
sion or a finite set.

To obtain log-Sobolev inequalities, we shall follow the strategy of section 5.2
and first define a suitable auxiliary Markov chain I, analogous to the chain E
studied in the last section.

To this end, for an integer number L € IN, for k € Z°%, we denote by
X = k + ([0,2(L + R)])¢, the translation by the vector k of the cube Xo =
[0,2(L + R)]? containing the origin. Later on it will be convenient to represent
s€Nasfollowss=3,_, ;4 v 21-1 with a family {vs}s=o,.. 20-1 C {0,1}%.

We denote 7, = {k € Z% k € (L + 2R)v, + (2(L + 2R)Z)*} and T = U5'Ts.

Set
T, =|J{Xs : ke T},

T, is the union of disjoint cubes of shape X, at distance greater to 2R of each
other. Let us also remark that U;<,<2¢_1T's covers Z°. 1t is important to note
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that, by construction, for any i € Z°, there exist an s € {0,...,2¢ — 1} and a
cube in Xy C T, such that i € X and d(¢, X§) > (L/2).
Setting [E, = ®x,cr,Ex,, we shall consider in the following

I(f)(w) = Eyu_,(- - By (E,f)). (5.4.44)

We shall assume hereafter that the local Gibbs measures E%, satisfy a log-
Sobolev inequality with coefficient € € (0, 00) independent of k € Z¢,

%.flog f — E%, flogEY, f < 2 EY, |Vf5|? (5.4.45)

for any non negative function f of class C'. This assumption is naturally satisfied
when the local specification is defined by a finite range potential & according
to property 4.6; the constant ¢ is then bounded by coe®!l2II2Z+R)? if ¢4 is the
log-Sobolev constant for the uniform measure v (see also exercise after 4.6).
Our goal is to prove that when sweeping out relations hold, IT satisfies the
conditions (Ci)-(Civ) of section 5.2. By definition of the local Gibbs measures
Ex,, it is clear that (Ci) is true. Hence, we need to consider conditions (Cii)
and (Ciii).
Proof of properties (Cii) and (Ciii) assuming the sweeping out rela-
tions
In this part, we shall prove that

Lemma 5.5 If Xo satisfies the sweeping out relations (5.4.42), there exist finite
constants \ € (0,00) and ¢ € (0,00) such that

IV (L)% P $ AL |VfEP (5.4.46)
and
IIf log f — (I1f) log(I1f) < 2¢ I |V f%%. (5.4.47)
Moreover, if there exists Lo > 0 such that for any L > Lo, anyv € T,
i) < Deeli-il (5.4.48)

with constants D, € € (0,00) independent of L, v € T, i € Y* so that d(, Y)<R
and of j € X U {i}, then we can choose L sufficiently large so that (5.4.46) is
satisfied with A € (0,1). Conseguently, if for n € IN, we define inductively
o f = " f(w) = I I f(w), II°f = f, we have for any w € Q,

I flog f — (I1™* f) log(I™* f) < 2= 1" |V {3 (5.4.49)
Remark 5.6: The constants (A, ¢) can be chosen as follows. Setting

e e P ) BREES o1
i J

J€Xr(yu{i} i€z
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where for s € {0,...,2¢ — 1}

() = E (Xe@) o Xuiin)) || o Kktis-2))
77;] = E a']l aJlJ? ]0—2.7
J1€X(iyUi\Tucz  Jo—2€Xy(j,_5)Yde-3\IN

with Xj(;,) being the cube of I';_; at distance less than or equal to R from j
forl=0,...,5s —1. Then we can choose

e=2%  sup AG)

s€{0,...,24-1}

with

A = p2e2 IRl g2 (o)
with appropriately chosen constant b dependent only on M, and choose A =
A(24-1)
In a few cases encountered for instance in random media, (considered in Chapter
9), the decay (5.4.48) of the coefficients a,(;-\) appearing in the sweeping out
relations for the local Gibbs measure E, is satisfied only for points (i, j) at a
distance greater than or equal to some typical length I(A) depending on A. For
the study of such situations in Chapter 9, it will be useful to make the following
exercise.

Exercise 5.7 Let us assume that for any cube Ay = [—L, L)?, the decay (5.4.48)
of the coefficients a,(J ) appearing in the sweeping out relations for the local Gibbs
measure is satisfied only for cubes Yo C AL of side greater or equal to a func-
tion d(L) of L. Show that Ep, satisfies a logarithmic Sobolev inequality with
coefficient bounded by Cd(L)""‘f:c"“’)d"1 for two finite constants (c,C) € (0, 00).
Show in particular that if d(L) = AlogL for some finite constant A, the log-
Sobolev constant increases at most polynomially with the side length of the cube
A in dimension 2.

Hints : Use cubes of side length of order d(L) to construct II, the bound on
log-Sobolev constants obtained in exercise 4.7 for the local Gibbs measures of
these cubes and the above controls.

Proof of lemma 5.5.
Let f be a differentiable function of L'(p). Putting f-; = f and fi =
ErEr,_, - -Ep,f fork=0,.. .,2% — 1, we first notice that

W flog /- ()l = T B < [Bsetos ]
24-1 E; fs-1
(5.4.50)
According to the hypothesis (5.4.45) and the product property of theorem 4.4,

Er, satisfies, for k = {0,...,2% — 1}, a logarithmic Sobolev inequality with
coefficient bounded above by ¢. Consequently, we deduce from (5.4.50) that

m“flogf —M“flogM*f <28 3. (oo (Evr,fE17))
s=0,...,24—
e (5.4.51)
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The sweeping out relations are now going to be useful to control the gradient
terms in the right hand side of (5.4.51). To this end, let us observe that for
any i € I';, we have the following two possibilities: either i € I',_; and then
Vifs—1 is null, or there exists a unique X = Xk(i) CTs-1s0that i € X,‘;'(i) and
d(#, Xk(:)) < R. In this second case, we use lemma 5.10 (see the next section)
which tells us that

1

3 3
'Vifsg—llz = IVI (EF.-l\X,‘(;)EX,,(,-)fs—z) ‘2 (5452)

1
b Br,_\X,,%|Vi (Ex,, fi-2) " |?

IA

with a finite constant b, equal to one in the continuous setting or when |[M| = 2,
and otherwise bounded by /|M|. We can now deduce from the sweeping out
relations and from Hélder’s inequality that

GlVi(Bx,, )3 < a- (Ot,(,-x"“")1‘-‘0(,‘(,»)q;lV.'f%l2 (5.4.53)

X
+ ) 0’51'"”)EiEXm)qlejf%lz)
JE€Xkiyu{i}

where

JEXU{i}

= (Xxi)) (Xe@sy)
o = sup (a,-,-" + Z a;; ) .
With (5.4.52), we thus obtain that
(x

1 .
Ivifaz—llz S b2a EI‘,_l\X,,(,v) (a“ k('))EXk(,-) ql'lvif,,%..zlz'*' (5.454)

(Xkiy) 3
+ Z Q;; o E‘.Exk(i)qjlvjfaz—2|2>
JE€Xk(iyu{i}
for any s > 1. We can reinterpret this last result in the following form

IVifiif? < b ( > (1-6&)E;+ 5:'1')ag{"('))IEs—lqjIijf_zlz) :
JE€X k(Ui
(5.4.55)
Repeating inductively the above arguments, we find for s > 2

X i X : 1
IVif2, 2 < (ba)? Zagj,"( ))a;,j';(“)) (Lizgj Bjy +8ij,) By—1 By —24;,| V5, f 25|
(*)

(5.4.56)
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where, (x) = {j1 € Xk@) Ui\ TTs-2|} U {j2 € Xk(j,) U1 \ I's-3} and where
we noticed that, since j; € Xj(;) U {i}, we did not need to write the term
(1 - 8;,5,)E;j, + 8j,5,- By induction, we arrive at the bound

1
Bya_y - By Vif [P <%t 3 n{PTg; |V, 3 (5.4.57)
Jj€EZS
with
— Xieny) (X5 (XkG,_a))
n,(;) = }: Z agjlk())a_g‘,j:(u))"'aj._h,(Jj 2)
J1€Xk(iyUi\T, -2 Je-3€Xk(j,_5)Yie=3\T"1
(5.4.58)
and where Xj(j) C sy forl=0,...,s -1
Noticing that
d
Ig;|V; 312 < 2100 v 32 (5.4.59)

and summing over all the i € T, in (5.4.57), we conclude that for 1 < s < 241,

Bya_y - B,|Vr, f2 |2 < b2~ @) e’I1®ll 11w 532 (5.4.60)

with

) =sup Y 17,
7 iezd

With (5.4.50) and (5.4.51), we obtain (5.4.47).
To prove (5.4.46), let us come back to (5.4.55) and note that for s = 24 -1,
we inductively obtain

1 d
Vifia P <8 ) > >
J1€Xk(i)Ui\Tym3 J2€Xk(5,)VUi1\Fams  Ge—2€Xi(j,_5)Ude-3\T"1
(5.4.61)

Xe) (Xery)  (XnGum)
"ijk”)“jxj;(") ceeag = (1 65,)Ey, +6,) THgy |V £ 512,

Since Uf;OP, = Z° for any j we can find an s € {0,...,2% — 1} so that j € T,

2 IRl £ 5|2 (5.4.62)

EiHg;|V; 32 < e10Ig; |V £3) <
where we used (5.4.59) to obtain the last bound. Summing up over all the
i € Z°, we deduce (5.4.46) from (5.4.61).

Finally, to prove the second part of the lemma, we remark that under the
additional assumption (5.4.43), n can be chosen as small as one wishes as long
as L is chosen large enough. Indeed, by construction, for any j € Z°, there exist
r€{0,...,24—1} and a cube Xi C I'; so that for any j € Xk, d(j, Xg) > L/2.
Henceforth, in any path W;; = {i = jo, j1 € Xky)Ui\ls, ..., Jt € Xie(jro)Udi-1\
Tsety s Js € Xk(jooy) Yds-1 \To,j = js}, there is at least one couple of points
(ji-1,41) at distance greater or equal to L/2. This in particular implies that in
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the sum defining of n,-z;_l, there is at least one term a;i';(”},“» < De~¢'L/2 We
hence obtain the bound
SonF Y <o -2pee L (5.4.63)
1
Since, under hypothesis (5.4.48), a is clearly bounded independently of L, we
can choose L sufficiently large so that A < 1.
Finally, the last part of the lemma can be proved following (5.2.6)-(5.2.9)
but without bothering about the limiting Gibbs measure p.
°
Proof of condition (Civ) when the sweeping out relations are satisfied
To show that II™ converges, as n goes to infinity, towards a measure p, we are
going to prove that (IT"* f,n € IN) is a Cauchy sequence for any continuously
differentiable function f localized in a finite subset of Z¢, uniformly in w € Q.
This in turn implies the weak convergence of II" towards a unique measure p.
Indeed, given a finite subset A of Z* and considering the set F of continuous
functions f localized in A, we note that F, is separable as M!Al is compact
since M is. Thus, we can consider a countable subset (f;, 7 € IN) of 5 dense in
Fa. By the standard diagonalization procedure, we see that if (II™* f;, n € IN)
is Cauchy for any ¢ € IV, uniformly in w € Q, (II™* f;,i € IN) converges
simultaneously along some subsequence. The limit then defines a probability
measure. By the property of local Gibbs measures, y is independent of the choice
of the finite set A so that we can define p on the set Q of all configurations.
Finally, uniqueness of p can be deduced from the uniformity of the convergence
with respect to boundary conditions. Hence, we need to prove that, in view
of (5.4.46 ), (II"™* f,n € IN) is a Cauchy sequence for any f € F5, A CC z°.
We can of course restrict ourselves to non negative functions f. Let n,m € IN,
n < m and a non negative function f € F5 be given. Then we have

" f(w) - I™ f(w)] < /H'"'"""(dﬁ)lﬂ"f(w) —II" f(@)] (5.4.64)
< sup |II" f(w) — II* f(@)] < [|]IT" f]].

w,w

A

Moreover, by construction of II, II" f is localized in a set A, so that |[A,| <
[diam(A) + n2(L + R)]%. Thus, we deduce that

e £l < IAn|~l|f%|loo~isEuAgl 1V (I /) ¥ [l
(5.4.65)
<Al 1 E oo - 11 S 1V (AP H)F PUIE < A2 (A - [1FFlloo - IV FE IS
1€EA,

where in the last line we made an inductive use of (5.4.46). Since the volume of
Ay, increases at most polynomially in n, we conclude that, when X < 1, |||II" f|||
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goes to zero when n goes to infinity, which gives with the help of (5.4.64) the
desired result.
o

5.4.3 Proof of sweeping out relations

In this section, we relate the sweeping out relations (used in the previous part to
prove logarithmic Sobolev inequality), to strong mixing conditions satisfied by
local Gibbs measures. We first describe these mixing conditions and show that
they are equivalent to decay of correlations properties. Then, we prove that they
imply sweeping out relations. At the end of this section, we prove that mixing
conditions are necessary to obtain logarithmic Sobolev inequality for local Gibbs
measures with uniformly bounded constants. Thus, this last result holds iff
mixing conditions are satisfied. We shall finally see that mixing conditions are
satisfied in some situations such as for example a high temperature regime.

Strong mixing conditions

For a subset Y C Z¢, we denote by |||f]|ly a semi-norm of f given by

Al = D 11Viflloo-
ieY
Here, when M is a connected smooth Riemannian manifold, V;f denotes as
usual the gradient operator acting on the variable at i, and, in case M is a finite
set, Vif = vif — f. f Y = Z¢, we use a short notation |||f|||z¢ = |||]||- In the
following, we shall measure the variations of a function f with respect to the
coordinates wy = (w; : 1 € Y) by

Vary (f) = sup |f(wy) — f(@y)l-
Wyc=Wyec
If Y = {j}, we simplify the notation as Vary(f) = Var;(f). We remark that
Vary (f) < 2||f||c and that the variation of f is related to the triple semi-norm
by

Vary (f) < all|fllly (5.4.66)

with, in the discrete setting, a < 2 and in the continuous setting, a < sy =
SUP, yem inflzy, With Iz y the length of a geodesic containing z and y and the
infimum being taken on the set of these geodesics.

Exercise 5.8 Prove (5.4.66).

Hints : Proceed by interpolation between w and @ by a sequence w\*) (for ji €Y,
k=1,...,|Y] a lericographical order in Y ) such that each term of this sequence
only differs from the previous by one coordinate, to deduce that

Vary (f) € Y, Var,(f).

k=1,..|Y|
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Prove the result for Y = {j} and conclude.

With the above notations, we consider the following mixing conditions :
Strong Mixing Condition (SMC):

There exists a constant ¢ € (0, 00) such that for any X C Z°, and any cube
Y C X¢,

Vary (Ex f) < RC(Y)e™ <4 Ar0X) | )| (5.4.67)

with a finite constant C(Y') depending only on the size of Y .

Let us point out that we shall only use in the sequel (SMC) for sets X
defined as the union of a finite number of sets obtained by translation of a given
cube Y. As we will show below this condition is equivalent to the following
strong decay of correlations property

Strong Decay of Correlations (SDC):

There exists a constant ¢ € (0,00) such that for any functions f, g with
finite triple norm on Z° and, for any boundary conditions w € §, we have

|B% (9, )] < Ae™ 44| lg]||- |11 £]] (5.4.68)

for a constant A € (0,00) depending only on min(|X NAy|,|X N Agl).
We have the following property.

Theorem 5.9 The strong mizring condition (SMC) is equivalent to the strong
decay of correlations (SDC).

Proof : Let us first prove that (SDC)== (SMC). Fix Y C Z°, aset X C Y*,
two elements (w,&) € Q so that wy: = Wye and a function f localized in
Ay C X. Since, by definition, the local Gibbs measures (E%,w € Q) are all
equivalent to vx, we can write

Y (f) — B%(f) = B% (6,5 f) (5.4.69)
with
§ ~= dE%
““  dEY

and E;‘;((y;f) = E;‘;((gf) - g’;(f)Eg’;(g) In the case where the range of the
interaction is finite (say R), one easily sees that d(Y,A(§_ ~)°) < R so that the

triangle inequality implies
d(As,A(, 7)) 2 d(As,Y) - R.
Applying (SDC) to (5.4.69) and using the last remark, we deduce that

|E$(f) — E% ()] < Cem4@AD |1 1] (5.4.70)
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with
C = AeFE, z I

(SMC)= (SDC) Conversely, for any functions (£, g) on Q such that A; N X
and Ag N X are disjoint, we have

B5(9,1) = B3 (Bx\a, (0). 1) = 55% @ B% ((Bxya, (9) = Exa, 0)(F - 7).

Consequently, if (SMC) is satisfied, we obtain

|E%(9,f)] < Vara,ax(Ex\a,(9)) - Vara,nx (f) (5.4.71)
< Aem dANXAX g1 (11111

with A < 2C. o

Study of sweeping out relations

We shall in this paragraph show that (SMC) results with sweeping out rela-
tions. In fact, we show in lemma 5.11 that inequality (5.4.42) holds with the

coefficients (ag\)) described in (5.4.80) and (5.4.81) respectively. We estimate
these coefficients at the end of the paragraph and show that mixing conditions
result with the decay (5.4.43) of these coefficients, second condition for sweeping
out relations to hold. To prove lemma 5.11, a key ingredient is the following
estimate.

Lemma 5.10 Let (©,A) be two subsets of Z° such that dist(©,A) > R. Set
Eour = Eo ® Ea. Then, for any i € Z° such that dist(i, A) < R, we have

IVi(EeuAf)%l <b (EGQiIVi(EAf)%lZ)% (5.4.72)

with b < [M|3 if [M| < co and b =1 in the case [M| = 2 or if M is a smooth
connected Riemannian manifold.

Proof : Let f be a measurable function of L!(E,) and F = E f. Let us first
consider the discrete setting. We then have

IVi(Eouaf)?| = |Vi(EBoF)3| = [vi(Be F)% — (Eo F)3| (5.4.73)
and so, as v; is the uniform measure on M,

L
IVi(Bounf)}] < M} (ln(Bo F)E - (BoF)H[7)". (5.4.74)

Moreover, Minkowski’s and Cauchy-Schwarz’ inequalities imply
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1 1 ~ ~ 1\2
uli(BoF)} — (Be )’ = 1@ ((EeF)} - (BoF)})  (5.4.75)

< %V;@E‘ (E@ (F%—ﬁ%)z)

Since dist(i,©) > R, Eg is independent of the coordinate w;, and we have

1. 1 o1\ 1 12 .
5vi®9 (Ee (F} = F4)) = Bon(F — i F1)? = Bous|ViF3 .

Putting (5.4.73)-(5.4.75) together, we obtain the desired estimate.
In the case where [M| = 2, we can improve this bound in the following way ;
we observe that

L 1 1
IVi(Bourf)?| = |Vi(Ee F)3| = §|(E®F|w,-=+1)% — (EoFlui=-1)%| (5.4.76)

<3 (B Rt s~ R ) = (morwirt)

. i 1 . . .
with |V;F3|? = 15|V;F3|%. In the continuous case, the same estimate is true
since

o=

1|EeViF| _ |[EeF3V,F}|
2 (EeF)?  (EoF)%
thanks to Cauchy-Schwarz’ inequality.

|Vi(Beur f)?| = < (BolviF?P?)

o
By mx,y we shall denote the best constant in the spectral gap inequality
satisfied by the measure EX|E(X\y)=- Let (Eg(‘,X cc Zd) be the Gibbs mea-

sures constructed with the potential {®xdi¢x}, X CC Zd}, that is the Gibbs
measures where the interaction with the spin at ¢ has been removed. We shall

denote by

0
&in= dByle, lz“-
! dEAlz R
Finally, for any X C A and ¢ € A°, we introduce a constant ng\(), given in the
discrete setting by

0% = Varanx (Eayx(&i4)) (5.4.77)
and in the continuous setting, if the potential Uy, is v Za-almost surely differen-
tiable, by

% = Varanx (Ea\x (IViU4])) - (5.4.78)

By definition, ng}) will be zero for any other couple (7, X).
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Lemma 5.11 Let A CC Z°* and F be a measurable function. Let i € A°.
o In the continuous setting, assuming that F is almost surely differentiable, we
have

FY
3

Z ef;-\) (EiEAIVjF%IZ) (5.4.79)
JEAFNA

o

IV:(EaF)}| < (EAw F}]? )

with \
2 2
€M = (-) . (5.4.80)

mA,j

o In the discrete setting, the following estimate is satisfied
1o\ 5 1(A) 1o\ 3
(wIVi(BAF)H?) " < e¥teon (Bavi|ViFH?) (5.4.81)
3 1
+2 (-M) el oon 3 (EBaw|V;FHP)”
A AF JEANAF

Proof : Here we shall only focus on the discrete setting, the proof in the con-
tinuous one being slightly easier and following almost the same lines.
Writing

(BrF)} = (BY F)} + ((BAF)Y - (B} F)}) (5.4.82)

and applying the same arguments as in (5.4.75), we obtain

1
2

(V;IV,-(EAF)%P)% < (%w@m ((E° F)} — (B F) )2 (5.4.83)
+ <%u,-®.7,- (®aP)} - (B} F)}) )

A 2
2

+ (%I/,~ R Y; ((E/\F)% - Eo'

We can estimate the first term in the right hand side of (5.4.83) by using
Minkowski’ s inequality so that

1
1 - ) 1 o~ 2\ 2 1 - . 1 ~1 2 %
<-2-u,»®u,- (®yF) - (B} F)¥) ) < (§V,~®V,~ £ (F? - F4) )

1
= (Ej’;u,w,-F% |2) i (5.4.84)
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Moreover, by definition of &; o, we notice that for any non negative function G,
we have

EYG = EAG+Ep(6a-1)G
= EAG+Ej (Eaaoéin—1)G (5.4.85)
< (14 Varanas (Eaac(éi4))) EAG = (1+ 1) ) EAG.

Using this remark with G = V;lV;F%lz, we deduce from (5.4.84) and (5.4.85)
that
1 o o) ?)? 3 1) 4
<§v,-®l/,~ ((E"A'F)% —(E?;F);) ) < [1+n§,')3F] (EAV,-|V,-F§|2)
(5.4.86)
which provides the desired estimate of the first term in the right hand side of

(5.4.83). The other terms only depend on the difference (EoF)3 — (ESi F)#% that
we are going to study. To this end, let us note that

|Ea(&ia — 1)F|

ESF)5 — (ExF)?| = -
I(EXF)? = (EAF)?] (EYF)f + (EAF)3

(5.4.87)

The above numerator can be bounded above by noticing that
1 . R . .
|5E4 @ En (Bavarin — Enardin)(F = F))| (5.488)

1 . .
EUEQFEA @ EA|F - F|,

|EA(&a — 1)F|

IN

with E, a copy of E5. Moreover, further computations give

L
. . 1 (1 - 1 -1 :
%EA QEAF—F| < (EpF)3 (—2-EA @ EA(F? — Fi)z) (5.4.89)

IA

3 1
( . ) (EAF)} (EalVana, FHP?)*

MAAF
Inequalities (5.4.87) - (5.4.89) give the following control
0, g 4 1 1 \? (A) 15\ 3
(B F)? — (BaF)3| < . M Ar (EAIVAnAFFfl ) . (5.4.90)

Thanks to (5.4.90), we obtain the following bound for the second term in the
right hand side of (5.4.83)

3

1
1 - 1 . o1\2)? 1 1
(’é’vi Vi ((EI\F')2 - (E?\'F)Q) ) < 1 nt(,l)\)r" (ViEAlVAnAFF2|2)

MAAp
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e”@” }.
<3 e (E:EAIVAnApF I) (5.4.91)
MA Ar
e”QHIMI% A 1
S/ LY DY (EiEAVjIVjF%I"‘Y
MA Ap JEANAFR

Similarly, we estimate the third term in the right hand side of (5.4.83) and, with
(5.4.83), (5.4.86) and (5.4.91), conclude that

(V,~|V.‘(EAF)%|2)% < [1 + n.‘,’k’p]% (EAu.-lv,-F% |2)% (5.4.92)

M| \? }
+2('—|—> eln®). Y (EEau|v,FHP)
yAAF

m
AA JEANAF

that is the desired result in the discrete setting.

o
For further use, we present here the following lemma
Lemma 5.12 For any A C Z¢
may 2 Mo e~4lelY] (5.4.93)

with mo the spectral gap for the product measure Vol

The proof is a direct consequence of property 2.6. In fact, in finite range inter-
action models, this result can be improved as seen in property 2.7. The main
interest of lemma 5.12 is that the estimate of m, y there is independent of A.

We can now establish sweeping out relations.

Theorem 5.13 (Sweeping out relations)

For any finite subset A of Z® which can be represented as the union of a fi-
nite numbers of cubes obtained by translation of the same cube Yy, there exist
constants a ol € (0,00), so that for any i € A, dist(i,A) < R, we have

o

(419:BaN ) <o (BanivirtF) + 5 o (BiEBansIvirie)?
JEAU{i}
(5.4.94)
If we additionally assume that the strong mizing condition (SMC )is satisfied,
then

a{) < Deeli-il (5.4.95)

for constants D, € (0,00) independent of i € A, d(i,A) < R and j € AU {i},
but eventually depending on the size of Yy.
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We notice that the dependence of D and ¢ on the size of Yy is not essential since
the sets A can be as large as one wishes, for a given size of Yj.

Proof': The idea of the proof is to apply inductively lemma5.11 and the uniform
bound of lemma 5.12.

Let us assume that A is defined as the union of a family of disjoint cubes
{Yx = Yo + Loy}, yx € Z¢ with k = 1,..., N, for an integer number N, and a
cube Yo with diameter Lo. Let us remark that for any cube {Yx, k € {1,..., N}},
lemma 5.11 implies

1 1
2 k)

(u,-lv.-(EA(EA\yk f))%|2) (5.4.96)

]

(wIviEAD®P)

L1y 5
LA (EAV,'|Vi(EA\ka)%IZ) ’

IA

1
32

+C77:(A) (EiEAVj |V;i(Eavy, f) 5 |2)
JEY

with C = 2(|M|/may,)3€!I®ll. Using lemma 5.12, we know that
C < A =2(|M|/mp)3ell®l+2L5)

In order to bound the first term on the right hand side of (5.4.96), we apply
inductively this relation. It will soon appear that the optimal sequence of cubes
{Yi,k € {1,...,N}} one can choose is to order them in decreasing order of
their distance to i. We hence let (kj,1 < j < N) be a lexicographical order
on {1,...,N} such that j — d(z',Yk;;) is decreasing and let A} = Uﬁ:z Yii -

!
To simplify the notations, we set 1),(1;,'*' =mnigand Yy =Yiy, il € {1,...,N}.
]
Using repeatedly (5.4.96), we obtain

) N L
(V4|Vi(EXf)%|2) T el (EXV{IV:’f%lz) ’ (5.4.97)
N 1
+3 4 ms Y (EBEAIViELNE)
=1 JEYi,

To bound the second term in the above inequality,

o we apply, for j € Y;; so that d(j, Al) > R, lemma 5.10 (with © = A} and
A=10).

o We notice that for the j € Y;; so that d(j, Al) < R, we can write a bound
for A} similar to that obtained in (5.4.97),

(viIViEn D} £)} < A T0amh (Bt i) (5.4.98)
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N-i 1
+Y 403 Y (BEaviIVi(Egaf)}P)
la=1 J2€Y5,1, !
where this time (k,’ ,1<lb < N-Il)isa lexncographlcal order on (ki,,
{l,...,N}) so that Iz — d(],YkJ ) is decreasing, A" 2 = U,2 ]_ij and we set

(a'2%) 2
Vi, = k”nl}i.vlz _77;[)9

Applylng these two arguments inductively, we finally arrive at

(Vx|V (Ex f)%|? ) <af) (EXVilvz'fﬂz)% + Za,(-}\) (E:’EXVJ'IVJ'f%IZ)%
JEA

(5.4.99)
with

N
ol < e e (5.4.100)
and

(A) < Z Z A" (':,),ngﬁ’)),‘ 77§(A-”) y,max{b mz}\xa(A)} (5.4.101)
1<nSNY} Y)Y} €

n

where 77&( ;, stands for max;e x 77,( y and where the sum holds over all the random

walks (Y},Y3,...,Y}) on the cubes in A such that d(z, Y}) = maxi<k<n d(3, Yi)
and

d(Yi,Yi_y)= max  d(Yk-1,Y) (5.4.102)
YEA\ULZIY)

and j € Y;}. Further, Ay = A\ U" 1Y
Now, assuming that condltlon (SMC) is satisfied, we see that by definition

of the coefficients 77( ) there exist two constants C, ¢ € (0,00) such that for any
ACZd,anyXCZdandZEZd,

) < Cemed )

and hence
77%\;' < Ce=tdY.X),

In particular, if (Y}, Yi_;) > Do = (2/€) (/|®]|(1+ 2L§) + log 2(|1M|/m0)),
An(A") i < Ce (/DAY Vi), (5.4.103)

We then conclude that .
o] < Coe=Crli~d! (5.4.104)

for constants Cp, Cy € (0,00) depending only on Lo. The proof is complete.
<
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5.4.4 Comments on the strong mixing assumptions

To complete this section, we comment here on the mixing conditions we assumed
to prove the logarithmic Sobolev inequality. We shall see that they are optimal
with respect to our strategy in the sense that when IT satisfies condition (Ciii),
some strong mixing property will be satisfied. We shall also show how to check
that (SDC) (and hence (SMC)) is satisfied in high temperature models.

Optimality of strong mixing assumption
Let us consider the symmetric transfer matrix

T=I'11

with IT as in section 5.4.2. Its adjoint IT* is given by a similar formula but with
the conditional expectations coming in reverse order. It is clear that by using
the same argument as in the last paragraph 5.4.3, and assuming (SMC), one
finds the following analogous of property (5.4.46) for T

IV(TF)? [ < N2V f3P (5.4.105)

with a constant A € (0, 1). We shall see that this bound implies itself the strong
mixing assumption. For further use, we recall we have the following estimate of
the variance of TV f, for N € IN,

WIVETS) = gued(TVS-TV5)

ATV £) ¥ [loo - Z IV: (T £)? |loo. (5.4.106)

IA

If f is localized in A(f), then by construction of T, the function TV f is localized
in the set Ay = {7 : d(i,A(f)) < 4d(L + R)N} satisfying |Ax| < CN? with a
constant C < (4d(L + R) + D(f))d if D(f) is the diameter of A(f). We obtain
in particular that

SV (T ) oo <OV (1Y (TV ) P 1l) (5.4.107)

Thus, applying (5.4.105) with (5.4.106)-(5.4.107), we arrive at the following
bound

WY T <2l - ONY (11974 1) . (208)

Since T is self-adjoint with non negative eigenvalues, its spectral radius (see e.g.
[12], p. 15) is given by



81

sup lim (u(TNf; TNf))f" < b} (5.4.109)
fec, N-=oo
and so
W(TN £ TN £) < AV ), (5.4.110)

Let us now assume that we are given two functions f and g localized in two
disjoint sets A(f) and A(g). Setting N = [d(A(f),A(g))/C], and assuming N
even (up to replacing it by N + 1) we see that

ATFf)NA(T5g) =0

so that T%(f_q) = Tg(f)T%L(g). In particular, as p is invariant for T,
b(5;0)l = W(TE £ TE) < (Wr¥ 118 )} (wr¥etde)’ Gany

<AV (u(£; ) ¥ (u(g;9))F
Since (u(f; f))}" < C|||fl|| for a finite constant C', we conclude that we also have

(f;9)] < O MUEHADAGD=1) 1. g (5.4.112)

with 1

Similar arguments can be developed in any finite volume (by modifying T ac-
cordingly) so that the strong mixing condition is indeed equivalent with condi-
tion (5.4.105).

Proof of (SMC)in the high temperature models

Here, we consider local Gibbs measures (E%,A CC Z°,w € Q) defined by a finite
range potential ®. We shall assume that ||®|| is sufficiently small (corresponding
to the high temperature situations) and shall show that the strong decay of
correlation property (or equivalently the strong mixing property) is satisfied.
We follow here the papers [63] and [34].

On A CC Z°, let us consider a lexicographical order (j;,i=1,...,|A|) and

set '
Vi = Z ox
*
where the sum is taken over all the finite subsets X with non empty intersection
with A, containing j; but not (jk,k < 7). With such a definition,

1Al

Ua(z) = )_ Vi(a).

i=1
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Up to replacing Up by U — [ Updva, we may always assume that the energy Up
is centered with respect to the product measure v5. Then, Jensen’s inequality
implies that the partition function Z{ is bounded below by 1.

Let f and g be two bounded measurable functions localized respectively in
A(f) and A(g). We are going to prove that, if ||®|| is sufficiently small, there
exists a constant € > 0 so that

ER(f;9) < e @ AUDAD )11 llg]ll- (5.4.113)
To this end, let us first notice that
1 ~ — _Ur_TT ~
EX(f9) = —‘Tg/(f = g = 9)e~Ur="Vrdyp(2)dva(3). (5.4.114)
2(zy)

. ; _VIi_U .
Putting 2§ = e~VA=VA — 1, we can write

1A|

e—UA—ﬁA — H(Z:\ + 1) = ZHZK

i=1 i kei

where the sum i goes over all the subsets of {1,...,|A|}. Observe that the
(24,3 € {1,...,N}) are localized into sets of radius bounded by the range of
the interaction R. Hence, introducing this decomposition into the right hand
side of (5.4.114), we see that only the i’ such that the (ji, k € i) make a path of
points in A at distance less or equal to R joining A(f) and A(g) will contribute.
Denote by Wh(s),a(g) the set of these paths. We then have, since Z¢ > 1,

<y ¥ [ir-Tlo-a[[Ilan@dne) (G415

IEWa(1),a(9) kei

According to (5.4.66), we have |f— £l < a|||f||]. Moreover, the following uniform
bound
K] < & = 2[|@|je!1*!

holds. Further, we observe that, in any dimension d, we can find a finite constant
Cy,r depending on the number of neighbours of a point in Z° and of the range
R so that

[Wa A < CHRAEO,

Hence, we conclude according to (5.4.115) that
IBX(£9)] < a*CGR AN HARDAD 1)) g

which gives the announced statement if §*Cy g < 1, that is if ||®]| is sufficiently
small.



Chapter 6

Logarithmic Sobolev
inequalities and cellular
automata

In this part, we introduce and study cellular automata. This approach to obtain
log-Sobolev inequalities for measures possibly non related to a given potential
was introduced by one of the authors (as an extension of the result for finite
convolutions contained in {109]). It was later studied by G. Gielis ([46]) who
used an idea based on disagreement of percolation to cover an extended high
temperature domain. Here we shall use cellular automata to establish loga-
rithmic Sobolev inequality for dynamical systems with possibly infinite range
of interaction. The transition probability of a parallel cellular automaton is
described by a product probability ; if C is a countable set, we consider the
transition probability on Q = M€ given by

PH@) = [ £®) Siec bt () (6.0.1)

where (p¥, 1 € C) are probability measures on M which are absolutely continuous
with respect to the uniform measure

Py (dw;) = pf (@i )vi(das).

As before, we shall concentrate on the case where M is a finite set, the contin-
uous setting being easier to analyze. The operator P given by (6.0.1) can be
considered as the transition matrix of a Markov chain.

Let (P™“,n € IN*) be the family of transition probability measures defined
by induction as follows P**1% f = P(P™: f)(w), PO f = f(w). We shall show
that, under some conditions specified later, the following logarithmic Sobolev
inequality is satified with a constant ¢ € (0,00) independent of n € IN* and
w€EN
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P (flog f) — P™* flog P™ f < cP™¥|V f}[?. (6.0.2)

We shall see that under proper assumptions P™*“ converges as n goes to infin-
ity towards a probability measure p on €2, the limit being independent of the
configuration w € Q. This limit law g will also satisfy a logarithmic Sobolev
inequality. The limiting probability measure has a priori no link with the Gibbs
measures introduced in the previous chapter. Also, we point out that the tran-
sition matrix P is in general not symmetric in L?(u).

We begin with the following central proposition

Proposition 6.1 Suppose that

w
A= sqpsuBH sup p_g < o0 (6.0.3)
* ww k wyiye =W{i)e pk 00

and

SI}pmax ng’j , Z&j{l < 00 (6.0.4)

Jjec Jj€ec

with the notation

w
.i_l

(6.0.5)
o

f,'j = SUE
W{iye=w{iye

©o

Then, there erists a constant A € (0, 00) such that for any non negative function
f, we have

IV(Pf)}? < APIVFEP. : (6.0.6)

Remark 6.2: The constant A can be chosen for example as follows

2
2 = b2A% sup max [Z &, Zﬁj,] (6.0.7)

JEC Jjec
with b < |[M|% if [M| > 3 and b = 1 if M has cardinality 2 or is a Riemannian

manifold. The constant co can be chosen equal to sup; , |05 [lco * || (ps"’)—1 [loo-
Proof of Proposition 6.1. For any i € C and any non negative function f,
we can show as in (5.4.72) that

IVi(PF)3? < 2wl Vi(PFF]? = b us ((Pf)%; (Pf)%) (6.0.8)
The right hand side of this last inequality can be rewritten as

Pfw) -PF@) \?
PN ) + (PF %(a)> (6.09)

w (Pn5@Ent) =1 [uwens)
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with the notation & = w(;}c o @;. Using a lexicographic order {ji € Chen, we

obtain ~
Piw) —PI@) =Y Pi (v f - Pif) (6.0.10)

IEN

where P =P, , = = @< Py, ®@s>i p;‘;'. With the notation (6.0.5), we have

s —Rfl = G ) < 2Hesalle (i (1) F (7% £9)
N
< 2ef el (5(N) (195 521) " (6.0.11)

with a constant co < sup; ., 165 [0 - | (p‘J‘!)'l [loo- We now deduce from (6.0.10)
and (6.0.11) that

~ L L i 1 3
Pfw) - PF@) < 3 28ed lillee (Props (1) (PromgIvasil)”.
IEN
(6.0.12)
Now, if
A =sup sup H sup Pie ,
T W,WENkEC w(ipe =W iy Pk oo

let us observe that for any ! € N, and all w,& € Q, we have

A1 PF(w) <P @pF(w,&) < A-PF(w) (6.0.13)

so that we can estimate the right hand side of (6.0.9) by

2
Pfw) -Pf@) \ sy ke (1o, phi2)?
((Pf)%(w)+(7’f)%(c”u)) < | X s (P1vas ") ) (@) (60.14)

< 2A2coZ€ij] Zfijplvjf%lz(w)

Jj€ec Jjec
where - we recall - that w and & only differ at the site 7. Inserting this result in
(6.0.9) and using (6.0.8), we obtain

IVi(PHE? < 87 (AP0 & Z&j/"i(dw)ﬂvjf%lz

jec | jec

IN

b2 A4COE€¢'J‘ ZS;j'PIij%ltz (6.0.15)

jec ] jec
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which gives, after summation over the i € C,

J€C J€c

2
[V(Pf)3? < | b2 A%co sup max [Z&j,ZQ.] PIVFE?  (6.0.16)

which finishes the proof of the proposition. o
Proposition 6.1 will be the key ingredient in the proof of the following theorem.

Theorem 6.3 Assume X of (6.0.6) is strictly smaller than one. Then there
exists ¢ € (0,00) so that

P™ (flog f) — P™ flog P f < cP™¥|V f5 2 (6.0.17)

for any n € IN and w € Q, and every non negative differentiable function f.
Consequently, the probability measure p = lim, o, P™“ satisfies the logarithmic
Sobolev inequality with the same constant.

Proof. For a non negative differentiable function f, we set f, = Pf,_; with
the convention fy = f.
P fa-1log fa1 = P¥ fa_1log P fa_1 < G P¥|Vf7_ |2 (6.0.18)

By proposition 6.1, we find that

P fa-110g fao1 = P¥ fa_1log P fa_1 < 280A" "1 PY|V £3 )2, (6.0.19)

Thus, we deduce, as in section 5.2 (see (5.2.5) and (5.2.6)), (6.0.17) from (6.0.19)
with ¢ = ¢5/(1—A) when A < 1. To prove the second part of the theorem, let us
remark that using (6.0.10), for any (w,&) € Q2 so that w;ye = W{i}e, we have

[PYf —PYf| = Y P (Pj: ((% -1)v,, f)) ’ (6.0.20)
] P;
and therefore -
[P“fF=PUfISAY &;PIV;fl. (6.0.21)

jec
Now, for any n,m € IN, n > m, we see that

It is not hard to see that

[P™ f(w) = P F(@)] < D IIViP™ flloo = [IP™ £ (6.0.23)
ieC
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Since (6.0.21) implies that for any i, [|ViP f|leo < AZJ. &iil1V;flloo, we deduce
that

m

WP™ Al < AS?pZ&j 1A (6.0.24)
i

which, under our hypotheses, converges towards zero as m — oo. Hence, we
have shown that (P" f)ﬂ€ IV is a Cauchy sequence, uniformly with respect to
the boundary conditions w € Q. This is sufficient to guarantee, as we saw in
part 5.4, that (P"), . pv converges towards a unique probability measure .
o
In the last part of this chapter, we discuss the case where the cellular automa-
ton is described by a potential. In other words, if for a potential ® of possibly
infinite range of interaction and a subset C of Zd, weset U; =5 XCCC:X3j dx,

then we define the transition matrix Pg by (6.0.1) with p; = e~Yi fy;e~Ys,

To study the ergodic properties of P, we shall try to find natural conditions
under which the assumptions of the latter proposition are satisfied. With the
same notation as above, let us first note that for any wy;jc = &yi}e, we have

3

P

< exp (2 Z Varx (Qx)) (6.0.25)

XCCC: X3k

In this case, we see that

A < exp (2 sup D |X] Varx(<1>x)) < ¢tli®lis, (6.0.26)
' Xcce:X3i

and that

XCCC: X34,k XCCC: X34,k

&ij <2 Z Varx(®x) exp (2 Z Varx(®x)|. (6.0.27)

Here, we used the notation

lellB,=sup Y |X]-[[@x]leo- (6.0.28)
1€2¢ ycczd: X5

We shall assume in the sequel that ® = {®x}xccz« belongs to the Banach

space B, of potential with finite || - ||, norm. Then,
sup max [ng‘j , Zﬁﬁ] < 2¢2%1Im2 |||, (6.0.29)
! jec j€ec

Using the previous proposition, we can hence write down the following result.
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Theorem 6.4 Assume that the cellular automaton Pg is described by a poten-
tial ® € B,. If||®||B, < Bo € (0,00), for a sufficiently small By € (0,00), then
there exists a unique invariant measure p for the semi-group P = Py satisfying
for some constant € > 0 and for any differentiable function f,

1P f — pflleo < e~ (II£II- (6.0.30)

Moreover, there exists a finite constant ¢ € (0,00) such that

pflog f/uf < 2ep|VF5|? (6.0.31)

for any non negative function for which the above right hand side is finite.

Remark 6.5: The reader interested in ergodicity questions about cellular au-
tomata may like to consult for example [72], [46] and [47] and the references
therein. It is interesting to note that the question whether the limiting proba-
bility measure of a cellular automaton is a Gibbs measure or not has not been
addressed in the general setting of a potential ® € Bj.



Chapter 7

Logarithmic Sobolev
inequalities for spin systems
with long range interaction,
Martingale expansion.

We now come back to a spin system described by a potential ® = {®x } xcczq
as introduced in chapter 5. However, we remove the assumption of finite range
of the interaction to extend the previous results to ® € B3, that is, satisfying

Blls,=sp S IX]-@xlle < oo
€29 y-czd: X3i

We shall prove that when the uniqueness condition of Dobrushin is fulfilled, the
unique Gibbs measure in infinite volume satisfies a logarithmic Sobolev inequal-
ity. To this end, we shall first recall a few facts from the uniqueness theory
of Dobrushin ([27], [41], [94], [45]). Then, to prove the logarithmic Sobolev
inequality, we follow an approach based on martingale expansion introduced in
[69]. To simplify the notations, we restrict ourselves to the case M = {1, +1}.

7.0.5 Long range interaction systems

Given a family of probability kernels {Ex = Ek ¢ }xeze on a probability space
equipped with a o-algebra I, the interaction matrix Cyi, k,l € Z4 of Dobrushin
is defined by
Cu = sup sup |[E¥ (A) — E¥ (A)| (7.0.1)
w,aen:w(,)c =;{|}c
where the supremum is taken over all -measurable sets A.
Hereafter, we shall assume that the following condition is satisfied
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Dobrushin’s uniqueness condition

sup 3 Ci < 1 (7.0.2)
l€Zd

Let us recall the very nice result due to H. Follmer [41]

Theorem 7.1 Assume Dobrushin’s uniqueness condition holds. Then, for any
A C Z¢ and w € Q,we have

[EX(f; 9) < Z Vari(f) Dii Van(g) (7.0.3)
kJeA
with
Du=) Cp. (7.0.4)
n=0

Remark 7.2: One can see as in section 5.4.4 that Dobrushin uniqueness condition
is satisfied when for a sufficiently small positive real number g,

”(I)”Bz < ﬂO

but that this condition is not necessary (see [94], [45] for examples of possibly
large potentials and for some other types of potentials see [79], (38]).

Theorem 7.1 shows that the local Gibbs measures satisfy a property of decay of
correlations, the crucial step to obtain a logarithmic Sobolev inequality in the
previous parts. In order to use it to prove a logarithmic Sobolev inequality, we
shall first prove an auxiliary lemma which will be essential to get sweeping out
relations. To this end, let us denote as in section 5.4.3,

_ dEX(‘) e~ {UA®)=Ua(w)}
Ei’A(W) = dE‘K [Zw(i)/zw]
A A

(7.0.5)

with ""(ziz\i = wza\; and w,(i) = —wj, then

Lemma 7.3 If Dobrushin’s uniqueness condition holds, for any A CC Z¢ and
alli € A°, j € A, the quantity

Nij = sup Varj(EA\j&,A) (7.0.6)
Accze

satisfies

sup max (Z Nij, Z nj,-) < oo. (7.0.7)
i

jeze j€zZe
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Proof : To estimate the quantities Var;(Ea\;&;i,a), let us remark that

" W) "
[EZ\ &4 — By Gial < [ER\; (6,4565,a\5) | + Var;(&ia). (7.0.8)
Using theorem 7.1, we obtain
B\ (6a5€5.a\5) | < )" Vare(& a)DriVan (éj,a\5)- (7.0.9)
kIEA\]

Consequently, to bound (7.0.9) as well as the second term in the right hand
side of (7.0.8), we have to bound Vark (€ A). To this end, let us go back to the
explicit definition (7.0.5), to obtain

Val'k (Ei,,\) S "ZX/Z‘K(') "oo Vark (e_{UA(w(i))"UA(W)}) S 5“‘ (7010)
where we have set

éik = 262”0” Z Va.l'x (q)x).
X3ik
To use this bound, we note first that Cix is summable in i or k. In fact, changing
the order of summation according to Fubini’s theorem for non negative variables
and since Varx (®x) < 2||®x]|c0, We get

1 _ ~
eI S0 Cu= 37 3 Varx(@x) <23 1X] - [1@xlleo < 2/[®Im,

kezZd k€Z3d X3i,k X3i
(7.0.11)

with the right hand side finite with our hypothesis. We can thus bound (7.0.9)
as follows 5 5

ER\; (Gaséian) 1S 3 CiDuiCi. (7.0.12)

kJEA\]

Since under the Dobrushin uniqueness condition, the family Djy; is summable
with respect to k,l according to theorem 7.1, we deduce from (7.0.10) and
(7.0.11) that the right hand side of (7.0.12) is also summable over i and j.
Combining this remark with the bounds (7.0.8) and (7.0.9) completes the proof.

(o
Lemma 7.3 is the key to the following theorem.

Theorem 7.4 Assume that the Dobrushin uniqueness condition is satisfied for
a system with potential ® € By. Then, there exists a constant ¢ € (0,00) such
that for any A C Z¢ and w € Q, we have

“ flog (;E—i;—f) < CEY VA2 (7.0.13)

for any non negative function f such that the right hand side is well defined.
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E. Laroche [64] proved a similar result for exponentially fast decreasing inter-
actions. (Also, note that the method used in [75] proves similar results for
exponentially decaying interactions.) Here we present a proof based on lemma
7.3 and a martingale expansion of relative entropy (introduced in (69]).

Proof : Let us consider a lexicographical order {ix,k=1,..,N = |A|} of A and
set Ay = {1}, Any1 = Ap U {in41}. Let E, = Ej,, and, for a non negative
measurable function f, set f, = E, f, fo = f. We then deduce from lemma 7.5
applied with cubes reduced to single point sets that

f
En flo

N f log Enf
with co the smallest constant in the log-Sobolev inequalities satisfied by all
the local Gibbs measures restricted to a single spin o algebra related to points
{ik,1 < k < N}, uniformly with respect to boundary conditions. Applying
lemma 7.3 and proceeding as in section 5.4.3, it is not difficult to see that there

exist non negative coefficients a,(;-\) so that for any n € {1,.., N},

N
<co Y EN|Vi fI [ (7.0.14)
n=1

i An 12\ 7
View )P 3 o) (BIV;£37) (7.0.15)
J€ARU{ing1}
with A
vij = sup o) (7.0.16)
Acczd
satisfying

7 = sup max (E Yij Z ')’j,') < 0. (7.0.17)

J€zZ Jj€Z?
It is then easy to deduce from (7.0.14) that

En flog <co-YEN|VayfI2. (7.0.18)

f
Enf
Indeed, inequality (7.0.15) gives

Vi (Enf)* 2 < ( > aS}‘"’) Y oMEV; 2 (7.0.19)

JEARU{i} JEAU{i}
< 7 ) YiaiEal Vi3
J€An
so that

N N
ZENIVy,f,?_II"’ < YD Y. %WENIVfEP (7.0.20)
n=1 n=1 jeA,u{i}

< 7 ) En|Vif5|* = y2En|Va, fH2.

JEAN
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(7.0.15) thus implies the desired estimate. °

7.0.6 Martingale expansions

In this section we present a different useful way of organizing the proofs using a
martingale expansion of relative entropy(introduced first in [69]; see also [75]).
We consider spin variables with values in a finite set or a smooth connected
Riemaniann manifold M. Let Ly € 2IN and Y = Yy + Lo - yx be the translation
of the cube Yy = [—Lo/2,Lo/2]¢ centered at the origin by the vector Loy,
yx € Z°. The vectors (yx,k € IN) are ordered according to a lexicographic
order compatible with the distance d(-,-) on Z*. We define a sequence of finite
subsets of Z°¢ by A; =Y; and Anq1 = AqUY41. Wedenote in short E, = E, .
For a continuously differentiable function f, we set fo = f and fo41 = Enq1fn =
E,+1f. We then have the following

Lemma 7.5 There ezists a constant cq € (0,00) depending only on the size of
Yy such that for any N € IN and any continuously differentiable non negative
function f, we have

N
f i o2
En flog 7 < COXI:ENWY" I (7.0.21)
Proof : Let us first notice that
B (fa-ilog 222 ) = B, (als g 22—) (o)
Enfn—l ' En,Y,.fn-—l

with E, y, the restriction of E, to the o-algebra Ly, . According to lemma 7.6
below, at any point w € 2, the measure Ef, ,, satisfies a logarithmic Sobolev
inequality with a constant ¢ € (0,00) independent of w € Q and n € IV.
Consequently, we get

En (fn—l 108 Ef'}_l 1

Using this inequality with (7.0.22), we obtain lemma 7.5. It thus remains to
prove the

1
) < coEn|Vy, f2_,|2 (7.0.23)

Lemma 7.6 Let cy x be the constant in the logarithmic Sobolev inequality for
the restriction Ex|X(x\y). of Ex to the o-algebra ¥ x\y).. Then, for any
continuously differentiable non negative function f localized in a set Y C X, we
have

Ex flog ! < cy,x Ex|Vy 32 (7.0.24)
Exf
with
0<cyx <@-etll®ll (7.0.25)

if co is the constant in the logarithmic Sobolev inequality for the probability
measure V.
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This lemma is a direct consequence of property 4.6. Indeed, the probability
measure E% is absolutely continuous with respect to the probability measure

E‘)"(‘Y = E% (VY ) /E4 (V) = b« ®vy ®Hi%\y if vy is the product probability

measure on (z;,i € Y). The corresponding density Py x (@y) = ;%%L satisfies
X,Y

e~ 2yl < A x(@y) < et2li®llly] (7.0.26)

so that property 4.6 provides the desired estimate.



Chapter 8

Markov semi-group in
infinite volume, ergodic
properties

In this chapter, we study Markov semi-groups acting on functions of infinitely

many variables of MZ". We first construct them as limits of sernl-groups de-
scribed in section 5.1 with localized potentials. This construction is important
to insure that such semi-groups are Feller continuous, but also to be able to
approximate them by Markov semi-groups in finite volume (see the exponen-
tial approximation property of Theorem 8.2) which are easier to study. Such a
construction can be found in the literature in [64] (for the continuous setting)
and [67], [100] (for the discrete setting); see also the references given there. We
then study the uniform ergodicity of these infinite volume semi-groups when
the corresponding Gibbs measure satisfies a logarithmic Sobolev inequality. We
show that they converge uniformly towards this Gibbs measure with an expo-
nential rate. This result is actually part of the so-called equivalence theorem,
which states equivalence with such a uniform convergence (for semi-groups with
a Gibbs measure satisfying a logarithmic Sobolev property), but also with other
properties of the Gibbs measure such as a spectral gap inequality. We discuss
this theorem in the last section of this chapter.

8.1 Construction of Markov semi-groups in in-
finite volume

In this section, we present a construction of Markov semi-groups in infinite
volume when M is a finite set (the continuous setting being left as an exercise
to the reader).

Let Q = MZ’ be the configuration set and {E%}, ccZ wen be a local
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specification constructed with the product measure pg = V®Zu and a interaction
potential ® with finite range. We shall use the notations of the chapter 5 (see
section 5.1).

We can easily define, for X CcC Z°, finite volume semi-groups by their
generators

La= Y Lx
iX+jCA

with
Lx+if =Ex4if—Ff.
We denote by P,(A) the corresponding semi-group.

Exercise 8.1 Show that for any subset A the operator L formally given above
1s well defined on the space of functions f for which the following semi-norm is

finite
Nz Y- 1IViflle
ieZ*
were V;f = f —v;f.

The goal of this section is to prove the following result

Theorem 8.2 For any local function f, the following limit in the uniform norm

exists )
Pf:= lim P f
' AMZ '

and defines a Feller-continuous Markov semi-group on C(2).

Moreover, we have the following ezponential approzimation property : for
any A € IR, there ezists a constant B € [1,00) depending only on A such that
if A C Z° is sufficiently large, contains A(f) and dist(A(f), A¢) > Bt, then

P:f — P flleo < e=4¢I1£11I- (8.1.1)

Proof :
We will show that for any couple (A1, Az) € (Z%)?, A; C Az so that Az\A,
is a cube of a given size, the semi-groups P! := P(A1) and P? := P(A3) satisfy

1P f = P flloo < e~ 2= AN 1141l (8.1.2)
if
dist(A(f), A2\A1) > Bt

for a finite constant B depending only on A for

_ [dist(A(f), A2\A1)
N= [ R+dia,m(2X)1 ]
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with the square bracket denoting the integer part.
To prove this estimate, note that

t d t
Pf-Plf = /odszP}_,Pff=[; dsP} ,(Ly— L£1)P2f (8.1.3)

where we have set in short £; := Ly, for i = 1,2.
i From (8.1.3), we immediately deduce that

t
1P2f = P lleo / dsl|(L2 ~ £1)P2f|loo

IA

IA

t
Co / ds Y |IViP?flleo (8.1.4)
0

JEA2\AL

with a finite constant Cq depending only on the size of A;\A; and the interaction
.

We are hence naturally interested in the quantities V; P, f for a finite volume
semi-group P. We present below a simple study of these quantities.

Let us first remark that

t
- - d ~ -
VJPtf—PgV]f = /dSEEPt_,VjP,f
0

t
- / dsB._,(V;, [)B, f (8.1.5)
0

with [V;, £] = V;£ — LV;. We also point out that, due to the local structure
of the generator, we have

v;,L) = ¥ [V, Lx+x]- (8.1.6)
k:d(k,j)< R+diamx
Moreover, one can easily see that for any smooth function F, we have
V5 Lx+ulFlle < D el ViFlloo (8.1.7)
le{jYuX+k

for uniformly bounded constants aj;. We deduce from (8.1.5), (8.1.6) and (8.1.7)
that

VB flloo < 1195 flleo + /0 ds 3" DulIVi B, flleo (8.1.8)
1]

with a matrix D with uniformly bounded coefficients such that

Dy=0 if d(,1)> R+ diam(X).
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Since V;f = 0 if j does not belong to A(f), we can use (8.1.8) inductively to
conclude that
5 S N pm)
IViPflloo < Z szjl Vi floo (8.1.9)
n=N; l

where
_ | dist(j, A(f))
N; = [R+ diam(X)]

and DJ(.?) is the jI*h entry of the matrix D™ the n-th power of the matrix D. We
can estimate these coefficients by noting that if C is a finite constant satisfying

c
Pit S BRT dem(0) 712

for any (jl), we have
DY) <cm.

As a consequence,
~ SN tC)Ni
1955l < Y Sompifiy < $E22 Ni, eIl (8.1.10)
n=N; ' :

Observing that for any n € IN*,
n!'> e logn-2n
and choosing B € (0, 00) such that
C
2—logB +logC + B <-24

we conclude that for

. _ [dist(A2\Ag, A(F))
N_u}fN]_ [ R + diam(X) 2 Bt
we have 5
IViPifllo < e~ A0=AN| £]]]. (8.1.11)

Using (8.1.11) with P = P2? in (8.1.4), we deduce that for any sequence
{P@A9) i € IN} of Markov semi-groups such that the A;’s are a Van Hove se-
quence (i.e are constructed by addition of the translation of a given cube),
{P(A‘) f,i € IN} is Cauchy for any local function f. Hence, the limit

Pf = lim PM
' AZ° )
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exists for any local function f. Furthermore, if A = Ay, we have

[e ]
IPf — PV flle < Y 1IPA f = P o
n=N

1Co Y. Y. IViPA flle

<
n=NjeAn\An-1
)
< G YT N e AN
n=N j€EAn\An-1
)
< et (CoIAoIZL"'le'“) A (8.0.12)

L=N

with the notation

dist(An\An-1,A(f))
R + diam(X) '
This last estimate completes the proof of the exponential approximation. As
a consequence, since in finite volume P(*) is strongly continuous, the same is

true for P. Since the local functions are dense in C(2), P extends naturally to
a Feller-continuous Markov semi-group with generator

L= Lx4j

jeZ?

M=

Exercise 8.3 Generalize theorem 8.2 to the continuous case, i.e. to the case
where M is a smooth (compact) connected Riemannian manifold and L, has
the form
La= Y (Ai+ViHAVS).
ieZ®

where Hy = Yy ®x. Hint : Follow the arguments of the proof of theorem
8.2; (note that here it is important to keep the terms Delta; with i ¢ A in the
approzimating generator).

Exercise 8.4 In the case where the potential ® is not of finite range, but sat-
isfies
l|®llB, = sup Y |X|-[|®x]lu < 00
ieZ® X3i

show that the following exponential approzimation property holds : for any A > 0
and any § > 0, there exists a finite constant C so that

1P.f — P flloo < e~ 4011511

provided that
d(A, A(£)°) 2 Ce™.
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8.2 Uniform ergodicity of Markov semi-groups
in infinite volume

In this section, we summarize the main links between the log-Sobolev inequality
and the uniform ergodicity of Markov semi-groups in infinite volume, (see [59],
[60] and [98]-[101]).

Again, we are given a local specification {E% } XccZ* we

form product measure po = vOZ' 3nd a finite range interaction potential ®.
Then, the following relations are satisfied

Q defined by a uni-

Theorem 8.5 Assume that we can define a Gibbs measure p in infinite volume
and that it satisfies the logarithmic Sobolev inequality with a coefficient c.

In finite volume, assume that there exists a constant Cy € (0,00) such that
for any non negative function f, any A CC Z°,

1P oo < eCHINEL[f]. (8.2.13)

Moreover, assume that the finite volume exponential approzimation is satisfied,
that is, for any local function f, any A € R*

1Pef = P flleo < e #l1£1I] (8.2.14)
provided that for sufficiently large A,
dist(A(f),A®) > Bt

for a finite constant B depending only on A.
Then, for any 6 € (0,1), there exist a finite constant C(6,A(f)) and a
positive real number m € [1/c, 0o[ such that for any t > 0,

IP.f = uflleo < C(6,A(£))e™ ™ |II£]]].

Remark 8.6: If {Ex, X CC Z%)} satisfy a classical Nash inequality with con-
stants growing at most exponentially with the volume, (8.2.13) is satisfied ac-
cording to theorem 3.3.

Proof : Let us first note that the following decomposition holds

|Pf = nfl < [PV = uf| + PV f ~ PS). (8.2.15)

The second term will be estimated by the exponential approximation property.
For the first term on the right hand side of (8.2.15), we note that, by Holder’s

inequality, for any ¢ > 1,
IPNf —ufl = IPPLES - uf)l

< |PMIPM S~ uplo)
CilA 1
< = (BalPN S - ufl)” (8.2.16)
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where we used hypothesis (8.2.13). Moreover, by definition of P( ), for any time

t, P A)f uf is Tpor measurable if f is when AR = {i,d(i,A) < R}. Hence,
(usmg the assumption that the potential ® is bounded and of finite range), we
can find a finite constant Cs so that

EalPA)f — pfl9 < eCaloMu (PR f — pf)a.
Noting as well that

(wlPNf - ufl") <IIPAS = Prciflloo + (WPt f — pfl9) (8.2.17)

we deduce from (8.2.16) that

IEVF —uflleo < e (ulPe-sf = pf1DF +1IPDYf = Proaflloo }
+IBNF = Peflloo. (8.2.18)

CilAl+Cyl84A] {
q

By the exponential approximation property, we conclude that if f is a local
function and A is chosen sufficiently large, so that A(f) C A and its diameter is
of order t > 1,

c!(t41)19-1 cl(t+1)1d-t

1PN = pflle < e 5 (u(Perf — )N ¢ + e 5 e 4| £]]]

for a finite constant C}. If moreover p satisfies a logarithmic Sobolev inequality
with a coefficient ¢ < oo, let us recall that theorem 4.1 implies that for any

6 € (0,1) such that g < g(452,2,¢) = 1 + ™2,

(WlPretf — pf19)% < (u(Pacf — uf)?)¥ < &™)\ f = ufll2

where m is the spectral gap of £ which is bounded below by ¢~! (see theorem
i (t41)d=1 ) .
4.9). With such a choice of ¢, the factor e™ = is uniformly bounded in ¢
and we obtain the desired estimate.
(o}

Exercise 8.7 Ezxtend the theorem to the case where ® € B,.

8.3 Equivalence Theorem

We consider a local specification {E4 } q defined by a product measure

AcCcZ'w
Mo = v®Z" and an interaction potential & = (¢x) « with finite range R.
When needed, we shall indicate more explicitly the po ential defining the local

specification by the following notation {E} 5}, ccZ wen
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For A CC Z°, we shall call P,(A’w) = e*“Av the Markov semi-group generated

by
Law=0u,(D L)
i€A
that is, the semi-group acting on the variables {0;,i € A} and with fixed bound-
ary conditions. There, we used the notation
(Owrc £i) (@) = Egiy f(@an(iye 0 waen(ije) — (@A o wae)

in the discrete case and

(Bune L) F(@) = (Ai = ViUi(@a o wae).V;) f(@a 0 wpe)

in the continuous setting.

Now, we present the result from [98] relating mixing conditions and ergod-
icity.
Theorem 8.8 The following conditions are equivalent

(i) Strong mizing conditions

There exists M € (0,00) such that for any A CC Z°, any w € R, and any
local functions f and g localized in A,

[EX (£, 9)] < e~ MIADAGD | £])).]]jg]]).

(i) Complete analyticity condition :
For any n € IN and any potentials {x,k = 1,..,n} with finite range, the
map

(21, -y 2n) = EX""*‘ZL: zk\"k(f)

is analytic in a neighborhood N{|2x| < €} of the origin for some € independent
of ACC Z¢, we Q and of the local function f.

(ii1) Uniform spectral gap inequality :
There ezists a constant m € (0,00) such that for any A CC Z°, and all
wEQ,

m E{(f - ERf)’ <ER(IVSP)
for any function f for which the right hand side of the above inequality is well
defined and finite.
(iv) Uniform logarithmic Sobolev inequality :

There erists a constant ¢ € (0,00) such that for any A CC Z°, and all
w € Q,

f ") 1

E‘xf) S CEA(IVfQ'Z)

for any non negative function f for which the right hand side of the above
inequality is well defined and finite.

EX(flog
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Remarks :

1) The equivalence between (i) and (ii) is due to Dobrushin and Shlosman
[22] who proved the equivalence between some 14 conditions encountered in
statistical mechanics. The proof of the equivalence with (iii) and (iv) was given
first in [98].

2) Similar assumptions remain equivalent if one replaces the sequence of
finite sets by a van Hove sequence. In this setting, the equivalence between (i)
and (ii) is due to E. Olivieri and P. Picco [77], the others to S. Lu and H.T. Yau
[69] as well as F. Martinelli and E. Olivieri [75]. These results allow to extend
the domain of validity of logarithmic Sobolev inequalities to a larger class of
potentials.

3) The implication (iv) gives (iii) was already seen and is a direct consequence
of the definition of logarithmic Sobolev inequality. The converse implication is
in general rather unusual. It is intimately related to the assumption that the
Spectral Gap inequalities are assumed to be obtained uniformly with respect to
the finite sets A and the boundary conditions.

4) The implication (i) gives (iv) can be proved as discussed in details in the
previous chapters.

5) The fact that (iii) implies (i) is due to the exponential approximation
property. Indeed, we have

A(f9) — EX()ER(9)
EX (PM)(fg)) - BX(f)EX (9)

EX(f,9)

Using the exponential approximation property, we get

PA) gg — P P gl < o= At 111 gl

as long as
d(A(f), Alg)) =~ Bt

for some B = B(A) € (0,00). As a consequence,

[EX(f, 9)|

IA

[EX (P £, PRV g)| 4 e= 4411 £111- Mgl

1
(B2 (P91 - BB (P - B49)?)
+ e 41£11 - gl

Using the uniform spectral gap inequality, we obtain (i).

IN



Chapter 9

Disordered systems ;
uniform ergodicity in the
high temperature regime

The simplest example of disordered systems we consider is described by the
following formal Hamiltonian

H(o) = Z Jijoi - 0j

li-jl=1

with the spins o; in {—1,+1} for the Ising type models, and for continuous
models such as the rotator, the spins take on values in a smooth manifold such
as an N-dimensional sphere. (For example if N = 2, one has the representation

0;.05 = cos(¢; — ¢;)

with ¢; € [0, 27].)

In this chapter, the J;; will be taken at random. It is assumed that the J;;
are independent and identically distributed.

One can easily imagine that in such systems on the infinite lattice Zd, large
regions will have strong couplings. Thus the interaction in such regions will be
of low temperature type. However, if the inverse temperature 3 (used to scale
the Hamiltonian in the formal expresion for the Gibbs measure) is sufficiently
small, “most” spins in the system will effectively interact weakly. The system
is therefore mostly of the type studied previously, but exhibits with probability
one (with respect to the realization of the couplings) large regions of strong
interaction. As a consequence of this general picture, the Glauber dynamics
should still converge at high temperature towards the unique Gibbs measure but
its convergence will be slowed down due to these regions with strong couplings.

To illustrate these ideas, we shall first describe the proof given in [110] of
the absence of spectral gap at any temperature for models in which the J;; can
be as large as one wishes with positive probability.



105

Secondly, we shall bound almost surely the growth of constant in logarithmic
Sobolev inequality for local Gibbs measures in dimension 2 as a function of
the volume and deduce a stretched exponential decay of the dynamics towards
equilibrium (that is a decay with rate going to zero as the exponential of —t8
for some 6 € (0,1)).

9.1 Absence of spectral gap for disordered fer-
romagnetic Ising model

Here, we restrict ourselves to the Ising model

oie{-1,+1), Q={-1,+1}7 .

We shall also assume d > 2. We consider the Hamiltonian given, for any A CC

Zz°, by

HX(O') = HX(J,‘T) =- Z Jijo'ia'j + z J,'_,'O','wj.
li-jl=1,4,j€A li-jl=14€A,j€EA°

where the couplings (J) = (Jij, (i,j) € Z°) are independent identically dis-
tributed real valued random variables on a probability space (J, By, IP). We
denote by IE the expectation under IP. We shall assume that IE[|J;;|] is finite.
We can associate to H}y the local Gibbs measure E} y on {1, +1}A given by

1 w
ER3(doa) = - e PHE (@) gudM (0y)

AJ
with 1
dl‘l'O(o') = 5(&7:—1 + 60=+1)~

In case when the couplings (J) can take with positive probability values as small
as one wishes, that is (IP(|J;;| < €) > 0 for any € > 0), and EJ;; = 0, for any
B > 0 one can define with IP-probability one a unique Gibbs measure pj in
infinite volume as a limit of the local Gibbs measures E} ; (see [43], [29], [34]).
Indeed, with IP-probability one, the couplings J;;) will be as small as needed
inaset Cp = {i € Z°, 41| + liz| + .. + |ia| € [L,L + 1]} with | as large as
one wishes provided L is large enough (as a consequence of the Borel-Cantelli
lemma). Thus, the expectation under E} j, C! C A, of functions localized in
the sphere Sy = {i € Z4,|i1| + |i2| + .. + |ia| < L} will weakly depend on the
boundary conditions w (with a correction going to zero exponentially with I
growing to infinity). Consequently, with /P-probability one, one can construct
a Gibbs measure in infinite volume and it is unique. [This phenomenon is
even sharper when one deals with couplings (J) which can be null with positive
probability; as soon as one can draw a closed loop surrounding the origin of null
couplings, the expectation inside this loop is independent of the spins outside it
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and therefore does not depend on the choice of the local Gibbs measure E{
soon as A contains this loop.]

Despite this decay of correlations and uniqueness of Gibbs measures, we
will show that the generators of the corresponding Glauber dynamics have no
spectral gap. To this end, let us consider the Glauber dynamics generated by

Lif =) (Emf-f)
ieZ*
The construction of the associated infinite volume semi-group P? can be done

in a similar way as in nonrandom case considered before, (see [53]). We shall
see that the following result is true.

Theorem 9.1 For any 8> 0, if
P(J;; >J) >0 et IP(|Jijl<a) >0 (9.1.1)

for a sufficiently large J > 0 and a constant a > 0 sufficiently small (depending
on (), with IP-probability one,

inf P =LNS) _
711 g (f - paf)?
i.e., the generator L3 has no spectral gap IP-almost surely.

(9.1.2)

Proof : Let us consider the configurations of the couplings (J) such that, if we
put AL = [-L, L]¢, (J) is in the set

P, ={V(,5) Ck+AL Ji; >J and Vi€ Ag,j€dAy, |Ji| < a}
with k € Z°. Here,
k+AL={(i,5)=k+ (5, 5) € AL}.

We claim that, for any L € IV, with [P-probability one, (J ) belongs to ’Pk AL
for some point k of the lattice. Indeed, P(’Pk AL = ( %) is strictly positive

according to our hypotheses for any L € IN and k € Zd Consequently, the
Borel-Cantelli lemma implies that for any L € IV,

p( U 7i.) =1

keZ®

We can assume without loss of generality that k is the origin and thus assume
that (J) € Px:°.

For such a conﬁguration of the couplings, we shall compare the restriction of
the Gibbs measure py to ¥4, with the measure ERL’ 3 with Dirichlet boundary
conditions (e.g. w = 02A¢ at the boundary of Ap).

In fact, for any function f localized in Ap, we have
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pa (X0 f )22 < efaploAl B ((0:1)") . (9.1.3)
us (F=mf) B}, (- 14f)

Moreover, in Ay, if J is large enough, we can use the results of Thomas [104].
We then find a constant a > 0 such that

EO . a', 2
fll’llf; Ag,J (Zs( f) ) - < Cl(J)e_‘ma'aAL'. (9.1.4)
BY, 5 (f - BY,.f)
(9.1.3) and (9.1.4) imply that

- u.l(_-ﬁ.l_(_)i)_f% < el6a=Ta)BlonL| (9.1.5)
L1 py (f = psf)

Since L can be taken as large as desired, we conclude that when 6a < Je,

nf @(-_&Qﬁ% =0 [Pas. (9.1.6)
S py (f = paf)
°
Absence of spectral gap was also proved for the rotator model in [53] where
the spins take on values in a unit circle and the interaction is described by the
potential

_ [ Jijcos(pi — ;) if X = {ij}
x = { 0 otherwise (9.1.7)

with the (J;;) taking again arbitrarily large and small values with positive prob-
ability. Thomas’s estimates need then to be replaced, in order to estimate the
spectral gap of the generator in the low temperature regions, by the use of
Ginibre’s inequalities [36].

9.2 Upper bound for the constant of logarith-
mic Sobolev inequality in finite volume and
uniform ergodicity, d=2

In this section, we prove an upper bound for the constant in the logarithmic
Sobolev inequality in finite volume in dimension 2 and show that it implies
uniform ergodicity for the dynamics of the corresponding infinite system. We
describe the strategy developed in [53]. It relies on the controls obtained in [99],
[100] and [101] and described in chapter 5. Under some additional but physically
quite general assumptions, sharper results were obtained later by Cesi, Maes
and Martinelli [14] giving optimal controls in any dimension. These results
show that if the tail of the random variables (Ji;, (¢, j) € Z°) decreases faster
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than exponentially, the log-Sobolev constant c(A) for the local Gibbs measure
localized in A decreases very slowly and more precisely, when A = [-L,L)¢,

¢(A) < expcf(loglog L)~ (log L) s P.a.s.

However, when the tail of the random variables (J;;, (i, j) € Z%) is exponential,
¢(A) decreases only polynomially with the volume. In this setting, the estimate
obtained in [53] is on the right scale.

We restrict ourselves here to the discrete setting, the generalization to the
continuous setting being straightforward and given in sufficient detail in [63]. We
shall denote by = MZ the configuration space with a finite set M. (J, By, IP)
will denote the probability space on which the external random coupling lives.
The Hamiltonian of the system is given by a potential & = (®x) xez of real-
valued measurable functions on J x Q such that

- For any X C Z°, the function ® x(J,-) is continuous and X x measurable.

- For any i € Z°%, we have

Z ”(PX(J! )“oo < 0o

X€F
X34

-The family {®x(-,w), X € Z°} of random variables is mutually indepen-
dent. Moreover, the random variables ®x (-, Tjw) and ®x (-,w) are identically
distributed.

Furthermore, we shall assume that the interaction is of finite range, that is
there exists a finite positive real number R such that ®x = 0 when diam(X) >
R, IP-almost surely.

The Hamiltonian of the system in finite volume A is then given by

H{(e)= ) ®x(J,on0wse)
XNA#0

where oA o wj< is the configuration described by o inside the cube A and by w
outside A.
Remark 9.2: In the previous section, we considered the particular case (but

most commonly studied) where
Ox(J,0) = Jijoio;

if X = {1,7} when |i — j| = 1 and ®x = 0 otherwise.
We associate to @ the local specification (E{ ;,A CC Z%) as before. We
consider the dynamics generated by

Lf = Z{E,-+xf - f}

for a finite set X of Z%. The construction, for IP almost all J, of the semi-group
P? in infinite volume can be achieved as in chapter 8.1. We then obtain the
following exponential approximation property.
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Theorem 9.3 Assume that ® = {®x}xeF is a finite range potential such that

sup sup IE[||V;éx||%] < oo
ijeZ’
for a finite real number K > d. Then, the limit

Plf= lim P)f

MZ?
exists IP-almost surely. Moreover, for any cube A, any A € IR* and any local
function f, we have

1P f = P flleo < e”4* D@11 (9-2.8)
provided that d(f,A°) > L for a constant L = L(A(f), R,J) almost surely finite
and d(f, A°)1=% > Ctfor a finite constant C € Rt depending on J, A(f), A and
for some & € (0,1).

9.2.1 Bound on the log-Sobolev constant

The basic idea to control the log-Sobolev constant is to show that a decay of
correlation property is satisfied by the local Gibbs measures E} ; but that it
will depend on the size |A| of the finite volumes under consideration. More
precisely, we prove the following

Property 9.4 Let Ay =[-L,L]%.
Assume that
(H1) For any € € IR, we have

Eexp{¢]|89)(3,)||1} < 0o (9.2.9)
with o
1803, )l = Y 112x(T,)lloo-

(H2) There exists Jo > 0 sufficiently small so that
n= sg{p P{||®x]||oo > Jo} (9.2.10)

belongs to (0,p%(2, R)) with p’(2, R) a universal critical percolation ezponent.

If (H1) and (H2) are satisfied, there erist a finite constant ro > 0 and a
constant M € (0,00) such that for almost all J, L sufficiently large, for any
A C Ay, and any w € MiAzl

E} 5(f,9) < e MAADAGD| 7)1l
for any functions (f,g) localized in AL such that
d(A(f), Alg)) 2 rolog L.

Moreover, ro goes to zero when py goes to zero.
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Using the result of exercise 5.7, one deduces from this property the following
almost-sure bound on the log-Sobolev constants.

Theorem 9.5 Let Ay = [-L,L}* for L € IN. If (H1) and (H2) are satisfied,
there erists a finite constant co > 0 such that IP almost surely, for L sufficiently
large (L > L(J) with L(J) being IP-a.s. finite)

o(ER, 5) < exp{co(log L)41}.
Moreover, co goes to zero when p; does.

To complete our proof, we shall prove property 9.4. The proof is in fact a
slight generalization of the computation presented in section 5.4.4. To simplify
the notation, we assume R = 1, the generalization being given in details in [53].
Let us notice, following [34], that

E{s(fie) < ePerlesexlOlle Sh T L (a1

YEW(£,9) {i.5} €

with W(f, g) the set of paths in A connecting A(f) and A(g) and
Zij = {6“" = Lif |¢i;] < Jo
1 otherwise.

Under (H1), we know by Chebyshev’s inequality that for any ¢ > 0, there exists
a finite constant C. such that

€
P(sup Y ||¢xlloo > ;logn) < Cen™2.
" X:jeX
Hence, for any € > 0, any sufficiently large n
€
sup Y |léxlloo < 7 logn (9.2.12)
J€An ¥ 4
GEX
almost surely, by the Borel-Cantelli lemma.
Moreover, according to Kesten [63] , if
/\j(r) = inf Ca‘rd({z)]} € 7 :.”¢in00 < JO)
YEW (£,9),d(A(1),A(9))27 card({i, j} € 7)

and if
pP1= E[“‘ﬁunoo > Jo] < p2(2: 1),

there exists ro(p1) > 0, ro(p1) — 0 when p; — 0, such that for any 5 > 0,
PL() U jnf {Ai(rologn) 2 n}] = 1.
nEW"ije "
With (9.2.11) and (9.2.12), we conclude that almost surely, for any n and all
A C A,,, we have

ER 5(f,9) < const.(e*e — 1)74ADAG) | 7| |||g]|
provided that d(A(f), A(g)) > rologn.
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9.2.2 Ergodicity in infinite volume

We shall deduce from theorem 9.5 a stretched exponential decay towards equi-
librium of the Markov semi-group in infinite volume. We follow the steps of
chapter 8.2. The theorem states as follows.

Theorem 9.6 Assume that conditions (H 1) and (H 2) are satisfied with p; > 0
sufficiently small. Then, there ezists 6 € (0,1) such that for every local function
f, with IP-probability one, we have

P2 £ = p3(Hlleo < AL, De [IIFIll (9.2.13)
for any t > T(A(f),J) and with almost surely finite positive random variables
C(A(f),3) and T(A(f),J)-

Proof : Let a local function f be given. Assume ng large enough so that
A(f) C Ang = [—no, +ng)?. Let Jlo C J be a measurable set with IP-probability
one such that the conclusions of property 9.4 and theorem 9.3 are satisfied on
J. Choosing L sufficiently large, we know that for such configurations of the
disorder, the conclusions of theorem 9.5 are satisfied. We thus have that

|P] f(w) = pafl
|PIA fw) = B§ a, fI+ 1P f = PP flloo + I3 f = E§ 4, ]

<
< IR fw) — S o S+ eI+ e MO )] (9-2.14)

if d(A(f),A2)*™" > Bt and E§ , is the Gibbs measure in finite volume with
free boundary conditions. We saw above that, with the result of theorem 9.5,

we have for any § € (0,1) and ¢ = 1+egc%,

1
P f(w) ~ B0 Sl < eMnnllela (BS \ [P f() — B o, £19)

§—-1)t
< Q2llHsanlle/qn U5

(9.2.15)

We thus obtain that for n sufficiently large such that d(A(f),AS)!~" > Bt, or
in other words for n of order tl'é?,

(-1t _ — —
IPPf(w) —psf| < eHHuanlleolae™=5™ o e= 48| £1|| 4 e~ M (=m0 £]|].
(9.2.16)

Clearly, this bound can only help us if g‘: (that is ":_") goes to infinity with n.
In particular, if this ratio goes to infinity faster than'logarithmically with n, we
almost surely have

Jim |[Hy,a0ll0/q = 0.
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When d = 2, we have

en ~ né

with £ going to zero as p; goes to zero. Consequently, when 3 is sufficiently
small, choosing n!~" ~ Bt, we obtain

IPlf(w) —psfl < e ||IA
(9.2.17)

with a constant ¢y > 0 and
a=1=1-¢

-1
Since we took t = n'~"/B’ with n > N(J) and an almost surely finite random
variable N (J), this result is obtained for ¢t > T'(J), with an almost surely finite
random time T'(J). °



Chapter 10

Low temperature regime :
L? ergodicity in infinite
volume

At low temperature, it frequently happens that there are several coexisting
phases; (see e.g. [96], [45] and [90] for more detailed description of this phe-
nomenon and further references). For example, let us consider the ferromagnetic
Ising model given by the interaction Hamiltonian

Hy(o) = - Z 00 — Z oiw;

li-jl=1,4,5€A li-jl=1,j€A"

and

“(f) = Zi / f(0)ePHE @y,

with vy the product measure on the spins (0y,¢ € A) with marginal law v =
(1/2)(d+1 + 6-1). One knows that for sufficiently large 3’s the following two
limits exist and are different,

lim Ef = ut, lim EY =p~
INY 7 A INY A

where + (resp. —) means that all spins at the boundary of the set A take
the value +1 (resp. —1). In such a setting, one cannot hope anymore the
infinite volume semi-group to be uniformly ergodic. However, one can look for
L? ergodicity. For instance, it is expected that for ferromagnetic Ising model in
dimension 2, there exists a positive constant ¢ such that for any local function

f
pe(P.f — < f)? < e =VElIA|

with € = + or — (see Fisher and Huse [40]).



114

F. Martinelli [73] has shown that for any local function f and any M € R*,
there exists a finite constant c(A(f), M) such that for all times ¢ > 1,

p¥(Pef = ut ) < o(A(F), M)E=M ]| 1.
His proof relies on the spectral gap estimate
Ef (f(-£
inf —A% Ut f)f) > ¢~o(L)L (10.0.1)
+ ER, (f-E}, f)?

if Ay = [~L,L)? and limy_,e 0(L) = 0. If m%(Az) denotes the spectral gap
constant with free boundary conditions, he also proved that

m+(AL) =

. 1 0 _
IlJlTI(I)lo 5L logm”(AL) = —75 (10.0.2)

where 75 > 0 is the surface tension.

For related results on this subject, one can read [104] and [57].

We shall discuss hereafter the proof of (10.0.1) and (10.0.2), as well as that
of the L?(u™)- ergodicity of the semi-group in infinite volume.

10.1 Spectral gap estimate

10.1.1 Strategy

The strategy we propose below slightly differs from that originally proposed by
F. Martinelli relying on a clever use of auxiliary bloc dynamics. Here, we may
as well consider other auxiliary dynamics. However, both approaches are more
or less equivalent and require the same kind of basic estimates.

We shall denote by p a probability measure and will present a general scheme
to establish a spectral gap inequality for p with respect to a Dirichlet form €.

The basic idea is to decouple the difficulties by introducing auxiliary opera-
tors. In fact, we see that if m is an operator in L?(y), for any function f € L% (p),
the triangle inequality yields

I1f = wflle < UIf =7 fllz+ ll7f = pfll2. (10.1.3)

Let us now assume that m was chosen so that there exists § > 0 such that for
every bounded measurable function f,

llrf = bflloc < (1 =) = Bflleo- (10.1.4)

Then, if 7 is self-adjoint in L%(u), we have

rf —ufllz < (1 =)|f — pfll2 (10.1.5)
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since (see [76] or [12])

llmf —pflle _ (Sup nvr"f—ufum)* |

T = pfll  noveo \jit Nf = #flleo

Hence, we deduce from (10.1.3) and (10.1.5) that

1£ = flls < 11f = 71z (10.1.6)

To obtain the desired result for the Dirichlet form under consideration, we need
the following additional property

p(f —nf)* < CE(f, f) (10.1.7)

for a finite constant C. Then, we conclude that

Wl - ) < SEG ). (10.1.8)

We recall that F. Martinelli [74], (following an idea of Holley), applied the
above strategy with the specific choice of

1 n
= EY¥ — w
H A> =2 Z EA
i=1
for subsets A; of A with possibly non empty intersection. Such a 7 generates
the so-called bloc spin flip dynamics.
The next exercise shows how it can be used to control the spectral gap in

the high temperature regime.

Exercise 10.1 [ See [74](Thm 4.5) ]
Let Ap = [-L,L)? C Z*. We assume in this ezercise that the interaction is
of finite range and that the local Gibbs measure E{ on ¥, satisfies the miring

condition
VaryE{ f < Ce~ MY XA £,

for finite constants (C,M) > 0 (see section 5.4.8 for the notations ). As a
consequence, there exists a unique Gibbs measure p in infinite volume for the
local specification (E4,A C Z°%).

Show that if for any L € IN, we setl

EY (6: f)?
inf inf inf 1+wa,J(Zs( if) )
max;gica(ki—ki)SL ;e Z°¢ [ E.’+AK)J(fa f)

myp =

with Ag = [k1, k4] % - - x [ka, k'], there exist two finite constants c,c’ such that
1 d

m(2L) > (1— \/Lf)m(L +dVIlogL). (10.1.9)
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Show that for p € (1,2), we can find Ly € IN so that m(Lg) > m > 0 and
pL > 27Y(L + ¢VLlogL) for L > Lo, to conclude that there ezists a positive
constant m’ such that for all n € IN, m(Lop™) > m’ > 0. Conclude.

Hint: Proceed by induction; Consider a set R = k+[];¢;¢4[0,4] withl; < L
for 1 < i < d, with, to simplify the notations k = 0 and T, >l > . >y,
1> VL. Let, fork,n € IN, kn < 11/2, Ay = [0,11/2 + nk] x [0,15] x - - - x [0,14)
and Ay = [11/2+ (n — 1)k, 1] x [0,15) x -+ x [0,14]. Notice that, under our
hypotheses and since d(A(En, f), 0A1) = d(A(Ea, f),0A3) = k, fori=0,1,

“EA-'+1EA2-.'f - E’Rf”w < e‘Mk”f - ERflIOO

Let = $(Ep, + En,). Show that for any integer p > 2

[1F = Br flleo < 51+ €™ P = Er

Deduce that since

[N 0

Er (En,(f - Ex/)?)! + 3Br (Ba(f - Ew, )},

N =

(Er(rf-f)?)? <

we have

(En(f - Enf)2)% <(1- e"M")"1 max{m(Al)'l,m(Ag)'l}

X<ER(Z(3J)2+ > (6.'f)2))%~

iER 1€EAINA;

Summing overn € {1,...,no}, bound (Ex(f — E'Rf)z)% in terms of m(AP) 2,
i=1,2 and proceed by induction to bound similarly max{m(A,)~!, m(Aq)~1} to

arrive at
m(L) > (1— e M*)3(1 + ng!)"9m(271L + nok).

Choose wisely M and ng to conclude.

10.1.2 Spectral gap estimate

In the high temperature regime and in dimension 2, we choose, (compare [74]),
Mm= EI’ T = EA; . 'EA,._,EA,.EA,._,--EAI
with, for i € {1,...,n = 2[2L/[eL]]} and € > 0
A; = [[eL](:—1)/2 — L;[eL])(i — 1)/2 + [eL] - L] x [0, L].

Following the strategy stated below, we need to bound ||f — 7 f||, in terms
of the Dirichlet form and 7 f — uf uniformly. For the first term, the triangular
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inequality and local Gibbs measures property imply that

lf=7fllz < 22 (EX (EAI o 'EAi-[i/n]n —Eyp, - ’EA-+1-[-'/..1,. )f) 2) ’
i=1
n :
< 2) (Bt -Enp)?)". (10.1.10)

i=1
Moreover, property 2.7 shows that there exists a constant ¢(3) < oo such that
Ep, (f — En,f)? < ePLEy, (Z (3jf)2) :
]GA|

Consequently, we obtain

n
2e5°P)L N E[|VA, f?])

i=1

1f == Fll2

IN

1
2

4[eLIne’PIL (EX[|VASIY])? . (10.1.11)

IN

Moreover, F. Martinelli proved that for the ferromagnetic Ising model (see [74],
p. 68) the following bound is true

Property 10.2 For any € > 0, L sufficiently large,
lImf —Ef flloo < e™EIIf = E} flloo-

Consequently, for this model, we deduce that for any € > 0

8L

+ + £)2 L

EI(f-EXf) < ;(]___e——meL)eC(ﬁ)e E} (E(ajf)’) (10.1.12)
J€EA

which gives the desired estimate on the spectral gap.

Property 10.2 relies on the precise knowledge of the fluctuations of the in-

terface between the phases of +1 spins and —1 spins in dimension 2 (see [30])

which allows to see that the restriction of E[(J' ﬁ;'l-ﬂ'?’l]) to the o-algebra generated

by (¢i,1 € [0,L] x [0, - M VL)) depends very weakly on the boundary condi-
tions w. Here, (+, +,+,w) denotes the boundary conditions where all the spins
on the sides at north, south and west are equal to +1 whereas they take the
configuration w on the east side. This observation allows roughly speaking to
see that Ex, Ex, f ~ Ea,un, for overlapping sets Ay = [ky, k1 + L] x [k}, k] + L],
Az = [ka, k2 + L] x [kb, k5 + L] with intersection of the form Ay N Az = [k, k +
M+/LIN[l,1 + L], and by induction that 7f ~ uf.
In case of free boundary conditions, F. Martinelli [74] proved that
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Property 10.3 For any ¢ > 0,
llmf = Ef flloo < (1 — e7Pre(+14CLID) | £ — B fl|

which in turn implies that

EA(f E° f) < _ec(ﬁ)eL+ﬁ‘rp(1+14e)(2L+1)E+ (Z(ajf)Z) (10'1.13)
JEA

and gives a lower bound on the spectral gap. F. Martinelli has also shown that
the bound (10.1.13) is on the right scale by bounding above the spectral gap by
choosing, in its definition as an infimum on test functions, the test function

= HEieri>o - IIZ:iEA 0i<0'

10.2 L? ergodicity in infinite volume

We obtained in the previous section spectral gap lower bounds in finite volume
decreasing with the volume faster than |A|~7. Following the remarks we did
when we studied the ergodicity for disordered systems, the method employed
there is in this case useless. In fact, one does not know in general how to deduce
ergodicity in infinite volume from such estimates. This is due to the lack of
balance between the finite volume approximation of the semi-group, which says
that we can approximate P,f by P~ f for n of order ¢, and the spectral gap
estimate which provides an exponentlal decay to equxhbrlum of P f with speed
myut, going to zero when n is of order ¢. ,

Fortunately, in ferromagnetic models, the finite volume approximation of the
semi-group can be avoided. We briefly describe the arguments used in this case
restricting ourselves to the discrete spins and considering a generator

£f =Y (Bwf - =Y cl)af

with 1

1+ 2P Dicil= %9

Ci (0‘) =
and )
&f = f(e¥) - f(o).

Then, it is not hard to see that for any configuration (¢, n) such that o; < 7;
for any 7 and any j € z°,

cj(o) <cj(n)  ifoj=nj=-1

and
cj(o) > c;(n) if o; = mj = +1.
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Thus, the more spins with state +1 will be contained in a given configuration,
the higher the probability that the Glauber dynamics will turn the spins into the
state +1. This heuristic can be characterized by the construction of a coupling

(see [92]) p?"’l(da, d') of Py(n) and P;(n')( that is a probability measure on
the product space Q2 with m;‘ginals Pi(n) and Pi(n')) such that, with p;’"’/
probability one, if for any j € Z°, n; < n;, then

o) Soli)  VieZ,p" —as.

Also, one can construct a coupling " *** of P,(n) with the semi-grouthA'+(+l)®
HjeAc do;=+1 such that

o:(j) <ol(j) Vie Z% Pt —as.

Similarly, one can couple Pi(n), P:(n') and PM¥(+1) ® [1;ec d0;=+1, the pro-
cess representing the last marginal then dominating the two others. In partic-
ular, for any t > 0,

Pi(oo = +1)(n) < PN (00 = +1)(+1). (10.2.14)

This property is the key point to overcome the finite volume approximation of
Markov semi-groups.

Note that this kind of property also exists for continuous models when,
roughly speaking, the potential is convex (see [54]).

We shall use it to show that
Property 10.4 For any function f, any M € RY, and allt > 1,
pt(Pef =t )2 <=M IIANNI.

Proof : Let us first notice that, on the discrete set {-—1,+1}Zd , the local
functions can be decomposed into sums of monomial functions of the type

flo) =] o

i€X
for finite sets X C Z°.
For such a function, we have
1
pH(Pf—ptf)? = §#+ ® ut(P.f(n) - P.f(n'))?

1 '

= §ll+ @ ut (e (H oi(t) - H ai(t))?

i€X i€eX
< XISt @ ut (el loi(t) — ol())?
ieX
= 41X ut @ ut (el [oi(t) # ol (1))
ieX

< 4XPut @ pt (o] [oo(t) # oh(t)])
(10.2.15)
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with p;’"" a coupling between P;(n) and P;(n'). Here we used the invariance by
translation of ut. Therefore we only need to prove the estimate for f(o) = oy.
According to the last remark, we have for any finite cube A,

Lt & ut (1 [ou(t) # o4(0)

< prept(r M oo(t) # oo (1))

= pt@ut (PN (o0 = +1)(+) — Pi(oo = +1)(n))

= PMaoo(n) — pt P

= PcA’+0’o(+) - ptog

< ¥ (EX(PtA""(O'o) - Exao)z) d +Efoo— ptoo

< 2PA-mNE | B g gy (10.2.16)

where we used the definition of the spectral gap constant and introduced by force
the Gibbs measure E}. Finally, let us recall that (see [30]), if A = [-L, L}?,

[Efoo — ptag| < e L.
Thus, by the estimate on the spectral gap inequality obtained in the last section,

pH(Bf —ptf)? < 44X (e2ﬁL’-e‘°“’”*+e-L). (10.2.17)

Optimizing on L, we take L = [M logt] for M € IR showing that we can find
a finite constant C(M) so that

pH(Pf-ptf) < CM)IXPeM. (10.2.18)



Epilogue 2001

Since in recent years infinite dimensional analysis is undergoing an inter-
esting accelleration, we would like to sketch briefly some recent results in this
domain, many of which appeared between our IHP course and the beginning of
the new millenium.

One of the key recent achievements we should mention is the discovery of a
new wealth of functional inequalities possessing the tensorization property.

We first recall that in connection to the isoperimetric problem the following
functional inequality for a probability measure u, called BBLs inequality, was
introduced in [10]

I(u(f)) < BVI(f)? + VS (11.1.1)

with the Levy-Gromov isoperimetric function Z = ¢ o ®~! defined by the distri-
bution ®(z) = [* ¢ dy = (1/27) [Z e~¥*/2dy, with some constant ¢ € (0, co)
independent of a function 0 < f < 1 for which the length of the gradient |V f|
is p integrable.

The primary feature of this inequality is that it can be tensorized and so
is suitable for infinite dimensional situations. Secondly, because the function
Z vanishes at the end points of the interval [0,1], by choosing an appropriate
approximation of a characteristic function of a set A, in the limit we obtain the
following isoperimetric relation

I(p(A)) < c 0p(04)
with measure Ju of the surface JA related to the natural metric defined by

Ou(04) = lim - (u(4c) ~ w(4))

where A, = {w : dist(w, A) < €} is the enlargement of the set A in the natural
metric d(-, -).

In [10] the inequality (11.1.1) was proved for the two point symmetric mea-
sure and extended via a central limit theorem to the Gaussian measure. Later
in [7] these results were extended to the probability measures on smooth (con-
nected) finite dimensional Remannian manifolds as well as their products via
a condition similar to the one of Bakry and Emery. In this paper it was also
shown that in the case of continuous distributions, (11.1.1) implies the Loga-
rithmic Sobolev inequality. To get this implication in full generality one can use
the following arguments (which idea is due to W. Beckner). Substituting ef in
place of f in (11.1.1) with € € (0, 1) and using the fact that

lim —22)

#20 g/2logl

one can see that for small € inequality (11.1.1) is essentially equivalent to the
following bound

=1
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1
euf\/2 log f < u\/262f2 log '517 + ce?|V f|?

From this by elementary transformations one gets

1
0 < 2+ #(f2log 7 + el 117) = iy /72 + =(£?log )
with z = 1/(2log %) Hence, dividing by z and passing to the limit z — 0, after
making simple rearrangements one recovers the following Logarithmic Sobolev
inequality

u(s1os L) < 2e s (11.12)

The topic of functional isoperimetric inequalities was pursued later in [116]
where a unified general strategy was presented for proving BBL, inequalities for
Gibbs and PCA measures, (possibly with other l; norms, ¢ € [1, 00], replacing
the I, one in the integrand on the right hand side of (11.1.1)), which included
both continuous and discrete cases. Besides other things, in conjunction with
the above implication of LS from BBLg, this provides yet another potentially
more effective way of proving Logarithmic Sobolev inequalities.

In a related direction we would also like to mention a very nice work [42]
in which the converse implication (LS = BBLj) was proved in the continuous
case. By this a similar picture was attained as in the classical finite dimensional
situation where the equivalence between Sobolev inequality and isoperimetry is
well known.

As the reader could see in early chapters, the Logarithmic Sobolev inequal-
ity has a number of abstract consequences including the Gaussian exponential
bound for Lipschitz random variables. Although it is a nice and useful informa-
tion, in many respects it is not satisfactory. First of all one should expect that
the measures with super-Gaussian tails, (that is decaying faster than Gaussian
one), should have better exponential bounds. This can be easily checked in
finite dimensions and one would like to have a similar result independently of
dimension of the space. Secondly, the Logarithmic Sobolev inequalities do not
provide any information for a set of measures with sub-Gaussian tails, (that
is the ones which have slower distribution tails than for Gaussians but faster
than Poissonian). In connection to these problems we would like to mention
two recent works : [117] and [65].

In [117] a systematic theory of entropy bounds was derived for a general class
of measures including Gibbs and PCA measures possessing the sub- and super-

d
Gaussian tails on a noncompact space RZ 1 particular for the sub - Gaussian
case under suitable mixing assumption we obtain the following inequality

2
W(fogy <20 3 S uvert (1113)

ieZ* o
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where the summation runs over the multi-indices a of given finite order and
¢ takes on values in a finite set which includes 1 and some fractions; both of
them -as well as the constant ¢ € (0,00)- are independent of a function f but
may depend on the decay of the tail of the measure p. Following the standard
route, which the reader could learn in our lectures in case of the special case of
Logarithmic Sobolev inequality, one can conclude from (11.1.3) a spectral gap
inequality as well as optimal exponential bounds (with a closed formula of the
bound for sufficiently smooth functions). Additionally the inequality (11.1.3)
provides us with an asymptotic control of the central limit procedure via which
we arrive at the Logarithmic Sobolev inequality for a Gaussian measure.
In the super-Gaussian case one obtains the following entropy bound

2
u(rtog L) <2 {5 VAR | (s -un)' 1)
ieZ®

with 6 € (0, 1) dependent on the tail of the measure p. It again allows to recover
the optimal exponential bound.

The main idea in deriving these relative entropy bounds is to use the Classical
Sobolev inequalities for finite dimensional conditional expectations in the form
of [85] and apply a kind of inductive procedure similar to the one described
in our lectures and based on the additivity properties of the relative entropy
functional. (The complications which make &’s appear in the sub-Gaussian case
are due to the desire of making the result independent of the choice of the
conditioning procedure.)

In this way one obtains an infinite dimensional theory which includes the for
a long time lonely case of Logarithmic Sobolev inequality and which exhibits a
direct link with the finite dimensional theory of Classical Sobolev inequalities.

The second paper mentioned above, [65], deals in a nice way with the sub-
Gaussian measures which are the products of one dimensional probability mea-
sures of the form v(dz) = %e‘l""d:v, where s € (1,2) and Z is a normaliza-
tion constant. The authors show that the following inequality is true for any

p€(1,2)

A2 = 1I£1I} < C(2 = p)*polVFI? (11.1.5)

where ||f||p is the IL, norm of a function f corresponding to the measure pq
defined as the product of copies of the measure v and the constant a = 2’—:—1.

We remark that if a = 1 the above inequality would imply the Logarithmic
Sobolev inequality; (similar infinitesimal control of the norms in some other
context one can find in [8]).

By induction and appropriate choice of p the authors of [65] derive an expo-
nential bound for Lipschitz functions which is essentially optimal.

We would like to present briefly the arguments leading to (11.1.5) in the fol-
lowing useful way. First, given a sequence of transition matrices (or conditional
expectations) E,, n € IN such that
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pE.F = uF

for some probability measure u, we set f, = (E, f,’:_l)%, with fo = f for a
nonnegative function f. Next we note that

w? = uB () = 1 (B - (B)R) +u (B/)F) (1)

= (B:(7) — (Buf)F) + (D)

Hence, assuming the following ergodicity property

Jim pllfn=allZ, g,y = IFIIZ, (11.1.7)
by induction, we arrive at
uff =Y u(Balfion) = (Bafioi)?) + (7))} (11.18)
nEW
Thus, if one has
En( 12:—1) - (Enfﬁ_l)% < CpEn|ann-112 (11.1.9)
we obtain
uf? <G Y plVnfacsl? + (u(57)* (11.1.10)
nelN

Since fn-1 = (En-1 ,‘:_2)%, if the probability measures E,,_; do not depend on
the n-th variables (as in the product case), by Minkowski and Hélder inequalities
one gets

IVnfaci1l? € (En-1|Vafa2l)? (11.1.11)
< En-1|Vnfazaf?

and by induction one arrives at

IVnfacil? < (Bn-1|Vafaz2l?)? < En1...E1|Vaf|? (11.1.12)
Thus combining (11.1.10) - (11.1.12) we arrive at
uf? < Cp 3 uIVafl + (u(f7))? (11.1.13)
new

This ends the proof of the product case considered in [65]

If E,_1 depends on the n-th variable, (as needed to be able to include the
Gibbs of PCA measures), we need to use similar arguments as described in
our lectures. To this end one needs to consider finite dimensional conditional
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expectations E relevant in the present case given as bounded (Lipschitz) per-
turbations of the sub-Gaussian product measure. One notes that

1 1 1
|Vi(EAFP)?| = ';(EAFP);—lvi(EAFp)I (11.1.14)
and because (of the definition of E5) one has

|Vi(EAFP)| = |EA(F?,—VUp) + pEA(FP~1V;F)| (11.1.15)

using spectral gap inequality (in I,), via simple arguments one arrives at a
bound of the following form

IVi(EAF?)?| < |(EAlV:iFIP)? +C vara(ViUa) Y (EAIV;FIP)%  (11.1.16)
JEA

with some positive constant C' and vara(V;Up) denoting the total variation of
ViU, with respect to the coordinates indexed by points in the finite set A.

If necessary, to take full advantage of mixing, one may follow the same induc-
tive idea of conditioning as used in the case of Logarithmic Sobolev inequalities
to show appropriate sweeping out relations for the present case (taking advan-
tage of Holder inequality at the end to recover the Dirichlet form).

Finally to complete the arguments we need to argue that the finite dimen-
sional expectations Ea do satisfy the (11.1.5). Fortunately to this end it is
sufficient to get this property for one dimensional measure which for Lipschitz
perturbations can be achieved by appropriate change of integration variables
allowing to express the expectations with respect to perturbed measure by in-
tegrals with respect to the simple measures considered in [65]; (the case of
arbitrary finite A can be recovered by the inductive arguments used above).

Summarizing we have the following result :

If p is a Gibbs (or PCA) measure corresponding to a mizing local specifica-
tion Ex, A CC Z°, with sub-Gaussian tails, then there is a € (0,1) such that
the following inequality is true

11, = 711,y < C@ = D)l 1P (11.1.17)

with some constant C € (0,00) for any p € (1,2) and any function f in the
domain of the Dirichlet form.

Unlike the entropy bounds presented before, inequality (11.1.17) does not
converge to the Logarithmic Sobolev inequality in the central limit.

We remark that there is still another way of approaching the infinite dimen-
sional bounds which has very nice functional analytic flavour and is based on
the following inequality

Wl SC Y (||Enf - En—lf”?V(E,.)) (11.1.18)
nelV
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with some constant C € [1,00), where [|f||n(p) denotes the Orlicz norm cor-
responding to a measure P and an appropriate interpolating Orlicz function
N, with E,, n € IV, denoting a sequence of conditional expectation associated
to the measure yu. The inequality (11.1.18) holds for the L, norm as well as
the norm corresponding to the Orlicz function N(z) = 2?log(1 + z?) relevant
in the Logarithmic Sobolev inequality, (the latter follows from the equivalence
of relative entropy and square of the related norm; see e.g. [11]). Using this
together with the interpolation theory (cf [81]) one arrives at (11.1.18).

If one chooses the sequence of conditional expectations in the way that in
each particular term in the sum on the right hand side of (11.1.18) we essentially
have a finite dimensional measure in the corresponding Orlicz norms, one can
bound each term by using an appropriate finite dimensional coercive inequality
(e.g. using a one following from the Classical Sobolev inequality as in [85]). In
this way one can arrive (first for product measures and then using our sweeping
out relations) to an Orlicz-Poincaré inequality.

Although the Orlicz-Poincaré inequalities provide an elegant way of describ-
ing the properties of the infinite dimensional theory, it takes some work to
recover from them the properties of interest to us. Moreover also in the present
case the central limit does not lead us directly to the Logarithmic Sobolev in-
equality.

We would also like to mention some other directions including in particular
an interesting development related to the so called concentration of measure
phenomenon, referring to [66] for a detailed description of the related results
together with a comprehensive set of references (including in particular number
of key works of Talagrand).

Finally one should also mention a recent development in analysis of dissi-
pative dynamics on noncommutative algebras (see the lecture notes [118] for a
comprehensive introduction). This in particular includes a framework for hy-
percontractivity and logarithmic Sobolev inequality in noncommutative L, -
spaces as well as the corresponding tensorization property. Given these key in-
gredients one may hope for further progress in this difficult domain in a close
future.
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