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Abstract

Ursell functions Un are higher-order generalizations of the covariance func-
tion, which capture the interactions between n random variables. In the
classical Ising model, as shown by Shlosman [1], when considering the spins
at some locations, the sign of U2n alternates with n and is independent of the
locations of the spins considered. In this paper, we study the Ursell function
in Ising lattice gauge theory. When the spins at the edges are used as random
variables, we show that Un can be positive, negative, or zero depending on the
configuration and the parameter β. When considering Wilson loops observables
as random variables, using the tool of cluster expansion as adapted in [2], we
prove that at sufficiently low temperature, for any number n of disjoint Wilson
loops, there exists a configuration of loops such that the Ursell function Un

is positive. These results contrast sharply with the behavior observed for the
Ising model.

1 Introduction
Lattice gauge theory is a model from statistical mechanics, introduced independently
in the 1970s by Wegner [3] and Wilson [4]. Wilson’s goal was to address the
mathematical well-posedness of Yang–Mills theory, which remains an important open
problem in probability theory [5]. To achieve this, Wilson proposed a discretization
of Euclidean Yang–Mills theory, now known as lattice gauge theory. To define the
model, we consider a finite box BN := [−N,N ]d ⊂ Zm, with m ≥ 2. We also fix a
finite abelian group G, which we call the gauge group. Then, lattice gauge theory is
defined as a Gibbs probability measure on the set of 1-forms σ, which are functions
assigning elements from G to the directed edges of BN , denoted by E(BN), which
satisfy,

σ(−e) = −σ(e) ∈ G, for all e ∈ E(BN). (1.1)

A 1-form is called a gauge field configuration, and the set of 1-forms in BN with
group G is denoted by Ω1(BN , G). We let E denote the set of directed edges in Zm,
while E(BN) denotes the directed (or oriented) edges, whose two endpoints are in
the box BN . We call a square made of four oriented edges e1, e2, e3, e4 as in Figure 1
an oriented plaquette. The set of oriented plaquettes that are contained in BN , i.e.,
the four oriented edges of the boundary are in E(BN), is denoted by P (BN).
For a 1-form σ ∈ Ω1(BN , G), we define its discrete derivative dσ by,

1

ar
X

iv
:2

51
2.

02
32

2v
1 

 [
m

at
h.

PR
] 

 2
 D

ec
 2

02
5

https://arxiv.org/abs/2512.02322v1


e1

e2

e3

e4 p

Figure 1: A plaquette p ∈ P (BN) with it’s four oriented boundary edges
e1, e2, e3, e4 ∈ E(BN).

dσ(p) :=
∑
e∈∂p

σ(e) ∈ G. (1.2)

Here p ∈ P (BN), and ∂p denotes the four oriented edges in the boundary of p (see
Figure 1). The notion of ∂p will be formalized in Section 2.1 within the framework
of discrete exterior calculus.
We now define the Wilson action functional,

SN(σ) := −
∑

p∈P (BN )

ℜρ(dσ(p)), σ ∈ Ω1(BN , G). (1.3)

The functional assigns low energy to configurations whose discrete derivative is close
to the neutral element, that is, when ℜρ(dσ(p)) is close to 1, where ρ is a unitary
representation of G. Finally, the lattice gauge theory’s probability measure on gauge
field configurations is defined as the following Gibbs measure,

µβ,N(σ) :=
1

Zβ,N

exp(−βSN(σ)), (1.4)

where β ≥ 0 is the inverse temperature parameter and Zβ,N the partition function.
We denote the expectation with respect to this measure by EN,β.
Now, consider a nearest neighbor closed loop in E(BN), which we denote by γ. To
this loop we associate the Wilson loop’s observable Wγ , defined as the representation
in ρ of the sum of the group elements along the edges e traversed by γ,

Wγ(σ) := ρ(σ(γ)) :=
∏
e∈γ

ρ(σ(e)) = ρ
(∑

e∈γ

σ(e)
)
. (1.5)

We often omit the dependency to σ and write Wγ for Wγ(σ). The infinite volume
expectation is denoted by

Eβ[Wγ] := lim
N→∞

EN,β[Wγ], (1.6)

which is well-defined by the Ginibre inequalities [6]. When β is clear from the context,
we write E[Wγ].
Lattice gauge theory has been extensively studied from a physics perspective, see,
e.g., [7, 8, 9]. In recent years, particularly since the 2020 publication of Chatterjee’s
paper [10], the model has also attracted significant attention from the probability
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theory community, see, e.g., [11, 12, 6, 13]. An interesting direction is to compare this
model with other classical models in statistical mechanics, such as the well-known
Ising model. In this context, an important tool for understanding the model is the
Ursell function (also known as the connected correlation function), which generalizes
the notion of covariance to n ≥ 2 random variables. Shlosman [1] addressed the
question of the sign of Ursell functions in the Ising model, treating spins at different
points as random variables. Notably, he proved that the sign of the Ursell function
only depends on n, and not on the positions of the n points. In this paper, we
address the corresponding question for Ising lattice gauge theory, meaning G = Z2.
In Theorem 1.1 we treat the spins on the edges as random variables, while in Theorem
1.2 we treat the Wilson loops observables as random variables. Theorem 1.1 shows
that Un can take positive, negative, and zero values, depending on the underlying
configuration of edges considered, and the value of β. Theorem 1.2 states that for
every n, for all sufficiently large β, there exist n disjoint Wilson loops γ1, ..., γn, such
that the corresponding Ursell function is positive. This demonstrates a behavior that
contrasts sharply with the result in [1].
Theorem 1.2 is the main contribution of this paper, and its proof uses notably the
powerful cluster expansion at low temperature, as used for lattice gauge theory by
Forsström and Viklund [2].

1.1 Ursell functions

Ursell functions are tools from statistical mechanics that generalize the notion of
covariance to n random variables. Formally, they are defined as sums over the
set of partitions of [n] = {1, ..., n}, which we denote by Fn. For P ∈ Fn, we
denote by |P| the number of elements of the partition. Hence for P ∈ Fn, one has
P = {P1, ..., P|P|}, where

⋃|P|
i=1 Pi = [n] and (Pi)i∈{1,...,|P|} are pairwise disjoint. Now

for X1, ..., Xn random variables on the same space, the Ursell function Un(X1, ..., Xn)
is defined by,

Un(X1, ..., Xn) :=
∑
P∈Fn

(−1)|P|−1(|P| − 1)!
∏
P∈P

E
[∏
i∈P

Xi

]
. (1.7)

The first Ursell functions look as follows,

U1(X1) =E[X1],

U2(X1, X2) =E[X1X2]− E[X1]E[X2] = Cov(X1, X2),

U3(X1, X2, X3) =E[X1X2X3]− E[X1X2]E[X3]− E[X1X3]E[X2]

−E[X2X3]E[X1] + 2E[X1]E[X2]E[X3].

Considering the Ising model, in [1] Shlosman proved that in any dimension m, when
the random variables are the spins σxi

at lattice sites xi ∈ Zm, the sign of the Ursell
function only depends on the number n of sites considered and not on their specific
location. In other words, he proved that,

sign(U2n(σx1 , ..., σx2n)) = (−1)n+1,
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while sign(U2n+1) = 0 due to the +1/− 1 symmetry of the model.
For lattice gauge theory, if considering Wilson loop observables as random variables,
then the first and second Ursell functions are positive for any values of the parameters
β > 0 and m ≥ 2. This can be seen as a consequence of Griffith’s first and second
inequalities. Hence, for any Wilson loops γ1, γ2, one has that

U1(Wγ1) = E[Wγ1 ] > 0, U2(Wγ1 ,Wγ2) = Cov(Wγ1 ,Wγ2) > 0.

On the other hand, if considering the spins on edges for e1, e2 ∈ E, as a consequence
of Elitzur’s Theorem [14], one has,

U1(σ(e1)) = 0, U2(σ(e1), σ(e2)) = 0.

These results show a behavior that differs from the Ising model and will be further
investigated for general values of n.

1.2 Main Results

In this section, we will present our main results, first for the Ursell function applied
to the spins at the edges and then to Wilson observables.
The random variables observed by Shlosman in the study of the Ursell function for
the Ising model [1] are the spins at some points. As the value at one point (a 0-form)
is not defined in lattice gauge theory, one natural observable would be to consider
1-forms, and the simplest are the spins at the edges.

Theorem 1.1 (Ursell function on edges). Let σ ∼ µN,β be a gauge field configuration
on Zm, m ≥ 2, at inverse temperature β > 0. Then, the following holds.
(a) For any n ∈ N, there exists e1, ..., en ∈ E such that

Un(σ(e1), ..., σ(en)) = 0.

(b) If n is odd or n = 2, then for any e1, ..., en ∈ E it holds that

Un(σ(e1), ..., σ(en)) = 0.

(c) If n ≥ 4 is even, then there exist e1, ..., en ∈ E such that

Un(σ(e1), ..., σ(en)) > 0.

(d) Let m ≥ 3. If n ≥ 10 is even, and β is sufficiently large, then there exist
e1, ..., en ∈ E such that

Un(σ(e1), ..., σ(en)) < 0.

Conversely, if Un(σ(e1), ..., σ(en)) < 0, then it must hold that n ≥ 10.
(e) Let m = 2. If n ≥ 16 is even, and β is sufficiently large, then there exist
e1, ..., en ∈ E such that

Un(σ(e1), ..., σ(en)) < 0.

Conversely, if Un(σ(e1), ..., σ(en)) < 0, then it must hold that n ≥ 16.
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We will see that the proof of Theorem 1.1 relies on elementary properties of
Ising lattice gauge theory, and that most terms in the Ursell function (1.7) typically
vanish. The next theorem concerns the case where random variables in the Ursell
function are Wilson loop observables, which are natural observables to study since
they constitute the main variables of interest in lattice gauge theory. Unlike in the
Ising model, there is no symmetry forcing the terms in (1.7) to have a value of zero
when n is odd. For this reason, it is more delicate to study the sign of Un in our
setting, which is the main reason for employing cluster expansions techniques in
Section 4 to prove the following Theorem.

Theorem 1.2 (Ursell function on Wilson observables). Let n ∈ N. Let σ ∼ µN,β be
a gauge field configuration on Zm, m ≥ 3, at inverse temperature β > 0.
There exists an inverse temperature β∗

n,m such that for all β ≥ β∗
n,m, there are n

disjoint Wilson loops γ1, ..., γn such that

Un(Wγ1(σ), ...,Wγn(σ)) > 0. (1.8)

Remark 1.3. In Theorem 1.2, we assume that the loops γ1, ..., γn are disjoint. If
this assumption is removed, then Un can already take negative values for n = 3. To
see this, recall that E[Wγ] ∈ (0, 1) for any value of β > 0, m ≥ 2 and any loop γ.
Choose any Wilson loop γ1 and set γ1 = γ2 = γ3. Then,

U3(Wγ1 ,Wγ2 ,Wγ3) = 2E[Wγ1 ](E[Wγ1 ]− 1) < 0.

Similarly, if we choose γ1 = γ2 and let γ3 be any loop, one obtains,

U3(Wγ1 ,Wγ2 ,Wγ3) = −2E[Wγ1 ]Cov(Wγ1 ,Wγ3) < 0,

as Cov(Wγ1 ,Wγ3) = U2(Wγ1 ,Wγ3) > 0.
In the case n = 4, 5, if one takes γ1 = ... = γn, then{

U4(Wγ1 ,Wγ2 ,Wγ3 ,Wγ4) = −6E[Wγ1 ]
4 + 8E[Wγ1 ]

2 − 2,

U5(Wγ1 ,Wγ2 ,Wγ3 ,Wγ4 ,Wγ5) = 8E[Wγ1 ](3E[Wγ1 ]
4 − 5E[Wγ1 ]

2 + 2).

From this, it follows that both signs can be obtained for U4, U5 by varying β, as
Eβ[Wγ1 ] takes values in the neighborhoods of 0 and 1 by Lemma 2.1 and Lemma
2.2. One deduces that if the loops γ1, ..., γn are chosen to be equal, then the result of
Theorem 1.2 does not hold.

Remark 1.4. If we consider the case m = 2 in Theorem 1.2, then one obtains that
for any disjoint loops γ1, ..., γn for any value of β > 0,

U1(Wγ1) > 0, Un(Wγ1 , ...,Wγn) = 0.

The first Ursell function being positive is clear, as the expectation of any Wilson
observable is positive. The result for n ≥ 2 follows from the fact that two disjoint
Wilson observables have a covariance equal to 0, e.g., [15, Section 2.2]. In that case,
one obtains that for any partition P ∈ Fn,∏

P∈P

E[
∏
i∈P

Wγi ] =
∏
i∈[n]

E[Wγi ].

This implies Un(Wγ1 , ...,Wγn) = 0.
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In Section 2, we introduce the main notation and background related to lattice
gauge theory and cluster expansion. Section 3 is devoted to proving Theorem 1.1.
The remaining sections deal with the proof of Theorem 1.2. In Section 4, we analyze
the expression of the Ursell function in terms of its cluster expansion representation,
and in Section 5, we fix the loops and combine the previous results to complete the
proof of Theorem 1.2.

2 Preliminaries
In this section, we introduce the main tools we need when working with lattice gauge
theory. We also introduce notation in the context of Ursell functions applied to
Wilson loops.
From now on, we will assume that the gauge group is G = Z2.

2.1 Discrete Exterior Calculus

As a crucial tool for working with lattice gauge theory, we will introduce the main
ideas and notations related to discrete exterior calculus. We refer to [16, Section 2]
and [6] for a detailed exposition of the topic.
The central object in discrete exterior calculus is an oriented k-cell. For that purpose,
we first introduce oriented edges (or oriented 1-cells). the endpoint of the basis edges
in Zm as being ẽ1 := (1, 0, ..., 0), ..., ẽm := (0, ..., 0, 1) and we let dẽ1, ..., dẽm denote
the oriented edges that start at the origin and end in ẽ1, ..., ẽm. A directed edge e in
Zm is called positively oriented if it equals a translation of one of those unit vectors,
i.e., there exists x ∈ Zm and i ∈ [m] such that e = x+ dẽi.
Now, we introduce the wedge product ∧ that satisfies the following properties for
any two oriented edges e1, e2

e1 ∧ e2 = −(e2 ∧ e1) = (−e2) ∧ e1 = e2 ∧ (−e1), and e1 ∧ e1 = 0.

We now have the ingredients to define k-cells. Let e1, ..., ek be oriented edges such
that e1 ∧ ... ∧ ek ̸= 0. Their wedge product e1 ∧ ... ∧ ek is then called an oriented
k-cell. If there is x ∈ Zm such that ei = x+ dẽji for j1 < ... < jk, then e1 ∧ ... ∧ ek is
called positively oriented. If −(e1 ∧ ... ∧ ek) is positively oriented, then e1 ∧ ... ∧ ek is
called negatively oriented.
The set of k-cells e1 ∧ ... ∧ ek contained in BN , i.e., such that all start and endpoints
of (ei)i∈[k] are in BN is denoted by Ck(BN). We note that 1-cells are edges, and
2-cells plaquettes as introduced in Section 1, namely, P (BN) = C2(BN).
The set of positively oriented k-cells is denoted by Ck(BN)

+. Thus, e ∈ C1(BN)
+ is

a positively oriented edge. Similarly, p ∈ C2(BN )
+ is a positively oriented plaquette.

A formal sum of positively oriented k-cells c ∈ C+
k (BN) with integer coefficients is

called a k-chain. The set of all k-chains is denoted by Ck(BN ,Z). For χ ∈ Ck(BN ,Z)
a k-chain and y ∈ Ck(BN )

+ a positively oriented cell, then χ[y] ∈ Z is the coefficient
associated to the cell y in χ. If χ ∈ Ck(BN ,Z) is a k-chain such that for any
y ∈ Ck(BN)

+ it holds that χ[y] ∈ {0,±1}, then we write the k-chain as a set for
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convenience: {
y ∈ χ, if χ[y] = 1,

−y ∈ χ, if χ[y] = −1.

Now fix some c := e1 ∧ ... ∧ ek ∈ Ck(BN), with k ≥ 2 and ei = x+ dẽji for x ∈ Zm.
One then defines the boundary of c, denoted ∂c ∈ Ck−1(BN ,Z) as the (k − 1)-chain

∂c :=
k∑

i=1

(−1)i+1
(
(e1 ∧ ... ∧ ei−1 ∧ ei+1 ∧ ... ∧ ek)

−
(
yr+dẽj1 ∧ ... ∧ yr + dẽji−1

∧ yr + dẽji+1
∧ ... ∧ yr + dẽjk)

)
,

where yr := x+ dẽjr . Similarly, if c ∈ Ck(BN) and k ≤ m− 1, then one defines the
coboundary of c, denoted by ∂̂c, as the (k + 1)-chain

∂̂c =
∑

c′:c∈∂c′
c′.

In particular, for p ∈ C2(BN ), ∂p ∈ C1(BN ,Z) is the formal sum of the four edges in
its boundary and ∂̂p is the formal sum of the 3-cells (whose numbers depend on the
dimension m) in which p is in the boundary. This is shown in Figure 2.

e1

e2

e3

e4

p

(a) Plaquette p ∈ C2(BN )+ with
∂p = e1 + e2 + e3 + e4.

p

c1

c2

(b) Same plaquette in Z3, with the 3-cells
c1, c2 ∈ ∂̂p.

Figure 2: A plaquette p with its boundary on Figure (a) and coboundary on Figure
(b) in the case m = 3.

A function f : Ck(BN) → G is called a k−form if f(−c) = −f(c) ∈ G for all
c ∈ Ck(BN). The set of k-forms is denoted by Ωk(BN , G). The support of a k-form
is denoted by supp f := {c ∈ Ck(BN) : f(c) ̸= 0} while the support on positively
oriented cells is written as supp f+ := {c ∈ C+

k (BN) : f(c) ̸= 0}.
For k ≤ m−1 one defines the exterior derivative, denoted d, as the following mapping,

d : Ωk(BN , G) → Ωk+1(BN , G), (df)(y) :=
∑
c∈∂y

f(c), y ∈ Ck+1(BN).

A 1-chain γ ∈ C1(BN ,Z) that has connected support and satisfies γ(e) ∈ {−1, 0, 1}
for all e ∈ C1(BN) and ∂γ = 0 is called a loop. A 2-chain q ∈ C2(BN ,Z), where
q(p) ∈ {−1, 0, 1} for all p ∈ C2(BN) and ∂q = γ, is called an oriented surface with
boundary γ.
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By the discrete version of Stokes’ theorem, for a one-form σ ∈ Ω1(BN , G) and any
oriented surface q with boundary γ, one has∑

e∈γ

σ(e) =
∑
p∈q

dσ(p). (2.1)

In particular, if q, q′ ∈ C2(BN ,Z) have the same boundary, then∑
p∈q

dσ(p) =
∑
p∈q′

dσ(p)

by Stokes’ Theorem.
If f ∈ Ωk(BN , G), then f is said to be closed if df = 0. The set of closed k-forms is
denoted by Ω0

k(BN , G). Another key result in discrete exterior calculus is the discrete
Poincaré lemma [10, Lemma 2.2], which states that for any ν ∈ Ω0

2(BN , G) there
exists a 1-form σ ∈ Ω1(BN , G) such that dσ = ν. Moreover, the number of such σ
only depends on the group G and the box BN , not on the specific choice of ν.

2.2 Cluster expansions at low temperature

Cluster expansions are a widely used tool in statistical mechanics, which allows
representing a partition function as a series of weights of clusters. We refer to [17,
Chapter 5] for an introduction to cluster expansions, as well as [18] for a discussion
on its applications to lattice gauge theory. We will here be interested in the cluster
expansion at low temperature, i.e., for β large, and will follow the notation of [2].
In this section, we will focus primarily on the notation and the key aspects required
for the proofs presented later in the paper. Let us recall some concepts and notation.
One defines the adjacency graph G2 as the graph having vertex set C2(BN)

+,
with an edge between p1, p2 ∈ C2(BN)

+ if their coboundaries intersect, i.e., if
supp ∂̂p1 ∩ supp ∂̂p2 ̸= ∅. In other words, p1, p2 are connected in the graph G2,
denoted by p1 ∼ p2, if there exists a 3-cell c ∈ C3(BN) that contains both p1, p2 (up
to orientation) in its boundary.
We call a closed 2-form ν ∈ Ω0

2(BN ,Z2) that has no support on the boundary of
BN a vortex if supp ν+ induces a connected subgraph of G2. The set of vortices is
denoted by Λ(BN). For two vortices ν1, ν2 ∈ Λ(BN), we write ν1 ∼ ν2 if there exist
some plaquettes p1 ∈ supp ν+

1 , p2 ∈ supp ν+
2 such that p1 ∼ p2 in the graph G2. In

that case we call ν1 and ν2 connected. Then, for a two-chain q ∈ C2(BN ,Z), one
defines

ν(q) :=
∑
p∈q

ν(p), (2.2)

which is a sum in Z2. Now consider a multiset composed of different vortices in
Λ(BN),

V = {ν1, ..., ν1, ν2, ..., ν2, ..., νk, ..., νk}.

We call V a vortex cluster if for any partition of two sets of V denoted by V1,V2 ⊂ V ,
there is some (ν1, ν2) ∈ V1 × V2 such that ν1 ∼ ν2. In simpler terms, we can’t divide
V into two multisets that aren’t connected. The set of all vortex clusters contained
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in BN is denoted by ΞN , which we will denote by Ξ in this paper.
For a vortex cluster V we define,

|V| =
∑
ν∈V

nV(ν)| supp ν+|, supp(V) =
⋃
ν∈V

supp ν and n(V) =
∑
ν∈V

nV(ν), (2.3)

where for ν ∈ Λ(BN), nV(ν) denotes the number of times the vortex ν appears in
the multiset V .
If q ∈ C2(BN ,Z), we define,

V(q) :=
∑
ν∈V

ν(q), (2.4)

which is a sum in Z2 over the multiset V. If V(q) = 1, we say that V is interacting
with q.
We now define the activity of a 2-form ν ∈ Ω2(BN ,Z2), by

ϕβ(ν) := exp
( ∑

p∈C2(BN )

−2βν(p)
)

= exp(−2β| supp ν|) = exp(−4β| supp ν+|).

This definition can be extended to vortex clusters V ∈ Ξ, by letting

ϕβ(V) :=
∏
ν∈V

ϕβ(ν)
nV (ν) = exp(−4β|V|).

From the definition of the activity, it follows that the Gibbs measure in (1.4) equals

µN,β(σ) =
ϕβ(dσ)

Ẑβ,N

, (2.5)

where the partition function equals

Ẑβ,N :=
∑

σ∈Ω1(BN ,Z2)

ϕβ(dσ). (2.6)

Similarly, one deduces an expression for the Gibbs measure on vortices ν ∈ Λ(BN),

µN,β({σ : dσ = ν}) =
∑

σ:dσ=ν

ϕβ(ν)

Ẑβ,N

=
|{σ : dσ = ν}|ϕβ(ν)

Ẑβ,N

=:
ϕβ(ν)

Z̃β,N

. (2.7)

Here, the first equality comes from (2.5) and the last equality is well-defined as a
consequence of Poincaré’s lemma : |{σ : dσ = ν}| is independent of ν.
The idea of cluster expansions is to write the logarithm of the partition function
Z̃β,N as a sum over weights of vortex clusters V ∈ Ξ. To illustrate this, we define the
following. Let k ≥ 1 and denote by Gk the set of undirected connected graphs with
vertex set {1, ..., k}. For G ∈ Gk, we denote the set of edges by E(G). Now, for any
ν1, ..., νk ∈ Λ(BN), define

U(ν1, ..., νk) :=
1

k!

∑
G∈Gk

(−1)|E(G)|
∏

(i,j)∈E(G)

1{νi ∼ νj}. (2.8)
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For V ∈ Ξ such that n(V) = k, containing ν1, ..., νk (with multiplicities), we define

U(V) := k! U(ν1, ..., νk).

Now we define the correlated activity of the vortex cluster V ∈ Ξ as

Ψβ(V) := U(V)ϕβ(V).

From this, it follows that

Ψβ(V) = U(V) exp
(
− 4β

∑
ν∈V

nV(ν)| supp ν+|
)
= U(V) exp(−4β|V|). (2.9)

Using this notation, [2, Lemma 3.3] proves that at temperature low enough, for
V ∈ Ξ,

log(Z̃β,N) =
∑
V∈Ξ

Ψβ(V). (2.10)

At this point, we remark that, unlike the sum in (2.6), which is a finite sum, the sum
over vortex clusters (2.10) is an infinite series. Hence, the delicate part in applying
cluster expansions is to ensure that β is large enough for the sum to be absolutely
convergent. This is done in [2, Lemma 3.2], where the authors use the fact that
when β is large enough, the series over correlated activities of V containing some
vortex ν ∈ Λ(BN) is bounded by a function depending on supp ν. We will denote
the smallest value that makes (2.10) absolutely convergent by βm

0 > 0, which we will
write β0 when m is clear from the context. Hence, for β ≥ βm

0 , the cluster expansion
is well defined for Ising lattice gauge theory on Zm.
We can use (2.10) to write the expectation of Wilson loops. Let q ∈ C2(BN ,Z) be
an oriented surface contained in BN such that ∂q = γ for some loop γ. Then, by [2,
Proposition 3.5] we obtain

− log
(
Eβ,N [Wγ]

)
=

∑
V∈Ξ

Ψβ(V)
(
1− ρ

(
V(q)

))
=

∑
V∈Ξ

2V(q)Ψβ(V), (2.11)

where the second equality follows from the fact that the gauge group is Z2. Fur-
thermore, [2, Theorem 1.2] proves that for any loop γ ∈ C1(BN ,Z), the following
holds

log
(
EN,β[Wγ]

)
= |γ|

(
exp(−4(2(m− 1)β)

)
+ o(exp(−4(2(m− 1)β)), (2.12)

where the rest term o(exp(−4(2(m− 1)β))) can be made independent of N .

2.3 Limit Results

In this section, we will look at Wilson loops expectation when β → 0 or β → ∞.
Lemma 2.1 will be useful in the next section to prove Theorem 1.1. Recall that the
infinite volume expectation is taken as a limit when the box BN becomes larger (1.6).

Lemma 2.1. Consider Ising lattice gauge theory on the lattice Zm, m ≥ 3. Let γ be
any closed loop. Then,

lim
β→∞

Eβ[Wγ] = 1.
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Proof. Apply (2.12) and let β → ∞. The claim follows as the term o
(
e−4(2(m−1)β)

)
can be made independent of N .

Lemma 2.2. Consider Ising lattice gauge theory at high temperature on the lattice
Zm, m ≥ 3, then the following holds for any loop γ,

lim
β→0

Eβ[Wγ] = 0.

Proof. Using current expansions [19, Proposition 5.5] proves that for any loop γ, if
N is large enough and β small enough, then

EN,β[Wγ] ≤
(4(m− 1)β)area(γ)

1− 4(m− 1)β
.

Since the term area(γ) depends only on γ and is positive, and since the right-hand
side does not depend on N , the conclusion follows.

In the two-dimensional case, Ising lattice gauge theory is exactly solvable. This
can be done using the technique of gauge fixing. Using that, one can then prove that
for a closed loop γ it holds that,

Eβ[Wγ] = tanh (β)area(γ).

This yields the limits,

lim
β→0

Eβ[Wγ] = 0 and lim
β→∞

Eβ[Wγ] = 1. (2.13)

3 Proof of Theorem 1.1
In this section, we consider the Ursell function for spins on edges e ∈ E, where
E is the set of directed edges in Zm as defined in Section 1. Our goal is to prove
Theorem 1.1. For e1, ..., en ∈ E, we see from (1.7), that the Ursell function takes the
form,

Un(σ(e1), ..., σ(en)) =
∑
P∈Fn

(−1)|P|−1(|P| − 1)!
∏
P∈P

E
[∏
i∈P

σ(ei)
]
. (3.1)

If the formal sum of (ei)i∈I , with I ⊂ [n], forms a loop denoted γ, we write in
this section Uσ

n (Wγ) := Un(σ(e1), ..., σ(en)). To prove Theorem 1.1, we will use the
following lemma.

Lemma 3.1. Let e1, ..., en ∈ E and let P ∈ Fn be a partition. Assume that σ ∼ µN,β

with β > 0. Then,∏
P∈P

E
[∏
i∈P

σ(ei)
]
̸= 0 ⇐⇒ ∀P ∈ P : {ei}i∈P forms a loop.

In words, the expectation of the product of the spins vanishes unless the edges form a
loop.

11



Proof. Assume first that the formal sum of {ei}i∈P forms a loop for all P ∈ P. Then,
for any P ∈ P, there exists a loop γP =

∑
i∈P ei. Now, for this loop, we have

E
[∏
i∈P

σ(ei)
]
= E[WγP ] > 0,

by, e.g., [19, Proposition 6.2]. Conversely, the product of edges spins along a non-
closed path is not invariant under gauge symmetry. Specifically,

∏
i∈P σ(ei) is not

invariant under gauge transforms at the endpoints. By Elitzur’s Theorem [14], its
expectation must vanish,

E
[∏
i∈P

σ(ei)
]
= 0.

This concludes the proof.

As one can intuitively think, Lemma 3.1 implies that most of the summands in
(3.1) will take the value zero, which will facilitate the proof of Theorem 1.1.
We now see a second Lemma which will be useful in the proof of Theorem 1.1(e).

Lemma 3.2. Let γ be a closed loop in Z2. Assume that γ can be decomposed as
formal sum of two different loops γ1, γ2 ̸= γ′

1, γ
′
2:

γ = γ1 + γ2 = γ′
1 + γ′

2.

Then γ must satisfy |γ| ≥ 16, i.e., γ contains at least 16 edges.

The proof of Lemma 3.2 is referred to Appendix A. We now have the ingredients
to prove Theorem 1.1.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. (a) Choose e1, ..., en ∈ E without shared boundaries, i.e.,
(ei)i∈[n] with ∂ei ∩ ∂ej = ∅, for i, j ∈ [n], i ̸= j. Then, by Lemma 3.1, we have
Un(σ(e1), ..., σ(en)) = 0. This completes the proof in this case.
(b) Note that if n is odd, any partition P = {P1, ..., P|p|} ∈ Fn will contain at least
one element Pi ⊂ [n] of odd cardinality. As an odd number of edges cannot form a
closed path, Lemma 3.1 implies that the Ursell function takes the value zero. In the
case n = 2, the conclusion follows immediately from Lemma 3.1. This concludes the
second case.
(c) Now assume that e1, ..., en ∈ E form a rectangular loop, which we denote by γ.
Observe that any strict subset I ⊊ [n] of the edges breaks the loop, so that by
Lemma 3.1,

E[
∏
i∈I

σ(ei)] = 0.

It follows that in this case, we have

Un(σ(e1), ..., σ(en)) = E[
∏
i∈[n]

σ(en)] = E[Wγ] > 0.

This concludes the proof.
(d) Now, assume that m ≥ 3, n = 10, and let γ be the loop described in Figure 3.
We denote the edges appearing in the formal sum in γ by e1, ..., e10. Our goal is to

12



γ

Figure 3: The loop γ, s.t. Uσ
10(Wγ) < 0 for β large.

show that for certain values of β > 0 one has Uσ
10(Wγ) < 0.

To proceed, we observe that γ can be divided into a sum of two loops in exactly three
distinct ways (see Figure 4): in each such sum, one loop has size 4 and the other
loop has size 6. Specifically we denote these partitions by γ = γ′

1 + γ′
2, γ = γ′′

1 + γ′′
2

and γ = γ′′′
1 + γ′′′

2 .

γ′
1

γ′
2 γ′′

1

γ′′
2

γ′′′
1 γ′′′

2

Figure 4: The loop γ from Figure 3 written as sums of two loops in three distinct
ways.

Also, we note that any other partition of γ doesn’t form closed loops, so that by
(3.1) and Lemma 3.1 we have,

Uσ
10(Wγ) = Eβ[Wγ]−Eβ[Wγ′

1
]Eβ[Wγ′

2
]−Eβ[Wγ′′

1
]Eβ[Wγ′′

2
]−Eβ[Wγ′′′

1
]Eβ[Wγ′′′

2
]. (3.2)

Now, by Lemma 2.1 applied to every expectation in (3.2), if one let β increase then
every expectation approaches 1 in (3.2) which leads to

U10(σ(e1), ..., σ(e10)) < 0. (3.3)

This proves the claim in the case n = 10 and m ≥ 3.
Now assume that n = 12. In this case, one can take the loop γ from Figure 3 and
add some edges to make one of the loops in the decomposition of γ larger, as shown,
for example, in Figure 5. In that case, the new loop called γ̃ composed of 12 edges
can also be divided into a sum of two loops in exactly three distinct ways: one as
a sum of two loops of size 6 and 6, and two sums with loops of size 8 and 4. The
same argumentation as for γ above applies to obtain that for large values β > 0,
Uσ
12(Wγ) < 0.

For the general case, this argumentation applies to every n = 2k, when k ≥ 6, as one
can always increase the size of the rectangular loop in γ̃ by adding two new edges.
This proves that for m ≥ 3 if n ≥ 10 is even, then the Ursell function applied to
edges can take negative values when β is large enough.
It now remains to show that the Ursell function applied on edges can’t take negative

13



γ

Figure 5: Example of a loop γ̃, s.t. |γ̃| = 12 and Uσ
12(Wγ̃) < 0 at large β.

values if n = 4, 6, 8. For n = 4, 6, we note that it is not possible to divide a loop of
length n into two closed paths, as a closed path must have a size of at least 4 edges.
For n = 8, if a set of 8 edges can be partitioned into two loops, then each loop has
to contain 4 edges. It follows immediately that the two loops are either disjoint or
share a "corner". In either case it implies

U8(σ(e1), ..., σ(e8)) = E[Wγ1+γ2 ]− E[Wγ1 ]E[Wγ2 ] ≥ 0,

by Griffith’s second inequality. This concludes the proof of (d).
(e) Now, assume that m = 2. If e1, ..., en are edges which form a loop γ̂ that can
only be decomposed in one specific partition γ̂ = γ̂1 + γ̂2, then one obtains due to
Griffith’s inequality that,

Uσ
n (Wγ̂) = E[Wγ̂]− E[Wγ̂1 ]E[Wγ̂2 ] ≥ 0.

Hence, one searches for a decomposition of γ in at least two distinct loops γ1, γ2 ̸=
γ′
1, γ

′
2, s.t.,

γ = γ1 + γ2 = γ′
1 + γ′

2.

By Lemma 3.2, the above decomposition implies that |γ| ≥ 16.

γ

(a) Configuration γ.

γ1

γ2

(b) Partition γ = γ1 + γ2.

γ′1
γ′2

(c) Partition γ = γ′1 + γ′2.

Figure 6: Configuration γ with |γ| = 16 such that Uσ
16(Wγ) < 0 at large β.

If n = 16, observe the configuration γ in Figure 6. It has two distinct partitions, and
hence, one obtains

U16(σ(e1), ..., σ(e16)) = Eβ[Wγ]− Eβ[Wγ1 ]Eβ[Wγ2 ]− Eβ[Wγ′
1
]Eβ[Wγ′

2
],

which can be made negative for large values of β using (2.13) in the case β → ∞.
Now, for any n even such that n ≥ 18, one can have a similar configuration as in
Figure 6 and make, e.g., γ′

1 larger by adding an even number of edges. This concludes
the proof.
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4 Cluster Expansion on Ursell Functions
We will now focus on the proof of Theorem 1.2. In this section, we will apply cluster
expansion, as described in Section 2.2, to the summands of Ursell functions. For
this reason, we assume that β ≥ β0 is large enough such that cluster expansion is
well-defined, i.e., the series in (2.11) converges absolutely. From now on, we assume
that the dimension of the lattice is any fixed natural number m ≥ 3 and n ∈ N is the
parameter of the Ursell function Un. Furthermore, we let γ1, ..., γn be any Wilson
loops. We will be exactly specifying the shapes of these loops in Section 5.

4.1 Cluster expansion for sums of loops

In this section, we will describe how to represent the following term,

E[
∏
i∈P

Wγi ], P ⊂ [n],

using a cluster expansion. First, we denote by γ the formal sum of the loops γ1, ..., γn,
namely

γ :=
∑
i∈[n]

γi.

For each i ∈ [n] we denote by qi ∈ C2(BN ,Z) an oriented surface such that ∂qi = γi.
For P ⊂ [n], we define

WγP :=
∏
i∈P

Wγi and Wγ :=
∏
i∈[n]

Wγi . (4.1)

In particular, it implies that

{(γi)i∈P : WγP = −1} = {(γi)i∈P : Wγi = −1 for an odd number of i ∈ P}. (4.2)

Similarly, one defines the sum of the oriented surfaces (qi)i∈P , P ⊂ [n], by

qP :=
∑
i∈P

qi,

which implies that qP ∈ C2(BN ,Z). Note that qP is not an oriented surface by our
definition, as its boundary is not a closed loop. By (2.2), one has

ν(qP ) =
∑
p∈qP

ν(p) =
∑
i∈P

∑
p∈qi

ν(p) =
∑
i∈P

ν(qi). (4.3)

In particular, this implies that ρ(ν(qP )) =
∏

i∈P ρ(ν(qi)). Here, similarly as in Section
2.2, we say that V interacts with qP if V(qP ) = 1. From (4.3), one deduces that

V(qP ) =
∑
ν∈V

ν(qP ) =
∑
ν∈V

∑
i∈P

ν(qi) =
∑
i∈P

V(qi). (4.4)

We now prove a similar result to (2.11) for the product of the Wilson observables.
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Lemma 4.1. Consider Ising lattice gauge theory on Zm with parameter β ≥ β0.
Then for any loops (γi)i∈P , P ⊂ [n], we have

− log(E[WγP ]) =
∑
V∈Ξ

2Ψβ(V)V(qP ).

Proof. Assume that BN is large enough such that it contains all loops (γi)i∈P and
their respective oriented surfaces. By definition and equation (4.2) one has,

EN,β[WγP ] =
∑

σ∈Ω1(BN ,Z2)

∏
i∈P

ρ(σ(γi))µN,β(σ).

Let σ ∈ Ω1(BN ,Z2) and let ν = dσ, then by Stokes’ theorem (2.1), one has the
following for all i ∈ P

ρ(σ(γi)) = ρ(ν(qi)).

Using (4.3) one deduces the following

E[WγP ] =
∑

ν∈Ω0
2(BN ,Z2)

µN,β({σ : dσ = ν})ρ(ν(qP )).

We apply (2.7) to this equation, and obtain

E[WγP ] =
1

Z̃β,N

∑
ν∈Ω0

2(BN ,Z2)

ϕβ(ν)ρ(ν(qP )). (4.5)

Now, from [2, Lemma 3.3], which establish (2.10), it follows that

log(Z̃β,N) = log
∑

ν∈Ω0
2(BN ,Z2)

ϕβ(ν) =
∑
V∈Ξ

Ψβ(V).

Now, if one replaces the weight ϕβ(ν) by ϕβ(ν)ρ(ν(qP )) in the proof of [2, Lemma 3.3],
then one obtains,∑

V∈Ξ

Ψ(V)ρ(V(qP )) = log
∑

ν∈Ω0
2(BN ,Z2)

ϕβ(ν)ρ(ν(qP )). (4.6)

Combining the above, one obtains

log(E[WγP ]) = log(Z̃−1
β,N) + log

∑
ν∈Ω0

2(BN ,Z2)

ϕβ(ν)ρ(ν(qP ))

=−
∑
V∈Ξ

Ψβ(V)(1− ρ
(
V(qP ))

)
.

Finally, the claim follows directly from the last equality in (2.11), as the gauge group
is Z2.

We can now derive an initial expression for the Ursell function using cluster
expansion.
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Lemma 4.2. Consider Ising lattice gauge theory at inverse temperature β ≥ β0.
Then, for any Wilson loops (γi)i∈[n], the Ursell function of the Wilson observables
equals

UW
n (Wγ) := Un(Wγ1 , ...,Wγn)

=
∑
P∈Fn

(−1)|P|−1(|P| − 1)! exp
(
−

∑
V∈Ξ

2Ψβ(V)
∑
P∈P

V(qP )
)
. (4.7)

For simplicity we will denote the summands of UW
n (Wγ) by aP for P ∈ Fn, i.e.,

let
aP := (−1)|P|−1(|P| − 1)! exp

(
−
∑
V∈Ξ

2Ψβ(V)
∑
P∈P

V(qP )
)
. (4.8)

Proof of Lemma 4.2. We use the notation from (4.1) in the definition of the Ursell
function in (1.7) to obtain

UW
n (Wγ) =

∑
P∈Fn

(−1)|P|−1(|P| − 1)!
∏
P∈P

E [WγP ] .

By Lemma 4.1, one has

− log
∏
P∈P

E [WγP ] =
∑
P∈P

− logE[WγP ] =
∑
P∈P

∑
V∈Ξ

2Ψβ(V)V(qP ).

Combining the two above equations gives

UW
n (Wγ) =

∑
P∈Fn

(−1)|P|−1(|P| − 1)! exp
(
log

∏
P∈P

E [WγP ]
)
=

∑
P∈Fn

aP,

where aP is represented in (4.8). This concludes the proof.

4.2 Factorization of the Ursell function

In this section, we will see a way to factorize and represent UW
n (Wγ) in a convenient

way for the proof of Theorem 1.2 in the next section. Notably, for each vortex cluster
V ∈ Ξ, we want to make it clear with which oriented surfaces (qi)i∈[n] it interacts.
For this reason, we introduce the following subsets of Ξ. For I ⊂ [n] define

Ξ[I] := {V ∈ Ξ : V(qi) = 1 ⇐⇒ i ∈ I} ⊂ Ξ. (4.9)

In other words, Ξ[I] is the set of vortex clusters which interact with the oriented
surfaces (qi)i∈I .

Remark 4.3. Any V ∈ Ξ is in a unique Ξ[I] (where V ∈ Ξ[∅] if V(qi) = 0 for all
i ∈ [n]). Hence (Ξ[I])I⊂[n] is a partition of Ξ.

For I ⊂ [n], define
Ψβ[I] :=

∑
V∈Ξ[I]

Ψβ(V). (4.10)
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Then, for any subset I ⊂ [n], Ψβ[I] represents the sum of correlated activities of
those clusters that interact exactly with the oriented surfaces qi for i ∈ I.
For any I ⊂ [n] and P ∈ Fn, we also define

cI,P :=
∑
P∈P

1{|P ∩ I| is odd}. (4.11)

Before proceeding, let us recall some basic results for cI,P, which will be useful for
understanding later derivations.

Lemma 4.4. Consider the term cI,P from (4.11), where I ⊂ [n] and P ∈ Fn. Then
the following holds.
(a) For any P ∈ Fn, we have c∅,P = 0.
(b) If P = {[n]} and I ⊂ [n], we have cI,P = 1{|I| odd}.
(c) For any P ∈ Fn and any i ∈ [n], we have c{i},P = 1.
(d) For any P ∈ Fn and any I ⊂ [n], we have cI,P ∈ {0, ..., n}.
(e) For any I = {i, j} ⊂ [n], i ̸= j, then we have

cI,P = 2 · 1{i, j are in different partitions elements of P}.

In particular if |I| = 2, then cI,P ̸= 0 if and only if cI,P = 2.
(f) Let P ∈ Fn \ {[n]}. Then there exists i ∈ [n− 1], such that for I = {i, i+ 1} we
have cI,P ̸= 0.

Proof. (a), (b), (c), (d), and (e) follow immediately from (4.11).
(f) As P ≠ {[n]}, P consists of at least two partition elements. Choose P1 ∈ P such
that minP1 ̸= 1. We denote it by i + 1 := min P1. Then i = minP1 − 1 must be
in some other set P2 ∈ P. In particular, by (e) it holds that c{i,i+1},P = 2. This
concludes the proof.

We now derive a representation of UW
n (Wγ) using the above-introduced notation.

Lemma 4.5. Consider Ising lattice gauge theory with parameter β ≥ β0, and (γi)i∈[n]
being n Wilson loops. Then,

UW
n (Wγ) =

∑
P∈Fn

(−1)|P|−1(|P| − 1)! exp
(
− 2

∑
I⊆[n]

cI,PΨβ[I]
)
. (4.12)

Proof. Using the expression of Un from Lemma 4.2, the desired conclusion will follow
if the following equality holds for all P ∈ Fn

2
∑
V∈Ξ

Ψβ(V)
∑
P∈P

V(qP ) = 2
∑
I⊆[n]

cI,PΨβ[I]. (4.13)

To this end let P ∈ Fn. Note that if V ∈ Ξ[I] for some I ⊂ [n], then

V(qi) = 1{i ∈ I}.

Which implies∑
P∈P

V(qP ) =
∑
P∈P

∑
i∈P

V(qi) =
∑
P∈P

1{|P ∩ I| is odd} = cI,P. (4.14)
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Hence ∑
V∈Ξ

Ψβ(V)
∑
P∈P

V(qP ) =
∑
I⊂[n]

∑
V∈Ξ[I]

Ψβ(V)
∑
P∈P

V(qP )

=
∑
I⊂[n]

cI,P
∑

V∈Ξ[I]

Ψβ(V)

=
∑
I⊂[n]

cI,P Ψβ[I].

The first equality comes from the fact that (Ξ[I])I⊂[n] is a partition of Ξ, the second
from (4.14), and the last from the definition of Ψβ[I].
This concludes the proof.

From Lemma 4.4(b) and Lemma 4.5, one deduces that

a{[n]} = exp
(
− 2

∑
I⊂[n]

1{|I| odd}Ψβ[I]
)
. (4.15)

We now have the ingredients to factorize Un.

Lemma 4.6. Consider Ising lattice gauge theory with parameter β ≥ β0. Then one
can factorize Un as

UW
n (Wγ) = a{[n]}(1 + Vn(Wγ)), (4.16)

where Vn(Wγ) is defined by

Vn(Wγ) :=
∑
P∈Fn:
P̸={[n]}

bP. (4.17)

Here the coefficients bP, for P ∈ Fn, P ̸= {[n]}, are defined by

bP :=
aP
a{[n]}

= (−1)|P|−1(|P| − 1)!
exp

(
− 2

∑
I⊆[n] cI,PΨβ[I]

)
exp

(
− 2

∑
I⊂[n] 1{|I| odd}Ψβ[I]

) . (4.18)

Moreover, the coefficients (bP)P∈Fn\{[n]} do not depend on the weights of the vortex
clusters V ∈ Ξ[{i}] for any i ∈ [n].

Proof. By definition of Vn(Wγ) and its coefficients (bP)P∈Fn\{[n]} , it is clear that (4.16)
holds.
Now, let P ∈ Fn and i ∈ [n]. By Lemma 4.5, we have

aP = (−1)|P|−1(|P| − 1)! exp
(
− 2

( ∑
I⊆[n]:
|I|≥2

cI,PΨβ[I] +
∑
i∈[n]

c{i},PΨβ[{i}]
))

.

Now, by Lemma 4.4(c) the coefficient c{i},P equals 1 and does not depend on the
choice of P ∈ Fn. This implies that bP does not depend on Ψβ[{i}], as the term gets
canceled in the division. That concludes the proof.
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One can now take advantage of the factorization to derive the sign of Un. Using
the definition of Vn(Wγ), depending on whether |P| is odd or even, one can divide
Vn(Wγ) into a positive and a negative part. Simply note that for P ∈ Fn \ {[n]}{

|P| odd implies bP ≥ 0,

|P| even implies bP ≤ 0.

One deduces

Vn(Wγ) =
∑

P∈Fn\{[n]}
|P| odd

bP +
∑
P∈Fn

|P| even

bP =: V +
n (Wγ) + V −

n (Wγ), (4.19)

where V +
n (Wγ) ≥ 0 consists of positive summands while V −

n (Wγ) ≤ 0 consists of
negative summands. By Lemma 4.6 it follows clearly that,

UW
n (Wγ) = a{[n]}

(
1 + V +

n (Wγ) + V −
n (Wγ)

)
. (4.20)

Equation (4.20) will prove to be central for understanding the sign of Un in the
last section.
Lemma 4.6 gives a convenient expression in the next corollary for V −

n (Wγ) that will
be used in the final proof.

Corollary 4.7. Under the same assumptions as in Lemma 4.6, it holds that

V −
n (Wγ) =

∑
P∈Fn

|P| even

bP = −
∑
P∈Fn

|P| even

(P− 1)! exp
(
− 2

∑
I⊂[n]

(cI,P − 1{|I| odd})Ψβ[I]
)
.

Proof. The equality follows directly from Lemma 4.6.

5 Proof of Theorem 1.2
In this section, we will describe a configuration of Wilson loops (γi)i∈[n] and use those
to prove Theorem 1.2, that is, at a temperature low enough, the Ursell function of the
Wilson loops observable UW

n (Wγ) is positive. Our goal is first to obtain leading-order
estimates on cluster activities Ψβ[I] for I ⊂ [n]. This will be done in the next
three subsections. The last subsection will then collect all previous results to prove
Theorem 1.2.

5.1 Smallest vortex clusters

In order to obtain information on the first-order terms of Ψβ(V), V ∈ Ξ, we first find
the vortices ν ∈ Λ(BN) with the smallest possible support.

Lemma 5.1. Let ν ∈ Λ(BN) be a vortex in Zm,m ≥ 3 such that the support of ν
doesn’t contain any boundary plaquettes of BN . Then, either

| supp ν+| ∈ {2(m− 1), 4(m− 1)− 2} or | supp ν+| ≥ 4(m− 1).
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Proof. The first claim, specifically that | supp ν+| ∈ {2(m− 1), 4(m− 1)− 2} is a
consequence of [2, Lemma 2.3]. Let now ν ∈ Λ(BN). We will prove that supp ν+ is
even, which will prove the lemma. Hence, recall that by Poincaré’s Lemma there
exists a one-form σ ∈ Ω1(BN ,Z2) such that dσ = ν. In particular, a positively
oriented plaquette p ∈ C2(BN)

+ is in the support of ν+ if and only if there is an
odd number of edges e ∈ C1(BN)

+ in the boundary of p such that e ∈ supp σ+. In
other words, p ∈ supp ν+ ⇐⇒ |e ∈ supp σ+ : e ∈ ∂p| ∈ {1, 3}. Note that e ∈ ∂p is
equivalent to p ∈ ∂̂e. Hence, we deduce the following: every plaquette containing
one boundary edge e ∈ suppσ+ is a candidate to be in the support of ν+. We then
need to subtract all plaquettes that are counted twice or more, i.e., which satisfy
|{e ∈ suppσ : p ∈ ∂̂e}| ∈ {2, 3, 4}. Hence, one obtains

| supp ν+| =
∑

e∈suppσ+

|∂̂e| − 2
( ∑

p∈C2(BN )+

1{|{e ∈ supp σ+ : p ∈ ∂̂e}| ≥ 2} (5.1)

+ 21{|{e ∈ supp σ+ : p ∈ ∂̂e}| = 4}
)
.

Now, note that every edge e has 2(m− 1) adjacent plaquettes in Zm, i.e.,

|∂̂e| = 2(m− 1).

Thus, by (5.1), | supp ν+| is an even number. Therefore, the next vortex cluster’s
size is | supp ν+| = 4(m− 1). This completes the proof.

Figure 7 shows the structure of the smallest vortices.

|supp ν+| Support of σ s.t. dσ = ν Support of ν Induced subgraph of G2

2(m− 1)

4(m− 1)− 2

4(m− 1)− 2

4(m− 1)

Figure 7: Minimal connected vortices ν in Zm for m = 3. For each support size, one
can see an associated one-form σ, with dσ = ν, the support of the vortex ν itself,
and the induced subgraph of the plaquette adjacency graph G2.
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5.2 Construction of the loops

In this section, we will define and fix a configuration of loops γ1, ..., γn. The idea
is that the loops are assumed to be stacked on top of each other. Now, recall the
notation from Section 2.1, in which ẽ1, ẽ2, ẽ3 are the first three basis vectors from Zm

and dẽ1, dẽ2, dẽ3 are the corresponding positively oriented edges. Recall also that if
χ ∈ Ck(BN ,Z) is a k-chain, and y ∈ Ck(BN)

+ a k-cell, then χ[y] is the coefficient
associated to the k-cell y in χ. With these notations in mind, we can formally define
the loop and oriented surface configuration as follows.

Definition 5.2. Assume that BN is large enough, such that all oriented surfaces
and loops in this definition are well-defined. Let x ∈ Zm and L1, L2 ∈ N. Define the
discrete rectangle

R := {x+ aẽ1 + bẽ2 : 0 ≤ a ≤ L1, 0 ≤ b ≤ L2}.

Define the 2-chain q1 ∈ C2(BN ,Z) as the formal sum of all positively oriented
plaquettes p ∈ C2(BN)

+ whose four boundary edges lie in the rectangle R.
Then, define the translation operator τ by

τ : C2(BN ,Z) → C2(BN ,Z), (τχ)[p] := χ[p− dẽ3].

Now we define recursively the two chains qi for i ∈ {2, ..., n}, by

qi := τqi−1.

In words, every qi is the translation of the positively oriented plaquettes of qi−1 by
dẽ3.
Finally, for i ∈ [n], define

γi := ∂qi.

Note that by construction ∂γi = 0 so that (γi)i∈[n] are well defined Wilson loops, and
(qi)i∈[n] well defined oriented surfaces.

The definition of the oriented surfaces (qi)i∈[n] as "flat" surfaces will prove to be
convenient for future computations, as well as making the oriented surfaces have
disjoint support.
The numbers L1 and L2 will be used solely in the definition. From now on, we will
let |γ1| denote the length of the loops, without distinguishing the values of L1, L2. In
the final proof, we will make |γ1| large, without any distinction on the values L1, L2.

Remark 5.3. The above loops were chosen to facilitate computations. With small
modifications, one can also prove the main result using more general loops that are
not equal up to a translation or are more distant from each other.

22



γ1

γ2

γ3

γ4

Figure 8: Example of four loops γ1, γ2, γ3, γ4 as defined in Definition 5.2 for Z3.

5.3 Estimates for cluster activities

Recall the definitions of Ξ[I] and Ψβ[I] from (4.9) and (4.10), as well as V −
n (Wγ)

from (4.19).
In this section, we will prove that for β large enough, the main contributions in the
term V −

n (Wγ) come from the correlated activities of clusters that only connect two
neighboring loops. These correlated activities will then be used to obtain estimates
on V −

n (Wγ), which will lead to the sign of Un using (4.20). The clusters connecting
two neighboring loops in our construction correspond to the clusters in Ξ[{i, i+ 1}]
for i ∈ {1, ..., n− 1}. We will first estimate the correlated activity of these terms
in Lemma 5.4 as a function of β and the length of the loops |γ1|. We will then
find an upper bound of the correlated activities coming from the other clusters
in Lemma 5.7.
Recall that by our construction the loops are equal up to a translation, and hence
have the same length |γ1| = ... = |γn|.

Lemma 5.4. Consider Ising lattice gauge theory with parameter β ≥ β0. Let (γi)i∈[n]
be loops in Definition 5.2. Then, for i ∈ {1, ..., n− 1}, it holds that

Ψβ[{i, i+ 1}] = |γi|
(
exp(−4(4(m− 1)− 2)β) +O

(
exp (−4(4(m− 1))β)

))
,

where the term O
(
exp (−4(4(m− 1))β)

)
is independent of |γi|.

The idea of the proof is to divide the clusters from Ξ[{i, i + 1}] into different
categories. For this purpose, recall the notation n(V) from (2.3). With this notation,
we have

Ψβ[{i, i+ 1}] =
∑

V∈Ξ[{i,i+1}]

Ψβ(V) =
∑

V∈Ξ[{i,i+1}]
n(V)=1

Ψβ(V) +
∑

V∈Ξ[{i,i+1}]
n(V)≥2

Ψβ(V). (5.2)

We can now state the following lemma.

Lemma 5.5. Under the same assumptions as for Lemma 5.4, for i ∈ {1, ..., n− 1},
we have∑

V∈Ξ[{i,i+1}]
n(V)=1

Ψβ(V) = |γi|
((

exp(−4(4(m− 1)− 2)β) +O
(
exp (−4(4(m− 1))β)

))
,
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where the term O
(
exp (−4(4(m− 1))β)

)
is independent of |γi|.

Lemma 5.6. Under the same assumptions as for Lemma 5.4, for i ∈ {1, ..., n− 1},
we have∑

V∈Ξ[{i,i+1}]
n(V)≥2

Ψβ(V) = |γi|
(
− exp (−4(4(m− 1))β) + o

(
exp (−4(4(m− 1))β)

))
,

where the term o
(
exp (−4(4(m− 1))β)

)
is independent of the loop’s size.

Proof of Lemma 5.4. Combine Lemma 5.5 and Lemma 5.6 in equation (5.2). The
proof follows immediately.

In the proofs of Lemma 5.5 and Lemma 5.6, we will make use of the following
notation. For j ∈ N, and i ∈ [n− 1], let

Ξ[{i, i+ 1}]j := {V ∈ Ξ[{i, i+ 1}] : |V| = j}, and
Ξ[{i, i+ 1}]j+ := {V ∈ Ξ[{i, i+ 1}] : |V| ≥ j},

where |V| was introduced in (2.3).

Proof of Lemma 5.5. Let i ∈ [n− 1] and let V ∈ Ξ[{i, i+ 1}] be such that n(V) = 1.
Then there is a vortex ν ∈ Λ(BN) such that V = {ν} is a singleton. In order to
obtain estimates on the correlated activity of V, we will use equation (2.9). As
n(V) = 1 implies that U(V) = 1, we have

Ψβ(V) = exp(−4β| supp ν+|). (5.3)

Hence, the vortex clusters with the largest contribution to Ψβ(V) are the ones with
the smallest support. By Lemma 5.1, we know that the support of ν+ has either
size 2(m − 1), 4(m − 1) − 2 or is larger or equal than 4(m − 1). Furthermore, as
V = {ν} ∈ Ξ[{i, i+ 1}], it must hold that ν(qi) = ν(qi+1) = 1, where qi qi+1 are the
oriented surfaces specified in Definition 5.2. Now, with these assumptions, note that
it is not possible for ν+ to have a support of size 2(m− 1). As ν+ should connect
two disjoint oriented surfaces, a vortex cluster of this size cannot interact with both
oriented surfaces, see, e.g., Figure 9.
If | supp ν+| = 4(m− 1)− 2, then ν must be one of the two configurations of vortices
described in Figure 10.
The configuration in Figure 10a can’t interact with both oriented surfaces for the
same reasons as above. For the second configuration, see, e.g., Figure 10b, one
realizes that it can interact with both oriented surfaces qi and qi+1. To see this, let ν
be of this type such that supp ν+ ∩ qi ̸= ∅. Then, by the position of the cluster ν,
either |ν+ ∩ qi| = 1 or |ν+ ∩ qi| = 2. Note that it can’t be any larger by the definition
of the oriented surface qi. If |ν+ ∩ qi| = 2, as in pictured in Figure 11 (the cluster
is not at the boundary of qi), then by definition ν(qi) = 0. Hence one is interested
in the case |ν+ ∩ qi| = 1, in which case ν(qi) = 1. In order to obtain ν(qi+1), i.e.,
|ν+ ∩ qi+1| = 1, one sees that there are |γi| = |γi+1| vortex clusters that satisfy this
property : one for every edge e ∈ γi. This can be observed in Figure 10b.
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γ1

γ2

ν

Figure 9: Two neighboring Wilson loops γ1, γ2 in Z3 with dashed oriented surfaces
q1 marked in red and q2 in blue, together with a vortex cluster ν+ with support size
2(m− 1).

γ1

γ2

ν

(a) First cluster type ν s.t. | supp ν+| =
4(m− 1)− 2.

γ1

γ2

ν

(b) Second type of cluster ν s.t.
| supp ν+| = 4(m− 1)− 2

Figure 10: Two neighboring Wilson loops γ1, γ2 in Z3 with corresponding oriented
surfaces q1 and q2. Drawn in black are the two types of vortex cluster ν+ with a
support size of 4(m− 1)− 2.

Hence, we obtain∑
V∈Ξ[{i,i+1}]4(m−1)−2

n(V)=1

Ψβ(V) = |γi| exp(−4(4(m− 1)− 2)β). (5.4)

By Lemma 5.1, the next vortex ν of minimal support satisfies | supp ν+| = 4(m− 1).
In particular [2, Lemma 4.7] proves that there is some constant Cm > 0, which
depends on m but not on the loop size |γi| such that,∑

V∈Ξ[{i,i+1}]4(m−1)+

n(V)=1

|Ψβ(V)| ≤ |γ1|Cm exp(−4(4(m− 1)β)). (5.5)

The claim follows by combining (5.4) and (5.5).
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γ1

γ2

ν

Figure 11: Two neighboring Wilson loops γ1, γ2 in Z3 with corresponding dashed
oriented surfaces q1, q2. The vortex cluster ν+ has a support of 4(m− 1)− 2, and
satisfies ν(q1) = ν(q2) = 0.

Proof of Lemma 5.6. This proof will follow a similar path as the proof of Lemma 5.5.
Let V ∈ Ξ such that n(V) = 2. In this case, note that U(V) = −1. Such a cluster can
have two forms, either V = {ν, ν} or V = {ν1, ν2}, ν1 ̸= ν2, where ν, ν1, ν2 ∈ Λ(BN ).
If V = {ν, ν}, one deduces that for any 2-form q,

ν(q) = 0 implies V(q) = 0,

while ν(q) = 1 implies V(q) = ν(q) + ν(q) = 0,

which implies that V /∈ Ξ[{i, i + 1}]. Hence, if V ∈ Ξ[{i, i + 1}], we must have
V = {ν1, ν2}. Here by definition, as n(V) = 2 implies U(V) = −1, equation (2.9)
gives that

Ψβ(V) = − exp
(
− 4β(| supp ν+

1 |+ | supp ν+
2 |)

)
.

In the case in which both vortex clusters have minimal support, which mean,
| supp ν+

1 | = | supp ν+
2 | = 2(m− 1), there are |γi| translations of V ∈ Ξ[{i, i+ 1}] for

which V(qi) = V(qi+1) = 1. Namely one V = {ν1, ν2} for each e ∈ γi as pictured in
Figure 12 with the associated green edge e ∈ γ1. Observe that if ν ′

1 and ν ′
2 are not

on top of each other but still interacting with qi and qi+1, then V = {ν ′
1, ν

′
2} /∈ Ξ, as

ν ′
1 ≁ ν ′

2 in the graph G2. By the same argument as in the proof of Lemma 5.5, there
is no other possibility in which both ν1 and ν2 have minimal support and satisfy
V(qi) = V(qi+1) = 1. Hence, one obtains that∑

V∈Ξ[{i,i+1}]4(m−1)

n(V)=2

Ψβ(V) = −|γi| exp(−4(4(m− 1))β).

Now consider any other V = {ν1, ν2} such that V(γi) = V(γi+1) = 1. Then
by Lemma 5.1 it holds that

|V| = | supp ν+
1 |+ | supp ν+

2 | ≥ 2(m− 1) + 4(m− 1)− 2 = 6(m− 1)− 2.

Similarly if n(V) ≥ 3, one obtains

|V| =
∑
ν∈V

nV(ν)| supp ν| ≥ 3 · 2(m− 1) = 6(m− 1) ≥ 6(m− 1)− 2.
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γ1

γ2

ν1

ν2
e

Figure 12: Two neighboring Wilson loops γ1, γ2 in 3 with corresponding dashed
oriented surfaces q1, q2. Each vortex cluster ν+

1 , ν
+
2 has a support size of 2(m− 1).

For V ∈ Ξ such that |V| ≥ 6(m − 1) − 2, we apply as previously [2, Lemma 4.7],
which gives a constant C̃m which only depends on m such that∑

V∈Ξ[{i,i+1}]6(m−1)−2+

n(V)≥2

Ψβ(V) ≤ |γ1|C̃m exp
(
− 4(6(m− 1)− 2)β

)
.

This concludes the proof.

Lemma 5.7. Consider Ising lattice gauge theory with parameter β ≥ β0 and the set
of loops (γi)i∈[n] from Definition 5.2. Now, consider any set I ⊂ [n] such that

I ∈ In := P([n]) \ {{1}, ..., {n}, {1, 2}, {2, 3}, ..., {n− 1, n}},

where P denotes the power set. Then, for the loops γ1, ..., γn from Definition 5.2, we
have

Ψβ[I] = |γ1|O
(
exp (−4(4(m− 1))β)

)
,

where the term O((exp (−4(4(m− 1))β)) is independent of the loop’s size |γ1|, and
the asymptotics is in β.

Proof. Let I ∈ In and V ∈ Ξ[I]. Then max I−min I ≥ 2, hence, V is a vortex cluster
which connects oriented surfaces that are separated by a distance of at least two (in
the direction ẽ3) plaquettes from each other. Hence, by a similar argumentation as
in the proof of Lemma 5.5, we deduce the following. If n(V) = 1, it must hold that
| supp ν+| ≥ 4(m − 1) by Lemma 5.1, as it is not possible for the vortex clusters
satisfying | supp ν+| ∈ {2(m− 1), 4(m− 1)− 2} to connect oriented surfaces with a
distance greater than two from each other. One can observe this in Figure 13 for the
case | supp ν+| = 4(m− 1)− 2, in which case one is just able to combine the two
oriented surfaces q2 and q3.
Now, in the case n(V) ≥ 2. One has that

|V| ≥ 2(m− 1) + 2(m− 1) = 4(m− 1).
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γ1

γ3

ν

γ2

Figure 13: Three neighboring Wilson loops γ1, γ2, γ3 in Z3. The vortex cluster ν+

has a support of 4(m− 1)− 2 and can only interact with q2 and q3.

Hence [2, Lemma 4.7] gives the following inequality,∑
V∈Ξ[I]

Ψβ(V) ≤ |γ1|Ĉm exp(−4(4(m− 1))β),

for some constant Ĉm only depending on the dimension m.

5.4 Proof of Theorem 1.2

Recall the construction of the Wilson loops (γi)i∈[n] from Definition 5.2. In order to
prove Theorem 1.2, we will prove that

|V −
n (Wγ)| < 1.

Using (4.20) the claim that UW
n (Wγ) > 0 will directly follow. To this end, we define

the following quantity, which will be used in the proof.

S (n) :=
∑

P∈Fn\{[n]}
|P| even

(|P| − 1)! (5.6)

We can compute S (n) recursively, see, e.g., [20, Chapter 6]. However, for the
following proof, we simply need to know that S (n) is finite for all n, which is clear
by the definition.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. By Lemma 5.4, there exist functions, (fi)i∈[n−1], independent
of the loop’s size |γ1|, such that for any i ∈ [n− 1],

Ψβ[{i, i+ 1}]
exp (−4(4(m− 1)− 2)β)

= |γ1|(1 + fi(β)), where fi(β) = O(exp(−8β)). (5.7)

At the same time, by Lemma 5.7, there exist functions, (fI)I∈In , independent of the
loop’s size, such that for any I ∈ In,

Ψβ[I]

exp (−4(4(m− 1)− 2)β)
= |γ1|fI(β), fI(β) = O(exp(−8β)), (5.8)
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where the asymptotics are for large values of β.
Now, as (fi)i∈[n−1] and (fI)I∈In do not depend on the loop’s size |γ1|, we can define
β∗
n,m as the smallest value such that for all β ≥ β∗

n,m and for all i ∈ [n − 1] the
following is satisfied:

2Ψβ[{i, i+ 1}]−
∑
I∈In

n|Ψβ[I]| ≥
|γ1|
2

exp(−4(4(m− 1)− 2)β). (A)

To such β, we make the loops (γi)i∈[n] large enough so that

|γ1| exp(4(4(m− 1)− 2)β) > log(S (n)). (B)

Consider now any P ∈ Fn such that |P| is even. Then, by Corollary 4.7, we have
that

bP = −(P− 1)! exp
(
− 2

∑
I⊂[n]

(cI,P − 1{|I| odd})Ψ[I]
)
.

From Lemma 4.4, we know that

cI,P ≤ n for any I ⊆ [n], and c{i,i+1},P ̸= 0 ⇐⇒ c{i,i+1},P = 2. (C)

Now, consider any element of the partition P ∈ Fn \ {[n]}. By Lemma 4.4(f), we
know that there exists i ∈ [n− 1] such that c{i,i+1},P > 0. As Ψβ[{i, i+ 1}] > 0 for
any i ∈ [n− 1] by (A), we have that,∑

I⊂[n]

(cI,P − 1{|I| odd})Ψβ[I]

=
∑

i∈[n−1]

c{i,i+1},PΨβ[{i, i+ 1}] +
∑
I∈In

(cI,P − 1{|I| odd})Ψβ[I]

≥ 2Ψβ[{i, i+ 1}]−
∑
I∈In

n|Ψβ[I]| >
1

2
log(S (n)).

Where the first equality comes from Lemma 4.4(c) and the first inequality from (C).
Finally, the last inequality comes from the combination of (A) and (B). It implies
that,

exp
(
− 2

∑
I⊂[n]

(cI,P − 1{|I| odd})Ψβ[I]
)
<

1

S (n)
. (D)

As P ∈ Fn, |P| even, was arbitrary, we apply inequality (D) to all such P in the
expression of V −

n (Wγ) from Corollary 4.7 to obtain

|V −
n (Wγ)| =

∑
P∈Fn

|P| even

|bP| <
∑

P∈Fn\{[n]}
|P| even

(|P| − 1)!
1

S (n)
=

1

S (n)
S (n) = 1.

Here, the inequality comes from (D) and the second equality from the definition of
S (n). This concludes the proof by (4.20).

29



A Proof of Lemma 3.2
We seek the smallest number of edges n such that e1, ..., en form a loop γ which
can be decomposed in at least two distinct ways: γ = γ1 + γ2 = γ′

1 + γ′
2, where

γ1, γ2 and γ′
1, γ

′
2 denote different closed loops. In the case m ≥ 3, one needs n ≥ 10 to

achieve this, notably by taking advantage of the third dimension, as one can observe
in the proof of Theorem 1.1 (d). We will prove that in the two-dimensional case, one
needs n ≥ 16 edges. Note, that for two distinct loops γ1, γ2, we say that γ2 touches
an edge e ∈ γ1, if there exists ẽ ∈ γ2 such that ∂e ∩ ∂ẽ ≠ ∅. If γ2 touches an edge
e ∈ γ1, then we say that γ2 crosses γ1 if there is no corner of γ1 at the intersection
point. With these definitions established, we can prove Lemma 3.2.

Proof of Lemma 3.2. Denote the first decomposition of γ by γ1+γ2, where γ1 and γ2
are two closed loops. Then, the loop γ2 must be situated around γ1 in the following
sense: there exists e ∈ γ1 such that either one or both boundary points of e are
touched by γ2. Such an edge e must exist to be able to "leave" γ1 and be in another
decomposition of γ, i.e., e ∈ γ′

1 or γ′
2.

Case 1. Assume there is e ∈ γ1 such that both of its boundaries are traversed by γ2,
as depicted in Figure 14.

e
γ1

γ2

Figure 14: Configuration type in case 1, where both boundaries of e ∈ γ1 get touched
by γ2.

Then one searches for the smallest loop γ = γ1 + γ2 that satisfies the following
property. There is an edge e in the loop γ1 such that a second loop γ2 goes through
both boundaries of e without containing e. Clearly γ1 contains at least 4 edges,
which is the smallest loop, and γ2 contains at least 6 edges. In this case we need to
check that for all |γ1| ∈ {4, 6, 8} it holds that |γ1|+ |γ2| ≥ 16.

e
γ1

γ2

(a) Configuration such that
|γ1| = 4.

e

γ1

γ2

(b) First type of configuration
such that |γ1| = 6.

e

γ1

γ2

(c) Second type of configura-
tion such that |γ1| = 6

Figure 15: The subfigures illustrate the types of configurations in Case 1, when
|γ1| ∈ {4, 6}. Each highlight the edge e ∈ γ1 touched twice by γ2. The teal edges
are those that γ2 needs, to cross the boundaries of e. The dashed blue edges show a
shortest path to close γ2. In all three cases, |γ1|+ |γ2| ≥ 16.
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If |γ1| = 4, then one has no other choice than having the four teal edges in
Figure 15a, which will be edges in γ2. In this case, one needs at least 8 additional
edges (blue dashed) to connect the teal edges into a loop, which gives |γ2| ≥ 12.
Hence, |γ1|+ |γ2| ≥ 16.
If |γ1| = 6, and e ∈ γ1 is located as in Figure 15b, then |γ2| ≥ 10 with a similar
argumentation as in Figure 15a. If e ∈ γ1 appears as in Figure 15c, then γ2 must
contain the four teal edges. The smallest configuration that closes the loop yields
|γ2| = 10. In both cases, |γ1|+ |γ2| ≥ 16.

e

γ1

γ2

(a) First configuration type
such that |γ1| = 8.

e

γ1

γ2

(b) Second type of configura-
tion such that |γ1| = 8.

e1

γ1

e2

e3

γ2

(c) Third type of configura-
tion such that |γ1| = 8

Figure 16: Types of configurations in Case 1 when |γ1| = 8. Here one sees the edge
e ∈ γ1 that is traversed twice by γ2. The teal edges of γ2 are the necessary edges in
γ2 to cross the boundaries of e, while the dashed blue edges correspond to a shortest
path to close γ2. In particular one has |γ1|+ |γ2| ≥ 16 in the three cases.

Now, in the case |γ1| = 8, the loop γ1 can have three shapes. In the first case,
pictured in Figure 16a, one must have |γ2| ≥ 8 with a similar argumentation as in
Figure 15c. In the case where γ1 is a square of 8 edges, as depicted in Figure 16b,
then γ2 needs to contain the four teal edges marked in Figure 16b, and one deduces
that |γ2| ≥ 8 in order to connect the teal edges into a loop. The last possible shape
of γ1 is pictured in Figure 16c. Here, if the edge of γ1 that is touched twice is e2
(marked in brown), then one has the same case as in Figure 15a, where |γ2| ≥ 12. If
the edge that is touched twice is e3 (marked in gray), then one has the same case as
in Figure 16b in which |γ2| ≥ 8. Lastly, if the traversed edge is e1, then the necessary
edges that γ2 contains are drawn in teal. Here, the smallest closed path that connects
those edges contains at least 16 edges. In particular, these are all possibilities in
which |γ1| = 8. In this case as well we obtained |γ1|+ |γ2| ≥ 16. We proved Lemma
3.2 for Case 1, that is, if γ2 touches twice an edge e ∈ γ1, then in two dimensions
|γ1|+ |γ2| ≥ 16.
Case 2. The loop γ2 touches at most one boundary of any edge in e ∈ γ1.
One deduces that in this case, the number of edges in γ1 whose boundary is touched
by γ2 needs to be even. Namely, for a fixed edge e ∈ γ1, then γ2 will touch at most
one boundary of e. If it does, at that boundary γ2 will touch the boundary of another
edge ẽ ∈ γ1. Hence, the number of edges in γ1 whose boundary is touched by γ2 needs
to be even. Moreover, note that γ2 needs to touch the boundary of strictly more
than two edges. If it touches the boundary of exactly two edges, as γ2 is connected,
it simply touches a corner as in Figure 17a. The edges in γ1 whose boundary is
touched by γ2 are marked black. In that case, the loop γ = γ1 + γ2 has only one
decomposition and doesn’t satisfy our criterion of two distinct decompositions. It
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implies that the loop γ2 needs to touch the boundary of at least 4 distinct edges in
γ1. Hence, we have the following two subcases to observe in order to conclude the
proof.

γ1

γ2

(a) Two loops share exactly one point.
The edges in γ1 that share a boundary
with γ2 are marked black.

γ1

γ2

(b) Configuration where γ2 touches two
corners of γ1 that has minimal size.

Figure 17: Figure (a) does not satisfy the criterion of two distinct decompositions in
closed loops. Figure (b) shows the minimal configuration in which one loop touches
two corner edges of γ1.

Case 2a) The loop γ2 only touches corner edges of γ1.
In that case, one loop, let’s say γ2, needs to touch a corner of γ1, then attain another
corner of γ1, and come back to the first corner to be a closed loop. If γ1 has minimal
size |γ1| = 4, then the shortest possible way is |γ2| = 12 as one can observe in Figure
17b. If one tries to make |γ1| larger, then the size of |γ2| cannot decrease as it needs
to contain more edges to attain more distant corners of γ1. If γ2 is the smallest of
the two loops, then the above argumentation works by switching the roles of γ1 and
γ2. It finishes this case.

γ1
γ2

(a) γ2 crosses a pair of edges
in γ1.

γ1
γ2

(b) γ2 crosses a pair of edges
in γ1, it implies |γ2| ≥ 8.

γ1
γ2

(c) The smallest configuration
γ1 satisfies here |γ1| = 8.

Figure 18: Representation of the Case 2b) in the proof of Lemma 3.2.

Case 2b) Assume that γ2 doesn’t only touches corners of γ1, but touches every
edge e at at most one boundary.
Then γ2 must cross at least one pair of edges of γ1, as pictured in Figure 18a. By the
shape of the two edges of γ1 which are crossed by γ2, it must hold that γ1 contains
6 edges or more, as one observes in Figure 18a. On the other hand, it holds that
|γ2| ≥ 8. To see this, observe that if one wants to close the loop γ2 in Figure 18b
using a minimal number of edges, then γ2 cannot pass through the crossed points in
Figure 18b, since it crosses at most one boundary of any edge e ∈ γ1. Therefore, the
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shortest way to close γ2 consists of 8 teal edges as shown in Figure 18b. Finally, in
that case γ1 needs also to contain at least 8 edges to be closed as shown in Figure 18c.
It finishes the case in which |γ2| = 8. Now, note that if |γ2| ≥ 10, then one gets
|γ1|+ |γ2| ≥ 16 as |γ1| ≥ 6 from Figure 18a. This concludes the proof.
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