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Abstract

We prove Bose-Einstein condensation at positive temperature in the three-dimensional dilute
hard-sphere gas. For each fixed exclusion distance and every sufficiently small fixed density,
there is a strictly positive temperature, independent of the volume, at which the exact canonical
Gibbs state has a positive condensate fraction in the thermodynamic limit. The condensate
occupies the constant orbital.
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1 Introduction

Bose—Einstein condensation is a statement about coherence across a macroscopic sample. For an
interacting gas, local density estimates or accurate thermodynamic energies do not by themselves
give that coherence. The question addressed here is whether a dilute three-dimensional gas with an
impenetrable core has a macroscopically occupied orbital at a positive temperature that stays fixed
as the volume grows.

1.1 The model and the result

Fix an exclusion distance a > 0. On the flat torus A;, = (R/LZ)3, let d;, denote Euclidean torus
distance and set

ONza={(z1,...,2n) € AY : dp(zi, ;) > a whenever i # j}.

In units h*/(2m) = kg = 1, the hard-sphere Hamiltonian Hy s, is the self-adjoint operator
associated with

N
qlf] = Z/Q IVif|%, f € Hy(QN.1.o) symmetric.
i=1 N,L,a

For T' > 0, its canonical state and one-particle density matrix are
e—HN,L,a/T

Cnir=—
N,L,T Tr e_HN,L,a/T,

1
'YZ(V,)L,T =NTry ~NInprT-



We use zero extension from the allowed configuration set when taking partial traces. Thus 7](\})L T

acts on L2 (Ar) and has trace N. The constant orbital is ug , = L=3/2, Macroscopic occupation

of this orbital means that N~ (ug f, ’Y](\},)Ljuo,/ﬁ has a positive lower limit as L — oo with N/L3
tending to a fixed density. Translation invariance makes the constant orbital an eigenvector of the
density matrix, so this gives condensation in the sense of Penrose and Onsager [37].

Theorem 1.1. For every a > 0, there is ps«(a) > 0 such that for each fixed 0 < p < p«(a) there is a
fized temperature T = T(a, p) > 0 for which

1
lim inf <U0,La ’Yj(v,)L,Tuo,L>

L—oo N
N/L3—p

The exclusion distance, density, and temperature are held fized in this limit.

The conclusion concerns the exact canonical Gibbs state. The temperature obtained by the
proof is small and is not intended to locate the phase transition. Its role is to provide a strictly
positive temperature at every sufficiently small fixed gas parameter pa>.

1.2 Historical context and related methods

The statistical origin of Bose—Einstein condensation is Bose’s counting of light quanta and Einstein’s
extension to material particles [9, 16, 17]. For interacting particles, Penrose and Onsager formulated
condensation through a macroscopic eigenvalue of the one-particle density matrix [37]. In a
translation-invariant gas, the constant orbital is the natural candidate. Bogoliubov’s theory expands
about its macroscopic occupation to obtain the low-energy excitation spectrum [8]; the hard-sphere
calculation of Lee, Huang and Yang predicts the leading energy correction and depletion [27].
Establishing the occupation for the exact equilibrium state is a separate mathematical question
from deriving these expansions.

For hard spheres, rigorous energy bounds began with Dyson [15], and Lieb and Yngvason obtained
the leading dilute asymptotics [31]. Fournais and Solovej proved the Lee-Huang—Yang lower bound
for interactions including hard cores [21]; Basti, Brooks, Cenatiempo, Olgiati and Schlein proved the
matching upper bound for hard spheres and then for general nonnegative short-range interactions
[4, 5]. At positive temperature, Fournais, Junge, Girardot, Morin, Olivieri and Triay obtained
a low-temperature free-energy lower bound that includes hard cores [19]. These results control
thermodynamic energies. They do not by themselves give a volume-uniform lower bound on a single
orbital’s occupation: the one-particle kinetic gap tends to zero as the box grows.

Rigorous continuum condensation has been established in several scaling regimes. Lieb and
Seiringer proved complete ground-state condensation in the trapped Gross—Pitaevskii limit [30].
At positive temperature, Deuchert, Seiringer and Yngvason treated a trapped gas in a combined
thermodynamic and Gross—Pitaevskii limit [14], and Deuchert and Seiringer treated the homogeneous
canonical gas in Gross—Pitaevskii scaling [12]. The latter theorem allows hard cores, but their
scattering length is proportional to L/N and therefore vanishes at fixed density as N grows. Further
results of Fournais, Chong, Liang and Nam, and Junge allow increasing box sizes coupled to
increasing dilution [10, 20, 26]. Such coupled limits do not permit unrestricted volume growth
at a fixed positive gas parameter. Deuchert and Seiringer also established positive-temperature
condensation in a combined semiclassical and mean-field limit for a trapped gas [13].

Fixed-parameter thermodynamic condensation also has precedents with different interactions
and state formulations. Aizenman, Lieb, Seiringer, Solovej and Yngvason proved low-temperature



condensation for a hard-core lattice gas at half filling [2]. Siité’s continuum theorem assumes
both the potential and its Fourier transform to be nonnegative, with integrability and regularity
hypotheses that exclude a literal hard core [39, Theorem 1.2]. Galanda and Pinamonti construct
algebraic equilibrium states for smooth interactions in coupled weak-interaction limits and, after
renormalization, in Gross—Pitaevskii scaling with vanishing temperature [22, 23]. The present
theorem concerns the exact canonical hard-sphere state with the exclusion distance, positive density,
and positive temperature all fixed before the volume grows. It gives a positive condensate fraction
at sufficiently low temperature; it does not determine the transition temperature or the leading
depletion.

Two companion articles provide the immediate starting point. Ground-state condensation in the
dilute hard-sphere gas [36] treats the fixed-parameter ground-state problem and develops hard-core
bridge replacements, movable groups of particles, routes avoiding unusable cells, and cancellation
of conditional normalizers. A density-uniform condensate bound for dilute Bose gases [35] treats
bounded finite-range repulsive potentials at positive temperature and supplies localization and
short-slab trajectory estimates, as well as the underlying lattice-path construction. We reproduce the
arguments needed here. The additional issue is to obtain joint spatial and trajectory estimates for
the hard-core canonical Gibbs state, and to make the short-path comparison control its one-particle
density matrix.

The local analysis builds on established tools. The hard-core ray estimate belongs to the
Dyson local-energy method, and the subdivision and two-particle bounds are related to the work
of Lieb and Yngvason and of Lundholm, Portmann and Solovej [15, 31, 34]. Particle insertion has
antecedents in the nearest-neighbor trial states of Dyson and Lieb, Seiringer and Yngvason [15, 32].
Localization into two particle species uses the Fock-space localization formalism of Derezinski and
Gérard, its many-body development by Lewin, and its thermal application by Deuchert, Seiringer
and Yngvason [11, 14, 28]. Strong subadditivity and monotonicity of relative entropy provide the
entropy comparisons [29, 33]. The use of positive imaginary-time paths goes back to Feynman’s
formulation [18]; Ueltschi’s account distinguishes cycle information from one-particle off-diagonal
order [41]. Here the overlap identity addresses the one-particle occupation directly.

The long-distance comparison has a separate probabilistic ancestry. Benjamini, Pemantle and
Peres constructed paths with exponential intersection tails [6]; Haggstrom and Mossel developed a
construction using random biases on blocks at several scales [25]. The finite-endpoint averaging
method of Abbe, Massoulié, Montanari, Sly and Srivastava, and its adaptation by Garban and
Spencer, turn intersection control into long-range information or order [1, 24]. Averaging path
likelihoods before taking their second moments also appears in trail detection and in the point-
reassignment argument of Peres and Sly [3, 7, 38]. Our lattice construction follows the explicit
skeleton in OpenAl [35, Section 8.1] and the obstacle detours in OpenAlI [36, Section 7], using
Timér’s boundary-connectivity theorem [40, Theorem 4]. The hard-core comparison retains the
exact interaction normalizers; after averaging two route changes, their cost is controlled by mutual
encounters rather than by the length of either route.

1.3 The argument

The starting point is the short-path comparison developed for the hard-sphere ground state in
OpenAl [36]. Its use at positive temperature requires two changes. First, the local hypotheses must
hold jointly for arbitrarily many prescribed cells under a thermal path measure. Second, the path
comparison must control the one-particle density matrix of a mixed state. We prove the needed
thermal estimates and retain the deterministic comparison mechanism. The bridge, lattice, and
measure comparison arguments used below are included with proofs.



To identify the overlap we must bound, let ®(X,W’) be the nonnegative integral kernel of

F%QL’T, with X, W’ € AY. Write X = (x, X’), where X’ is the ordered configuration of the other
N — 1 particles, called the bath. Factoring the Gibbs kernel through its square root gives

(1)
U0, Ly YN 1, 710, L 1
< 0 NLT 70, > = —3/<I)(x,X',W/)CI>(y,X/, W’) dz dy dX’ aw’.

Thus the two factors have the same bath X’ and retained configuration W’ while the distinguished
particle moves from x to y. Section 5 realizes ®(X,W’)? as the joint law of the midpoint configu-
ration and W’ on a short Brownian time interval. Once the interval endpoints and W’ are fixed,
the conditional law is a product of Brownian bridge laws conditioned on hard avoidance. This
representation lets us analyze local changes against deterministic obstacle paths while retaining the
mixed-state overlap above.

The estimates are made in the scaled units of Section 2, in which a unit cell contains D > 1
particles and the core radius is o/ D, with « in a fixed interval. Sections 3 and 4 give joint bounds
for low cell counts and excessively close neighbors. These estimates use entropy as well as energy:
a relative-entropy inequality controls a diagonal change of density, and a family of normalized
insertion maps with a uniform frame bound controls the free-energy cost of adding a particle, even
in bounded attractive fields.

The remaining local conditions concern whole trajectories. Section 5 marks paths that violate a
condition, assigns auxiliary particle species to the marks, and removes their hard-core constraints in
an upper bound. A trace estimate for a heat semigroup between two Lipschitz multipliers converts
the marked path moments into free-energy estimates; exterior powers permit control of every positive
trace power. These arguments adapt the thermal methods of OpenAl [35] to Dirichlet hard-core
domains. They yield an exponential bound in the number of prescribed defective cells. This joint
bound will control obstructing clusters when routes are drawn through the remaining cells.

The local bridge estimates of Section 6 show that most cells contain many labels whose paths
can be moved through any adjacent cell with uniformly positive success probability. Section 7
splits these labels into groups and exposes all paths outside one group. The usable cells are then
determined by this exposed environment. Section 8 constructs random routes between many pairs
of cells, with a bounded exponential moment for the encounters of two independently drawn routes
in the same environment.

Section 9 uses one such route to construct two path configurations with shifted midpoint
assignments. Removing a different tagged particle from each leaves the same bath midpoints and
the same W', as required by the overlap identity. To compare the resulting measure with the two
original midpoint laws, we average over routes before taking the second moment of its density.
Conditional normalizers cancel away from encounters between two routes, so the cost is controlled
by their encounters rather than by their lengths. The lattice estimate bounds that cost, and a
common-measure inequality gives positive overlap for a positive fraction of all cell pairs.

The order of the choices is essential. The path duration and the group size are fixed before
the density threshold, and all are fixed before the volume tends to infinity. Section 10 returns to
physical units and verifies directly that the resulting temperature is independent of that volume.

2 A scaled formulation

The proof separates the thermodynamic limit from the small gas parameter. We first work in units
in which each unit cell contains many particles, while the exclusion distance is much smaller than
their typical separation. The physical change of units will be made in Section 10.



Let K > 100 be an integer and let A = (R/KZ)3. Write
V=K)  D=N/V, r=a/D, «acn/22xw], 0<T<D'  pg=1"1 (21)

The number «g > 2 will be fixed sufficiently large; subsequently D will be taken sufficiently large.
For 7 > 1, let

] J
Q; = {X € N : d(xi, xp) > r for i # k}, 4ilf] :Z/Q \Vif|%
i=1""%

Here d is Euclidean torus distance. The form domain is H}(€2;), restricted to symmetric functions
for the bosonic Hamiltonian H;. Functions are extended by zero to A7j;. This convention is used for
partial traces, multipliers, and integral kernels throughout the paper.

For a bounded measurable function W > 0, set

J

-W -W _gH"W) -W -W

B =H -y W), 27" =me T FT = Ti0gz0W).
i=1

The trace is on the symmetric space. Omit the superscript when W = 0, and put Zy = 1, Fy = 0.
For a symmetric trace-one state o of finite kinetic energy, write

S(o) = —Trologo, .7-";_W)(a):TrHJ(»_W)U—TS(U).
Energy expectations mean form expectations. The entropy bound in Lemma 3.3 implies that
these entropies are finite. Gibbs’ variational principle gives ]-"J(_W) (o) > Fj(_W). The insertion
construction in Section 3 also verifies that the relevant hard-core form domains, through particle
number 2N, are nonzero for the parameters used here.

The unit cells are B, = v+ [—1/2,1/2)3, periodically interpreted, with v € Lx = (Z/KZ)3. The
function n,(X) counts positions in B,. For a set of cells A C L, distances to A mean distances to
its centers. Changing between the union of cells and their centers changes the estimates below only
by absolute constants. The lattice distance do, is the periodic maximum distance on Lx. Unless
stated otherwise, ¢, C' > 0 denote constants independent of K, D, T in the ranges under consideration;
they may change from line to line and depend on parameters already fixed. Dependence on the
fixed interval for « is allowed after o is chosen.

2.1 Positive kernels and retained particles

Let Hjl-a]D be the labelled Dirichlet operator on €2, let ng) be its heat kernel, and let P; be the

orthogonal projection onto symmetric functions. When j = N, denote the kernel of e_SH}\EbePN by
BY™. This operator is the bosonic semigroup extended by zero on the orthogonal complement of
the symmetric subspace. Explicitly it is the average of K. §N) over permutations of one endpoint. It
is nonnegative and obeys the semigroup law with integration over ordered configurations, without
any additional factorial.

The labelled kernel is the free Brownian kernel, with generator A, restricted to paths whose pair
distances stay strictly above r. One way to establish this exact boundary convention is to exhaust
Q; by relatively compact smooth open sets. Their Dirichlet forms increase in domain to H}(Q;),
giving strong semigroup convergence. A continuous path that stays in 2, on a compact time interval
has compact image there and is captured by the exhaustion. Monotone convergence of killed path



measures proves the representation. The same reasoning, or bounded-potential Feynman—Kac, treats
the fields above. This is the open-domain argument used in OpenAl [36, Section 4].

Heat traces are finite: the zero-extension form embedding and the min—max principle compare
the Dirichlet eigenvalues to those of the free torus operator. Kernel identities are needed only
almost everywhere. Splitting a semigroup at positive times justifies diagonal trace formulas without
selecting values of a general kernel on a null set.

Partial traces preserve the remaining hard-core conditions and the kinetic expectations of the
retained coordinates. The form-domain justification is given with the entropy estimates in Section 3,
before these marginals are used to compare particle numbers.

2.2 The estimate to be proved
Let I'y = Z;,le_fBHN, let 'y](\}) = NTry  nI'n,and let ug = V—1/2 The occupation fraction is

_ 1
Boce = N 1(”0771(V)u0>'

Theorem 2.1 (Scaled occupation bound). There are constants oy > 2, Dy < 00, and ¢, > 0 such

that Boce > ¢« whenever the parameters satisfy (2.1), D > D, and K is sufficiently large. The

lower threshold for K can be chosen locally uniformly for D in [Dy, c0), uniformly in o € [ /2, 2au]
and 0 <T < D7

Sections 3 and 4 establish free-energy estimates and joint bounds on the position counts.
Section 5 extends those bounds to a short interval of particle paths. The remaining sections compare
configurations by moving selected labels along paths of usable cells. This yields Theorem 2.1 in
Section 9; the final change of units proves Theorem 1.1.

3 Local kinetic energy and particle-number costs

The spatial estimates require two complementary comparisons. Hard exclusion forces a kinetic
cost when many particles occupy one cell or have a close neighbor. Conversely, inserting one
particle has a uniformly bounded free-energy cost, even in an attractive external field. We establish
both comparisons, including the entropy estimates that distinguish the Gibbs problem from its
ground-state counterpart.

For a set I of particle labels, write

qr[F) = Z/WiF!Q, nl=4#{iel:x B}, d = min d(z;,z;).
il Je\{i}

The last minimum is +oo for a singleton set. Superscripts I are omitted when every label is retained.
All form functions below are extended by zero across the forbidden configurations.

3.1 Two local consequences of the hard core

The following arguments reproduce the local estimates of OpenAl [36, Section 3, “Two local kinetic
inequalities”]. Their ingredients are the two-particle coercivity used in local exclusion estimates [34,
Proposition 10] and Neumann subdivision [31].



Lemma 3.1 (Cube energy). Let Q C R3 be a cube of side |, and let F € H'(Q™) vanish almost
everywhere whenever some pair has distance at most r. No boundary condition is imposed on the
outer faces. Then

n T 1
Z/Qn |V1F|2 > ccubel—gn(n — 1) /Qn |F|27 Ceube = m (3.1)
=1

Consequently, for a torus hard-core form function and every fized label set I,
alF) > ccuber/zni(ng —1)|FP. (3.2)
v

Proof. Fix a point y € Q. A slice f vanishing on |z — y| < r satisfies on almost every ray x = y + sw
in Q
s s R(w)
|fly + sw)? < (/ 2 dt) / |0 f (y + tw)|*¢? dt < 7“_1/ |0, f|2¢? dt,
T T T

where convexity gives R(w) < v/3l. Rays ending before r contribute zero. Integration in s and w

yields
l3
/ < V3 IR (3.3)

r

Sobolev slicing, or approximation on the ray intervals, justifies this calculation for H' functions.

For n > 2, subdivide Q into j% cubes, with j = |(n/2)"/?]. Then n/16 < j° < n/2. In a sector
specifying the subcube of every coordinate, at most j° coordinates occupy singleton cubes. For
each of the at least n/2 remaining coordinates, choose a partner in its own subcube by a fixed label
ordering. Apply (3.3) in that coordinate, with the partner and all other coordinates fixed. Summing
uses each coordinate’s kinetic energy once and gives the lower bound

rj3 n rn2

V332 ~ 32303

times the sector norm. Restriction to sectors introduces no derivative of their indicators: this is
Neumann bracketing. Sum over sectors; the cases n = 0, 1 are immediate. This proves (3.1) with the
stated smaller constant. Finally assign the coordinates in I to unit cells, fix the other coordinates,
and apply the cube inequality inside each occupied cell. Euclidean distance at most r in a cell lift
implies torus distance at most 7, so the required zeros persist. Integration over the fixed coordinates
proves (3.2). O

Lemma 3.2 (Close-neighbor energy). For 0 < r < s < 1, every hard-core form function satisfies

27

S — 3.4
262144+/3 (34)

QI[F] > Cnearrs_g/#{i elrl: d{ < 2S}|F|2a Cnear =

Proof. Partition each coordinate circle into | K/(8s)| equal intervals and translate the resulting grid
uniformly. Its cube side [ lies in [8s, 16s]. Two points of torus distance at most 2s belong to one
cube with probability at least (1 — 2s/1)3 > 27/64. For any fixed translated grid, apply (3.3) to
every coordinate having a partner in its cube, choosing the partner by label order in each assignment
sector. This bounds the kinetic energy below by r/(1/3[3) times the number of such coordinates.
For each i with d! < 2s, fix a nearest partner before averaging over grid translations. It belongs to
the same cube with probability at least 27/64. Since I3 < 4096s®, averaging proves the claim. [



3.2 Entropy and admissible marginals

We shall apply kinetic inequalities to mixed states, to their marginals, and to states confined to a
spatial region. The following estimate is the ideal Bose entropy bound used in OpenAl [35, Section 3,
“An entropy bound”].

Lemma 3.3 (Kinetic control of entropy). Let O be an open subset of Ay with Dirichlet kinetic
energy, or the whole torus with periodic kinetic energy. For every fized a > 0 and every symmetric
trace-one j-particle state o of finite kinetic energy,

J
aTr(Y ~A0:)o ~ TS(0) > ~Tj — C,TIO|(V ™" +T%2). (3.5)
=1

In particular S(o) < oo. The statement holds for all T > 0, including j = 0 with the vacuum
convention.

Proof. The Gaussian image sum for the periodic heat kernel gives K;(0) < C(V ! +¢=3/2). Killing
can only decrease its diagonal, and hence

Tret®20 < C,|O|(VL +¢73/2),

The ideal Bose grand partition function at fugacity e~! has logarithm

3 L mremieto < ¢ o)V 4+ TH?).

m>1 m

Its j-particle contribution is e~/ times the canonical partition function. The Gibbs variational
inequality gives (3.5). For a general finite-energy state the same inequality follows by finite spectral
approximation, or from nonnegativity of relative entropy to the ideal canonical Gibbs state. This
also proves entropy finiteness without an initial entropy assumption. Hard-core states are admissible
here by Dirichlet zero extension into the free-particle space. O

We record a domain fact used repeatedly below. A marginal obtained by retaining some particle
coordinates of a finite-energy hard-core state still has finite kinetic energy and satisfies the hard-core
Dirichlet condition among the retained coordinates. Indeed, first approximate a form vector by
smooth functions compactly supported in the allowed configuration set. Slicing in the discarded
variables places it in the retained form domain with values in the L? space of the other variables.
Expansion in an orthonormal basis of that space shows that the squared form norms of its coefficient
functions sum to the integrated form norm. Passing to the limit and then to a spectral decomposition
of the state proves the assertion for partial traces. The kinetic expectation in the retained variables is
unchanged. Symmetry of a bosonic state places each such marginal on the corresponding symmetric
subspace.

3.3 Insertion without changing the old marginal

The nearest-neighbor trial construction goes back to Lieb et al. [32, Section 3.2]. We use the
configurationwise normalization of OpenAl [36, Section 3, “Normalized insertion”], because it
preserves the old marginal exactly.



Lemma 3.4 (Normalized insertion). Let w be a real normalized smooth one-particle orbital and F
an n-particle hard-core form function. Suppose that on the support of F at most k old positions lie
within distance 2r of suppw. If C|lwl||?.kr® < 1/4, there is an admissible (n + 1)-particle function
F of the same norm, with the same old-coordinate position marginal, such that

Gn+1[F] < qulF] + O (Vw3 + wl3kr) | FI13. (3.6)

No symmetry in the new coordinate is asserted. Symmetry among the old coordinates is preserved
whenever F' has it.

Proof. Fix a nondecreasing Lipschitz cutoff h, with values in [0, 1], zero up to 1.1r, one beyond 2r,
and Lipschitz constant at most C/r. Set

fx(o) = wy) min h(dy)), 200 = [ fx@)? dy.
<i<n

An empty minimum equals one. The relevant radius-2r balls have total volume at most Ckr3, so

z > 3/4 on the support under consideration. Almost everywhere, differentiation of the minimum

requires only a minimizing old coordinate and y. Thus

/ (rvnyP +¥ \vifxrﬁ dy < C(IVwl3 + [uwlfihr). (37)

Here a cutoff derivative has squared size at most C/r? and is supported in those balls; ties cause no
change to the almost-everywhere Lipschitz derivative bound.
Where z > 1/4, put ax = fx/+/z. For an old-coordinate derivative,

dax = 2~ Y2(dfx — axlax, Ofx)r2(ay))-

Orthogonal projection therefore bounds its squared L?( dy) norm by 27 !{|0fx||3. The new-coordinate
derivative has the same bound, since z is independent of y. Furthermore

/agg dy =1, /aXViaX dy = 0.

For F(X,y) = F(X)ax(y) the second identity cancels every old kinetic cross term after integrating
in y. The first preserves the norm and old marginal, and (3.7) proves (3.6).

To define the multiplier globally replace /z by max(y/z,1/2). This changes none of the integrals
on the support of F'; a Sobolev function and its weak gradient vanish almost everywhere on its zero
set. The extra clearance 1.1r, together with compactly supported approximation of F', places the
result in the enlarged Dirichlet form domain. This proves the assertion for arbitrary form functions,
not only smooth ones. O

Proposition 3.5 (Particle-number free-energy bounds). For sufficiently large D, uniformly in
K >100, 0 < T < D7Y, and the fized o window,

Fy > caN, (3.8)
FN+]€ZFN+CO£]€ (OSR‘SN), (3.9)

-W -W .
F - FY <ca  (1<j<2N). (3.10)

The last estimate holds for every bounded measurable W > 0, with a constant independent of W.
All form domains through particle number 2N are nonempty. The constants ¢,C can be numerical;
only the large-D threshold depends on the fixed window for a.

10



Proof. First, all the form domains through particle number 2N are nonempty. Use Lemma 3.4
with w = V—1/2, starting from the vacuum. At every step its smallness condition is bounded by
C(2N)r3/V < Ca?/D?, which is small for large D. Taking the modulus of the resulting nonzero
labelled vector and symmetrizing gives a nonzero bosonic form vector. Bounded fields do not alter
the form domain.

Reserve half the kinetic energy for Lemma 3.3 and apply Lemma 3.1 to the other half. Since
Yo nw(ny —1) > N(D — 1), every N-particle state satisfies

Fn(o) > LeamerN(D —1) = TN — CT(1 + VT3/?).

With T < D~! and o > 1, the negative terms are absorbed by a fixed fraction of aN for large D.
This proves (3.8).

As in OpenAl [35, Section 3, “Particle-number free-energy bounds”], F}/j is nondecreasing
wherever the form domains are nonempty. For a symmetric j-particle state let S; be the entropy of
its trace-one i-particle marginal, with Sy = 0. Strong subadditivity [29] gives 25; > S;_1 + Si+1; at
i = 1 ordinary subadditivity suffices. All these entropies are finite by Lemma 3.3 and the preceding
marginal-domain argument. Thus S;/i is nonincreasing in 7. The kinetic energy per particle is
unchanged under passage to a marginal. Applying the variational principle to that admissible
symmetric marginal proves monotonicity of Fj/j. In particular Fyy, > (N 4+ k)Fy /N, which yields
(3.9).

For the upper bound, first distinguish the last label and impose symmetry only among the first
j — 1 coordinates. Take w = V2 in Lemma 3.4. Uniformly for j < 2N, the loss of norm before
normalization is at most Cjr3/V < Ca?/D?. For large D, the normalized orbital therefore satisfies

lax(y)| < CVY2, / (\vyaxP +> ]ViaXP) dy < Ca. (3.11)

For p € (27/K)Z3 define the isometry
wF(X,y) = F(X)ax (y)e™.

The old kinetic cross terms vanish by normalization, and the new phase adds exactly |p|?||F||3, since
ax is real. Old field expectations are unchanged, while the new field is nonpositive. Hence the
form-energy increase, including the field, is at most (Ca + |p|?)|| F||3.

These insertions form a bounded frame:

> vuy < CI. (3.12)
lpl<1

Indeed, after zero extension in y, Parseval’s identity at each X gives -, | [ a x(y)e " PYu(X,y) dy|? =
V [ax(y)?|u(X,y)]? dy < C [ |u(X,y)|* dy. Integrate in X and restrict the frequency sum to obtain
(3.12).

Let Z](-;h‘;[? denote the heat trace in this distinguished-label space, and let Ej, ¢; be an orthonormal
eigenbasis of the symmetric (j — 1)-particle operator with field. The scalar Jensen inequality in the

spectral measure of each inserted unit vector gives

-W —gH"=W)
CZJ<,dist) 2 Z Z(val,e O i vptr)

Ip|<1 1

> Z ZefB(El+Ca+|p\2) > cvefB(C’aJrl)Z](:}’V).
lp|<1 1
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The first inequality is the frame bound; the last uses at least ¢V frequencies with |p| < 1. Positivity

of the labelled heat kernel gives

W _
Z_]( ) 1Zj(dlst) .

in the permutation expansion of the full symmetrizer retain the (j — 1)! permutations fixing the last
label, whose contributions are nonnegative. Therefore

Fj(‘W) _ Fj(:fv) < Ca+1+Tlog (Cj/V) < Cla,

because j/V < 2D, T < D! and a > 1. O

4 Localization and joint spatial estimates

We now show that any prescribed family of cells is unlikely to suffer simultaneous particle shortages
or simultaneous failures of separation. These are estimates under the actual equilibrium position
law . They do not condition on the positions outside the cells. The method, adapted from OpenAl
[35, Section 4], compares a lower free-energy penalty from spatial localization with an upper bound
obtained by tilting the diagonal of the Gibbs state.

For a bounded measurable one-particle function f, put ny(X) = >, f(x;), and write E, for
expectation under the position law of a state o. In this section set

= 2Zyle Py p(dX) =D(X,X)dX.

4.1 Localization and diagonal tilting

Lemma 4.1 (Two-color localization). Let p,q be real Lipschitz functions with p*> + ¢*> = 1, and
suppose p is compactly supported in an open set O, or take O = Ag. For a finite-energy symmetric
J-particle state o, map each coordinate by f — (pf,qf) and dephase by the number j of particles in
the first color. Denote its distribution by w; and the conditional first- and second-color marginal
states by o; ; and o, j. For every bounded field W > 0,

J
F5W0) + Bonpwpesivge = Do wi[Fy " (0i) + FS (005)] = TH(w). (4.1)
j=0

The inside states also satisfy the Dirichlet condition in O. Terms with w; = 0 are omitted, and
vacuum states are allowed. Moreover

ijj = E,n,p2, H(w) < —log(l—e ")+ Z]w] (4.2)
J

Proof. The geometric localization and entropy decomposition are the many-body IMS construction;
see Lewin [28, Section 3| and Deuchert et al. [14, Section 3, Lemma 3.1]. Here is the hard-core
version. The one-particle map is isometric, so its symmetric tensor power preserves the spectrum
and entropy of ¢. In each sector of fixed color number, normalized symmetrization over the mutually
orthogonal color assignments identifies the space with the tensor product of the two symmetric
species spaces. There is one such tensor product, with no binomial multiplicity.

The product rule and pVp + ¢Vq = 0 give the exact kinetic increase Eon|yp24|vqz- The field
distributes between the two colors without error. The masks preserve the hard-core form domain.
After cross-color exclusions are dropped, slicing gives admissible same-color marginal states, by
the domain argument in Section 3; the first color is also Dirichlet in O. Thus the sum of their
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energy expectations equals the localized energy. Entropy cannot decrease under dephasing and is
subadditive in each color sector, whence

S(o) +Zw] Uzj +S(UO])]

All entropies are finite by Lemma 3.3, applied also to the finitely many color spaces. This proves
(4.1). Conditional on positions, colors are independent choices with probabilities p(z;)?, q(z;)?,
proving the first identity in (4.2). Nonnegativity of relative entropy to the geometric law (1 —e~1)e™/
proves the second. O

Lemma 4.2 (Diagonal tilt). For a bounded real symmetric Lipschitz function G of N positions, set
g= eG, Mg = ]EueQG, og = Mélgfg.
Then
Fn(og) — Fy < E,, |VG|* + T(2E,,G — log Mc). (4.3)
Here [VG]? =Y, |V:G|%.

Proof. This is the diagonal-tilting argument of OpenAl [35, Section 4, “Two-color localization and
diagonal tilting”]. Put 7 = M51F1/292F1/2. The nonzero spectra of 7 and o, agree, as the spectra

of B*B and BB* for B = M51/2gI‘1/2. If Hyv = E1), testing the weak equation with g2t gives

wlgv) = Blgvl + [ V9P 1P,

Lipschitz multiplication preserves the hard-core boundary condition. Summing in a Gibbs eigenbasis
yields
Tr Hyoy = Tr Hyt + Eo, | VG| (4.4)

Both energies are finite: g and its gradients are bounded at fixed N, K, and positive-time heat
traces control the eigenvalue-weighted sum. Lemma 3.3 then gives finite entropies.

To bound the relative entropy D(7||T), first let g? be constant on a finite partition into symmetric
measurable sets E. Put pp =TrI'lg and 75 = pElFl/QlEIﬂ/2 when pr > 0. The two states I' and
T are mixtures of the same states 7, with weights pgp and pEgJQE /Mg, respectively. Monotonicity of
relative entropy under discarding the classical label [33] gives

pEg
(7||T) < Z GEl

Uniform positive simple approximation to g? gives trace-norm convergence of these states and
convergence of the classical expression. Lower semicontinuity therefore implies D(7||T") < 2E,, G —
log Mq. Finally Fn(7) — Fy = TD(7||T"), the equality of entropies, and (4.4) prove (4.3). O
4.2 A local penalty and density control in a field

For a nonempty set of sites A C L, define, for a configuration of any particle number J < N,

=D Y3, 0<b<1, (4.5)
Ze (i.4), (4.6)
ka(X) = #{Z d(z;, A) <6, d; <2s0}. (4.7)
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The parameter b will be chosen small after the low-count threshold has been fixed. We always
increase D so that r < so < 1/2.

Proposition 4.3 (Weighted local free-energy penalty). There are ¢,C > 0, independent of b, such
that for every 0 < J < N, every bounded measurable 0 < W < 1, and every finite-energy symmetric
trace-one state o,

Fi"0) = By > o [Bo(fa+ cb™*ka) — CDIA]] (4.8)
The threshold on D may depend on b, but the displayed constants do not.

Proof. We combine the exponential localization of OpenAl [36, Section 3, “Exponential spatial
localization”] with the thermal entropy decomposition of Lemma 4.1. For h > 0, choose sine—cosine
masks pp, g, such that p;, = 1 at distance at most A from A, p, = 0 from distance h + 1 onward, and

IVoul?* + [Van* < Clipcage ay<niy-

Take the inside region Oy, to be the open (h + 2)-neighborhood, or the torus when appropriate. Its
volume is at most C'(h + 4)3| A, and py, is compactly supported there.

Apply Lemma 4.1. Outside, the upper increments of Proposition 3.5 give F’ ﬁ:;(V) >F §7W) —Caj.
Inside, divide the kinetic energy into three fixed positive portions. One portion pays for the entire
von Neumann entropy by Lemma 3.3. Apply Lemmas 3.1 and 3.2 to the other two, with s = sg.
The field costs at most j, while the color entropy costs at most T'(C' + j) by (4.2). Thus all losses
linear in the inside number are bounded by Cayj, since T' < 1 and « > 1. The remaining entropy
error is at most

CT[1+ [Op|(VT+T%%)] < O(h + 4)3|Al.
Average with the probability density e~ dh. For every position z,

/0 pu(x)’e™ dh < ee” o), /0 Lincd(@.ay<nirye " dh < ee” ™A,

Consequently the averaged removal and localization costs are at most CalE, f4, and the residual
entropy cost is at most C'a|A|.

To retain the positive terms, set b, = e~ 44 If b > d(v,A) + 1, every coordinate in B,
belongs to the first color with probability one. The averaged cube contribution is therefore at least
crEq Y, byny(n, — 1). A particle counted by k4 has a partner within 2sy < 1; both lie at distance
less than 7 from A. For h > 8 both labels belong to the first color, so its close-neighbor inequality
counts this particle. This yields at least crsy 3Egk 4 = cab3Ey k4. The color interpretation used
here follows from the conditional independent choices in Lemma 4.1.

We have proved

f‘(]_W)(U) — Fﬁ_W) > E, chbvnv(nU —1)—Cafa+ cab"ka| — CalAl.

Within a unit cell, distances to A differ from the center distance by less than one. Hence
fa < evanU, va < Z Zefd(”’w) < CA|.
v v weEA v

The final lattice sum is uniformly bounded on periodic unit grids. For n > 0 and D > 1, completing
a scalar square gives

%n(n —1)—(C+1)en > -C'D.
Multiply by ab, and sum. Since r = «/D, this absorbs all linear losses while leaving a.f4 and proves
(4.8). The vacuum case is immediate. O
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Corollary 4.4 (Density bound in a small field). In the J-particle equilibrium state with 0 < J < N
and 0 < W <1, every set A of sites satisfies

Enl S CD|A|. 4.9
U .p SCDIA (4.9
Proof. The left side of (4.8) is zero in equilibrium. Drop the nonnegative close-count term and use
niy,_,p, < €fa. Empty A and the vacuum cause no exception. O

The mean estimate will control the effect of small fields on partition functions. To produce many
movable particles, we need the stronger joint statements proved next.

4.3 Simultaneous shortages are exponentially unlikely

Proposition 4.5 (Joint low-count bound). One can choose o sufficiently large and then ¢ > 0
sufficiently small so that, for every set of sites A and all sufficiently large D,

p{n, < €D for every v e A} < =PIl (4.10)
The constants and thresholds are uniform in K > 100 and 0 < T < D1,

Proof. Assume A # &. In each of its cells take p = 1 on the central cube of half-side 1/4, with p =0
outside the central cube of half-side 1/3. Sine-cosine interpolation gives ¢ with p? + ¢ = 1 and
uniformly bounded squared gradient cost. Let O be the union of these unit-cell interiors. Choose a
smooth squared cutoff 0 < ¢ < 1, supported in O, equal to one on the central cubes of half-side 1/3,
and satisfying |V¢|? < C¢. In particular p? and the localization gradient cost are bounded by C¢.
We compare each outside state from Lemma 4.1 with a state obtained by filling the empty
central cubes. Set k = |nD|A|], where 0 < n < 1 will be fixed. Take a normalized smooth bump in
each central cube of half-side 1/8, and sum with equal amplitude to obtain an orbital w with

lwllZ, < /1AL [IVw]3 < C.

Starting at the vacuum, apply Lemma 3.4 successively k times with this orbital. Its smallness
condition is satisfied because Ckr?/|A| < CDr3 — 0. The resulting normalized labelled vector has
energy at most

Ck(1+rk/|A|). (4.11)

It is supported in the union of the bump supports in every coordinate. Replace it by the square root
of the average of its squared moduli over all permutations. The norm is unchanged, the hard-core
zeros are preserved, and the inequality for the gradient of a Euclidean norm shows that energy
cannot increase. This constructs a fixed symmetric normalized added vector v with the same
bound. Dirichlet admissibility follows by contraction and approximation of the original form vector.

The conditional outside state is supported in (supp q)¥ 7. Its coordinates are separated from
every bump support by distance at least 1/8, larger than r for large D. The map on its form vectors

o 1/2

is an isometry: the distinct choices of the k added labels have disjoint position supports. It preserves
entropy and has additive kinetic energy. The support separation also guarantees every old—new
hard-core condition. Consequently

FNn-j(00j) = Fn_jirx — Ck(1 +1k/|A]).
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Here £ < nN < N, so Proposition 3.5 applies up to N + k < 2N. Its lower increment followed by j
upper increments gives

Fn_j(00;) = Fx + cak — Caj — Ck(1 + rk/| Al). (4.12)

The bump profiles and their constants were fixed independently of . Choose ag large, and then n
small, so that throughout the o window

C(1+an) < ca/2.

Since rk/|A| < an, the final term in (4.12) is absorbed by half the positive insertion gain. For large
D, k >nD|A|/2.

Inside, Lemma 3.3 with the full kinetic energy bounds the free energy below by —Tj—CT|A|(V 1+
73/2). Apply Lemma 4.1, use > jJjwj < Esng, and absorb the remaining O(|A|) errors into the
filling gain. For every finite-energy IN-particle state this gives

Fn(o) — Fy > caD|A| — CaEgnyg. (4.13)

Apply Lemma 4.2 with G = —Ang, 0 < A < 1, and write L(\) = —logEue_”‘%. Since
0 < ng < N, this moment is differentiable at fixed NV, K by dominated convergence. The squared
gradient is at most C)\2n¢, while 2E, G < 0. Comparing with (4.13), and increasing C', gives

CaEg,ng + TL(X) > caD|A], L'(X) = 2E,, ng.

Choose a fixed o' > 0 sufficiently small. Whenever L(\) < a’D|A|, the term TL()\) is at most
half the right side, and the resulting lower bound for L’ is at least 2a’D|A|. Since L(0) = 0 and
L is nondecreasing, this forces L(1) > a’D|A|. On the low-count event, ng < >, cany < {D|A].
Exponential Markov therefore gives probability at most exp[—(a’ — 2¢) D|A|]. Choose 2¢ < a’ to
prove (4.10). For empty A both sides equal one. O

4.4 Simultaneous failures of separation
Fix from now on # > 0 so that 30 < ¢/2. For a site v, define
Co(X) = #{i : d(zi,v) <5, d; < sp}. (4.14)

The enlarged radius allows this count to control endpoint defects of particles starting in neighboring
cells.

Proposition 4.6 (Joint close-count bound). For every fixed 6 > 0, one can choose b > 0 sufficiently
small and then D sufficiently large so that, for every set of sites A,

u{Cy > 0D for every v € A} < p‘é', pp = exp(—chbD?3) — 0. (4.15)

Here ¢ > 0 can be numerical, and the bounds remain uniform in the temperature and volume ranges
above.

Proof. For nonempty A, choose squared Lipschitz cutoffs u, ¢ in [0, 1], with w =1 on [0,5], u =0
on [6,00), £ =1 on [0,1], and £ = 0 on [2,00). Their derivatives satisfy |v/|> < Cu and [¢'|*> < C€.
Define the Lipschitz enlargement

ma(X) = u(d(x;, A))é(d;i/ s0).

%
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For configurations with fewer than two particles take the summand with d; = +00 to be zero. Then

my < ky, Z Cy < Cymy, ‘VmA‘Q < CS(;QmA. (4.16)
vEA

The middle inequality follows because each point lies within distance 5 of at most a fixed number
Cy of unit lattice sites, and each counted point contributes one to m 4.

For completeness, the final inequality uses the geometry of the nearest-neighbor graph, as
in OpenAlI [36, Section 3, “Joint count and close-neighbor tails”]. Away from a null set the
nearest neighbor of each particle is unique. If two incoming edges at 3 come from z;, z;, with
|z; — x| > |z; — x|, nearest-neighbor choice implies |z; — x| > |z; — xx|. The cosine law then
bounds the angle between the incoming directions below by /3. Edges relevant to the derivatives
have length at most 2sg < 1, so consistent Euclidean lifts are available on our torus. Sphere packing
therefore gives a numerical bound on their incoming degree. Each coordinate derivative meets only
a bounded number of summands of m 4. The squared-cutoff inequalities bound the squared full
gradient of each summand by Csg2u(d(x;, A))&(d;/so). Bounded overlap proves (4.16).

Use Lemma 4.2 with G = Am4 for 0 < A < 5. Since Mg > 1, (4.16) bounds its right side by

(CA?sy® + 2TA)Ey,ma < CEyyma.

Proposition 4.3, with W = 0 and J = N, bounds the same free-energy excess below by cozb_?’IEgg ma—
CaDJA|. Choose b small enough to absorb the upper bound. It follows that

Eo,ma < CH*DIA| (0 < X < sp).

Since 0 < my < N, differentiating under the integral and then integrating the logarithmic moment

derivative gives
log E,e*0™4 < Csob®D|Al.

On the event in (4.15), ma > 6D|A|/Cy. Reduce b further so that Cb3 < 6/Cy. Exponential
Markov bounds its probability by exp[—(68/Cp)soD|A|], proving the claim because soD = bD?/3.
The empty-set assertion is immediate. O

The spatial choices have a fixed order: first o large and ¢ small, then 6 with 36 < ¢/2, then b
small, and finally D large. These estimates provide simultaneous endpoint control for arbitrarily
many prescribed cells. The next section extends that control to every path visiting a cell during a
short imaginary-time interval.

5 A thermal slab and joint trajectory estimates

The spatial estimates control the equilibrium positions. We now need the corresponding control of
trajectories on a short time interval, simultaneously near any prescribed set of cells. The first step
is an exact path representation of the Gibbs state that also retains the off-diagonal information
needed for condensation. The second step transfers rare events for a free path to joint estimates for
the interacting sample. For this transfer we adapt the auxiliary-color and trace-sandwich argument
of OpenAl [35, Section “A joint bound for atypical trajectories,” in particular the lemma “Trace
bound for a Lipschitz sandwich”]. The hard-core domains and the trajectory tests used here require
the details given below.
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5.1 The path law and its purification

Fix 0 <t <1, set 6 = 2t, and require 8 > §. The time ¢ will be fixed before the lower threshold on
D. Let vy be the measure of N independent torus Brownian motions with generator A on [0, d],
with Lebesgue initial measure. Write

X(s) = (wi(s),...,wn(s)), Y = X(0), Z = X(9).

In addition to these labelled paths, introduce a configuration W’ & A%. With the symmetric
heat-kernel convention of Section 2, define
BYS (W' Y)BYS (Z,W')

2— 2—
dR(wa W/) - ot ZNB/ : 1{d(wi(s),wj(s))>r Vs, 1<j} dVN(w) dw’. (5'1)

All path spaces carry their Borel sigma fields. Continuous torus paths have continuous Euclidean
lifts, unique after specifying the initial lift; lifted increments and diameters are independent of that
choice.

Proposition 5.1 (Thermal purification). Equation (5.1) defines a probability measure. At every
fized time s € [0, 4], its position marginal is

p(dX) = Zy'B3™ (X, X) dX.
The joint law of X (t) and W' has density ®(X, W')?, where
—1/2 psym
O(X, W) = Zy P B (X, W), (5.2)

This function is nonnegative, has squared integral one, and is symmetric separately in X and W'.
The constant-orbital occupation fraction of the scaled Gibbs state is

1
Bocc:*
v/

where X' € A%_l s an ordered configuration.

2
Oz, X', W) dz| dX' dW’, (5.3)
Ak

Proof. The avoidance indicator gives the labelled Dirichlet heat kernel by the open-domain Feynman—
Kac representation established in Section 2, with the same strict-avoidance and zero-extension
conventions.

Let Psym be the orthogonal symmetrizer in labelled configuration space. It commutes with the
labelled semigroup and ngm = Pyym. Integrating W’ in Equation (5.1) therefore leaves the outer
kernel B3"5(Z,Y). Composing with the slab kernel and taking the trace gives Zy, so the total
mass is one. Splitting the labelled slab kernel at time s gives the diagonal kernel By™ (X, X) at
that time. These identities hold against arbitrary bounded position tests; alternatively all diagonal
traces can be evaluated after a further positive-time split.

If instead we retain W’ and split at ¢, composing the first outer kernel with the first killed
half-slab gives B;};I;(W’ , X). The other half gives its transpose. Their product, divided by Zy, is
DX, W2

Finally ® is the zero-extended kernel of F}f. Thus the kernel of the trace-one Gibbs state
satisfies

Ph(X, X) = /(I)(X, WHS(X, W) dW".
The reduced density matrix is N times the partial trace over X’. Its expectation in the orbital V—1/2,
divided by N, is precisely Equation (5.3). Tonelli’s theorem applies since the kernels are nonnegative;
the resulting integral is finite since a one-particle occupation fraction is at most one. O
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The extra variable W’ is what permits a mixed Gibbs state to be treated by a nonnegative
squared density. It will be held fixed in the later path changes. No ground-state eigenfunction enters
Equation (5.1).

5.2 Regular trajectories and certificates
Recall sg = bD~1/3 and the fixed parameters ¢, 0, b from the spatial estimates, with 36 < ¢ /2. Put

1

hog = D! = —
0 ) Y 127

my = [t/r?], T =1t/my. (5.4)
Take D large enough that hg < t and r2/2 < 7 < r2. Divide each half of the slab into m; equal
intervals, denoted together by I4,..., Isy,. For a lifted path define

Aj(w) = r~tdiam(&(1;)).

The following definition is the one used in OpenAl [36, Section “A stationary sample of hard-core
paths,” definition of a regular path].

Definition 5.2 (Regular path). Fix a sufficiently large numerical constant Creg. A path on [0, 2t]

is regqular if
2my

maXAj < D’Y7 Z(l + Aj)3 < Crega (55)
J
7j=1

1
th —
and its lifted diameter in each endpoint window [0, ko] and [2t — hg, 2t] is at most so/8.

We will use both the free-motion and the bridge forms of the next estimate. The latter supplies
the individual regularity tests for the replacement paths in Section 6.

Lemma 5.3 (Free cutoff bounds). Fizt > 0. For every q > 0, a free Brownian path on [0, 2t]
fails regularity with probability at most CqD~9, uniformly in its starting point, K, and the allowed
a-window. The same assertion holds for a Euclidean bridge of duration 2t with bounded endpoint
displacement, and for two independent Euclidean bridge legs of duration t joined at a prescribed
midpoint, when their three prescribed points lie in a fixed bounded region. Constants and the lower
threshold on D may depend on that region and t, but Creg s a single numerical constant for all
these laws. If the three points lie in the radius-3 ball about a site v, the probability that the two-leg
path leaves the radius-10 ball about v is at most Ce=/t for 0 <t < 1.

Proof. We reproduce the argument of OpenAl [36, Lemma “Free cutoff bounds”]. The variables
A; of Brownian motion depend on disjoint increments. Brownian scaling and 7/ r? € [1/2,1] give
P(A; > a) < Ce~” for a > 1. Hence the maximum test fails with probability at most Cmye=<P”,

Set U; = (1 + A;)3. Every fixed moment of U; is bounded uniformly. In the expansion of the
2kth moment of Zj(U 7 — EUj;), a nonzero term uses every index at least twice, by independence

and centering. At most k distinct indices can occur, so

2k
LS, —mmy)

2my =
ty

E < Cpmi*.

Choose Creg larger than a fixed multiple of 1 + sup,; EU;. Since m; is comparable to D? for fixed
t and the fixed a-window, Markov’s inequality gives every prescribed inverse power of D for the
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average test. The same argument applies to the average on either half separately, with the same
threshold. For each endpoint window the maximal Gaussian estimate gives

P{diam &([0, ho)) > s0/8} < Cexp(—cs2/hg) = C exp(—cb>*D/3),

and reversal handles the other window.

For a bridge leg, write its centered part as B(u) — (u/t)B(t) and add the line joining its
prescribed endpoints. On a mesh interval, the additional increment in units of r is bounded by
C(r/t)(|B(t)| + L), where L bounds endpoint displacement. On the event |B(t)| < D'/12 this tends
to zero, while the complementary probability is at most Cye~%P % The maximum test follows by
applying the Brownian bound with threshold D7/2. The inequality (z + y)? < 423 + 4y3, with a
sufficiently large fixed choice of Cieg, transfers the average test as well. The additional displacement
on an endpoint window is at most Cho(|B(t)| + L)/t = o(sp) on the same event; use the Brownian
window estimate with half the allowed threshold. Two independent legs require a union bound, and
a duration-2t bridge has the identical representation with 2¢ in place of t.

For the final assertion, each interpolating line remains in the radius-3 ball. Exiting the radius-10
ball requires a centered fluctuation of size at least seven on one leg. The Brownian representation
and its maximal Gaussian bound give Ce~¢/". O

Write C,(X) for the close count from Proposition 4.6, namely
Cy(X) = #{i 1 d(Xi,0) <5, di(X) < 8o}
A certificate at v consists of the following conditions on the full path sample:
1. ny(Y) > 4D and C,(Y),Cy(Z) < 0D;

2. at most H1 D paths visit the radius-12 ball about v, every visiting path is regular, and fewer
than 0D visiting paths have lifted diameter greater than one.

These are precisely the spatial and trajectory conditions needed for the deterministic bridge estimates.
In particular, the certificate is an event of the full sample; it is not information on which we will
condition the paths to be changed.

Proposition 5.4 (Joint certificate supply). For each prescribed p; > 0, one can choose H; large,
then t > 0 sufficiently small, and then Dy sufficiently large, such that, for every set A of distinct
cell centers,

R{no site of A has a certificate} < p'lA‘ (5.6)

whenever D > Dy, 0 < T < D7, and K is sufficiently large. The choices are uniform over the
a-window. After Hy is fized, t may be decreased further before increasing Dy.

The endpoint parts already follow from Propositions 4.5 and 4.6. The issue is to control many
path failures jointly under R. We establish that estimate next, and prove Proposition 5.4 at the
end of the section.

5.3 A localized kernel for one marked path

For a nonempty set A of sites let J4(w) be the number of sites in A whose radius-12 balls the path
visits. Consider the following three single-path events:

E,; = {all paths}, Egiam = {diamw > 1}, Ei;; = {w is not regular}.
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For E equal to one of these events and A > 0, we will bound

N
M = Erg exp ()\ Z JA(Wi)lE(Wi)>
N i=1 (5.7)

=Exr [] {1 + (Ml 1)1E(wi)} )
=1

Expanding this product selects subsets of marked labels, each carrying weight (e*/4) —1)1p(w).
We first bound the free-path kernel for one such marked label.

We partition paths by a nonnegative integer n. On the first half, mark the first exit from the
unit ball about the starting point, then the first exit from the unit ball about that exit point, and
continue up to time ¢. On the second half make the same construction backwards from the terminal
point. Denote the total number of completed exits on the two halves by n(w), and write n for its
value on a fixed bin. Continuity and uniform continuity on the compact time interval make this
number finite for each path. Between consecutive marks the lift lies in a unit ball. Thus on bin n,

JA<Cn+1), |&2t) —&(0) <n+2. (5.8)

If J4 > 0, an endpoint is at lifted distance at most n 4+ 3 from any visiting point: the first half’s
endpoint-to-midpoint displacement is at most ny + 1, and the diameter of the other half is at most
ng + 2. Thus both endpoints have torus distance at most n + 15 from A. By Equation (5.8), the
unit tube about the straight lifted endpoint segment projects into {x : d(z, A) < 2n + 18}, hence
into {z : d(z, A) < 32(n+1)}.

Set O, = {x : d(z, A) < 32(n+ 1) +2}. Choose a Lipschitz cutoff 0 < p,, < 1 equal to one when
d(z,A) <32(n+1) and zero when d(z, A) > 32(n+1) + 1, with |Vp,| < C. Its support is compact
in O,,. These definitions allow O, to be the whole torus. They satisfy

|On| < C(n+1)34], O,, is covered by at most C(n + 1)3|A| unit cells. (5.9)

Here |O,| is volume and |A| is cardinality.

Let K,,(y, z) be the unnormalized free torus path kernel of duration ¢ with the marking weight
and the bin-n restriction. Thus endpoint integration against IC,, is the free-path integral against
that weight, without any hard-core restriction.

Lemma 5.5 (Marked-path kernel). For a fized numerical ¢c; > 1, which can be taken to be 3,
Kn (Y, 2) < lnpn(@)pn(2)[e020n](y, 2), Iy = CA(n+ 1) HDemen?/i1/3, (5.10)

where Ao, has Dirichlet boundary conditions, or periodic conditions if O, = Ax. The three choices
of E admit respectively
e=1, e=Ce e=C,D™12, (5.11)

The constants for the first two choices are uniform for 0 < t < 1; the irreqularity constant may
depend on the fized t and the previously chosen spatial parameters.

Proof. Fix a lift of y and one lift of z. Omit the marking factor temporarily but retain J4 > 0, E,
and bin n. The resulting Euclidean kernel is bounded by each of

9s5(z —y), Ct=3/2e e/t Ct™32,  gy(u) = (47rs)_3/26_|“‘2/(45). (5.12)
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The first bound follows by discarding all tests. To prove the second, at least one half has at least
n/2 completed exits when n > 1. Bound the opposite half’s heat kernel by Ct=3/2 and integrate the
indicated half as ordinary Brownian motion; use reversal for the second half.

For completeness, let ¢ be a Brownian exit time from the unit ball. The maximal Gaussian
bound gives P(o < u) < Ce~¢/" for small u. Splitting the expectation at u = s~/2 therefore gives
Ee 57 < e~¢V5 for sufficiently large s. Successive exit durations are independent copies of o, by
the strong Markov property. If Q; is their number completed by ¢, then

P(Q; > k) < e*'(Ee %)k,

Taking /s a sufficiently small fixed multiple of k/t proves P(Q; > k) < Ce~**/t. When k/t is
bounded the same statement follows by increasing C'; n = 0 is covered directly by the heat kernel
supremum. This proves the second bound in Equation (5.12).

For the third bound, diameter greater than one forces one half to have diameter greater than
1/2, since the two halves meet. Its Brownian probability is at most Ce~¢/t. Trregularity forces a
failure on at least one half: an endpoint window, the mesh maximum, or the half-average with
threshold Cyeg. The proof of Lemma 5.3 bounds each such half failure by C;D~12. Once again the
opposite half is bounded by its heat kernel supremum. This also proves the third bound for F,j
with e = 1.

Take the geometric mean of the three bounds. The surviving Gaussian is a constant multiple of
g3s(z — ), and the other factors become e~""/tc1/3 after changing ¢, C. Equation (5.8) bounds the
omitted mark by

eMa — 1 < CA\(n+1)eCrHD),

For every lift with a nonzero contribution, its widened-time bridge has probability at least a fixed
positive constant of staying in the unit tube about its interpolating segment. Indeed its centered
bridge has duration 30 < 6; Brownian scaling bounds this probability below by the positive small-ball
probability at duration 6. The projected tube is contained in O, so its paths contribute to the killed
kernel on O,,. Summing these bounds over the endpoint lifts is legitimate: the lifts give disjoint
winding classes in the torus bridge decomposition. The cutoffs equal one at every contributing
endpoint. This yields Equation (5.10). O

The factor £'/3 records the rarity of the single-path failure. The confinement to O,, will ensure
that the interacting moment costs a multiple of |A|, even when the number of marked paths is
unrestricted.

5.4 Colors and the trace-sandwich estimate

Choose a constant mg sufficiently large, depending only on the upper increment constant in
Proposition 3.5 and the fixed a-window. Define

M, = (mg+n)/é, Ny = 1™t (5.13)
We choose mg so that, for § < 2,
M,/2 > Cineca+1,  BM,/2>1, (5.14)

where Cinca bounds an upper particle-number increment and D > 1. The choice of my is independent
of t.
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First truncate the permitted marked bins at n < n,, so that the moment in Equation (5.7)
becomes

N
M, = Er [T [14 (74 = 1) 1) nw<n] -
=1

The enlarged one-particle space is

he = L2(Ax) © @) L3O

n=0

Its first summand is called the original color, and the others are the marked colors. In each labelled
color assignment of N particles impose the hard exclusion only between original-color particles.
The direct sum of these allowed labelled spaces is denoted by ’Hleab. On it let H'®P be the operator
with the original-color hard-core kinetic form, and with one-particle operator —c;Ap,, + M,, on a
particle of color n. There are no interactions involving a marked color. Simultaneous permutations
of positions and colors commute with H'P. Denote their invariant subspace by H., and denote the
restriction of H'2P to it by H.
On zero-extended original N-particle functions apply in each coordinate the map

Uef = (fv (Mpnf)ogngn*)7 Viab = U?N.

Here Via1 has domain LQ(Q ~), the original labelled hard-core space, and takes values in H?b. It
maps form-domain functions to form-domain functions: the original hard-core zeros remain, the
marked cutoffs are compactly supported in their O,, and all multipliers are Lipschitz. Define first
the labelled operator

_ lab
,ﬁab = Vlzbe oH ‘/lab-
The map W, intertwines coordinate permutations with simultaneous position-color permutations.
Its restriction V, to the original symmetric space therefore takes values in H., and T, commutes
with the original symmetrizer Pyyy,. Its symmetric restriction is

—O0H
T = 7Tab|ranPsym = ‘/e*e Ve.

Expanding the product defining the trajectory moment marks subsets of labels. For every
marked subset, bin its paths and drop all collision prohibitions incident to them. The nonnegative
path integral increases. Apply Lemma 5.5 to each marked path. Its coefficient is reproduced exactly
by the color map, since n,e 9M» = ,,. Each choice of marked labels and their bins appears once
in the labelled color direct sum. Thus the tested labelled slab kernel is bounded pointwise by the
kernel K7, . of Tjap, before any restriction to symmetric functions.

The outer kernel Bzng is nonnegative. Let H}\a}b denote the original labelled hard-core Hamilto-
nian. Integrating the pointwise bound against this outer kernel gives the symmetric trace by the
following exact identity:

/Bsym Z,Y)Kr (Y, Z) dY dZ

= Tria (e (B-9)HS" p mﬂﬂ)) = Troym (e—(ﬁ—cs)HNT) .
Indeed both labelled operators commute with Fyyy; the product in the middle vanishes on its

orthogonal complement and restricts to the final product on its range. The sole permutation
normalization is the average Pyym = N =13 U, already present in the outer kernel. No factorial
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is inserted in the labelled color expansion or in this trace identity. Consequently the truncated

moment satisfies 5
Trsym(e_(ﬁ_(s)HNT) < Treym TH/0 /8
ZN - ZN '

M, < (5.15)

The second inequality is Schatten Holder with exponents 5/(8 — d) and 3/d. All operators have
finite positive-time traces at the fixed finite volume and particle number.

To control the large power in Equation (5.15), we must account for the norm of the color map.
Define

s N
a(z) = %log (1 + Z nnpn(m)2> , Ay = Za(:nl-). (5.16)
i=1

n=0

The same position multiplier acts in every color. The map U, = e~ 4V, is isometric, because the
squared pointwise norm of its one-coordinate color vector is one. Therefore

T =U;XoUs, X, = eAoe Ao,

Eigenvalue min—max for positive compact compressions gives Tr 79 < Tr X{ for every ¢ > 0. The
next lemma converts this sandwich into a heat trace with a bounded attractive field.

Lemma 5.6 (Trace bound for a Lipschitz sandwich). For the preceding finite-color space and
operators, set

N
Wo=2a/5+c|Val?, H=H-> Wy(z).
i=1
For every real g > 0, B
Try, XJ < Tryy, e 8, (5.17)

Proof. This is the sandwich estimate of OpenAl [35, Lemma “Trace bound for a Lipschitz sandwich”],
with the hard-core Dirichlet conditions retained. We give the form argument, including the step
that permits every positive power.

There are finitely many color assignments. In each, Dirichlet domain monotonicity bounds the
heat trace by a free periodic or Dirichlet product heat trace. Hence H has compact resolvent and
finite heat traces at positive times. Subtracting the bounded potential >, Wy(x;) preserves these
properties. The operator X is positive, compact, and injective.

For 0 < s < ¢ define

U(S) _ eu(s)Aoeszer, U(S) =14+ 28/5.

Thus U(0) = I and U(d) = Xo. Bounded Lipschitz multiplication preserves each form domain,
including its original-color collision boundary and marked-color spatial boundary. This follows by
applying the product rule to compactly supported approximants and taking their form-norm limits.
For an initial vector fo and s > 0, spectral calculus puts e *He40 f in the operator domain. The
vector f = U(s)fp is norm differentiable and in the form domain. If q is the form of H, then

d
%@W = §<f, Aof) = Req(e®Hof e ), (5.18)

This identity only pairs a form-domain vector with the operator-domain semigroup vector; it does
not require Lipschitz multiplication to preserve the operator domain.
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In any color assignment, the kinetic coefficient ¢; of coordinate i is 1 or ¢;. The product rule
gives, almost everywhere,

Re [Vi(e" 0 f) - Vi(e " )| = [Vif | — u?[Va(@,)]?| £

The cross terms have zero real part and the gap potentials commute with the multipliers. Since
lu| <1 and ¢; < ¢1, Equation (5.18) implies

S~ 0GR < T[T () o), (5.19)

where ¢ is the form of H.

Let By < Ey < --- be the eigenvalues of H with multiplicity. Apply the same form calculation to
U(s)®*, using the sums of Ay and H over k copies of H.. Restrict these copies to their alternating
Subspace In an eigenbasis of H the copy-sum Hamiltonian on that subspace has lower bound
Zz 1 E The copies here are copies of the entire enlarged symmetric IN-particle space; the particle
symmetry within each copy is unchanged. Equation (5.19) consequently gives

IN U Mm%4§3>

To justify integration at zero, integrate first from s = € > 0 and then let € | 0, using strong continuity
and U(0) = I. The tensor form calculation is first valid on finite tensor sums and extends by the
closed forms and density.

Write the decreasing eigenvalues of Xy as x; > 0. The norm of its kth exterior power is the
product of its largest k eigenvalues. Hence

k k
Zlogxig—éin (k>1).
i=1 i=1
For each real h, taking the supremum over k& > 0 of the shifted partial sums proves

Z(logwi —h)+ < Z(—éﬁi —h)+

%

Both sums have finitely many positive terms for fixed h, by compactness. For every g > 0,

e = / ¢2e®(u—h)y dh.
R

Integrate the preceding positive-part inequality and apply Tonelli’s theorem. It gives >,z <

<
> e*q‘si‘, which is Equation (5.17). O

5.5 The interacting trajectory moment

The remaining task is to compare the enlarged heat trace with Zn. The original color will be
estimated by the field-density bound; the positive gaps will pay for the other colors. Spatial
confinement in Equation (5.9) keeps both costs proportional to the number of tested sites.
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Proposition 5.7 (Joint trajectory moment). Use any of the three events E and the coefficients
lns My My, from Equations (5.10) and (5.13). For a sufficiently large fixed constant Cy, assume

C

G5 <t (5.20)

n>0

Then for every nonempty set A of sites,

N
log ER exp <)\ Z JA(Wi)lE(wi)>

=1
< CDIA Y (n+1)3n, + COTIA|(V -+ T32) 3 (n + 1)%e#Mn/2, (5.21)
n>0 n>0

All constants are independent of n., K, D, T and 0 <t < 1, with the stated t-dependence retained in
e for irreqularity.

Proof. For the truncated normalization in Equation (5.16), write S(z) = 3, <., 7npn(x)?. Cauchy—
Schwarz gives

S
2 o
nvn <C nl
Also 2a < S. Since § < 2,
C
< < = nlo, <1, .22
O_WO_(;”Z;H O, < (5.22)

where the last inequality follows from Equation (5.20).
For every 0 < J < N, differentiation with respect to a bounded field strength gives

J

d —u
a log ZF] WO) = /BEJ7_UWU Z Wo(xz) (0 S u S 1).
i=1

At finite volume this identity follows from the Duhamel formula and trace cyclicity. The field
is bounded and the positive-time traces are finite. Apply Corollary 4.4 to the cell covers in
Equation (5.9), and then integrate in u. It follows that

Zf;Wo) sC

log —DIA] > (n+1 (5.23)

n<Nx
The vacuum case has zero left side. In addition, Proposition 3.5 gives

Zy < PCmca(N=J), (5.24)
Zn

Evaluate Lemma 5.6 at ¢ = /5/0. The enlarged symmetric space decomposes by the number J of

original-color particles and the occupation numbers k,, of each marked color, with J + > k, = N.

Each sector is one normalized tensor product of the symmetric species spaces. There is no multinomial

multiplicity: symmetrizing the mutually orthogonal assignments of colors gives an isometry from

(=Wo),

this tensor product onto the sector. Its original factor has trace Z; ; the marked factors are
ideal Bose canonical traces on O,,.
Use Equations (5.23) and (5.24). Absorbing the latter factor into the marked energies subtracts

Cinca per marked particle. With Wy < 1 and Equation (5.14), each such one-particle operator is
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bounded below in form by —c;Ap, + My /2. The variational eigenvalue principle therefore bounds
every fixed marked canonical trace by that operator’s trace. We may then drop the restriction
> nkn < N and sum the independent marked occupations. The original count is determined by
those occupations before this restriction is dropped, so no extra sum over J is introduced.
The logarithm of the ideal grand trace for color n is
e—aﬁMn /2 .
Tr ¢80 < C|0,|(V™! + T3/2)eMn/2,
a
a>1

Here the periodic Gaussian sum and killing give Tre*120n < C|0,|(V ' + s73/2), and SM,,/2 > 1
controls the sum in a. Combining this with the two preceding comparisons proves

TrefH  gC 5
< =
log —>—— < 5D|A\n§ (n+1)"m
+CJA|(VTH 4 T32) 3 (n 4 1) M2,
n<Nx

Multiply by §/5 = 6T and use Equation (5.15), the compression inequality, and Lemma 5.6. This
proves Equation (5.21) for the truncated product.

For each path the truncated marking weight increases to the full marking weight as n, — oo.
The finite product over labels also increases. Monotone convergence removes the truncation, while
the displayed bounds on the right are uniform in n, and summable. This proves the proposition. [J

5.6 Completion of the certificate estimate

We first record the sizes of the two costs in Equation (5.21). The Gaussian bin tail in Equation (5.10)
implies
> (n+1)%n, < O3, (5.25)
n>0
where C) is bounded on bounded A-intervals, uniformly for 0 < ¢t < 1. Indeed the summand is
bounded by a constant times Ae'/3(n 4 1)4eCA+D+n—cn® including the fixed factor ™. The same
estimate without (n + 1)3 controls the smallness condition. Since 8 > D and § < 2, the second term
of Equation (5.21) is o(1)|A| as D — oo, uniformly in 0 < ¢ <1 and K > 100.

Proof of Proposition 5.4. It suffices to prove arbitrarily small exponential bases for simultaneous
failures of each of the six individual tests. At both endpoints the law is p, by Proposition 5.1. Thus
the low-count test at Y and the close-count tests at Y, Z have this property by Propositions 4.5 and
4.6.

For the number of visitors choose E = E,; and A\ = c’t, where ¢’ > 0 is sufficiently small and
fixed. Equation (5.25) makes Equation (5.20) hold uniformly for 0 < ¢ < 1, and the moment’s first
coefficient is at most CAD with C independent of . If every site of A has more than H; D visitors,
then >, Ja(w;) > H1D|A|. Exponential Markov inequality yields

R(this event) < exp{[-A(H1 — C)D + o(1)]|A|}.

Choose H; > C' + 1 now. For every subsequently fixed ¢t > 0, the exponential base tends to zero as
D increases. This choice of Hj is unaffected by reducing t.

For large-diameter visitors take A = 1 and F = Egjam. Now el/3 < Ce . Choose t sufficiently
small that both Equation (5.20) and the bound CD Y, (n + 1)3n, < 6D/2 hold. If every site of

—c/t
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A has at least 0D such visitors, their total number of visits to the tested balls is at least §D|A]|.
Equation (5.21) therefore bounds this probability by exp[—(0D/2 — o(1))|A]].

Finally fix a large A > 0 and take E = Ej,,. With ¢ now fixed, Equation (5.25) gives >, (n +
1)3n, = Oxt (D~*). The smallness condition holds for large D, and the whole coefficient per site
in the moment tends to zero. If each tested site has even one irregular visitor, the sum of its
irregular visits is at least |A|, counting a path once for every tested ball it visits. Its probability is
consequently at most exp[—(A — o(1))|A|]. Choosing A large and then D large makes this base as
small as prescribed.

For clarity, no independence between tests or between cells is needed to combine them. Given
a failure at every site, assign one of the six failure types to each site. There are at most 6/4!
assignments. In each, some type occurs on a prescribed subset of size at least |A|/6. If every
simultaneous single-type failure has probability at most (p')l4'l, with 0 < p’ < 1, the union is
bounded by (6(p')!/6)I4l. Take p’ so small that 6(p')'/% < p;. The preceding choices and a final
increase of Dy ensure all six estimates. The empty set satisfies Equation (5.6) trivially. All arguments
survive a further reduction of the fixed t, followed by the corresponding increase of Dy. O

We have obtained an unconditional joint bound for failure of the full-path certificates, with no
loss proportional to the total volume. The next two sections use these certificates to find movable
paths and then expose their environment while preserving an exact conditional bridge law.

6 Moving a path through a neighboring cell

The certificates from Section 5 control how many paths can obstruct a local move. We now show
that most particles in a certified cell admit many replacements through each neighboring cell. The
argument is deterministic in the obstacles and their endpoints; the thermal law enters only through
the certificate supply.

We reproduce the bridge estimates of OpenAl [36, Section 5]. They separate two different
averaging operations. Averaging over many separated endpoint pairs controls collisions against
order D obstacles. For one endpoint pair, averaging over the proposed midpoint makes the collision
probability against a single regular obstacle tend to zero. The distinction will matter when two
replacement paths share a midpoint.

We use the regularity conditions of Definition 5.2. Thus r = a/D, so = bD~ 13 hg= D1, and
v = 1/12. Each half of [0,2¢] has m; = [t/r?] mesh intervals of length 7 = t/m;. For a regular path
¢, its lifted diameter on interval k is rAg(c), where

th
max A(c) < D7, Z(l + Ag(€))? < 2Cregmy. (6.1)
k=1

Its diameter in each outer time window of length hg is at most so/8. All estimates below hold for
each fixed 0 < ¢t < 1 and sufficiently large D, uniformly in a € /2, 2a]. In particular, we may
require

r2/2 <1 < hy/2, ho<t/4, rDY <1,  Cr/t<r (6.2)

for any fixed geometric constant C' used below, and also r < 3sg/4.

Fix a cell B, = v+ [~1/2,1/2)3. Suppose that a path’s outer endpoints y, z have local lifts
satisfying y € B, and |z — v| < 3. A target cell is B, or one of its six face-neighbor cells. For u in a
target cell B, let @ . be the law obtained by joining two independent Euclidean Brownian bridges,
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of generator A, from y to u and from u to z, each of duration . We project this path to the torus.
Let

yB L= / Q. du, 2 . = the Euclidean bridge from y to z of duration 2¢.
b B b} b

Both laws are projected to the torus. Unit cells have volume one, so Qi . is a probability measure.
Write C, for the event that the replacement is regular and its local lift stays in the closed ball of
radius 10 about v. For a deterministic torus path ¢, define its collision event by

H(c) = {w : d(w(s),c(s)) < r for some s € [0, 2t]}.

The estimates concern C, N H(c) under the unconditioned bridge laws. No independence between
the cutoff event and the collision event is assumed.

6.1 Separated endpoints and Gaussian densities

Lemma 6.1 (Averaged Gaussian density). Let y1,...,ym € R® have pairwise distances at least
s0, where m > €D/2 and so = bD~Y3. Fiz u € R® and 0 < s < t/2. The average of the time-s
densities of duration-t Brownian bridges from y; to u is bounded everywhere by

c (1 4 Dslg/g) . (6.3)

Here C' depends on b, £, but not on t,s, D or u.

Proof. The means are ay; + (1 — a)u, where a = 1 — s/t > 1/2, and the covariance matrix is
2s(1 — s/t) times the identity. The means are therefore sg/2-separated. For points ¢; separated by
s0/2, disjoint balls of radius s¢/4 give

#{i:|a; — 2| < R} < C(1+ R/so)’.

Split the Gaussian sum into the ball of radius /s about  and the annuli with radii j+/s, (j + 1)/s,
7 > 1. The last bound, multiplied by the Gaussian decay on each annulus, yields

) o 1)
exp| — <Cl14+—].
S 7

The covariance lies between s and 2s times the identity, so the averaged density is at most

O LY e
ms3/2 mis%_ Dg3/2 :

6.2 Collision with a deterministic obstacle

Lemma 6.2 (Averaged collision bound). Fiz m > ¢D/2 pairs (y;, z;) with y; € B, and |z — v| < 3.
Assume that each of the two endpoint lists is sg-separated. Let ¢ be a deterministic reqular torus
path whose outer endpoints are at distance greater than sg from the corresponding endpoints of every
label under consideration. Then, for every target cell B,

rD37
D+/hg'

The same conclusion holds if ¢ is the original path of one of these labels: omit that label’s summand
and retain the divisor m, assuming endpoint separation for all the remaining labels. The constant C
may depend on b,{, Cyeg, but is independent of small t.

1 m
— Y Q) ..(ConH(e) <Ctr+C (6.4)
=1
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Proof. We estimate the first leg from an outer endpoint y; to the random midpoint u; reversing
time gives the identical estimate for the leg from z; to u. On C,, the endpoint windows of both
paths have diameter at most so/8. Endpoint separation consequently leaves distance at least
3s9/4 > r throughout [0, ho]. Every mesh interval on which a collision remains possible starts at
SZho—TZho/Q.

We first explain the use of lifts. On a mesh interval, the obstacle has diameter at most rD7 < 1.
A collision with a confined replacement therefore requires d(c(s),v) < 12 at the interval’s starting
time. For K > 50 this determines a unique lift ¢(s) within distance 12 of the chosen lift of v;
continue that lift over the interval. Its displacement is at most rAy(c). Intervals for which no such
lift exists make no contribution. We may thus use Euclidean Gaussian densities without summing
over windings.

The first half of a leg. Suppose s < t/2 and condition on u. If X, is the position of the trial
bridge at time s, its segment of length 7 has the representation

Xs+q = X5+ i(u - Xs) + un 0<g<T. (65)

Here R is the initial segment of a centered bridge of duration ¢ — s, independent of X;. Its law does
not depend on u or on the endpoint label. This is the Gaussian conditional law of a bridge after its
time-s position has been specified. Equivalently, R, = W, —¢W,;_,/(t —s) for a Brownian motion W
of generator A. Gaussian maximal estimates, or the Brownian reflection bound integrated against
3a? da, give

By=1 suwp R, EB*<C, (6.6)

T 0<q<r

because 7 < r? and 7 < t — s.

On the cutoff event, | X, — v| < 10, whereas every target point is within distance 2 of v. The
drift term in (6.5) is thus at most C7/t < r. A collision on this interval, together with the cutoff,
implies

| Xs —¢(s)] <r(2+ Ag(c) + Bs). (6.7)

We use the cutoff only to obtain this necessary event. We now discard it and integrate the unrestricted
bridge law. By Lemma 6.1, the density of X, averaged over the labels, is bounded by (6.3). Since
B, is independent of X and has the common bound (6.6), the averaged probability of (6.7) is at
most

1
3 3
Cr2(1+ Ax(c)) (1 + 83/2> . (6.8)
This estimate holds for each u, hence also after averaging u over the target cell. Omitting one label

only decreases the unnormalized Gaussian sum and leaves the same bound with divisor m.

The second half of a leg. Suppose s > t/2. For a fixed label, write the whole unrestricted leg as
Xg=0—=q/tyi+ (/U + By,  0<q<t,

where U is uniform in B and the centered bridge S is independent of U. Condition on the entire
path 8. The conditional density of X is at most (¢/s)® < 8. The mean displacement during the
mesh interval is at most C'7/t < r, uniformly in U € B. Put

By = 7"_1 sup ’Bs—&-q - ﬁs‘
0<q<r
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Writing 8, = W, — ¢W;/t gives EB3 < C: the Brownian increment contributes C73/2/r3, and the
linear correction contributes C'73/ (r3t3/ 2), both bounded. Conditional on 3, a collision requires the
ball in (6.7), with By replaced by B,. Both its radius and center are then fixed while U retains its
uniform distribution. Integrating first over U and then over 8 bounds the probability by

Cr3(1+ Ap(c)). (6.9)
In particular, no independence between X, and the fluctuation increment is needed here.
Summing the intervals. Apply the two bounds to both legs. The terms without s~3/2 /D use
the averaged regularity condition:

2mz
Crd Z(l + Ak(c))?’ < Cr3my; < Ctr.
k=1

Here m; = t/7 and 7 > 72/2. For the remaining terms use (1 + Ag(c))® < CD*’ and

C C

—-3/2 < <
s < < .
S=j7'2>:ho/2 TVho © r2Vho
s<t/2

Their contribution is therefore at most Cr3D37/(Dr?\/hg) = CrD3Y /(D+v/hg). These two sums give
(6.4). Every constant in these sums is independent of ¢; making ¢ smaller only increases the required
lower threshold on D in (6.2). O

Lemma 6.3 (A single replacement). Let y € By, |z —v| < 3, and let ¢ be a deterministic reqular
path satisfying d(y,c(0)) > so and d(z,c(2t)) > so. For either Q = Q{iz, with any target cell B, or
Q= Q&Z, one has

rD3Y
Vho

Thus this probability tends to zero with D for each fixed t.

QC,NH(c)) < Ctr+C < Ca(tD™ 4+ D74, (6.10)

Proof. For in ., repeat the preceding proof with one endpoint. At s <t/2 its Gaussian density is
at most C's~%/2; the bound (6.8) becomes Cr3(1 + A(c))®>s~3/2. The second half of each leg retains
(6.9). The same two sums give the first inequality.

For Qg}z, use the forward orientation up to time t and the reversed orientation for the rest.
In either orientation the remaining bridge duration is at least ¢. Formula (6.5) holds with 2¢ in
place of ¢, its drift on the cutoff event is at most C7/t, and its time-s density is bounded by
Cs=3/2 for 0 < s < t. Endpoint separation again excludes the window [0, ho]. Consequently the
first-half argument and its mesh sum apply over both orientations, giving CrD3Y/y/hq. Adding the
nonnegative term Ctr yields the stated common bound. Finally r = /D, hg = D~! and 3y = 1/4

give the last inequality. O

Remark 6.4. The midpoint in Qi . is averaged over a unit cell. An estimate uniform in a prescribed
midpoint is false: if u = ¢(t), the trial collides at time ¢. Restricting a uniform midpoint to a
measurable set of volume at least ¢ > 0 multiplies an upper bound for a nonnegative event by
at most a~!. Conditioning a trial on an event of probability at least a has the same cost. These
elementary changes of measure will allow us to use Lemma 6.3 after choosing successful trials.
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6.3 Many paths can be moved successfully

The averaged estimate now pays for all nearby obstacles. The following statement separates that
deterministic estimate from the random cell certificates that will supply its hypotheses.

Corollary 6.5 (Supply of successful labels). Consider a collection of deterministic torus paths
with endpoints (yj,2;), and fix a cell v. Suppose that at most HiD of these paths visit the ball of
radius 12 about v, and that every visiting path is regular. Suppose a list of m > €D /2 labels satisfies
Yi € By, |zi —v| < 3, and that both endpoints of every listed label are at distance greater than s
from every other endpoint in the corresponding full configuration.

Call a trial for label i successful if it satisfies C, and avoids every obstacle path except the original
path of i. For sufficiently small fixred t > 0 and then sufficiently large D, at least 9m /10 listed labels
have the following property: for each of the seven target cells B, the set

T;p = {u € B : Qy, ,, (successful trial) > 9/10} (6.11)

has volume at least 99/100. All choices are uniform in the deterministic collection, v, and « €
[a0/27 20[0] .

Proof. The linear means of both bridge legs stay within distance 3 of v. The Gaussian maximal
bound therefore makes confinement failure at most Ce~%*. Lemma 5.3 gives a regularity failure
probability p(t) — 0, uniformly over the listed endpoints and the target points. A confined trial
can collide only with an obstacle visiting the ball of radius 12, since r < 1. Union-bounding over
those obstacles and using Lemma 6.2, with a self-label summand omitted when necessary, gives for
each target cell

rD3Y

1
m Z /B @y, -, (failure) du < Ce™/" +ep(t) + CH1 D (w + m)

< Ce ™t 4 ep(t) + CHya(t + D7Y4). (6.12)

The constant multiplying ¢ is independent of small ¢, which is the reason for the two parts of the
bridge estimate. First choose ¢ small and then D large so that the last bound is less than 1/70000
for every « in the fixed window.

If |T; g| < 99/100, the integral of the failure probability over B is greater than (1/100)(1/10) =
1/1000. Thus fewer than m/70 labels fail the conclusion for a specified target cell. There are seven
target cells, so fewer than m/10 labels fail for at least one of them. All the remaining labels have
the asserted property. O

7 Exposing the environment and retaining movable groups

We now retain a small group of particles at each cell and fix the rest of the path configuration. For
the retained paths we need two facts: most cells contain many labels that can be moved, and their
exact conditional law is a product of one-path laws conditioned on mutual avoidance. The first
assertion is averaged over the environment; the second holds at almost every fixed environment.

The selection and exposure argument is that of OpenAl [36, Section 6]. Here the exposed
environment also contains W/, the additional configuration in the thermal purification. Its weight
depends only on the outer endpoints, so the conditional bridge argument remains valid.
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7.1 Eligible labels and their local trial laws
The endpoints Y, Z and path regularity are those of Section 5. A label i is eligible at v if
(i) Y; € B, and d(Z;,v) < 3;
(i) d(Y;,Y;) > so and d(Z;, Z;) > sq for every j # i;
(iii) its trajectory is regular and remains in the radius-10 ball about v.

The eligible sets at distinct sites are disjoint, since the starting cells form a partition. When K is
large, the confinement ball lifts injectively to Euclidean space, so the endpoints have unique lifts
near the chosen lift of v.

For each eligible label ¢ at v, a target cell is B, or one of its six face-neighbor cells. Write Q}' for
the probability law of two independent Euclidean bridges, each of duration ¢, from Y; to v and from
u to Z;, projected to the torus. All lifts in this definition are near v. For a collection F' of fixed
obstacle paths with distinct labels other than ¢, put

C;(F) = {the trial is regular and stays within distance 10 of v; (1)
it avoids every path in F' at distance r}. '

Avoidance throughout means strict distance greater than r at every time. The endpoints are fixed
in this notation.

Lemma 7.1 (Useful labels in a certified cell). At a cell with a certificate there are at least £D /2
eligible labels. After t has been chosen sufficiently small and D sufficiently large, at least nine tenths
of these labels satisfy the following stronger property: for every target cell By,

{u € By: QUCHF™) > 09}] > 0.99. (7.2)

Here Ff“ consists of all other trajectories in the sampled configuration, and | -| denotes spatial
volume.

Proof. Start with the at least £D labels having Y; € B,. Every such path visits the radius-12 ball
and is therefore regular. Discard the fewer than 6D visiting paths of diameter greater than one.
The remaining paths stay within distance 2 of v and end within distance 2 of v. Discard also those
whose initial or terminal endpoint has another endpoint within distance sg. The certificate bounds
these two losses by 6D each, since the endpoints in question lie in the radius-5 ball about v. The
remaining labels are eligible, and their number is at least (¢ —36)D > ¢D/2.

We now apply Corollary 6.5 to the entire eligible list at this site, not merely the subset just used
to prove its lower cardinality bound. Every eligible label has its initial endpoint in B,, terminal
endpoint within distance three of v, and both endpoints separated from all corresponding endpoints
of other labels by more than sg. The certificate supplies at most H; D visiting obstacles, all regular.
These are precisely the hypotheses of that corollary. It gives Equation (7.2) for at least nine tenths
of the entire eligible list, with choices uniform in the certificate. O

7.2 Disjoint groups and the information retained
Choose an integer M > 1, to be fixed after the one-path comparison constant below, and put

tD J | (7.3)

Gp = Lm
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We take D large enough that Gp > 1. At a site with at least M Gp eligible labels, choose an ordered
list of M Gp distinct eligible labels uniformly without replacement, and divide it into G p successive
groups of size M. If there are fewer, all groups at that site are empty. The allocation randomizations
are independent between sites conditional on the full path sample, and use the eligible lists only.

Fix one group index g € {1,...,Gp}. Let Z be the union of its labels over all sites. The exposed
datum B comprises

e both endpoint configurations, W', every eligibility indicator, and all allocation information;
e the complete trajectories of labels outside 7.

These last trajectories form the frozen family F. The law of B is the pushforward of the thermal slab
law R and the allocation randomizations. No certificate event is included in this datum. Subsequent
expectations over B always use this unconditional law.
For i € T at site v, let B; be the unconditioned Euclidean bridge law of duration 2¢ between its
near endpoint lifts. Define
Pi(dw;) = W”—W, a; = Bi(Cy(F)). (7.4)

a;
The event C;(F') includes the individual regularity and confinement cutoffs, as in Equation (7.1).

Lemma 7.2 (Exact conditional law). For almost every exposed datum the normalizers in Equa-
tion (7.4) are positive, and the conditional law of the unexposed trajectories is

1
AI( de) - ?Il{all pairs in I avoid each other} H PZ( dwi)a Zz > 0. (75)
1€L

All reference trajectories obey their own regularity and confinement cutoffs. Each label has at most
CM other labels in this group with which a collision can be possible, where C is a fired geometric
constant.

Proof. Condition first on Y, Z, W'. In the slab law of Proposition 5.1, the two outer heat kernels
are then constant. The remaining free reference is a product of torus bridges, weighted only by the
indicator of mutual hard avoidance. At fixed endpoints, eligibility of an individual path consists of
its own regularity and confinement conditions: its starting cell, endpoint displacement and endpoint
separation are already fixed. The probabilities of all allocations depend only on the recorded
eligibility indicators, and are consequently constant on the conditional fiber.

Now expose all paths outside Z. Every retained label was eligible, so the only remaining individual
restrictions are exactly its two cutoffs and avoidance of the fixed frozen paths. Confinement to
its radius-10 ball selects a single Euclidean lift when K is large. The winding weights of the
original torus bridge then depend only on the fixed endpoints and cancel in normalization. The
remaining nonfactorizing restriction is mutual avoidance inside Z. This proves Equation (7.5) by
disintegration on the continuous-path spaces. Equivalently, integrate the asserted formula against
bounded functions of the exposed and unexposed variables and use Fubini; all factors just identified
reproduce the thermal slab density and the allocation probabilities.

The integral of the conditional density is positive for almost every sampled datum. Its positivity
implies positivity of each a; and of Z7; otherwise that fiber would have zero weight. Finally a
retained trajectory stays within distance ten of its home site. Two such tubes can meet at distance
r < 1 only when their home sites are within a fixed lattice distance. There are at most M labels
per site and a fixed number of such sites, proving the last assertion. In particular Equation (7.5) is
a conditioned product, not a claim that its trajectories are independent. O
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7.3 Accessibility and the probability of bad cells

For i € 7 and one of its target cells B,,, set
Ti(w) = {u € By : Qi (Ci(F)) > 0.9}. (7.6)

A label is accessible if |T;j(w)| > 0.99 for all seven target cells. This property and all the sets
T;(w) depend only on B. Let A, be the accessible labels of the fixed group at v. A site is good
if |A,| > M/2, and bad otherwise. The sets in Equation (7.6) are measurable: bridge kernels are
measurable in their endpoints, and regularity, confinement and strict avoidance are Borel events of
continuous paths.

Proposition 7.3 (Unconditional supply of good cells). For any prescribed p > 0, the constants
before M can be chosen as above, and then M can be chosen sufficiently large, so that for sufficiently
large D and K,

Ps{A C {bad sites}} < pl! (7.7)

for every set A of distinct sites. The bound is uniform in the group index, 0 < T < D™, and the
allowed a-window. It remains valid if M is increased before increasing the lower threshold on D.

Proof. Choose p; < p/2 in Proposition 5.4 and meet also the requirements of Lemma 7.1. Fix
the full path sample before the allocation randomizations. At a certified cell there are at least
¢D/2 > MGp eligible labels, and at least nine tenths satisfy Equation (7.2). For a fixed group, its
M labels form a uniform sample without replacement from this list. For any k specified positions in
that sample, the probability that all k lack the stronger property is at most 107%. A union bound
therefore gives

P{fewer than M /2 stronger labels in the group | full sample} < gy := aM10=M/2, (7.8)

This tends to zero exponentially in M.

A label with the stronger property is accessible after allocation: its frozen obstacle family is a
subset of all other sampled paths, so removing obstacles can only increase its success probabilities.
Moreover the auxiliary sampling tests at distinct certified cells are independent conditional on the
full sample. For each subset Ay C A, designate the cells of Ay as lacking certificates and the other
cells as certified but failing the sampling test. The probability of this event is at most p'lAO‘q‘]\?\Aol, by
conditioning first on the full sample and then using Proposition 5.4. Summing over Ag bounds the
probability in Equation (7.7) by (p1 + qar)/l. Take M large enough that ¢y < p/2. The argument
applies to each group under the unconditional law of the exposed datum. O

7.4 One-path comparisons at fixed exposed data

The remaining estimates apply at a fixed datum, even when its unexposed trajectories no longer
satisfy any full-sample certificate. Let i be accessible, let B, be a target cell, and let U C T;(w) be
a measurable set of volume at least 0.98. Define the proposal HZU by choosing u uniformly in U and
then sampling Q¥ conditioned on C;(F'). The target set is chosen using exposed data only; it must
not depend on the trajectories of other unexposed labels.

Proposition 7.4 (Density and deterministic compatibility). There is a constant G > 2, fized after
t and independent of D, K, M, such that

mny mny
nm<«p, 0< (1113 <@, C;P? dpP; = 1. (7.9)

35



There is also ep — 0, uniform in the exposed datum, with the following property. Fix any regular,
confined trajectory of a distinct label in I, keeping its recorded endpoints. Under either P; or H?,
the probability of colliding with that deterministic trajectory is at most ep. Its label need not be
accessible. One may take
—-C 3y —1/2 I y—1/4
ep = C(tr + rD"hy ') < CyD™/%. (7.10)

Proof. The lifted midpoint density g; of B; is the Euclidean Gaussian with mean (Y; + Z;)/2 and
covariance tI. On every target cell it has a lower bound ¢; > 0, uniform in the eligible endpoint
data. Indeed those endpoints are within distance three of v, and every target cell lies in a fixed
bounded neighborhood of v; the explicit Gaussian density gives such a bound. Disintegrating B; at
its midpoint gives the conditional laws @}'. Hence

a; = /gi(u)Q;L(ci(F)) du>0.99-0.9¢ = a; > 0.

At a successful trajectory with midpoint u, the proposal density relative to P; is

a;1y(u) 1
U|g:(w)Q¥(C;(F)) ~ 0.98-0.9¢;’

since a; < 1. Taking G to be the maximum of two and this constant proves Equation (7.9); its final
identity holds because both measures are probabilities.

For collision with the fixed opponent, first use the unconditioned bridge B;. The event contribut-
ing under P; satisfies the regularity and confinement cutoffs. Lemma 6.3 bounds its probability
by C(tr + TD?’Vh(; 1 2). Dividing by a; > a; proves the required estimate for F;. For the proposal,
integrate that lemma’s two-leg estimate over the whole target cell; restricting the integral to U can
only decrease it. Division by |U| > 0.98 and by the through-u success probability, which is at least
0.9, proves the proposal estimate. The endpoint separation required in that lemma holds because ¢
was eligible and the opponent has a distinct recorded label.

Finally v = 1/12, ho = D! and r = a/D give rD37h81/2 = aD7 /% and tr = Oy(D™'). The
a-window is fixed. This proves Equation (7.10), with constants depending on the already fixed ¢
but not on the later choice of M or the dilution threshold. O

We record explicitly how Proposition 7.4 applies when two proposals share a midpoint. Suppose
that ¢ and j are accessible labels for which B,, is a target cell, and put U = Tj(w) N Tj(w).
Then |U] > 0.98. Choose one point uniformly in U and, conditionally on that point, choose two
independent successful paths, one with each label’s bridge law. Each path separately has law HZU or
Hg]. Thus each marginal has density at most G relative to its own P-law, and each has collision
probability at most ep against any fixed regular, confined opponent of a distinct label. These
bounds integrate the common midpoint. They do not assert a collision bound conditionally on its
value: choosing the midpoint at an opponent’s midpoint would force a collision. Nor do we assert
a product density bound for the pair of paths, whose midpoints agree. If the two paths are used
in two separately constrained configurations, there is no avoidance check between them. Union
bounds for their separate checks therefore use only the two marginal estimates just proved. A factor
consisting of one successful path together with its midpoint has path law ng and midpoint density
at most 1/0.98 < G relative to uniform measure on B,,.

FEach changed path has only CM potential opponents by confinement. Consequently a fixed
number of separately constrained configurations has a one-variable failure bound of the form C'Mep.
The comparison argument will choose M after GG, then increase D so that this quantity is small. In
the second-moment calculation, conditional normalizers will cancel away from encounters between
the two lattice routes. This is what makes the final likelihood bound uniform in their lengths.
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8 Paths through a sparse set of obstacles

The exposed groups supply a random set of usable cells, with a joint exponential bound on prescribed
failures. We must connect distant usable cells by random routes whose pairwise encounters remain
bounded in exponential mean, uniformly in the volume. This section proves the required statement
for an arbitrary dependent random bad set. It combines the dyadic skeleton construction of
OpenAl [35, Section 8.1, Lemma 8.1] with the nearest-neighbor detours and component expansion
of OpenAl [36, Section 7, Proposition 7.1]. We reproduce both arguments; only the classical
boundary-connectivity theorem stated below is used without proof.

Write L = (Z/KZ)3, with periodic maximum distance d,. Nearest-neighbor edges join vertices
differing by one in one coordinate; *-edges join distinct vertices at maximum distance one. A random
datum D determines a bad set B C Lx. All other vertices are called good. Our assumption is

P(Ac B) <pil  (4ccLk). (8.1)

An ordered pair (v,w) is admissible if the forward displacement of its first coordinate has an
integer representative n with [K/10] < n < |K/8], and its two transverse displacements have
representatives da, ds satisfying |d;] < n. These representatives determine the lift displacement
(n,ds, ds) uniquely. Set v = 1/2000. For two simple paths m, 7" define

Jr(m, ') = Z Z lig(2,21<R}- (8.2)

ZET ' e’
Here a simple path visits each vertex at most once.

Proposition 8.1 (Good paths with bounded encounters). Fiz an integer R > 1. There are
constants po,k > 0, Cpatn < 00, and an integer Ko, depending only on R, with the following
property. Suppose K > Ky and (8.1) holds with p < pg. For every admissible ordered pair (v, w)
there is a D-measurable event &, ., of probability at least 1/2. On this event there is a measurable
probability kernel on simple good nearest-neighbor paths from v to w. Two independent draws from
this kernel, conditional on D, satisfy

E [1511@1@ {e“JR(”’”/) | DH < Cpath- (8.3)

The constants are uniform in the datum, its law, and the endpoint pair. For every sufficiently large
K, at least vK® ordered pairs are admissible.

The event is determined before drawing the paths. The expectation in (8.3) averages over one
common environment and two fresh path samples; it is not a bound for every fixed environment.
We will use the proposition with R = 30.

8.1 A folded random skeleton

The skeleton first advances in one coordinate while fluctuating in the other two. Its fluctuations are
read forward and then backward, which fixes both endpoints without conditioning on a future value.
Independent dyadic blocks make the future transverse displacement sufficiently unpredictable to give
summable encounter probabilities. The use of unpredictability and intersection moments originates
in Benjamini et al. [6, Theorem 1.3 and Lemma 3.1]; the aligned block construction is related to
Héggstrom and Mossel [25, Section 3, Proposition 3.1]. Finite-endpoint path averaging appears in
Abbe et al. [1, Section 6, Lemma 6.1] and Garban and Spencer [24, Section 2, Lemma 2.5]. The
following explicit law and the two estimates are those of OpenAl [35, Section 8.1].
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Fix an admissible pair, choose a lift of v, and give w the lift v + (n,ds,ds). For each j € {2,3}
use independent random variables U, Z(] ). uniform on [—1, 1], for integers ¢,k > 0. Put

V=Y 27Uy 2 =00, 2 =0, (8.4)
£>0 =1

Fix ¢y = (1 — 2_1/4)/2, so that cyel Yp>0 2= t/4 = 1/2. The series converges absolutely for every
sample. The base vertices are

w=v+ (b [tdafn+ 250, o] [tds/n+ 280, 0 ]),  0<t<n (8.5)

The endpoints are v, w. Each base increment advances the first coordinate by one and changes
each transverse coordinate by at most two. Refine it by first making the first-coordinate step,
then all required steps in coordinate two, then those in coordinate three. This takes at most five
nearest-neighbor steps. The occurrence list consists of the initial vertex and the vertex reached after
each step, without adding an extra copy at the join between consecutive refinements. Denote the
projected walk by I'" and retain this lift for the detour construction.

For two independent copies I', I of this law and a fixed integer Rs; > 1, define the occurrence
count

TSR = D Vaner<rg T O Y D)<k} (8.6)
zel PEEY,

Both sums count occurrences, including any repetitions. For a fixed B > 0, put

=3 emdela)/B

zel

again counting occurrences.

Lemma 8.2 (Skeleton encounters). For two independent skeletons just constructed, there are
absolute constants cpiy > 0 and Cryy < 00 such that, for every integer Rs > 1,

Chit

Bl < Chipy g = — M0 (8.7)

- (14 R)?

For every fized B > 0, there are £(B) > 0 and C(B) < oo such that
Eef(B)Ss) < o(B). (8.8)

Both estimates are uniform in K and the admissible endpoint pair.

Proof. Write Z; = (Zt(Q), Zt(g)) and let Z/ be the corresponding sum for the second skeleton. Put

h = |n/2]. Reveal the entire second skeleton at the outset. For the first skeleton, let F; contain the

second array and precisely those variables Ug(] ) whose index blocks

I ={k2°+1,... (k+1)2%

meet {1,...,t}, for j = 2,3. This filtration includes all variables used through time ¢, including
large blocks continuing beyond t.

For k> 1 and t + k < h, the interval {¢t + 1,...,¢t + k} contains a full aligned dyadic block of
length L > k/4. For k > 2, choose a power of two with k/4 < L < k/2; aligning its start skips fewer
than L indices. For k = 1, use a singleton. The variable attached to this block is independent of

38



JF: and occurs in Z () with coefficient ¢y L3/4. Conditional on every other variable, it therefore

t+k
supplies a uniform density bounded by Ck~3/%. Choose this unused variable separately in the two
independent transverse coordinates. Integrating the remaining variables proves the conditional

two-dimensional density bound
|dens(Zyk | Fo)||, < C™3/2, (8.9)

The exponent 3/2 > 1 is what makes the sum over future times finite.

We next reduce encounters anywhere on the folded walks to tests at the same unfolded time.
Let Dy = |Z; — Z]|o0, 0 < t < h. An occurrence z at first-coordinate level ¢ is at maximum distance
at most two from the base vertex u;. For an opposing occurrence 2’ at level ¢/, write d = doo(z, 2').
Since both first-coordinate spans have length n < K/8, their differences do not wrap, and [t —t| < d.
Each base step has maximum norm at most two. Thus, with «} the second base vertex,

doo(ug, uy) <24+d+2+ 2t —t'| <3d+ 4.

At equal times the linear drifts cancel. Each random deviation has absolute value at most n/4, so
the lifted transverse difference, including rounding, is less than K/2 for our sufficiently large K. It
is consequently the ordinary rather than a wrapped difference. Rounding costs at most one, and
hence, for u = min(¢,n — t),

Dy < 3doo(2,2") + 5. (8.10)

There are at most five occurrences at each first-coordinate level and at most two levels with a given
value of min(t,n — t). Applying (8.10) in both directions gives

JiB) < CZ L{D,<C(Rs+1)}s (8.11)
t=0
h
Sp(I,I") < C(B)Y e PG (8.12)
t=0

For the second estimate, take 2’ closest to z in (8.10) and use e~%F < 5/(3B)e=Du/(3B),

Let X; € [0, 1] be either test on the right of these displays. It is F;-measurable. Integrating (8.9)
over a square, or against the decaying exponential on R2, and summing k~3/2 gives

Elzh: X,

u=t+1

C(Rs +1)%, for the indicator test,

_ (8.13)
C(B), for the exponential test.

Fi

< by, 502{

Set By = by + 1. For every j > 1, successive conditioning of the last index in the ordered sum proves

E Y X, X, <BL

0<t1<---<tj<h

For j = 1, this follows from (8.13) at time zero and Xy < 1; each subsequent conditioning costs at
most by. Since e’ —1 < (e? — D for 0 <z <1,

Eef 2 im0 Xt — H(l +efX 1) < Z((ee —1)By)’.
=0

320

Taking 60 a sufficiently small constant times B ! bounds this geometric series by two. Equations
(8.11)—(8.12) give the two asserted moments, after adjusting their constants. O

39



The skeleton law and its bounds use no many-particle parameter. In applying them, we draw
the two arrays independently of each other and of the exposed datum D.

For later use we convert the occurrence count to our pair count. Every first-coordinate level
of a lifted skeleton contains at most five occurrences: level zero has only the initial vertex, and
all vertices created in the tth refinement have first coordinate v; + t. The first-coordinate span
is n < K/8, so the periodic distance between two such levels is their ordinary distance. A fixed
occurrence of I' can therefore have at most 5(2R + 1) opposing occurrences within distance R. With
Rs; = R, this proves

Jr(T,T") < 5(2R+1)J8). (8.14)

occ

The left side uses the double occurrence sum from Equation (8.2). This conversion uses the actual
refinement law, as well as its moment bounds.

8.2 Finite components and their exterior boundaries

We record the deterministic facts used to move a lattice path around bad vertices. For a finite
-connected nonempty set C' C Z3, let fill(C') consist of C and all finite nearest-neighbor components
of Z3\ C. The remaining component is the exterior. There is only one infinite component: outside
any box containing C, nearest-neighbor vertices communicate, and every infinite component meets
that region.

Lemma 8.3 (Exterior shell). The set fill(C) lies in the coordinate bounding box of C. The exterior
vertices at mazximum distance one from C form a nearest-neighbor connected set, denoted 0C,
with at most 26|C| vertices. If C is a *-component of a larger bad set, every vertex of this shell is
good.

Proof. A vertex outside the coordinate box has a coordinate ray to infinity that misses C, so
it is not in a finite complementary component. For the shell’s connectivity we apply Kesten’s
boundary-connectivity theorem in the formulation of Timar [40, arXiv version 2, Theorem 4]:
for a finite *-connected subset of Z3, its exterior x-neighbors, accessible from infinity through its
nearest-neighbor complement, are nearest-neighbor connected. These are exactly the vertices in the
shell just defined. There are at most 26 possible *-neighbors per vertex of C. A bad shell vertex
would be x-adjacent to C' and hence belong to the same bad component, which is impossible for a
vertex outside C. O

For an integer a > 1, range-a adjacency joins distinct torus vertices whose maximum distance is
at most a.

Lemma 8.4 (Small periodic components). Suppose K > 2a, and a range-a component on Ly has
m vertices with am < K. Each of its lifts to Z? is a finite component projecting bijectively onto it.
The coordinate span of a lift is at most a(m — 1).

Proof. Choose a spanning tree, lift its root, and lift each tree edge by its unique displacement in
[—a, a]®. Distinct torus vertices have distinct lifts. The difference between any two lifted vertices has
maximum norm at most a(m — 1), by their tree path. For a remaining edge, its assigned endpoint
difference minus its short displacement belongs to KZ? and has maximum norm at most am < K.
It must therefore vanish. All edges are consistent with these lifts. The full inverse image is their
disjoint translates by KZ3; no edge connects two translates. O

We will also use a basic counting bound. For each fixed range a, there is a constant A, such that

the number of connected sets of m vertices containing a specified root is at most A, on either Z*
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or the torus. To see this, choose deterministically a rooted spanning tree for each set and traverse
it depth first. The traversal has 2(m — 1) steps, each chosen from a fixed finite set of possible
displacements, and its visited vertices recover the set. Increasing A, covers m = 1. Together with
(8.1), this gives

P(a range-a bad component has at least m vertices) < K3(Aqp)™. (8.15)

A component of size at least m contains a connected subset of exactly m vertices, by growing a
spanning tree one vertex at a time.

We have proved the two encounter bounds for paths that ignore the bad set. To use them, we
will retain the skeleton vertices whenever possible and replace obstructed segments by short exterior
routes. A size restriction guarantees the finite lifts needed for this construction; the endpoints must
also lie outside the components’ filled interiors. The joint bad-set bound makes both requirements
likely.

Fix a; = R+ 2. Reject the environment if it contains a range-a; bad component of size at least

| K
MK = {malJ .

For large K, every remaining bad *-component has finite periodic lifts, by Lemma 8.4. Reject also
if either endpoint belongs to the projection of the fill of one of these components. The event on
which neither rejection occurs is &, .

If the fill of a lifted *-component of size m contains a lift of an endpoint, some root of the
component lies within maximum distance m of that endpoint. This follows from the bounding-box
assertion and the coordinate span in Lemma 8.4. There are at most C'm? possible roots modulo K.
Counting connected sets and using (8.1) thus yields

P(EC,) < K*(Aap)™ +C Y m3(Aip)™. (8.16)

m>1

The constant includes both endpoints. First make pg small enough that the series is at most 1/4,
then make Ky large enough that the first term is at most 1/4 for p < py and K > Kj. This proves
P(Epw) > 1/2. We may decrease pg further below.

8.3 Nearest-neighbor detours

Draw the skeleton of Section 8.1 independently of the datum. Its folding in Equation (8.5) fixes
the final endpoint without conditioning the random process on a future value. We now adapt this
nearest-neighbor walk to the bad set while keeping the endpoint rejection event fixed.

Figure 1 illustrates the replacement. The construction takes place in Z3, where a finite obstacle
has a well-defined exterior; projection and loop erasure are performed afterward.

On &, ., replace the visits of this lifted walk to bad components as follows. If it meets a lifted
bad x-component C, take its first and last visits to C'. The vertices immediately before and after
these visits belong to %*C: the path from the first endpoint to the first such vertex misses C,
and the path from the last such vertex to the other endpoint misses C; both endpoints are outside
fill(C). By Lemma 8.3, join these two shell vertices by a simple nearest-neighbor path in the shell,
replacing the intervening part of the walk. The added vertices are all good. Each replacement
removes at least one bad visit, and no replacement introduces a bad visit. The process therefore
terminates after finitely many steps.

Every component treated in this procedure was met by the original nominal refinement: any
remaining bad vertex still belongs to that original walk. Project the final walk to the torus and
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min(t,n—t)

C
T
a ! b
T e e T e X 1)
> ¢
0 n/2 n
replace the first-to-last visit read the same displacement twice

Figure 1: Two parts of the path construction, shown schematically. Left: the original dashed
route meets the finite bad component C'; the solid route joins its exterior predecessor a to its
exterior successor b through good nearest-neighbor vertices. The drawing is a planar schematic of a
three-dimensional exterior shell, and does not represent holes or later loop erasure. Right: for even
n, the random transverse displacement used in the skeleton is reflected at n/2; the common linear
drift and integer rounding are omitted. This return to zero fixes the final endpoint without a bridge
conditioning.

erase loops in chronological order. The result is a simple good nearest-neighbor path from v to w.
Every nonnominal vertex belongs to the shell of a bad *-component met by I'. All choices in the
refinement, shell paths, and erasure can be made using fixed orderings. Thus the construction gives
the measurable kernel in Proposition 8.1.

We now bound the encounters introduced by this construction. Use two independent nominal
samples I', I in the same environment, and let 7, 7’ be their final simple paths. Let H range over
the range-a; bad components on the torus. Fix Cr = 52(2R + 1)3, which also exceeds 5(2R + 1) in
Equation (8.14). On &, 4,

JR(”Ta ’/T/) S JR<F7 F/)
+ Cr Y H g (H7)<ar, doo (H.I") <a1}- (8.17)
i

For nominal walks, Jr here counts vertex occurrences, which only increases the bound.

To prove (8.17), first count encounters where both vertices are nominal. These are bounded by
the first term. If a nonnominal vertex belongs to the shell of C' and encounters a nominal vertex
of the other walk, then C' is within distance R + 1 < a; of that other walk, and C' meets its own
nominal walk. If two nonnominal vertices belong to shells of C,C’, then d(C,C") < R+ 2 < ay,
so both components belong to one range-a; component H meeting both nominal walks. Charge
each such encounter to one of its nonnominal vertices and to this H. There are at most 26|H |
possible added vertices associated to the x-components inside H, even if several lifted copies were
used: projection can only decrease this number. Each such vertex encounters at most (2R + 1)3
vertices of the other simple path. Charging from either path costs at most an additional factor two.
This proves the claimed bound.

8.4 Averaging the environment and applying both moments

Fix both complete nominal paths. Their independence from D leaves (8.1) available for any
prescribed collection of bad vertices. Expand the exponential of the second term in (8.17) as a
product over the actual range-a; components. A term corresponding to distinct components has
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disjoint vertex sets. Drop maximality, sum over all disjoint connected candidate sets, and apply
(8.1). Finally drop the disjointness restriction and use 1+ z < e®. The resulting bound is

Ep [1&,10 exp (HCR > |H‘1{doo(H,F),doo(H,F’)<a1}>]
H

< exp <Z(p€NCR)IFIl{doo(F,F),doo(F,F’)gal}> ; (8.18)
F

where F ranges over all nonempty range-a; connected torus sets. The factor e®“rIFl — 1 from the
expansion was bounded above by e"CRIFl. Thus only joint bad-set probabilities were used; there is
no independence assumption on the environment.

We bound the exponent by the soft-distance statistic in Equation (8.8). If a contributing set
F' has size m, choose an occurrence z € I'" within distance a; of a root of F'. There are at most
(2a;1 + 1)3 root choices for each z, and at most Ayt connected sets at each root. A spanning-tree
path in F' has at most m — 1 edges, each of length at most a; in the periodic maximum metric.
Since F' is also within a; of IV, the triangle inequality gives

doo(2,T") < 2a1 +a1(m — 1) = a;(m + 1).

This argument applies even to wrapping candidate sets; only the actual components used for detours
required the earlier lift and rejection test. Absorb the root choices into a constant Ar > 1. The
exponent in Equation (8.18) is at most

SN @M (5 <ar (1)) q = Arpe"°r. (8.19)

zellm>1

All constants here depend only on the fixed R. Counting the same set more than once only increases
this nonnegative upper bound.
Require ¢ < e72. If d < ay(m + 1), split ¢™ into two equal powers and use

qm _ qm/qu/Q < qm/2€—m < eqm/2€—d/a1_

Summing the first factor over m > 1 proves

_ ev/q
" g<aimery < n(p,K)e= ¥4, n(p, k) = : (8.20)
mzzjl {d<ai(m+1)} 1- /g

In particular n(p, k) — 0 as p — 0 at fixed . Set B = a;. Equations (8.17), (8.14), and (8.18)—(8.20)
give

Ep [1&}@6&73(#,#’) | T, F'} < exp (,%CRJ(R) + n(p, IQ)SB<F,F/)) . (8.21)

occ

On the left, the adapted paths are used only on &, . The environment was averaged once, with
both entire skeletons fixed.

First choose k > 0 with 26Cr < ag, where ag = cpnit/(1 + R)?. Next choose py > 0 so small
that ¢ < e~2 and 2n(p, k) < £(B) for p < po, as well as the earlier endpoint rejection requirements.
The constants K can then be enlarged to cover those rejection estimates. Cauchy—Schwarz and
both moments in Lemma 8.2 imply

1/2 1/9
Eop (sl + ) < (0w ) (e

< \/OhitC(B) = Cpath < oQ.

43



Together with Equation (8.21), this proves the annealed bound (8.3). Both path draws use one
common datum and independent skeleton seeds. The event retains its original mass; there is
no renormalization by conditioning on acceptance and no assertion of a bound for each fixed
environment.

Finally, for K > 80 the interval [[K/10], | K/8]] contains at least K /40 — 1 > K /80 integers.
For each such n, there are (2n + 1) > K?2/25 transverse choices. They are distinct modulo K, since
2n < K. Multiplying by the K3 choices of starting vertex gives at least K%/2000 = vK® admissible
ordered pairs. This completes Proposition 8.1.

9 A common measure and positive occupation

We now turn the supply of movable labels into a lower bound on the constant-orbital fraction Bgcc.
Recall from Proposition 5.1 that the midpoint configuration X and the retained configuration W’
have density ®(X, W’)?, where ® is the nonnegative kernel of the square root of the canonical state.
The input is the conditional path law of Section 7 and the good lattice routes of Proposition 8.1.
Along one route we construct two copies of the selected trajectories. Their midpoint assignments
leave the same observed bath after different tags are removed. We then bound the second moment
of the resulting change of measure by encounters between two routes.

This is the comparison mechanism of OpenAl [36, Section 8]; its conditional normalizer argument
is reproduced below. The thermal modification is to retain W’ in every observation and in the exposed
data. It is never resampled. All constants obtained here are uniform in D, K and 0 < T' < D!
once the earlier fixed parameters have been chosen.

9.1 Affinity and a common finite measure
For finite nonnegative measures P, Q) on the same measurable space, define their affinity by

ap dQ

AH(P,Q)Z/\/qud& P 1= €=PrQ

Using another dominating measure gives the same value. We will use three elementary properties.
If P> P and Q > @', then Aff(P,Q) > Aff(P’,Q’). For finite lists of measure pairs,

Aff (Z Pj,ZQj) >3 AP, Q). (9.1)
J J J

Indeed, pointwise Cauchy—Schwarz gives >, \/p;jq; < /(32;pj)(32; ¢j). Finally, applying the same
probability kernel to both measures cannot decrease affinity. To see this, form the joint measures
with that kernel and then condition a common dominating measure on the output. Conditional
Cauchy-Schwarz gives E(/pq | output) < /E(p [ output)E(q | output). Integration proves the
assertion. Projection is a special case.

Lemma 9.1 (A common finite measure). Let P,Q be finite nonnegative measures and let v be a
finite measure of mass m > 0, absolutely continuous with respect to both. If

/ (:L’;)Q dP < Cp, / (%)2 dQ < Co,
then Aff(P,Q) > m?/,/CpCy.
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Proof. With densities p, q, s relative to a common dominating measure, Holder’s inequality with
exponents 4,4, 2 gives

B 2\t a2\ VA V4 < cYACYA A g(p O)1/2
m = E ; (pQ) <Cp Q ( :Q) .

The ratios can be set to zero where their denominators vanish, since s is zero there. Squaring and
rearranging proves the claim. O

9.2 Cell measures and disjoint groups of tags

Recall V = K3, D = N/V, and the unit cells B,, each of volume one. Write X’ = (3, ..., 2y) for the
ordered bath. For ordered cells v, w, define finite measures on (z,y, X', W’) € B, x B, x A%il x AY
by

APy = V®(z, X', W')? dz dy dX' dW’,

112 ' ’ (9.2)
dQuw = VO (y, X', W) da dyd X' dW".
Nonnegativity of ® and the occupation formula in Proposition 5.1 give the exact identity
1
Boee = W ZAH(PUw) va)- (93)
VW

Fix a group index 1 < g < Gp := [(D/(4M)] from Section 7. Its exposed data are B, its
unexposed label set is Z, and its conditional path law is Az from Lemma 7.2. Define measures
139, @g on (B, x,y, X'); the data B already include W’. For ﬁg, sample the data and the conditional
unexposed paths, and sum the following contributions over all ¢ € Z: take z = w;(t), restrict to
T € By, order the remaining N — 1 midpoints by a fresh uniform permutation to form X', and
sample y uniformly in B,,. For @g, take the tagged midpoint as y € B,, and sample the extra point
z uniformly in B,. The use of a sum, rather than a uniformly chosen tag, fixes their normalization.

Lemma 9.2 (Tag normalization). For each ordered pair of cells,

Gp L
AR(Pou, Quu) > 55 D Ay, Q) (9.4)
g=1

Proof. Put all groups on the original slab sample, with all allocation randomizations and a fresh
uniform permutation of the full label set. After deleting a tag, the restricted permutation uniformly
orders its bath. Fach group’s conditional construction is a disintegration of this common sample
with respect to its own exposed data. Thus the differing data spaces are projected away before the
following comparison; no conditional symmetry of the unexposed-path law is asserted. For every
sampled path configuration, group label sets are disjoint. Their sum of tag contributions is bounded
by the sum over all N trajectory labels. The unrestricted midpoint vector together with W’ has
density ®(X,W’)2, symmetric in X for each W’. For each fixed tag label, uniform ordering of the
bath therefore gives the same density ®(x, X/, W’)2. Summing all tags gives N times that density.
Since the extra target cell has volume one and V/N = 1/D, projecting to (z,y, X', W’) yields

1 P 1 PN
52 Pr0i Py < Pow, 553 proj Qg < Quu
g g

Use monotonicity, (9.1), and the increase of affinity under projection. Its homogeneity supplies the
factor 1/D. O
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The remaining task is to find, for each retained group and each of many ordered cell pairs, a
common measure of mass at least 1/2 whose squared likelihood integrals against 139 and @g are
bounded by one constant Cy. Lemma 9.1 would then give affinity at least 1/(4C3) per group. The
factor 1/D in Equation (9.4) can be paid because the number of disjoint groups is proportional to
D.

9.3 Two midpoint assignments with the same observed bath

Take R = 30 in Proposition 8.1, and fix an admissible ordered cell pair v, w: its lift displacement
(n,ds,ds) satisfies [K/10] < n < |K/8] and |d;] < n. Choose the good-site parameters of
Proposition 7.3 to meet the bad-set hypothesis of Proposition 8.1. Let &, be the data-measurable
event supplied by Proposition 8.1, of probability at least 1/2. On this event draw a simple
nearest-neighbor path

20 =V, 2155324 =W

through good sites. For each k < d, independently choose a uniform accessible label i; anchored at
2. The choices inspect only B and the lattice path. In particular, they do not inspect any latent
trajectory. The selected labels are distinct because their anchors are distinct.

We construct two path configurations that share their observed (z,y, X', W’). Keep the exposed
data fixed. First sample all unselected unexposed trajectories from their exact marginal under
Az, and use them in both copies. For every vertex zj, prepare a factor as follows. The first copy
needs label i through this cell if k¥ < d, and the second copy needs label iy_; through it if £ > 0.
Intersect the corresponding good-target sets Tj, (2x) and Tj, , (z) from Section 7, using only the
one required set at an endpoint. The intersection, denoted by Ay, has volume at least 0.98. Sample
U uniformly in Ag, and then independently sample the one or two required bridge trials through
Uy, each conditioned on its individual success against the frozen paths. All d + 1 vertex factors are
independent before the additional conditioning below. Figure 2 shows the two midpoint assignments.

Use Uy as the extra point in the first copy and Uy as the extra point in the second copy. Impose all
remaining hard-avoidance checks in both copies: selected paths must avoid the unselected unexposed
paths and one another within their respective copies. Condition the product of vertex factors on
these checks, separately for each fixed collection of unselected paths. The sampled unselected-path
marginal therefore remains its original marginal under Az. More explicitly, let gyt be that marginal,
let F} be the probability law of the kth vertex factor, and let J be the indicator of the remaining
checks in both copies. The joint law just defined is

J(Wout, 507 s 75(1) HZZO Fk(dfk)

d
/J<wout,so, ) T Fe(dg)
k=0

)\Out ( dwout) . (95)

The denominator is a function of the fixed outside paths. Integrating the second factor gives one for
each such configuration. A single normalization after integrating the outside paths would change
their marginal and would not yield the comparison used below. Each F} depends only on the data,
route and selected labels, so it is fixed before those outside paths are sampled.

We verify that this conditional construction is defined. A vertex factor carries at most two paths,
each with a marginal of the form H? * in Proposition 7.4. Its paths are confined within distance ten of
their anchors, and there are at most M unexposed labels per anchor. Consequently each factor has at
most C.o1M possible opponents in the two copies, for a fixed geometric constant C.o. All opponents
have distinct labels within the copy in which a check is imposed. The deterministic-opponent

46



Uy==x Uq U, Us=y
first copy io (tag) extra point
second copy extra point is (tag)

L |

same selected bath: {Uy,Us}

Figure 2: The midpoint assignment for a route of three edges. A dashed column is one vertex factor
with one common midpoint. Arrows identify the same particle label in the two copies; they are not
trajectories in time. Removing the highlighted tags leaves the same two selected bath midpoints.
All unselected bath paths and the configuration W’ are shared. For a route of arbitrary length the
interior columns continue in the same way.

estimate, summed over those checks, gives
XD = CecqtMep —> 0 (D — o0, M fixed). (9.6)

For any fixed regular and confined values of the other paths with their recorded endpoints, the factor
passes every incident check with probability at least 1 — yp. This statement averages its common
midpoint over Ag; it makes no claim at a prescribed midpoint. It uses the two path marginals and
a union bound, so no independence of the paths within the factor is required. Inserting the d + 1
factors successively now bounds the two-copy conditioning probability below by (1 — xp)®*! > 0 for
sufficiently large D.

Tag i¢ in the first copy and ¢4 in the second. In each copy the tag and the extra point then give
x = Uy, y = Uy. The selected bath midpoints in both copies are exactly Uy, ..., Uy_1; the unselected
midpoints also agree. Choose a common uniform ordering of the shared midpoint instances; their
physical labels in the two copies may differ. In each copy separately, this has the uniform ordering
law determined by its paths and its tag. This defines a single finite measure v on (B, z,y, X’) after
averaging the data, routes and labels, with zero mass off £,,,. Each conditional sampling law on
this event is a probability measure, so

1
v(all) = P(&Ey) > 5 (9.7)
These are measurable probability kernels: the route and label choices are finite, the target sets are
measurable functions of the data, and all path restrictions are Borel subsets of the continuous-path

spaces. The positive normalizers just proved permit the displayed conditioning.

9.4 Cancellation of conditional normalizers

The midpoint construction has two path copies in each internal vertex factor. To estimate its
likelihood, designate one copy as primary and regard the other as auxiliary. At an internal vertex
zk, 1 < k < d, the primary path has label i; in the first-copy view, whereas the auxiliary path has
label i;_1. Thus deleting a factor is not the same operation as deleting all instances of one particle
label. The following lemma keeps this distinction explicit and isolates the normalizers that cancel
when two routes are far apart. Its coordinates and factors are abstract; we identify them with the
midpoint construction immediately after the proof. The two changes arise because the square of a
route-averaged likelihood expands into a product for two independent route choices at the same
exposed datum.
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The next lemma, from OpenAl [36, Lemma 8.3], concerns finitely many coordinates in standard
Borel spaces, each with a probability reference P;. All auxiliary spaces below are standard Borel as
well. A check will mean an indicator imposing a constraint on one or two coordinates. The joint
reference law A is the product §); P; conditioned on a finite collection of checks. An additional
independent coordinate is allowed; it simply has no checks.

A change indexed by a set S leaves the marginal outside S unchanged. Inside S, it starts from
independent factors Ilg;, ¢ € S. Each factor includes a primary coordinate in the space of P; and
possibly auxiliary coordinates. Its primary marginal is gs;F;, with

0<gs: <G, /QS,i dp; = 1. (9.8)

The factors are fixed before the outside coordinates are sampled. The product is conditioned on
specified checks, including every reference check involving the primary coordinates in S. Checks
involving only fixed outside coordinates are already satisfied almost surely under the unchanged
outside marginal; otherwise the conditional proposal would not be defined there. Omit these
redundant checks. Every remaining proposal check therefore involves a coordinate carried by a
changed factor. Auxiliary coordinates are then forgotten. The resulting primary likelihood relative
to A is denoted by Lg.

For each primary and auxiliary coordinate, fix a measurable allowed set on which all its relevant
reference and proposal marginals are concentrated. These sets, like the proposal factors, are fixed
before sampling outside coordinates. A configuration is individually permitted when each coordinate
lies in its allowed set; this imposes no pairwise checks. The compatibility hypothesis below is
uniform on these sets, including configurations that fail some pairwise checks.

We make explicit the deletion convention for this construction. When some factors are removed,
remove their coordinates and all checks incident to them. Do not replace a removed auxiliary
coordinate by an original reference coordinate. Coordinates fixed outside the sets under discussion
remain as obstacles in all the checks in which they occur. Coordinates here are path instances in a
specified copy. If an auxiliary with label j belongs to a retained factor, it remains integrated in that
factor even when a different factor carrying the primary label j is deleted. It is never replaced by
the original path with label j.

Lemma 9.3 (Cancellation away from an overlap). Consider two changes S, T of the preceding kind,
with G > 1, and put U = SUT. Suppose that the following conditions hold.

(i) There is x € [0,1) with two insertion bounds. In the reference system, inserting any coordinate
i € U from P; satisfies all reference checks incident to i with probability at least 1 — x. In
the proposal system of either change, inserting a whole factor from Ilg; or Il ; satisfies all
checks of that proposal incident to its carried coordinates with probability at least 1 — x. Each
bound is uniform in every fived choice of the other individually permitted coordinates of the
respective system, and remains valid after deleting checks or coordinates as specified above.

(i) There are decompositions S = Cs U Fs and T = Cp U Fp, with FsNT = FrNS = @. No
coordinate carried by an Fg factor has a check with any coordinate carried by a T factor, or
with the original primary coordinates indexed by T'; the corresponding assertion holds with
S, T interchanged. The reference coordinates in Fg, Fr also have no mutual checks.

Then
/LSLT d) < G|SOT\(1 _ X)_2(|CS|+‘CT|)‘ (9.9)

It is enough that the assumptions hold for almost every fixed admissible configuration outside U.

48



Proof. Put a, =1 —x and ¢ = |Cg|+ |Cr|. Fix the primary coordinates outside U. All normalizers
below are conditional on these fixed values; we first work on a configuration for which this conditional
law is defined.

For any selected set, its reference normalizer is the integral of its reference-check indicator against
its product references. In particular, write Zy for this integral over U. When the coordinates outside
S are fixed, write Zg for the corresponding integral over S. Thus Zg can depend on coordinates
in T\ S. Write Yg for the integral of the proposal-check indicator Jg against ®;cgq s, with the
same outside values fixed.

Disintegrate each factor in the form

IIg;(dz; d¢;) = Pi(da;) Kgi(x;, d¢), Kgi(xi,all) = gsi(x;).

Here (; denotes all its auxiliary coordinates. Define

Hg(xg;x5:) = /Js I Ksi(zi, dg).

€S

On the reference-admissible configurations, the exact likelihood is
Ls=—"Hg. (9.10)

Indeed, the conditional reference density is its check indicator divided by Zg, whereas the new
primary density is Hg/Yg, both relative to @,cq P;. The outside marginal is identical. The inclusion
of primary reference checks ensures that the new density is zero on reference-forbidden configurations.

Now retain only the factors indexed by Fg, together with coordinates fixed outside U, using the
stated deletion convention. Denote their reference normalizer, proposal normalizer and primary
proposal density by Zry, Yry, Hrg. Define the three corresponding Fr quantities using the factors
from the T change. These quantities depend only on the outside of U and, for Hry, Hp,., on their
own primary coordinates. They do not depend on the omitted near coordinates.

Successive insertion using assumption (i), and noninteraction in assumption (ii), give

Zy > a5 2y Zpy, (9.11)
Zs < Zpy,  Ys>d®lyp, (9.12)
Zp < Zpp,  Yr > dlYp (9.13)

For the first inequality, the reference integral over the two far sets factorizes. The remaining distinct
coordinates form U \ (Fs U Fr), a subset of Cg U Cp with cardinality at most c. Insert them one
at a time with the uniform compatibility bound. For the upper bound on Zg, delete the checks
involving C's and integrate those reference coordinates freely. Coordinates in 7"\ S have no checks
with the far set. For its proposal lower bound, start with the reduced Fg integral and add the
Cys factors. The fixed original coordinates in 7'\ S still do not meet the far factors. An auxiliary
instance carried by a retained factor remains integrated there, even if a newly inserted factor carries
its primary label; only the checks of the S proposal are restored. Each addition retains at least the
factor a,. Applying these two arguments to the 7' change proves the last line. These statements are
pointwise in the opposing coordinates; they do not assert that Zg or Yg is constant in them.

The insertion bounds also prove positivity of the divisors. In particular, integrating coordinates
one at a time gives a positive product lower bound for every reduced normalizer. The full reference
conditional is defined on the outside configurations under consideration.
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Deleting proposal checks involving a near factor gives

Hs < Hpg [ 955 Hr < Hp, [] 914
1€Cg i€Cp

After dropping the reference admissibility indicator in an upper bound, the two far primary integrals
equal Yr, and Yp,. The remaining coordinates carry only the displayed marginal densities. A

coordinate occurring once integrates to one. A coordinate occurring in both lists costs at most G,
by (9.8). Therefore

/HSHTladmissible II Pi(das) < Vieg Vi, IS (9.14)

iceU
The conditional reference law on U has normalizer Z;;. Combine (9.10)—(9.14). The two pointwise
ratio bounds contribute ay “Zr; Zp, /(YrsYr;); division by Zy contributes at most a,°/(Zrs Zr; ).

All four far normalizers cancel, leaving G'Sﬂﬂa; 2¢_ Finally integrate the outside coordinates. This
proves (9.9). O

9.5 The likelihood cost is confined to encounters

Fix the data, the route and the selected labels. Regard either copy as the primary one. The reference
for that copy is Az ® P,, where P, is the uniform law of the extra point in its endpoint cell. Let

S = {io, . ,id—l} U {*}

In Lemma 9.3, a primary coordinate is the chosen copy’s path or endpoint extra point. Its auxiliary
coordinates are the other copy’s path or extra point through the same midpoint. The checks are the
collision exclusions within each copy; there is no collision check between paths in different copies.
Index a vertex factor by its primary label, using * for the extra point; its center is its midpoint cell
z,. The two paths in one factor may have different labels, and each copy contributes at most one
path. The allowed set for each path consists of the regular, confined, frozen-avoiding paths with its
own recorded endpoints. Each extra point lies in its target cell. These are individual restrictions;
the remaining collision checks still couple different factors.

By Proposition 7.4, the primary marginal of each path factor has density at most G relative to
P;, and integrates to one. For the extra point the density is 14, /|Ag| relative to Py, which is at
most 1/0.98. Enlarge the fixed G to be at least two, covering this factor as well. These marginal
densities and their auxiliary kernels depend on the exposed data and the route and label choices;
they do not depend on the unselected unexposed paths.

The union bound proving Equation (9.6) verifies hypothesis (i) for each proposal factor. The
same argument with P; in place of II;* verifies it for insertion of a selected reference path, by
Proposition 7.4. The reference extra point has no checks. These estimates are uniform over all
individually permitted opponent paths, whether or not their labels are accessible, and deleting
checks can only improve them. Thus the bound remains available for every reduced normalizer in
Lemma 9.3.

Take two independent route and label choices at the same data and endpoint pair, and denote
their selected index sets by .S, T. For the chosen primary side, declare a factor of S near if its center
is at lattice supremum distance at most R from some center of T, and declare every other factor far.
Define Cg, Fg, Cr, Fr accordingly. A shared real label has centers at distance at most two in the
two assignments, so it is near; the shared extra index has the same endpoint center. Consequently
the far index sets are disjoint from the opposing lists.
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All paths carried by a factor lie within distance eleven of its center. The original path of an
opposing real label also lies within distance eleven of that opposing factor’s center. Since R = 30,
far factors cannot interact with any coordinate carried by the opposite list or with those original
paths. This includes the auxiliary-copy paths. Far sets therefore meet the separation assumptions
of Lemma 9.3.

For clarity, a reduced far proposal retains exactly the paths carried by its far vertex factors and
the fixed paths outside S UT. It deletes the omitted near factors in both copies. It does not put
their original trajectories back as unselected obstacles. With this convention all the normalizers in
(9.11)—(9.14) are the ones arising from the present construction.

Write Lg, Lt for the two primary likelihoods. If

Jr = #{(]a k) : doo(zjaZ;c) < R}»

then |Cg| + |Cr| < 2Jr. Lemma 9.3 gives, at the fixed data,
/ LsLrd(Az @ P.) < GISTTI(1 = yp) 4%, (9.15)
In particular, no factor is paid for a long portion of one route that stays away from the other.

9.6 Averaging labels and forgetting the paths

Condition on the data and the two lattice paths before choosing their labels. Each common departure
cell has at least M /2 accessible labels. The two uniform choices at that cell match with probability
at most 2/M, and the match events are independent between distinct common cells. Real labels
anchored at different cells cannot agree. The shared extra point contributes one factor G, so

2(G -1
Il'—-ﬂlabelsG‘SmT‘ < Gexp < ( M )JR> . (9.16)
Choose the fixed integer M sufficiently large for the good-site supply and for
2G-1) &
R 9.17
M -2 ( )
Then increase D, so that, for every D > D, in the allowed o window, all earlier estimates hold and
K GD 14
—4log(1 — < = —— > . 1
og(l—xp) < 3, D = W0 (9.18)

The first requirement is possible by (9.6); the second follows once £D/(4M) > 2. These choices do
not change G, k, or Cpath.

The following use of an averaged likelihood and a two-route second moment also occurs in the
point-reassignment argument of Peres and Sly [38, Proposition 2.1]. Here Lemma 9.3 supplies the
additional conditional-normalizer estimate required by the hard-core path law.

Let L be the likelihood averaged over the conditional route and label choices, with value zero off
Evw- Tonelli’s theorem expresses its square integral using two independent such choices. Combining
(9.15)-(9.18) and the annealed encounter bound in Proposition 8.1 gives

Eg / A\ ® P,) < GE[le,,¢™'"] < Cy, Oy i= GCpin. (9.19)

Here the two route randomizations share the same data; the expectation over the data is taken only
once. The event is not conditioned to have probability one. Its indicator is part of both likelihoods,
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and its square is itself. The calculation applies separately with either copy primary, with the same
constant Cs.

We next check carefully that tagging and observing the bath do not increase this bound. At
fixed data, split L = >";c7 fi, where f; contains exactly the choices designating i as the primary tag.
The functions are nonnegative. In the first copy f; is supported where w;(t) € B,; in the second it
is supported where w;(t) € By,. Since

Eijffs (Zf>2

the measure that retains the tag index has squared likelihood integral at most Cs relative to the
sum of the tag-restricted reference measures on the disjoint copies indexed by i. Now apply the
observation kernel that orders the bath and retains B, z,y, X', and forget the tag and all the paths.
If a finite measure has density f relative to a reference P, the density after applying a common
kernel is the conditional average of f in the corresponding joint reference measure. Conditional
Cauchy-Schwarz bounds its squared integral by [ f2dP. This remains valid for finite reference
measures, by normalization when their mass is nonzero.

For either primary copy, the resulting measure is the common observed U already constructed.
Its corresponding reference is precisely P or Qg We have proved

av \’ av \’
— | dP, < (s, / — | dQ, < Cs. 9.20
/<dPg> 9= (ng> Qg ’ ( )

Together with (9.7), Lemma 9.1 now gives

1

S 1
AH(P,.Qp) > 5o

(9.21)

This lower bound is uniform in the group index and in every admissible ordered pair of cells.

Proof of Theorem 2.1. With the fixed choices above, set

vl 1
= > - 9.22
T BMGCm T 2000 (9:22)

For large K, at least vV? ordered cell pairs meet the displacement condition of Proposition 8.1. For
each such pair, Lemma 9.2, (9.18) and (9.21) give

Gp S l
~4DCy T 32MCy

Aff (Pvun va)

Sum these nonnegative contributions in (9.3) to obtain Boee > v€/(32M Cs), which is (9.22). Every
estimate used above is uniform over the stated temperature interval. The volume threshold is locally
uniform for D in compact subintervals of [D,, cc), by the slab, bridge and group estimates and
Proposition 8.1. No parameter entering c¢, is chosen after D,, so increasing D, does not change the
occupation bound.

For completeness, the choices leading to this bound have no circular dependence. Fix the lattice
radius R = 30 and its bad-site tolerance from Proposition 8.1. Make the spatial choices of large ay,
then ¢, 60 and small b as in Sections 3 and 4. Choose a sufficiently small target certificate-failure
base p1. Proposition 5.4 then allows H; to be fixed before choosing a sufficiently small positive t,
also meeting the deterministic bridge requirements. This fixes the density bound G. Choose M
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large enough for the group supply and (9.17); finally choose D, large enough for all small-scale
requirements and (9.18). The required lower bound on K is imposed afterwards. In particular
B > D is the only temperature restriction; no condition relates 5 to the volume. ]

The remaining step is the return to fixed physical density and temperature.

10 Return to fixed physical parameters

We now prove Theorem 1.1 from the scaled estimate. This step also makes explicit why the
temperature remains positive throughout the thermodynamic limit.
Let ag, Dy, ¢, be furnished by Theorem 2.1. For a fixed exclusion distance a > 0, set

3
ol
p=(a) = 4D2a?"
Fix 0 < p < p«(a) and define
3/2
Qg oy 1

=,/— Dy = T =—>0. 10.1
Soo ap7 0o ,0(137 phys 48§oDoo ( )

These are fixed numbers depending on a, p, and the constants of the proof. In particular, Dy, > 2D,.
Consider any sequence L — oo, N/L?* — p. Choose

N
K:M"’J, s=L/K, D=N/K} r=a/s.
Oz(]L

alN
§ — Soo, D — Dy, Dr:m—uxo.
Thus the scaled core has the required form r = o/D with « € [ag/2, 2ap] eventually. Under the
unitary dilation x = sZ, the Hamiltonian becomes s 2Hy on Ag, and the canonical Gibbs state

has scaled temperature T' = 32Tphys. Since

Then K — oo and

1
DT = Ds*Typys — T
we have 0 < T < D! eventually. The local uniformity of the volume threshold in Theorem 2.1
applies because D remains in a compact neighborhood of D..

The dilation sends ug ;, to up and preserves the occupation fraction. Hence Theorem 2.1 gives,
eventually along every such sequence,

hys

1
(uo,L, VJ(V,)L,TP o, L)
> Cy.
N 2
Taking the lower limit proves Theorem 1.1. O
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