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1. FL®IC

Contact Process (CP) /B A EBEA LD 200 REL I OBREAGEHRROGE D =T
AD1oE LT, BERKEODECIE Harris (1974) X h R ETF ML E R, FOHE, &
HELOBERR/BO LT ORLOMEERC LY, BREFROMBIPLETADLIDELT
(Liggett (1985)), & %\ i¥ oriented percolation (Durrett(1984)) © &5 & ORI X D
BB shTtECwb, —F, BEOSEFICE VT Reggeon quantum spin model 5
%~k Schlsgl’s first model & DBEEIFRTHIZED 7 8 T &7z (Grassberger and de la Torre
1979)).

CP oBigEstg & L THKEVEIIWAWHHHH, FICKRD 2 53bTbhsb, 121K
TRTTHLHEEBRESYRTEVIZLTHS, COBEGOHEBRER LI, BREALSLD
BEARAL D A ToLEwi, CPOEFRBIZEWLERRE (TNTRRAD 20 TH57,
BEREL DS ETRZOoHWPRETRBUNDOEEREVFET S LEERT S, 512
3, & DIEHBRERIREE TREEMEE OS5 (condition of detailed balance) 3@z 2T
Wi h b BRI AL EEEREBI - TEY, TOBBEIRLEBEHI LT
WEWHZETHB,

KT, B X 51 CP 2F MG o0&t Iy, L b HEBER S 2 <345
WeHRIBEERETAD1DEEL, TOEFRBOEFME/ A —F —<F 2 =2 LT
Sl % 5 2 B e DT - e B x DRA T HET 5.

H2ETETCP 2R TSV 200 FENEME L, TOHTCP DERNILHER
OCHEBBRKROLHRERY DS, FIBETEA—F -7 A -2 THrbMHE 2 57
Bakd5icdic, Holley and Liggett (1978) »EFHE (renewal measure) & H\-TFT -
REHEETHENML, TORRERSCH L EBohcEE R EREYRT. OB TIOF
By WrIETHIEL T A A 0E LR RT, BB, BA4ETILHESEOR
Bz oW TadR5,

CORMIXDOBEIHFNRBRICET 2EEREAXRT SO TRV, &rL A, Holley
and Liggett (1978) It X » CRINLHERLZ VWL T, CPOEOHBABGIES &\
SHIVIER LTI DDRBEE2AZEXHPMELTWS, £ELIZ, ZOFE /-2
Holley and Liggett DR Sk T5 LR AEHCHETHH LV EBOFERIEIL>Z &

* AR, BETEEHER EXRME (1-#E-5D KBTI LARFLESSDOTH S,
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U HFET S,

2. CP O#ER &% DEXMAME R UIREBIRSOERE

LIF, RBLBERODHHFHICOWTHRRD A, COBEOFHEL WHFHETR ST
Liggett (1985) B L T icid& o\,

2.1 CP OEBRRUEFHIESRM

FFEBLERNEY X={0,1}2 &35, CZTCPYEERDEFTATHSL LERT5 L, 01

BELAREZ, l13RAYRT LD, BT x€Z To, BB 7€ X i+ 3F Lo El&
Rd flip rate ZUTD L S ICE@EE B,

' A 2 () if 7(x)=0
clx,n)={ »l==
1 if 7(x)=1

TIZT, A(20) MBERBCHIGT S, CheAWTERERAREIRD 2 oL LTHELD
ns.

Qf(n)= Z clx, M (")~ f(n)}

Y
(Y
A

wrn_ | 7(®) if y#x
( )_{ 1—7(x) if y=x.

e, p*eX ik, BE7€X CRH L TEMxEZ DEXEXEETH S,
LEOERERZELLEFE SO B LI LI TS, ChiCLhRELXE~L 2 7 BE
{n:: t€[0,0)} % TdKRTLCPJ LB L 2T 5,
BTFLESL CP&I3hT, flipratec(x, 7) Zd2>—BoXE~ 1 = 7BE (B MFER
BE] Vo7l BRRBIhERTHIOLTE) KOVWTHRRE, ZORDIZET VL 200D
AR ERTS.

P=X EOWRAE &

I={peP: uS(t)=p for any t<]0, o)}
=AERE (BERE £4&

I.= I O S LK

@ =2Z2ficwt UC shift A2 X EORERAIE L4

EF 2.1. (ergodic) FERBFEN ergodic &1ZKkD (D), (D&MW T L THA,

QO I={}
@2 #gEO peP XL T, ltiEEﬂS(t)=u.

RIZ attractive DEFHEEXTH, WEEBED xS Z LW LT, BB 9, EM p(x)=&(x) 705
LE, Thkpsf LB LTS,
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T 2.2. (attractive) =& cBEE n, EEX THL,

clx, n)Zclx, €) if 7(x)=£6(x)=0,
clx, n)=zclx, &) if p(x)=E&(x)=1

PRALT 5 & %, ZOFERBREI attractive TH B L5,
FEZRBRED attractive TH 5 & X 1213, BREEOA/NEIRIBFHRERLTCIED bW
WO ZEEBERTOIEENRY TS, Chuxli5s70ic, FTHIRAEOCK/ERELYEEL

TELENDSD, X EOBEGREE /(- ), nSE0LERT f(=f(E) bt %, Th
‘¥ monotone TH 5% &\~5, £ LT, 2D monotone KK DOEEELMEEL 2 LitT3,

T# 23, XED 2 o0MRAEp, . B E 25N L &, TARTRTCD fFEM ITH LT
[rap.< [fau.

Tl T L& mEp LEL LTS,
CZCEERARNDL Z LIET D,

I8 2.1. attractive 7eFERBREICH L THRDO Z EK D 1o,

(1) 80S(s)=68:S(¢) (0=s=¢)

(2) 8:S(s)=26:S(¢) (0=s=¢)

() 8eS(H)=uS(1)=6:5(t) (0=5¢, psP)

4) peP,t,—© and }liEﬂS(tn):v@_uéuéﬁ

TIZT, ThEh

v=lim &S (¢): TRRAZHEE (lower invariant measure)
7=lim 6:S (t): EFRARZERIE (upper invariant measure)
CLERIND,

COEM21 LEHE2]1 IV KROEENEBLND,

FIB 2.2. attractive HERBEICR LT, KEEETH 5.

(D FERBED ergodic
(2) TEREDHE—D

3) v=v=y
XHEdh 5 1o, BEAEZSVCTEEY S 2 TEL.

T3 2.4. (T3 : reversible)

R={p€l: c(x,n) pln}=c(x, 7*) u{n*} for any x&€Z? ne=X}
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=T AIE (reversible measure) &4
Fio, HERBEVP LR L TRHETHDEXpERDE XTS5,

H$21 ®HEIY, RCIPEILLT5,

2.2 CP OEFRNLMERUHEGEBRRDESR
CP 13%E% X b attractive eHEXRBRETHH Z L bbb DT, —BFH LY

T 2.3, JdWITGCP KL ThAERMEA(d)E[0, o] ELELT,

A<Ac(d) = CP it ergodic, I={8.},
A>Ac(d) = CP ixergodic T\, iz, (INO)e={8, 7}

DIERRPEL, B BHOZBRLIY KT CP OBEFME A(d) RIEOHRMBETH D = L2
5, L-C, FREOFEEXYE AL CPOMHEBBREKZLER TS, 0L 5K, CPrRR\VTIEH1
RIEHRTTH, HEBHARNIEI > T35 LBRTE S,

T, FEAEEEZUT i &KL,

22 IKEEEKE-T, APBEBRABEIIVAZVEBEC I SLFELVWC EBREH SR
(Bezuidenhout and Grimmett (1990)), B0, —ROKTIZE T,

A>A:(d) = CPitergodic T\, Hriz, I.={80, vi).

WEZ, CPOF—F~RF2—F% o, %, BH1xEZ* TORATH 5HEY LERAREAE T
Blofdbod LTEATS, B,

0i=E,[n(x)].

Fix, LERAERE 2R shift RETHDH Z LhbA —F =35 2 — 2 RFFTICK B
WE EMbn D, Fl, ZOA— K =5 2 — 2 BT LD CP OBEFRMEL T X 5 ik
BATHZLEFRETHS.

Ac(d)=inf {A=0: 0.>0}

T 24, (F—F— 125 2 —2DOHE)

Q) =0, for A<AAd)
2) >0, for A>AAd)
(3 o1 [Ac(d), o0) ETEFEAS
4 e 1% A(20) DIERFABEH
(B) i, 1®THRTIR
1.539<A:(1)=2,

o
PrZ0;,

HL
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w1, /1 1
p‘—2+ 1 21 A=2.

(Bl (D IWH LT, prea=0& 1 D iERAHE STV 5 (Bezuidenhout and
Grimmett (1990).) ‘

COXIRKREIELORTVWARE b LS, FIZIELITD X 5 ARER /&8 T % 12
ThTHEE EBELEINTWA,

(1) CP DFERE Ac(d) ODBEFERT 1 RITHRTT ML TR,
(2) CPOA—F—25 2 —2DBEOT b T Tels,
(3) CPOTRAEHEXENEL So THAHH, ERAEREOH Tl - T oy,

INODORMEOFCH LT, HIBETRIKRTRERLT, ZToOEREY EHLBH X 2%
ERBICA — & — 5 2 -2 %5 TTHLRI 2 5BHmEy 5. —FH, —BOKTTH
i, BREEY THOME 2B LABIEA—F 52— 253 5BHRCLEILEX 2 2HL
WEBEI 2T, Katori and Konno (1990, 1991a, 1991b, 1991c) THERI N T\ 5,

ORI, UTHEIZECTHAVOLRIERPLEERY Z 2 THTFTHL.

IR 2.5.
Y={ACZ?: |A| <0} (ZZT|A|RADEZDOH)

ASY 5L, G(A):l—Ey,[xl;[A(l—n(x)) 3. b Y0, 1] 2K D), (@), (D%
Wi TER L5,

(1 r($)=0
(2) 0<h(A)X1 for any A+¢
€)) I11‘11'1}301%(/1):1

D E,
o(A)=lim E*[1(A.)]

MBI T%, BL, A: RY fEXES d %It CP ® dual process TH 5,

2T, —HROFERBEBICK LTFD dual process i1 ED L 5 ICEZEI N D DI OGLTIL
Liggett D #plE (Liggett (1985)) @ Chapter II1. 4 RO IIL 5 # H T et &#-vs, HL, &
DEM 2.5 THR~S 7z dual process A, 1L, ERLIKT CP 1bEkD L 5 cB¥Ic/ER S,
WEEBORX t BT p(x)=1Dsite PERMBTHH L 57 CPEERCP L FLEZ &
ZTh, Z0LE, n(x)=1ThHhsite bl hEEHY A bEL TS, T5&, &
© CP B ERBZEHX FOMEBRETH ORI LT, 0 AL Z LOBRTESDEE
DCHHY LOBRBRLELS, EH250 A, 3, OY LOBRBEOZ L Thb,

FED 6(A) 1%, Eid dual process A D FIHIREE A (CZ9) 0 BbHR LI & EOEGFHERY
ETLDT, KOV OO BEERERT.
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EIE 2.6.
D) G(A)th{rgPA[At¢¢] (EEEDOTB X InT 5 HE)

(2) ACB = o(A)=6(B)

3) 6(AUB)+e(ANB)<0(A)+0(B)

@ o(A)=wiln: 7(x)=1 for some xEA}
B i, o({x})=o0a.

Fx, CORBEOHE G) kMAVT, F—F -7 4 -2 OFHERLT .
72, 0 o(A) 1, % 0(A) (=1-EJ IL(1-7.x)) | Jiest+ s BRBR A EADEH

€A

L LTE#MAT bR, ZoRBRE, ERFARLVELIS,

T 2.7.
D 0:(A) BROFHEFRERGTEX 2T,

%O‘t(/l )= —/IEA({Ei)lA(x + 21‘))[0:(4 )_ O't(A U {x})]
+ 2 [o:(AN{xD—0:(4)]

T, {e R Z% FOBGT <2 b, 1ulx) RADTEEBERTH S,
2) &b,

J(A)zltlj’g O't(A)
AL L T\ 5B DT,
3 o(A) L Tit, koBEBEERHE DL,

A5 (2 1ax+e0)lo(A)—o(AU (D= T [o(A\ {z})— o(A)]

x&EA\{Te;

D EDEE 25, 26, 27T 3L TEIEOBROEA Vv + LB EETH S,

3. BRFMEICHT 5 LRERUF—F —/3 A—FI1089 5FH L OFFHE

UTFAZISRH LD 1KRTECP KB - THELED B, FHIEHIGT 5 EBRTORHIIEE
HERT, SHOBELLSD,

3.1 Holley and Liggett DR NDBN
Holley and Liggett (1978) 1%, h(A) %% 2 &EEH 2.5 O&H (1, @, @) ofticdn

iz
@4 EAh(A)]=zh(A) forany A€Y, t=0
BT L OCBLI ERE LT, THE, EH25LD
o(A,)=1tiqrg E4[h(A)]zn(A) for any A€Y

EB‘B;
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o(A)=h(A) for any A€EY
AEREBLDOT, B A={x} (=18 &LlkL&ic, MEOEE 26D (5) Lb,
iz h({x})>0
Lieh, F—F—RFA—=F 0, B OO ELBIENTER LV SFERET -T2,
B cERmORIe, FROZ ERFBELTEEDTEL &,

I 3.1.
Y={ACZ?: |A| <o} (ZZT|A|FTADEZOEK)

AEY TR LT, G(A)=1—Ey,[x1;[A(1—77(x)) LB h:Y-[0,1] ko (D, @, ),
WaHIL-TETET 5.

1D h(é)=0
(2) 0<h(A)=1 forany A+¢
€)) &éﬁllh(A):l

(4) E*h(A:)]=zh(A) forany ACY, (=0
oL E,
o(A)zh(A) for any AEY
DD ILD, BICA = F =5 A =2 H LT,
0:=h({x})>0
DR 1S 5.

3.1 & (D Bko W) HHWE W) LRMETHS.

@) LEARA 020 for any ASY
o
@) AZ( 2 L+ en) (A~ AAU D]2 2, AN ()= (A)]

22T, WIREARAD] AEER 27D (D) THEZbATWAD LAMOKEIEEFERI
FEOZLMBEELLTHS,

Holley and Liggett (% 1 RTROBEERE 3.1 0 fRE (D-(4) i+ X% h(4) L LT,
wDHDERAT,

O h(A) b 2FEHFEE (renewal measure) ¢ IZx LT,

R(A)=1-EA T~ 7(x))]

RAEMHE LTS, Thid, c OBHPED p % v CEZILLDTHS Z EICEETH
EEERDID LWL LS,
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(2) LFEOFEFRAE px, F310UDDESNA={1,2,..,n MEN)DEAFDAK
SILTHRALT A X SRk B,
CITWHFESHEIE 2, EED 01<x2<<xx (n22) KBEE A={x1, %2,..., xx}
K UT, EHRERTD D, »hOROERVBEITH L 57 (1,2,...) FOBREE /(1) 2 b0
HEAETHS;

p{n: 1Sisned L Trlx)=1Th Y,
01<x<%n CXEATHBTNTD x TET p(x)=0}

_ :t[:f(xi+1—xi )
glkf(k)

ZOX SR LTRAR h(A) X ), 513 1K CP ORRFAAD EIRE =2, RO* — 5 —
ST A= B THLIFE 2 5B el ;
w_1 1 1

=T T A2

BRI,

Holley and Liggett 2"FHAIE S & HH LT Z0BHE, 1%R5GC CP BRITEN TR (near-
est-particle system) DEFISBEETHH Lt B, —RiC, FHEMSEOLEMEE TR
(reversible) 7B RER FRONRERAE (b - 5BV ETHAIE) AEFRHECTHS Z &
NELNTWBERLTHE, bodkd, APWEEBLTWS 1 I CP IR (non-
reversible) TH 3., DD ERd oV BEDOA —F— <5 4 — 2 LIZMRE b D L
75T\~ %, Holley and Liggett(1978)13, 5 DB M o’ N AZ2 EBWTEDOF — & —
RS A—F 0, ODFRICI 0T WA EEITH LI, ZOMBHEEFUEOHEEX > T AV
ELWVWLDTHHEN, EDOF —F— 5 2 —% 0, THDHTDIE, B LAEFHERCZILEDS
i, TR AEOFEHATEAEC I V AWHEYERTHZ L8R EELD
DIXERTH S 5.

Hxix, LEEOEFHHEE L CP O LERTEREDOREOF + » 7 & 5 XX AIE & R
ZOTBHRBLOIVWEERLRAHEREIT O DI, RETHRNT 5 K-TABEERAEAT
5, UTF, 1RTEROHZEEES,

3.2 K-ZUiHEAREH
EFK 3.1, (K-ZUAHBABIED 1 KICROMERAE XL T,

K(e)=Ed 7 1L =9 1k +2)|,

K, k)= E 7D T =2 n+2) T A=2G)) 1(s - +3)]

ELT, K-EIABEBEHK D 27 5 2 {K (&, koo, bn) ko, Ba,., k.20} EZETS (HL, ﬁ[a(l
— N EBNTI<agD XTIz hr 1l kT icd5),
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532 14&ATLCPD v kLT, DX 57 sum rule BSFILT 5,

3} K(k)=0s, 33 Kby, k) =K (o), 33 Kk, By, k)= K (R, By, b

b, 1%kt CP oAZRIE I L CK -ZAHEBEBEH OBk D & 5 IeHBEERS R T %
i, ARFRAREYHVWIRT I ENTE S,

FIE 3.2, (K-AHEEEERD
22K (m)—2 (1+2) K(m—1D+ 8 K(p—1, m—p—1)=0, (mi=2)
AK (my, ma—1)+AK (m1—1, ma2)—(3+42) K(mi—1, ma—1)
+ 8 K (i1, m— i, ma— 1)+ 32 KOmi=1, p=1, ma—pa=1)=0, (ms, m22)

—ie, FED n=2,3,. TRLT,

/1K(m1, mZ—l,..., mn—1)+/1K(m1—1, M2“1,..., mn_l—l, mn)
—{n+1+2n0} K(mi—1, mo—1,..., mn—1)

n my—1
K(ml—l,..., ﬁf—l, mi—pi—l,..., mn—1)=0 (WIJ, maz,..., mn§2)

+31 3
i=1p;=1

DT %,

3.3 I (renewal decoupling)

3.1 B C#E A L 7= Holley and Liggett (1978) 0@z & Bt~/ K-BAABERBEK O SE T
BFRT 5L, K-EBEBEEROe =1+ -0¥ 1K, 2%V EEI2ORWORNT

K(ﬂ’h, mz):px . fl(ml)fl(mz)

LR (TEIFHUNT | & AFENE 5) LTWahAZ Eiifliisbioyw, ZoxRX b, AZ20E i
[i() MRS E LTexplict @RES, D% 0 f(n)=A(n—1) EBL &, 2D fREIBR
LEHREOHREE LT, & f Qb A1) OBIIRTE L LR S,

f(n)=F(n)—F(n+1)
2(n—1))! 1

Fln)= ((n(—l)! )n)! @y T

K-TUAEBIRE S & A\ e B o F s, BHEE N EIRABHE 20U 5 0ETH B L& 2
el X, FOBERMKELITOER 32 0K-HABESERX0E 1Y AV, BEbHETS
TENTEBZLETHS. BETHE, EFUERK-HEMHERNOe =513 —DE 12 FE
FEMT 52 LIl - THBLZENTEDE V25, LT BERBELARE MISELH 2+ —
=52 =2 oV 4T CIBLRBE IR, REEFREIE 1FTME LTBEELh
YEFETH ECRBLOIVWERNTETCWAI LR T WS,

FrTHAZ, EHAAEL D LED FRAEHE A L Bbh 5 HIEOBEE Y 22015 =
EHEZT, BEREEA—F—Ro3 24— 22 Thbf&125: 0B R (ChIERE3LIOWIK
HYETHORMEEY Iz TedTe, KEFEERNoe=51F -0 1XExEDHINLD

(n=1)
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%X Y, BE UM AT LI AL IRB L 5T LVWEESYZ DTS TEY T35,

3.4 K-BIBE#EEHRUMONR
FFEMO T DICK-BAEBEEK S LT, kDX 5 K-HBEKAEA TS,

F:® 3.2, (K-FREE
¥ ()= i wK(g—1),

q1=

U(ur, uz)= 2 2 ului*K(q1—1, g2—1),

U (w1, us,..., Un)= Z=! Z=}1 Z}= uftuf? - uiK(gi—1, gz—1,..., gn—1).

wiz, T 3.2 & FEoK-BBEKOER L Y ROBEGRXEE 3,

FIE3.3. 1%t CP OTREREEH L TROBRALKILT 5.

QO uT(u, u)+2{A—0Q+D)u} T(u)— u{(2A—1)—2Auto.=0

@) [uu+3)—20—-2u)A] Tlu, u)—2ul2u—(1—3u)A] T(u)
F2u(l— ) AU (| 1)—2u¥ (u, u, u)+ u*{1—2(1—2u) A} p2=0

3 3ul(u, u, u, u)—2u2T(u, ull| u)+2[(1—3u) A—2ul+u)] T(u, u, u)
—2ul(1—=3u)A—2u] T (ull]u)—2ul(1—u) A—u?] T(u, ull)
—ul2 (1—5u) A—u(6+u)] Ty, u)+2u?2(Q1—3u)A—3u]l T(ul|l)
+22%(1— u) AU (u]1,1)—22°(1— ) AK(0, 0)—22*(24+1) ¥ (%)
+2u*(2A+1) K(0)=0

=T, ¢'(u|1)=§}1u‘7K(q—l,O), etc.

£33, AIEOEFUMIEC O K- B EE - T
U(u, w=ei- (O, Bl 0(w)=3 uhlg—1)
ERTIENTEDZ LD,
34 EFRK-BPREMEA K -T2~ 5 LORICIKROBIRYED 5.

W) o) =

wiz, DT CTEREINDEHUM AR LCHF LI EEAT S,

EFE33. FLVEWNE, {0,1,2,...) Eo 1ZBRO2EHBIR fA(-) & fo(-)ZBALT
K-FIFEBIBB 2 RO ERVRELT 5 L SR tT o2 &%),
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K(k)=pi - fi(ky),
Kk, kz)=%pa" [ £o(By, ko) + Fi(Ry) fi(B2)],

K(kl, kz, k3):%‘101 : [fl(k1)f2(kz, ks)"‘fz(kl, kz)fl(ka)],

K ks, ks, ks, k) =401 - [ folls, k) Falks, )+ Fiks) follka, hs) £iRO)]

—iie, m=0,1,2,... & LT,

.....

K,z bames) =500+ [ AT olkae, koo s)+ T follis s, ro) filleamen) |,
K ks, Fapes )= S 01 - [ T Ak s, o)+ 10T Fallae, R0 fillam)|
ET5,
35, EFUMoOBAIE, —HRic
Kk, foveees k) =01+ I filks)
DARAL L T\ 7,

3.6.

ﬂ:l:

q;:ofz(th, a2)=f(q1)

Lud sumrule BT &, 5 3.2 TN, CP O v i B3 A K-FBAEEBIBAEA 723X ¥ sum
rule i 2 &35,

FHUEoOBE T, K-BgREKcas s, zo A ) #E 33 0K X v, K-BEEHD
b=z I AF—D—FRHDO DRLIRDLIERE-Twie, £I2T, B2 ZZoHF L)
WrickiFs fi(-)E f(-,0) b, THRIZOK-MEEAKOe=51LF-DEL)REEDI
£, QORD3IODEXEPHELTIO CERDL I EEE LR, FORKR, F342HV5C
EE OV ROERBEHZ ENTE,

#ER31 TE3IZIOW-BGRHL, EEIITEEIHUNEZHKT & L0TMEIL A(-)
E (e DE—BRCHRED, FOBREBLRLALN A —F — 54— % 0P BKD 3K
FHER LM TERcE LR,

@103+ @203+ az0:+ as=0

T, BEB e 3ko A0BKELTELBRS,
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@1 =—2 (64A*+T72A°+14A*—51—2)
@2 =256A*+ 20843+ 412+ 24+5
as=—2 (4A+3) (164 —4A*+9A+4)
as=4 (41+1) (421+3)

oL, RO e TR 5 3KFERIE,

A<AP=1789894- TI%, 1FEARR, 2EH
A>AE T, 3FE (0f <P P<pfY)

b, DB VP AK 1L TRT LI, WEHCEROD DML > THBHDHRIELT,
EHEW 0 SESNISELH A — & — 5 2 — 2 pP Ext LT,

pﬁl)épSZ*Z) (/1%/1(02))

MBI LT BHZ EARERICH? S, 4k, ThE 1RILCPODEDF —F =5 2 — X 1T
ST B2 F M 0%, LT AP=1.789894-- ¥ E DO RME X T 558 2 HB OFLME L E 2
5.

4. FLHLSHEDEL

#EIBETLT XX 51, Holley and Liggett (1978) DFEiw % K-ZUFEEEBE#, K-ZUAEE
s, K-HARKTERTAI LRI, HODOA -V —%RBLIL EHX DI LA
Zitote, 20 ET, H43K-HHEBBEE H-T% sum rule ¥R 35 X 51T, EFL)
WiATREE LT LM A EAL, A —F -5 2 — 2R L TCEFRIMOBEOEEYHE
LR %87, Fh<i, Holley and Liggett &7z o 28 s D TFRIC > T e X 51T,
FAx DB o ? R0 D TR TWBZ EXRIEHTHE EXFERETH A 50, ZOFEHEY
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The contact process (CP) is a {0, 1}#*-valued continuous Markov process. In the
mathematical field, this process is first introduced by Harris (1974). CP can be interpreted
as a simplest model for spread of an infection of disease. In this model, 0 and 1 represent
a healthy and an infected individual respectively. Healthy individuals become infected at
a rate which is proportional to the number of infected neighbors. This proportional
constant defines infection rate A=0. On the other hand, infected individuals recover at a
constant rate, which is normalized to be 1.

CP is equivalent to the Reggeon quantum spin model in high-energy physics. Another
interpretation of CP is a simplified version of Schlégl’s first model on the d-dimensional
lattice for some autocatalytic chemical reactions. And it is also closely related to oriented
percolation.

CP has two interesting features. The first one is the existence of phase transition even
for one-dimensional case. The phase transition of CP means that there is a finite positive
critical value Ac(d) such that for any A<A.(d), this process has unique trivial invariant
measure &, (a pointmass for configuration of all healthy individuals) and for any A>A.(d),
it has another nontrivial invariant measure in addition to 8o. The second interesting
feature is that CP does not satisfy the condition of detailed balance with respect to the
above mentioned nontrivial invariant measure.

The order parameter o, for CP is defined as the probability for existence of an infected
individual at a site. In one-dimensional case, Holley and Liggett (1978) obtained the
upper bound for A.(1) and the lower bound for the order parameter by using a renewal
measure. The objective of the present paper is to report an improvement of the above
result by introducing a new notion of K-type correlation functions.

Section 2 deals with rudiments of the theory of interacting particle systems and gives
several fundamental results and rigorous definition of phase transition of CP. Section 3
consists of four parts. The first one is dedicated to the review of argument by Holley and
Liggett. The second one introduces K-type correlation functions and gives K-type
correlation identities. The third one shows that renewal decoupling of first K-type
correlation identity is equivalent to renewal measure of Holley and Liggett’s argument.
The last one gives K -type generating functions. And finally by the aid of a new decou-
pling procedure and three identities for K-type generating functions, improved results are
reported. The last section is devoted to the conclusion and discussion.

Key words: Contact process, phase transition, critical value, condition of detailed balance,
renewal measure, K-type correlation function.



