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Abstract. The renormalization group technique is used to study rigorously the
MV@)* perturbation of the massless lattice field ¢ in dimensions d>2.
Asymptoticity of the perturbation expansion in powers of A is established for
the free energy density. This is achieved by using Kadanoff’s block spin
transformation successively to integrate out high momentum degrees of
freedom and by applying ideas previously used by Gallavotti and Balaban in
the context of the ultraviolet problems. The method works for arbitrary
semibounded polynomials in V¢ and A¢.

1. Introduction

During the last fifteen years renormalization group (RG) has become one of the
main tools in both quantum field theory and statistical mechanics. Still, compared
to the numerous works devoted to a variety of heuristic applications of this
method, see e.g. the articles [1] and references therein, the rigorous results
concerning RG are rather few, dealing with very simple models or attempting a
rigorous formulation of the problems [2]. Here an exceptional position is
occupied by the work of Gallavotti and collaborators [3, 4], where RG ideas were
employed as a tool to prove ultraviolet stability of ¢ quantum field theory. This
allowed to turn RG into a powerful method in rigorous study of more complicated
superrenormalizable field theory models, see [5] for an announcement of results
concerning gauge theories.

In this paper we modify the technique developed by Gallavotti et al. and apply
it to an infrared problem, namely the lattice model with hamiltonian density
L(V$)? + A(V)*, in dimensions d =2. The method works for arbitrary “irrelevant”
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(with respect to the Gaussian fixed point) polynomials involving V¢ and 4¢. For
simplicity we consider only the least irrelevant case. Our modification goes along
the lines suggested by Balaban [5] who proposed to use Kadanoff’s block spin
transformation version of RG in the context of the ultraviolet problem. The main
result of the present paper is establishing of asymptoticity of the perturbation
series in powers of A for the free energy of the model mentioned above. We hope to
be able to obtain also information about correlations and their decay using similar
ideas and to extend the results to more complicated models, such as the dipole gas,
in the future.

To understand why the standard techniques which would work if we added a
mass term $m?¢? to the hamiltonian fail here, write the free energy in unit volume
(pressure) p(A) as

p(i)—hm |10g§ exp{ A ZA(Vqﬁx)“ dug(9),

where dyu,; is the lattice Gaussian measure with covariance G=(—4)"! (which
makes perfect sense in d = 3). We may generate the perturbation expansion for p(4),
together with the remainder, by writing (formally)

d
)= /11121‘1 I—/T| j dt— logjexp[ A, (Ve ) dug()
= gdx<—z(7¢xo)4>w (1

where

{Du= 3"€XP[— 2. (V,)* dug(@), (1.2)

dpg(@)/f eXp{— 2,04,

and subsequently integrating by parts using the formula

V8 F M) = T 776 )T 5 i) (13

Performing (1.3) sufficiently many times we can generate from (1.1) the per-
turbation series to arbitrary order 1 together with the remainder, which is a sum of
terms of the form (we suppress indices in V)

a5 L wve, fa [ 0o (14

Xiseres Xn (ias Ju)

with lines (i,,7,) forming a connected graph joining all points x,, x;, ..., X,. Then,
assuming one could bound the expectations in (1.4) (e.g. using superstability of the
interaction), summability of the propagators

Y Ive

X1

(1.5)

xoxlf

would imply finiteness of the remainder and hence asymptoticity of the per-
turbation expansion for the pressure. The problem, however, is that (1.5), which is
obvious in the case of massive free propagator decaying exponentially fails for



Rigorous Block Spins 33

massless G where, although ) VVG, _ exists it does not converge absolutely since

X1
VVG,, . |=0(x, —x,|79 for large |x,—x,|. It should be remarked that this gives
rise to no infrared divergences in the perturbation series which is finite as one
easily infers through momentum space analysis, but invalidates the above
argument which provided an estimate for the remainder.

The idea we will follow in this paper is to save the argument by applying it to
the integral over the high momentum degrees of freedom (rather than to the total
integration at once) and then repeating the procedure many times. The re-
normalization group transformation we use here is Kadanoff’s block spin
transformation and it consists of two steps: integration over fluctuations within
square blocks of 3¢ spins, keeping the average spins in the blocks fixed, and
rescaling the distance by 1/3 and the spin variables according to their canonical
dimension, ie. by the factor 3“~ 2”2 Hence, the first block spin transformation
may be written as

[3(¢ — Cpye "1™ () = " Wy (4, (1.6)

where

d—2
=L

(Ch), =3 * X aes (1.7)
r,=0,%1

gives the (rescaled) block spins. V(¢') is the effective interaction for the new
distance scale (the old one multiplied by three), and G, is the new covariance
(defined as the one which would appear if A=0).

(1.6) is now iterated yielding effective hamiltonians V,, describing the system in
scale 3", and covariances G,. The point is that formally the transformation drives
our measure to a Gaussian fixed point. Namely, the canonical dimension of our
coupling (in units of length) is d. Thus, heuristically one expects the effective
coupling for distance scale 3" to be ~37"4 and thus ¥, to go to zero. This is not
quite, but almost, what happens. In fact, V, will approximately have the form

V($)=(¢—independent term)—O(4) Y. (Vg ,)?
xedna (18)
—37"% Y (V¢ )*+“smaller” terms
xe3 "4

and the covariances G, tend to a massless Gaussian fixed point

(Go)oy= | dx [ dy(—4)" (%), (1.9)

A(x) A(y)

where A(x) is the unit cube centered at xeZ* and 4, is the continuum Laplace
operator. G, has long distance behavior identical to that of (— 4)~!. Note that
(Vp)* in (1.8) has the expected 37" factor (thus being “irrelevant”) but we also
obtained a quadratic (“marginal”) term which does not disappear as n— oo. This
corresponds to the fact that there is a continuum of Gaussian fixed points for
Kadanoff's transformation, namely G, 1>0, and the one corresponding to our
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interaction with 1+0 is different from the A=0 case. The transformation thus
generates terms which take us to the correct fixed point, (1 +0(1)G.,.

In practice it is convenient to perform the block spin transformation by
realizing the Gaussian measure dug as a product of two measures, one corre-
sponding to the block spin degrees of freedom and the other to the fluctuations
within the blocks. Then the block spin transformation consists simply of in-
tegration with respect to the second measure. This brings our formulation quite
close to the setting of [3].

The problem with implementing the above procedure is, of course, that
formally V, is an infinite series of arbitrary many body interactions and in order to
obtain the perturbation series for p(1) up to order A* we want to retain at least all
the terms of order less than or equal to 7, and preferably to be able to ignore the
rest. However, it is not obvious that we can do that since the spins ¢ are
unbounded. Here we apply the ideas of Gallavotti et al. which allow to eliminate
large gradients due to their small probability assured by positivity properties of
the effective hamiltonians. Now we can compute V, perturbatively to order t by
integrating by parts with respect to the fluctuation measure as in (1.1)—(1.4). The
remainder can be estimated since the fluctuation covariance has exponential falloff
(the high momentum cutoff provides an effective mass) uniformly in »n and the
external fields (block spins) are bounded. The bound for the remainder will be
O(3 ™)1y, 37™ coming from contraction of interaction volume in subsequent
effective hamiltonians. Summing over n would then give the O(A**) bound for
difference between p(1) and its perturbation expansion up to order 7, thus proving
asymptoticity of the latter.

Actually slight problems arise from the marginal terms in ¥,. Namely those of
order higher than 2 eventually pick log(cutoff)j~n contributions due to mainly
technical reasons. These would eventually spoil the positivity properties of V, and
we have to stop the iteration when ni’~/ ie. n”!~1 However, then our
interaction lives in the volume 3~ ™[A|~ 3~ %4 A| and it turns out that a brute force
argument suffices to complete the estimation.

The paper is organized as follows: After Introduction, Chap. 2 gives a detailed
description of the model and of the block spin transformations and states the main
results. Chapter 3 establishes a lower (easier) bound for the difference between p(4)
and its perturbation expansion to order 1t and Chap. 4 the (more involved) upper
bound — they are separated because the arguments used to eliminate large spin
variables are different in both cases. Detailed properties of effective hamiltonians
used in the estimation are proven in Chap. 5. Finally, Chap. 6 contains proofs of
probability estimates used to eliminate large spins. We would like to stress the fact
that the technical core of our estimates is based on combining integration by parts
with Ruelle’s superstability estimates [6]. This distinguishes it from the technical
part of [3] which dealt with continuum fields and used in an essential way the
Markov property of the measures, lacking here, and hard results of the theory of
elliptic boundary value problems [4].

After this work was finished we obtained a paper by J. Bricmont, J. Fontaine, J.
Lebowitz, and T. Spencer proving asymptoticity of the perturbation expansion for
pressure and also for correlation functions in the same model by a different
method.
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2. Block Spin Transformation

In this chapter we define our model, formulate more precisely the main result and
discuss some properties of the block spin transformation.

We work with periodic boundary conditions. Let A denote the set of integral
points in the periodic box | — ;,—;
shall also use lattices A, consisting of integral points in the periodic boxes
SR A d, n=0,1,...,N,and A": =3""A. Notice that A= A,=A°. Points in

d
} , d=2. This will be our initial lattice. We

— 55
A, will be denoted by letters x, y, u, v, ..., and those in A" by z. For any two points
in one of these lattices the magnitude of their difference with subscript p will
denote their periodic distance.

Let 4 denote the lattice laplacean on 4, ie. (¢, —Ad)= Y  (p,—¢,)> 4
x,yeA
[x=ylp=1
has a zero mode and we shall define the massless Gaussian process ¢ on A as that

with covariance G, inverting — 4 on the subspace orthogonal to the zero mode.
More precisely,

1 R
(GO)’”’:VMI Y Hp)T e, 2.1
0% pesf-zd
IESs

where

iu(p)=2Y (1—cosp,).

Let dug, denote the measure of the process. It is concentrated on ¢’s orthogonal to
the zero mode. Denote the lattice gradient by V and consider the random process
(V¢,)*, where we use shorthand notation (V¢ )*"= Z(quﬁx)z)’”. The periodic free

"
energy density (pressure) p(4) in volume A is defined for 1 =0 by

1 4
p(A): = Wlogfexp[—i > Ve,

xed

diig,($).- 2.2)

Our main result consists of showing that the perturbation expansion for p(4) in
powers of A is asymptotic, uniformly in A. This yields asymptoticity of the
perturbation expansion for the infinite volume free energy density in the thermo-
dynamic limit. Throughout the paper we shall always assume A to be bounded
from above.

It is convenient to define for DC A

Voi=—A% (Fp)*— Z c 2.
xeD k=1 k‘ Xiyerns xrxeD
L) 5 (P D6, (2.3)

where <...>£0 denotes the truncated expectations with respect to dug,. The
truncated expectations on the right hand side of (2.3) give the first © orders of
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perturbation expansion for the free energy in volume D. Now our main result may
be restated as

Theorem 2.1. For each t and for small A
1 .
il log|exp Vg'dug | =00 ) (2.4)
uniformly in A.
Remark. (2.4) will be deduced from two bounds
e O fexp Vildug, <0 VoMl (2.5)

proven to hold uniformly in |A| in Chaps. 3 and 4. Of course (2.5) yields
immediately (2.4) with “=0(A"*1)” replaced by “<O(A** /2", However, the latter
with 7 higher by one implies (2.4) in its original form. From now on we shall
consider 7 fixed.

As stressed in the Introduction, in the proof of (2.4) a critical role is played by
Kadanoff’s block spin transformation [7]. We shall describe it in detail now.

The block spin variables are defined exactly as in the Introduction and the first
block spin transformation consists of integration (¢ = ¢°)

fo(@' — CP) exp [ V5 (°)]dus,(¢°) (2.6)
with C given by (1.7) but now transforming finite dimensional spaces IR1—IR4, In

the case when A=0 (2.6) is easily computable yielding

Lemma 2.1.
de,[o(¢! — CoO)ug,($)=dug ("), 2.7
where
G,:=CG,CT (2.8)
(CT denotes the transposed operation mapping R —IR4),
Proof. Immediate, since
JEO P [0 = C§ g (6°) = [ g (9°)
=exp[—%(h, CG,CTh)], (2.9)
where (-,-) denotes the scalar product. [
Denote by E the projection on the constant sequences in IR*: Explicit
computation, see (A.1), shows that ER?! is the zero eigen-subspace for G, and that

G, is invertible on (I — E)R?*, With a slight abuse of notation define G; ! to be the
inverse of G, on (I — E)R" and to annihilate ER™'. Notice that

G,Gi'=I—E. (2.10)

We shall compute (2.6) by perturbation expansion around the A=0 case (2.7). To
this end it is convenient to realize the Gaussian process ¢ as a sum of two
independent ones, corresponding to block spin variables and fluctuations inside
blocks respectively.
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Let ¢! be the Gaussian process indexed by the points of 4, with covariance
G,. Let us also consider another process, £°, living on A: =A-34,, that is on
points of A which are not centers of the 3 X ... X3 blocks. &% will have the
covariance

Iy:=R(Gy—G,CTG; 'CGy)RT , (2.11)
where
R:RASRA (2.12)

is the restriction.
It is shown in Appendix (see Proposition A.3) that [}, is a strictly positive
operator on R%. Let now 4, : R*'—IR* be given by

Ap:=G,CTGT! (2.13)
and Q :IR1- R by
0%, = g it xed (2.14)
Tl- Y e, il xed\A.
Fe=0, £1

We have

Lemma 2.2. The process ¢° may be written in terms of the two independent
processes ¢t and £° as

PO =A " +QL°. (2.15)

Proof. We have to show that the covariance of 4,¢' +Q¢&°, which is 4,G, A%
+QI,07, equals G,. By (2.10) and (2.13)

AyG,AY =G,CT(1-E)G['CG,=G,CTG['CG,. (2.16)
On the other hand by (2.11)
OIL,0T =QR(G,— G,CTG[*CG,)RT QT . (2.17)

Now G,—G,CTG{'CG, maps on sequences in R* with vanishing averages over
the blocks since by (2.8) and (2.10)

C(Gy—GoCT Gy CGo)=CGy—(I— E)CGy=ECG,=CEG,=0  (2.18)

as E is the zero mode projection of G,. But on sequences with zero-block-averages
OR acts as identity. Hence

QI 0" =(Gy—GoC G 'CGRTQT =G, — G, CTG 1 CG, . (2.19)

(2.16) and (2.19) prove our assertion. []
To see that the decomposition (2.15) realizes the splitting of the process ¢, into
the block-spin and the fluctuation parts insert it to (2.6). This gives

(2.6)=[6(¢p* — C(4p" + Q&%) exp[ VA Agd* + Q)] dug (B V)dur, (2°)
=[0(¢* —(I—E)p") exp[ VA A,d" + Q&) dug,(dM)dur (£°)
=dpg (1) exp[V4(Aop' +0E)]dp, (%), (2.20)
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where we have used
CA,=1-E, CQ=0 (2.21)

and the fact that dug; (¢') is concentrated on ¢' such that E¢* =0 since E is the
zero eigen-projection of G,. Thus in the language of realization (2.15) of ¢° the
block spin transformation consists of integrating out ¢°. Let F eLl(d,uGO). Define
T, :Ll(dyGo)ﬂLl(duGi) by

(T,F)Y¢")=[F(A,¢* + Q& )dur (£°%). (2.22)
We have an obvious formula
deyGoszleucl. (2.23)

T, gives the first block spin transformation. The next ones will be defined similarly
by induction. Put

GmTi=A, P+ QT (2.24)
where
A4, ,=G,_,CTG! (2.25)
with G,,, the covariance of ¢™, being
G,=CG,_,CT=C"G,(CT)" (2.26)
and
G,G,'=I—E. (2.27)
&™ has covariance
r._,=RG,_,—G,_,CTG;'CG, _,)RT. (2.28)

¢™ is indexed by the points of A, and & by those of A, =4, —34, . ,. We get
analogues of (2.22) and (2.23)

(TF) (@™ =] F(4,_ " +0&" Ny, ("), (2.29)

[Fdug,  ={T,Fdug, . (2.30)

Certain F’s are reproduced in their form under 7,,. Introduce a kernel .7, _, for

ze A™ and ye A, (see the beginning of this chapter for the notation)

d—2

Ay :3(7)’”(,4141 A gy (2.31)
Put
Y=, ", ("i=s,0" (2.32)

so that the random processes ™ and (™ are indexed by the points of A™. As we
shall show in Appendix relations (2.32) are “almost local”. With

vy =300 5 me, — W2) (2.33)
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and f dz denoting the Riemann sum 37™ )" for DC A™, consider the general local
zeD

chk monomials of degree M in Vip™:

B = 17, (2:34)
A™m i=1
Lemma 2.3
m=— ‘d‘/M_ Ik m
TRl =3 2 )BLI.“”M (2.35)
Proof. By (2.24), (2.31), and (2.32)
_d-2
wptt=3 2 ypr (7t (2.36)
and consequently
d
ppTt=3 2Pyl Vit (2.37)

Since the Gaussian processes V,y7' and V{7~ ! are independent, we have

M
:n Vu,-ll)rzn‘1 Gt Z H3 2V lPz/s G Hvigﬁl oo 1® (2.38)
i=1

Ic{1,..., M} ig¢l

Under the du, | expectation all terms but the one with 1= vanish. Hence

e

= | H(3 th 6,,42=3 d(%*l)P’" O
Z/3 [Py

Am-1 =

Corollary 2.4

M

TT, ,..T,P° 3z Pl s (2.39)

CHM

If the terms of the type Pffl ..uar @ppear in the initial hamiltonian then in the first
order approximation the block spin transformations reproduce their form, as
(2.35) and (2.39) show, except for an overall factor 37 4™/2~ 1 Thijg is driven to
zero for M >2 (irrelevant hamiltonians) and stays constant if M =2 (marginal
ones). Thus it is natural to write our hamiltonian in volume D given by (2.3) in
Wick ordered form

Vo==2Y M, VplVwdgdz—2 [ «(Ppd)*ig dz
D

pv D
+ field-independent polynomial in A of order ¢

starting with a A% term, (2.40)
Muv = 25;1.\) z j‘ VK¢2 de)gd:uGo +4 j Vud)g Vv(pgdiu(;o
=20,,(1 —IA|_1)+4I qubg vabfjdyGu. (2.41)

The first term on the right hand side of (2.40) is marginal, the second irrelevant
according to the above analysis. However, the information about how the
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hamiltonian behaves under the linearized renormalization group transformation is
not sufficient. We shall have to trace the effect of the transformation beyond the
first order of perturbation expansion, in fact up to order 1. To this end define
inductively for DcC A™

T /lk dk
VP =3y — —[ log T, exp V32, . (2.42)
2R dF, 1
[terating (2.42) gives
I3 lk dk
VP — ZFW log T, , ... T,exp Vg"2. (2.43)
k=0": A=0
Notice that VY =0, where N defines the volume A.
By (2.29)
(LT - Trexp V™) (@") =[exp [V5 (4, ... 4, 14"
+Ag . A, Q8 Q) (EY) L dpg (E9). (2.44)

Thus by cumulant expansions formula

© 1
V=3 <V g (2.45)

n ® I'm’
k=1k! m=0

where  <{..>% r, denotes the truncated expectations with respect to
dup (& He. -d,uro(éo). To compute the right hand side of (2.45) it is convenient
to use the random fields " and "1, ..., (® [see (2.32)]. Iteration of (2.37) gives

2w-1)

4, . ) 4
Va2 =3 T 43 7RO 43 LT (240)

371*1

Notice that the fields on the right hand side are independent. Together with (2.40)
and (2.45), (2.46) allows an effective computation of ¥ by use of Wick’s theorem.
The results, after the change of variables z—3"z, may be expressed in terms of
(generally non-local) Wick-ordered polynomials in random variables Py, We
shall divide these polynomials into three groups writing

vy= an,)o + an,)1 + Vn),)z : (2.47)
V2, includes the terms that are of the first order in A:

Vo= =AY M, [ ViVl dz—3""2 [ :(Vyl)* g dz. (2.48)
B, v D D

Note that (2.48) is identical in form with the first two terms of the initial
hamiltonian (2.40) except for the factor 3% at the quartic term. This is in
agreement with the previous analysis of the linearized renormalization group
transformation given in Corollary 2.4.

V2, groups all contributions to ¥;”— V,”, which are Wick-ordered monomials
of non-zero order in Vy’s and V?, all Vy-independent terms. A diagramatic
analysis gives the following result:
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Proposition 2.5. V.°, + V;?, may be written as a finite sum of terms

o

[ POCHREN T T Pt dz oz, (2.49)

D

with 2<r=<t, 0=a,=<3 and D-independent I's satisfying for each 1<g,=r the
bound
[ s w15 0 2,)] H SAC( ). (2.50)

An An 0Fo
r

Movreover, for I's corresponding to terms contributing to V,f L ie suchthat Y o >0,
e=1

(2.50) holds also with I...(z,, ..., z,) replaced by I ...(z,, ...,z,)exp[ed(z,, ..., z,)] for

small >0, where d(z,, ..., z,) is the length of the shortest connected graph joining the

points (z,, ...,z,) in the periodic lattice A™.

In Proposition 2.5 as throughout the whole paper C and ¢ denote various
constants which are independent of 4, A, and n. They do not have to stand for the
same constants even when they appear several times in the same formula.

The proof of Proposition 2.5 will be deferred until Chap. 5. Here let us mention
that the main input are the estimates giving a uniform exponential decay of I',, ..
and resulting decays for <V{7V(7>. and {Fy'Vy) ), (exponential and poly-
nomial ones respectively) proven in Appendix, Proposition A.7 and A.S8.

3. The Lower Bound

In this chapter we shall prove the first (lower) bound of (2.5). This will be done
inductively by inserting suitable characteristic functions under the integral and
integrating out the fluctuation field. The characteristic functions will cut off large
values of the fields V" and V(" in a 4 dependent way: the smaller A the higher the
cut-off. Let

B=blog(1+4i71), (3.1)
where b, independent of n, 4, and A, will be chosen later. Denote

V)= T 2Vl <B).

zeAn

Let for n=0,1,..,N—1

Z,={ys(rp"exp Vdug,
z, :I %5 le")d,an (3.2)
Zy=Zy=1 (N defines the volume A).

We shall prove

Proposition 3.1. There exists 6>0 such that for A small enough and
n=0,1,...min{([A"°]-1,N—1)

Z,zexp[=37"CATVANZ, . (3.3)
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Given Proposition 3.1, we can prove the lower bound easily. Iteration of (3.3)
gives
Zo2exp[—CAl A Z 0 ayr s (3.4)
where n(4, 4): =min ([A7°]— 1, N—1). If n(4, A)=N — 1 we are done since Z,=1.
Suppose that n(4, A)=[1"°]— 1. Using (2.47)~(2.50) of Proposition 2.5 we obtain
the bound

Vs CML+n9)BYA" if [Pyl <B (3.5)

(the Wick-ordering of the V" monomials causes no trouble since {Fy vyl > is
uniformly bounded, see Proposition A.8). Thus,

Vet S CAL+([A7] = 1)9)BE3 4" lA| S CATT 2|4, (3.6)

Now we may replace Z,; , ., on the right hand side of (3.4) by Z,, .,
increasing C and continue iterating (3.3) in the Z’ version until n=N —1 when it
yields the lower bound (2.5).

Proof of Proposition 3.1. First let us notice that in order to get rid of large values of
| 7"l it is enough to restrict both | Fy"* 1| and | F¢"). Namely (2.37) gives

x5(Vp™) = (P 1))%3( 48 (3.7)

in the obvious notation.
Moreover, since by (2.32)

Ve =v.a,Qc8"

and the kernels ;z/nzx have a uniform (in A and n) exponential decay, as shown in

Proposition A.6, in order to restrict (" it is enough to bound &":
ng( Vi) z x5(E7), (3.8)
where B=yB with y independent of 4, 4, n. (2.37), (3.7), and (3.8) together with (3.2)

allow to write

> (" DY (J xp(E exp V" dpy Yy, - (3.9)

To extract from the duy_integral the desired exp V', ' term, the integration-by-
parts argument sketched in Introduction is applied. We write

d
{xgexp V¥ dur, =exp f d = log [ xzoxp ¢V, ")dpr, |- uadur,

=exp [f dt< V,.A"Z} §xsdur,» (3.10)
0
where

O =[-apexp @V dur /| xgexp ¢V )duy, - (3.11)

The integration by parts is performed according to the formula

) sv4  Slog XB) >

(ERF(EM r, +r— + F(& 3.12
EFED=2 <<5é" ser T o )T (12
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log x5
s

function y(|&)] < B) in the numerator of -}, by the sum of 5-functions

where the 0

term should be understood as replacing the characteristic

oS = B)
oLy
Since V" is a polynomial in the &" field we may apply (3.12) to {¥A™>, or to any

polynomial-like term produced by the earlier integrations by parts. The

log x5

o}

A larger than 7 will not be transformed further. After a finite number of steps all

terms are of this form. Then we may write

. ., 0
&*independent terms, the terms with

or the ones with the overall power of

1
log | xgexp Viduy —log| yzduy, = [dt<VEy =V '+ [dt (R (1)), (3.13)
0

where VA"" groups all £"-independent terms of order <7 in 1 and R (t) all terms
log x5
ocy
terms reproduce exactly VA", " is easﬂy seen from the inductive definition (2.42).

The structure of R, follows from Proposition 2.5 and the method to generate it.
First write the ¢" dependent part of V* as a combination of terms

. . .0
either of order >7 in A or with

contributions. That the £"-independent

Ay JxpLxg VY T E (3.14)
X1y .eey Xs€AR =1

undoing the Wick ordering in (2.48), (2.49) and using (2.37) and (2.32). Due to the

uniform exponential clustering of V.eZ, .. see Proposition A.6, and Proposition 2.5

J’s satisfy

2 s X V"I SCA+N) A+ V" | L) (3.15)

Xgedy,
agtag

Now the integration by parts either

A) contracts & with &  replacing it by I, within one or between two
expressions (3.14) or
ologys
B) contracts &2 of (3.14) to géanB

y

In case A) we produce either another term of the type (3.14) or a
&*independent term

Aj(ryp"T ) (3.16)
with

(7™ S CA+n) (L+ [V L)l A (3.17)

n|

as easily follows from the uniform exponential decay of I',’s. In case B we obtain a
term

dlogyz
éxs

A Xy e X Xy V") ]_[ & (3.18)
o=1

X1iye0e, Xs€A 0

again with j satisfying (3.15).
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Summarizing, R,(¢) is a combination of terms (3.14) and (3.16) with r=t+1
and of terms (3.18). Since on the support of 2V ()

"y !-<B and [&,.<B=7B
we obtain finally using the bounds (3.15) and (3.17)

dlogyz
) e

where “sup” on the right hand side is over Pyp"** with ||Fy"*!||, . <B, xe 4, and
te[0,1].

To complete the proof of Proposition 3.1 we need the following estimates
which express the fact that probability of large values of the &" fields is small. They
will be proven in Chap. 6 together with their counterparts used in the proof of the
upper bound.

<C(1+n)BC|4, (2” !+ sup <'

Lemma 3.2. Provided that b in (3.1) is large enough and 1 is small enough

1 ar _
sup <‘5 ;)éng> Se ©F (3.20)
x t
and
§ xpdur, zemCe” AL, (3.21)

Using (3.20) together with e < C** ! we get from (3.19)

<37IC(1 4+ nO)BEATH LA S 374C AT 1214 (3.22)

for n<A7%if § is chosen so that A}2(1+17%)B¢< 1. Now (3 9), (3.10), (3.13), (3.21),
and (3.22) give

Z,2Z, exp[—3""CK" 1/2|A|]e~Ce—CEZ|/1n|
2Z,.,€Xp [_3“dncl1:+ 1/2|/1|:|

which is (3.3).
The version of (3.3) with Z replaced by Z’ follows from (3.21) above. [J

4. The Upper Bound |

In proving the second inequality of (2.5) (the upper bound) we shall use a slightly
different argument, also borrowed from [3], to eliminate the large values of the
fields. Namely, we shall exclude the interaction from the regions where the fields
are large. To this end define

d
D,i={zeA": [Pyl 2B}, Dji={zeA":|Pyi|243 2B},  (41)

where B is the A-dependent constant given by (3.1) with b large enough.
The manipulations with the interaction region will be based on the following
estimates using the positivity of the leading terms of the interaction hamiltonians.
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Lemma 4.1. Let b of (3.1) be large enough.
A) |5 7 4.2)

Moreover, there exists 6 >0 such that for small 2, n=0,1, ...,min([A~ %], N—1) and
B,CD;

B) VESYBAG i C,CD,. 4.3)
C) |VEr— VB < CAB*B,nC,| forany C,CA". (4.4)

Proof. A) First notice that the difference of the field-independent terms in (2.40) for
D=4 and D=A\D, is by virtue of Proposition 2.5 a combination of the terms

,{jj [ | Iz .. 2)dz, ... de,

A Do A\Dg A\Do

and, as a result of (2.50), is bounded by A>C|D,|. However, the difference of the first
two terms in (2.40) for D=A and D=A\D, is easily seen to be less than
— ACB*D,| if only b in (3.1) is chosen large enough so that the negative quartic
term dominates.

B) Similarly as in A) (V21 + V23)— (V21 + V23 is a combination of the
terms

| PP I N N | I(Zl,...,zr):I;Il(Vw:Q)“e;Gndzl...dzr

B, B, B,nC, B\Cy B\Cy,

[where we suppressed the u subscripts of (2.49)] and is bounded by
CA*(14n%)B|B,nC,| because of (2.50) and the bound | Fy"|| £B holding on Dt

Now in V'3 — V%' the quartic term is negative if b in (3.1) is large enough but
it is suppressed by the 3~ factor. However, the quadratic factor is also negative
[M,, is positive definite, see (2.41)] and is bounded above by — CAB?*|B,nC,| for b
large. This dominates CA*(1 +n)B%|B,~C,| if n=4"? for small § and if 4 is small
enough.

C) This is proven as B except for the term V%5 —V,%“» whose magnitude is
bounded by CAB*+3"%"B%B,nC, which dominates again the
CAX(1+n%)B€B,NnC,| contribution yielding (4.4). [

Remark 4.2. For proving (4.3) we have used the negativity of the marginal
quadratic term of V? to dominate the other irrelevant terms. In other (Fiy)*"
models the quadratic term coming from the Wick ordering does not have to be
negative. However, we may extract a small negative O(4) quadratic term from dy;
and use it to the same end.

Define now

20 =Jexp V"D, @)
for n=0,1,..,N—1 and
VARSI (4.6)

Here is the upper-bound counterpart of Proposition 3.1.
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Proposition4.3.  For 6>0 small enough, A1 small enough and
n=0,1,..,min ([17°]—1,N~1)

Z"<exp[3 7 "CA T YA A2, 4.7
Now, since by Lemma 4.1A
Jexp Vg'dug, = 2°
the iteration of (4.7) gives
exp Vidu, Sexp[CAH 12 A(]z"*H+1 (4.8)
0 4lg,

similarly as in the proof of the lower bound, compare (3.4). If n(4, A)=N —1 we are
done again. In the other case

7201 [exp [V, - old,
<exp[CABYAMD, 1, g Sexp[CAB*3 4 Al]
Sexp[CAHY2A]], (4.9)
where we have used Lemma 4.1C.(4.8) and (4.9) give the upper bound (2.5).

Proof of Proposition 4.3. We start by inserting a partition of unity to Z” in order to
control the range of the values of £" at each point. Denote by p a collection of even
integers {p,} .1, Let x, (&) be the following characteristic functions

1o (8 =1 [(p,— VB, (p,+1)B)), (4.10)

where B=7B and y will be specified in a moment. We denote also

1= 11 1,8

xeA,,

Given p, define
R,= ] {zeA":lz—x|,<b'B*log(1 +|p)). (4.11)

xed,

We have
Z"=Y [ (§ xyexp V" Prdur, Jug,
p

< Zf (J xpexp VA PoRddy dp, | exp[CABHR,[],  (4.12)
p

where we have used Lemma 4.1C.
The purpose of the elimination of the interaction from R, becomes clear
because of the following

Lemma 4.4. Ify in the definition of B is small enough and b’ in (4.11) is large enough
then

Ve <43712B for z in RS, (4.13)
z 2 n

Proof. By virtue of (2.32) and of the uniform exponential decay of V.oZ, . see
Proposition A.3,

Weis Y CBe = *r(1+[p )+ CB. (4.14)

XipxF* 0



Rigorous Block Spins 47
But if p,+0 then, since ze RS, {z— x|, = b'B*log(1 +|p,|). Hence

1

Y e (L4 |p VS Y exp| —elz—x[,+ le—x[p <C (419

X:px ¥ 0 x

if b in (4.11) is large enough. (4.14) and (4.15) yield (4.13) if y is small enough. []
The next step in estimation of Z" will be to remove the interaction on the right

hand side of (4.12) from the region 3D, ,. Notice that on R,n3D, .,

d

d
IVl 23 2Pl = vl 23 2B—33

_d d

?B=43 2B

-

by virtue of (2.37) and Lemma 4.4, so that R;n3D,,, CD, Hence we may use
Lemma 4.1B in order to replace in (4.12) VA"\PrvRn) by pA™\Dno3Dns s Ry,
Moreover

D,CR,U3D, (4.16)
or equivalently

REA3DE,  CDE

n

again by (2.37) and Lemma 4.4. Hence we obtain
2" <Y [(Fazexp V" CPnsroRady Ydp,  exp[CAB*R,[]. 4.17)
[

Notice that the interaction region A™\(3D, . 1uRn)E;l" in (4.17) does not depend
any more on &%s over which we integrate in the »n’th step of the block spin
transformation. As in the proof of Proposition 3.1 we compute this integral using
integration by parts. Write

-~ 1 ~
Frpox0 Vi dur, =exp | [ K, (g, @15)
compare (3.10). As in Chap. 3
1 . i 1
Jaryas, =V M+ JAR (05, (4.19)
0 0

where R, (t) is again a combination of the terms (3.14), (3.16) with n=7+1 and
(3.18) (with log y, replacing log x ). Now j’s satisfy a modified version of (3.15) and

e Y d(x,, A"|and | "1,
1

in (3.15) and (3.17) by [|Vy"" |« in- This is clearly possible since £ enters V"
only via V'{"! ;- to which it is connected by an exponentially decaying kernel, and
V"1 only via " 11 ;.. Notice that since large values of |¢%| may appear only for
x far from 4,

(3.17). The modification replaces j in (3.15) by jexp

e~sd(x,/1")lé: |<e~sd(x,Rﬁ)I€ I
xl = X
<em U EIB(L+|p,)
e—sb'leog(1+]px|)(1+,p ’)
X
C

A A
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if b’ in (4.11) is large enough. Also
17" g < B.

Hence,

ology;
6Ly

<C(1+n%BYA,)| (11” ! 4 supe~edtxA™ <

;. dt<Rn(t) tp
0

L)
(4.20)
compare (3.19).
We need the following probability estimate which will be proven in Chap. 6:

Lemma 4.5. Provided that b in (3.1) and b’ in (4.11) are large enough and A is small
enough,

supe-8d<X>A""><I§l9§1‘£> <e B (421)
oLy /5
and
§xa&duy, exp [— CB’ gpi} : (4.22)
(420) and (4.21) give
idt(Rn(tDﬁyt <3-anCi ), (4.23)

compare (3.22). (4.17)+(4.19) and (4.23) yield in turn
2" <Y [expV2 (g |, - [aduy -explABHR,|+37"CAH1214]].
[

Now 37 'A"=A"""\(D,,,u3"'R,) and we may restore the interaction in
(A" "\D,, )n37 'R, in order to obtain Z"*! using again Lemma 4.1C. The sum
over p is controlled with help of (4.22) which shows that non-zero values of p have
very small probability. Thus,

Z'S 7Y (ypduy - exp[CABYR | +37CA+ 12| A]]
p

Y, (AB*2b' B log(1 +|p,)))*—~ CB%pl)

xed,

ézn%—l Zexp
b

'CXp[3_d"Cﬂ.r+ 1/2'/1’]
<zt Zexp[— > Cl?zpi} exp[37"CA V2| A[]
P X
éZrH-l exp[e_CEzl/‘Inl"F 3-dnopTt I/ZIAIJ
§2n+ 1 CXp[?)_d"C).Hh 1/2'/1,] ,
where we have used the estimate [R,|< Y (2b'B*log(1 +|p,)))* and have assumed A

xedAn

to be small. This completes the proof of Proposition 4.3. [
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5. Effective Interactions

In this chapter the graphical representation of the effective potential V? is derived,
which allows us to prove Proposition 2.5. We recall here the basic formulae for V2:

> s V0

Z VIR L VP Eélr =V2,+V2 +VP,  (245),(247),

n=0
where

VPy=~IM,, Ij) VLV cdx—A37 "dlj; ((Vyiytdx (2.48)

n,

and thus by (2.3) and (2.40)

n n : 1 n n
AR k22k,<vgg’,...;%{£>go. (5.1)

We also defined an,)1 such that (VD1>Gn-——0. Thus by (2.45), (2.47), and (5.1)

T

V= (W00,= ¥ LRV Er Do, Vi VEDA,)
and (5.2)
51 . n
vPi=3 il VS Ve Der,,— Voo —constant . (5.3)
k=1

We can now easily write down the “Feynman rules” for V>, and V,”, using (2.48),
(5.2), and (5.3) together with the decomposmon of y? given in (2 46).

Namely consider vertices v,, carrying indices p,,...€{l,...,d} and z,e A"
(which for brevity we suppress):

Yy zg M
UQ = 219 > Q< KQ = lé”g"gé"g'{g
e 4

or

Ko oy =M

e HoVe?
where M is defined in (2.41). Build connected graphs y by joining pairs of legs of
v,’s, each element in the pair coming from a different vertex, to form lines of either
of the following two types:
(1) hard lines
n—1

H,(z2)= Z 3L VLB, (5.4)

m=0

coming from integrations with respect to dugr ,
(2) soft lines

Sz, 2)=3"" VWiV, pide, (5.5)

arising during Wick ordering with respect to dug of the result of integration.
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Denote the subgraph composed of all vertices of y together with all hard (soft)
lines by H(y)(S(y)), and the end points of a line I by z;_and z, . For a vertex v, let a
be the number of legs which are not contracted.

Given now such a graph y, we assign to it the interaction ¥,”.

[4

—1ym )
2= 3 g o, 1T A6z T SGa)

leH(v) leS(y)
d_n
0: allo G2 6,025 A2
—j j] (215 05Z,) HO(VWQQ)“QZGndZI...dzr(y), (5.6)

where for simplicity we have not written explicitly summations over indices of the
gradients gy, v, ... .

V.2, and V2, can be now described in terms of ¥”, as summarized in the
following

Lemma 5.1. Let 4, ={y :H(y) is connected and ) a,22} and %,= {y:H(y) is not
connected, Za9=0}. Then
Q

=) CoOWP,, =12, (5.7)

ye¥;

where C(y) are combinatorical coefficients.

Proof. Because of truncation, the first term on the right hand side of (5.3) produces
connected graphs of hard lines. Wick ordering does not produce new vertices, so
H(y)'s will be connected. The resulting vacuum graphs will cancel the constant in
(5.3)s0 Y.a .= 2. This settles i=1. Similarly, in (5.2) the first term of the summand

involves only ’s with H(y) connected which are cancelled by the second term since
n—1
upon expanding G, =G,® ( P, m) it involves all y’s. The factor 3™ arises from

m=0
the change of variables used in (2.46) z—3"z. [
Proposition 2.5 follows now from (5.6), (5.7) and the following claim:

Lemma 5.2. A} Let ye¥9,. Then for all 1 <0, <r(y)

o J sz, H dz, < XOC(1+n°) (5.8)

An4An e*g0

for C independent of n, A, A.
B) Let ye%,. Then (5.8) holds also with I, replaced by

I(zy, .02, |1 expelz,_—z, 1,

leH(y)

for some ¢>0.



Rigorous Block Spins 51

To prove Lemma 5.2 we shall need estimates for the falloff of the hard and soft

lines:
1

(P Lyy, |5 Cemd e, (5.10)

(5.9) and (5.10) are proved in Propositions A.7 and A.8. Proposition 5.2B follows
now easily. We replace every soft line (5.5) by 37%"C, every hard line (5.4) by

n—1
C Z 3~dmzexp[_3n—m18|217 _Zl+lp:]

m;=0

KV Vweoe, |SC (5.9)

and every vertex by CA obtaining
|Iy| é Cir(y)3dnr(y)—dns— 1/2dnE Z H 3~dmle*‘ 3"—mz5|z,_~zl+[p: (511)

(my) L1eH()
where S is the number of soft lines, E that of external ones. By taking smaller ¢ we
can extract the extra convergence claimed in Proposition 5B. Since (recall D C A"

37§ dzem 3"l < 037
AYI

and H(y) is connected one easily gets from (5.11)

oGz, gl T dz, SCare3an-ans=1zanE "y

AnAn e¥eo (m1)
But E=) a,22and ) 1=n" which imply the claim.

(my)

Remark. Notice that for y with E>4 we get much better bound CA'(1 +n%)3 9",
The worst behaving terms are the marginal ones producing gaussian corrections to
the measure.

In Proposition 5A we cannot use the exponential falloff which made 5B easy.
However, ye %, are vacuum graphs and thus one particle irreducible. We proceed
as follows. First replace hard lines by

n—1
3—mzde—a3"’m1|zz, -z, ,
mzz——*:o
soft ones by (5.9) and vertices by AC. Fix m, for each hard line and proceed with the
following three steps:

1. Use the bounds

j‘ dZ/3—dme— 3"‘me/z—z’1p3-—dm’e— 3n-miglz —" |, é C3—dn3-dm’e— 3n-miglz—-z"|,
An
(m=w, ¢ <eg),

—dn —dn
j'dZ/3—dme—3"’ms|z—z'| 3 < —dn C3
in 1_|_lZ/_Zr/Idfs = 1+|Z_Z//'d—s’
3—-dn 3—dn C3—dn
jdz’ nd—¢ ' md—g = ‘dan
o 1+|z—Z] 14z —2"°"¢ 1+z—2"*"¢

(€>¢)

to get rid of two leg vertices v,, ¢+ @,, obtaining a new graph with only four leg
vertices and lines decaying slightly slower.
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2. For four leg vertices without self contractions (these may arise in the first
step) we use Schwartz inequality

4 2 1/2 4
faz 11— 2= (e [T 1ne—20F | (e TT iz

together with the estimates

j‘ dZ/(3~dme— 3”""‘£|z—z’|3—dm’e— 3n-mig z’—z”[)Z}l/Z
An

1/2

_dn+m
<3 72 3wl (<),

—dn 271/2 ntm _
[j‘ dz (S—dme—B"‘mslz—z'l 3 ) } 3*dTC 3 dn
in L4]z—z|" 1+]z—z"147

fIA

1/2

j‘d , 3-—dn 3—dn 2 <3~,1,.C 3~dn
z = e N
1+|Z_Z/|d—g 1+'Z/_Z//ld—g = 1+'Z_Z//'d4£

We can represent this pictorically by

Zy Z3 21 Z3
- (5.12)
Z, z, Z, Zy

We pair z, in (5.12) so, that the graph remains connected. This is always possible
for a connected vacuum graph.

3. For four leg vertices with self contractions, i.e. 2 , the loop is easily bound,
giving C or 37™C depending on whether it is hard or soft. The resulting two leg
vertex is treated as in 1.

After these operations we end up with cor o depending on whether g, is a

2o Qo
two or four leg vertex. Now apply 3 again and the result is the estimate

o f Gz T] dz, s 2OC30 =14 31

b
An An e+ oo ( (my) )

(5.13)

where x is the number of soft lines disposed of in step 3. We started with at least
two soft lines and at least one of them enters step 3. Hence x=1 and (5.13) gives
the claim since ) 1=n® [J

(myg)

6. Probability Estimates

We will prove in this chapter the probability estimates for the fluctuation integral
stated in Lemmas 3.2 and 4.5. The proofs are simple adaptations of the super-
stability estimates of Ruelle [6]. Our situation is, however, slightly different from
that of [6]; this chapter will hence be self-contained.

Note that the characteristic functions yz in (3.8) are a special case of y; in (4.10),
namely yz=y,-,. We can now treat Lemmas 3.2 and 4.5 on the same footing by
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considering
o1 " - . _
<{%y@> =zt 3 [e7o—mB) ] 7, [l
y Dt m=py+ x*y x
=S"(p,, E)+ S~ (p,, E), (6.1)
where
UXE) =tV 3™y 5t + V0 = /28" T ) (6.2)

and in the case of Lemma 4.5 E=/~1"=/1"\(3D,, +1YR,) whereas for Lemma 3.2
E=A"and in both cases the Fy" ! occuring in (6.2) satisfies || V"™ || oz < B. Now
(3.20) and (4.21) of the lemmas follow from

Proposition 6.1. A) Let E=A" or A. Then for b large, A small S*(0, E)<e™ %,
B) Let b and b’ be large enough and A be small. Then
sup e MU ANgE(p AN <eCF,
pity:py*0
We shall perform a translation in the integral (6.1) so that all the characteristic
functions are centered at the origin ie. £—¢&+ Bp. Denoting (we suppress n)

UX(&)= U+ Bp)— UM(Bp) — (&, uF), (6.3)
where -
uf= 58 ooy 6.4
we obtain
S*(p, E)=e* ¥ 271 [™Ou(de ;). (65)
In (6.5), to coincide with the notation of [6], we have defined
Hde 4) = x]l 2 )e A, (6.6)

and & in UE(&) is restricted to be equal + B at y. Denote also by ¢, the configuration
with &_put to zero for xe A°>. We will need the following properties of U*:

Lemma 6.2. Let U denote UE with E either of the sets in Proposition 6.1 and let 1 be
sufficiently small.
A) There exist constants A, A, >0 such that

—A, Y BSUEy=—4, ) & (6.7)

xeB xeB

for all BC A, _
B) Let A,BCA, and define

WI(E 4 Ep)=U(E 4 p)— UlCH)— Up). (6.8)
Then for some C, ¢>0
WL ENISC Y el 4 27). (6.9)
xed,yeB

Remark. (6.7) and (6.9) are the standard conditions for superstability and regularity
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[6]. For the other cases however we must slightly modify the arguments in [6] due
to the fact that for some x u% in the single spin measure (6.6) can be very large.

Proof. The change of variables ¢—¢ + Bp induces
VL~V + V=V, +V(/QBp),.

Now VA" involves only {, for zeR¢ (in case of V", p=0 and so {'=0). Thus for
py#0(z—yl,2b'B*log(1+1p,|)

and as previously we get for b" large || V(|| = 1. Absorbing V’{’ to Vi it thus suffices to

prove the lemma for

SUE
oL

when |Vl e =B+ 1and | £, < B.The “free” part of UE, — 1/2(&, '~ 1¢), satisfies

A)and B)since 4 >TI""1 = A’ >0and has exponential falloff (see Proposition A.3). It

is easy to infer from Proposition 2.5 that U+ 1/2(¢, '~ 1¢) is a sum of terms

Ay J(Xps ) ﬂ £ (6.11)

xiedy,

UHE = U5 — T%0)— (

,¢E> (6.10)
£=0

where for n< A% with § small enough |Je***t+*)| < JCBC. Since |¢,| < B and s =2
because of the subtraction in (6.10), we can bound (6.11) by
ACB® Z e‘f‘x“y‘(fxfy. (6.12)

x, yedn

Thus (6.10) is regular and for 4 small enough does not change the superstability
when added to —1/2(¢, 11, O
Let us now prove Proposition 6.1B: From (6.5) we get using (6.6) and (6.8)

. B . -1
Si(py, An):eilm‘ PIAEY) réy: ﬂ_;( L dée§u§1 +U(§)) 71
-B

_j’u(dé;)eU(é’y);H(délin\y)eW(é’y, A\ T UE AN

LWy EA0) WISy, E4,) réy - (6. 1 3)
Since [|¢],, B, we can use Lemma 6.2A and B to estimate
QUGN T W (&5, 60 = WS Eany) < oCB? (6.14)

Thus by (6.13), (6.7), and (6.14)
S*(p,, A" < BB [ deesd ] <[1 + ul"|]e . (6.15)

We write u/" using (6.4) and (6.2) as

sV

5€y -’::1_313.

Asin the proof of Lemma 6.2 | V{[._ 5, is small since ze R, and the second term in
(6.16) can be bounded by one (say). Hence, to obtain the claim we have to prove

sup e~ 0 Al 4 |B(I'"1p). [JeCF* < e B, (6.17)
¥y

yipy*0

ul’=—B(I' 'p),+1 (6.16)
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Using the exponential falloff of I'~ 1 we get
e 0L+ [B(T )]

<e*£b’B210g(1+|py[)(1+E Z e—ad(x,/l”)lp Ie—elx—ylp>
= x

X:ipx¥0
<CBe VP (6.18)
choosing b’ large enough (6.17) follows from (6.18). [
Proof of Proposition 6.1A4. Following [6] we insert a partition of unity in the integral
of (6.5). For this purpose, let 0 <y, <y, < ... <y, andlet V,CV,C... CV,= A, be

cubes in /A, centered at y such that y,|V,|= B Yo <B? and Y,> 32 C0n51der the
sets

={6: Y &zl X fi<wq+ktvq+ks,k>0}. (6.19)

xeVyq xeVg+x

{Rjby<p-1 for.ms a partition of unity since | | = Band ||¢]|,, < B. Thus (we denote v,
by g for brevity)

Z7t feVmude;, )

14
= z 71 j‘ eU(éq)+U(ép\q)+W(Ci;,ép\q)eW(éq.ép\q)*W(éi;,ép\q)’u(dép\y)

g=1 Rg-1
FZTE [ U UG ) W s B W 0 e ) b S Dy
Rp-1

< i q)Z 1 j eU(gq) dé/)jeU(ép\qHW(éq +Ep\g) (df \q)

+e(pzZ! j V- D(dE! ) [ VDTG LSy (gE ), (6.20)

where 2 is {,:|¢,[<1} and
&q)= I e_Al”éq”%,u(dQ)(jeU@q),u(dfq)>_1 sup e"ta il
q-1ll32wq-1Vq~1 Z, feAquURy
(6.21)
g(p)= j' e—Al‘lip—11|%M(d6p71)< f eU(ép—‘l)[u/(dépgl))_l
Hép-1ll3Zwp-1Vp-1 Ip-1
sup e Wlp-1.8p\p-1) (6.22)

fedp-1URp -

We denoted by 4, the set {¢:[|E,]|,, =1 and l|§q+k||§ <,11 V1) It will be shown
below that for b sufficiently large we can choose {y,, V,} such that

eg)s27%e (6.23)
g(p)S27re %, (6.24)

and thus from (6.5) and (6.20)
S*(0, )< etBufe=CB (6.25)

Let first E= A". As in the previous proof we only need to consider the contribution
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and by the exponential falloff of I'"* for b’ large |B(I' ”113)y| <1 So
Si(O, ;1n) < e—cBZ

which is the claim. In case of E=A", p=0 and only V" in (6.2) contributes to U f
Again, for / small ju})<1 and

S0, 4" e
completing the proof. Finally let us prove (6.23) and (6.24). Note that by (6.6) and
(6.7)

jeU(éq) d{ )>C|Vqln f eé“’Cd5>C'V‘1|

xeq — 1

1
since | e*d&>1. Hence from (6.21) and (6.22)
)
8(q)<ClV alg™Cwg-1Vg-1 sup e2Wiq ép\q)lflu dé )’ (6.26)
sedgUR,y

8'(p)§C|VP—1|e_CWP—1Vp-1 sup 82”"’(517—1:5}7\17*1)}j"u(dép_~ 1)(627)

eAp-1VRp -1
By (6.9) and |£]|, <B we also get
IW(E, -1, Epp- IS CB2(OV,_ | (6.28)
and

W EpISC Y e N+ &)

xeq

yep\q
Z e—aix—yléi_{_ Z e_5|"””‘§§+ Z e*ﬁlxwléf
xeq—1 xeq\q— 1 xeq
yep\q yep\q vep\q
=W, +W,+W,. (6.29)

Let us now choose y.’s and V’s. We set y,=(q,+4)°,
=)’+[—To—qr1,ro+qu]d

and p as the largest integer such that g,+p—1<B. Also, g,=B~'? and
ro=1/2(B)** and thus y,|V,| = B? as required. r, will be chosen in a B independent
way below. Let {eR,_, (the other case (e 4,_, is similar). Noting that

dist(g,q+k\g+k—1)=r (k—1)
for k=1 we estimate the W, in (6.29):
W, < CyplVle ™, (6.30)
W, SCp, IV, =y Vo), (6.31)
p~q-1
W3§C Z Z e—srl(k— 1)55

k=1 yegt+tk\g+k—1

+CloV,|B2e~mrirmam (6.32)
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Denoting ). &2 by E,,, we get (4<p—2)
xeq+k
p—g-1

p—yq-—1
Z 2 e_m(k*l)fyz= kZ e_srl(k_l)(Eq+k—Eq+kf1)
=1

k=1 yeqt+k\gt+tk—1
p—q—2 p—q—2

SE—Eq+ Y e TE Sy V) X eﬁsrlkwﬁkH:VJrle‘
k=1 k=1 q—l g—1
+(wq+1|V+1l-wq-1lV_1I)+(wq|V|—wq-1|T{,_1l)- (6.33)
From the definitions of y, and V, we obtain
Wq+k+1|q+k+1'=:(1 k+2 >2< (k+2)r, )d (6.34)
W 1IV,_ 1l qo+q—1 ro+(g—1ry)

1+i \? (T43r, V¢
Ve d=p vl 2 g U Y
VordVard=oalVomal = v q_ll[( +qO+Q“1) ( +7‘0+(q—1)7’1) 1}
(6.35)

Inserting (6.34) and (6.35) to (6.30)—{6.33) we deduce for g<p-2:

e 1
W Ep NS Cle™™ + — 4+ =y, |V,
do To
+Clro+qry) B2 mpam b, (6.36)
The second term in (6.36) is bounded easily by (recall that g, +p= B)

1 (p+q,—2)

ﬁsr1(p*4*1)SCB—1/2 Wl 6.37
Fot+gqry (qo+g—1)> = Y- 1lVyoil. (6.37)

Cwq—1]I/q—1'

Recalling that g,=B'/? and r,=1/2(B)'/ (6.36) and (6.37) inserted to (6.26) give
for r, large enough
elg)Se”vamlVa-il fu(dg ). (6.38)
Similarly, from (6.28)
W,y -1 Epp- N SCB* ™V, |ISCB 'y, |V,

and thus
g(p) e e et {y(de, ). (6.39)
Now
fude, )< CB" - "lepleXp [IBu(V,_ /1.

Now recall that by the choice of p, max [x — y| £ CB. On the other hand, for any u,

ly—ul=b'B*log(1+|p,)). Thus as before for b’ large enough ]uA | is small for all
xep—1 and i
fude, ) CeBVailg<p. (6.40)

(6.38)—(6.40) imply now (6.23) and (6.24).
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In above we have assumed, that the boxes V,, ..., V,_ areentirely inside 71,,.
The case when it does not happen is even simpler and necessary modifications are
left to the reader. [J

Finally, we wish to prove (3.21) and (4.22) of the lemmas. To this end notice
that

§us&Mduy, =exp| - f b= lnf =Py,
2§08 B) [T wiEI < Prdur,

_ . ood yEX
exp| = | db 2, T < pduy.,

=exp|—

[dp 5, 277 o= T 2 (1 =hT1a5). 6

xed, yFx

where U, is superstable and regular. Similarly,

§ H Xpy(é Vpr, =] H xpy(ﬂ )ap, § H & —B)dur,

yipy ¥ y:py ¥ vipyF

‘f H BBy 2 ' H (En— eUOHdé’;. (6.42)

yipy ¥ yipy ¥

By [6] we can find C>0 and § such that
Z”IH@(«:;—merHdé';éexp{Z (—Cﬂ§+5)}
ye¥ yeY

and the same holds if the domain of integration over £Js is restricted to an interval.
Now (3.21) and (4.22) follow easily from (6.41) and (6.42). [

Appendix

We shall prove in this Appendix the various properties of the covariances G,, and
I',, and the operators 7, and V.oZ,, needed in the text.

Let us start with G,. A straightforward computation using (2.1), (1.7), and
(2.26) yields

1 Sin2p_2ﬂl_
(Gm)x - ePx—y)

Y4, 0¢pe2n23:m-de Mgld 1;[32"1 . P, +21M
|pulsm [M,[<3m)2 sin” —Fo—n—%

2-3

w (p+2rM\I7E 1 .
‘[32 “(_3m )} =1 Y G, (pe?=y, (A.1)
O=*p

d—1
where we recall that pu(p)=2 Z (I1—cosp,) [(A.1) is ecasiest to derive by first
=0
computing it in infinite volume and then periodizing]. We will consider G D) as
defined on the periodic box [ —=, 7% Notice that it is non-vanishing and finite

except for p=0. This shows invertibility of G,, on the subspace (I — E)R*" (i.e. on
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sequences with vanishing means) and allows us to define G ! as the inverse of G,,
on this subspace:

. 1 i
G o= 2 G,(p) e (A.2)
’Am| inTZHISV”‘NZd
PulEm

We gather in the following Lemma some properties of ém needed later.

Lemma A.1. The functions Gm have the following properties.:

+2 2
1+200sp“—nq—“

(A.3)

) G lp)= S*ZGm(" ”“‘*’)H

g:q,=0,%1 3 u

3

b) ém has a unigue continuation to a meromorphic function of complex p, for any
P=(py Dy e[ — 7w~ with two simple poles at the py’s satisfying

Rep,=0, Impy=3"sh~![+|/ ¥ sin2. P2 ). (A4)
n*0 23m

¢) There exists an ¢>0, independent on m, such that for (Imp,(<e and all
pe[—TC, n]d_l

Cy32"u(3™"p) ' 216G, (D £ C,13*"u3 ") 7Y, (A.5)
where C, >0.
Proof. (a) follows from translating the infinite volume version of the first equality

of (2.26) to momentum space. (b) follows by inspection from (A.1), the zeros of i
providing the poles. (¢). Consider the function

i sin®1/2p p)
=u(p)G. (p)= £ .
f(p) u(p) m(p) Méd 1;[ 32mgin? 1/23 -m(pu + 27‘L'Mﬂ) o [P+ M
|1, = 372 3% —m

f(p) is analytic in p, for (Rep,,p)e[ — =, "
3m
Let now |Im py|<ch™(1/2). Then for M40, M |< 5

2nM 2
32'"y<p—%nn——>' 2232'”( Y (1—cosg’%f—Mi> +1

u>0
R 2
— osﬂgﬁn—mchlm%ﬂpo)gC(H—Mz)
and
. 2 . ,R I
smi—" ) smz% +sh2—%p—“ ) c
. M, | R 2nM I =1 2
3'"sm———p";;,, k 32’"<sin ep”;‘;mn £ tsh? 2m§)r:1l> M
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Thus,
lfPI=C for [Impyl<ch™'1/2

and hence by Cauchy’s formula

’i

dpg

Since f(p) is strictly positive for p real (A.6) implies that | f(p)|> C, >0 for |Im p,|
small enough. []

We can now turn to study the decay properties of the various kernels. We start
with

<C for |Imp,|<1/2¢ch™11/2. (A.6)

Proposition A.2. There exist C and & such that for all m and A
l(G,;l)xy|§Ce’8|x*y'P. (A7)

Proof. By Lemma A.1(b) and (c) Gm(p)~1 is analytic in p, for |Impy|<e and
bounded uniformly in m, Re pe{ —x, ®]? and A. Thus

-1
j‘ eip(x—y)Gm(p)- dp = j Py %lx" *yolf’ém (p + l; eo) dp
lpulsm [pulsn
which establishes exponential falloff of this kernel in zero direction, by symmetry
in all coordinate directions and by [x—y[,<C mfx(xﬂ— ,l, in all directions. But

(GpDyy= Y (m7¢ [ P0G (p)~dp

Le3N-mzd pulz=

and (A.7) follows. [
Let us next consider the fluctuation covariances I',,. Their main properties are
gathered in

Proposition A.3. A) I'_ ! can be written as
r,'=9%G,'0, (A.8)
where Q is given by (2.14).
B) I' ! and T',, are strictly positive and satisfy

e
(o)) }éce . (A9)

Proof. First note that R :R™ R4 and QT :IR4m—R"" are given by

. Eif xed
RT — X m
(R™), {0 if xed,\,

Q" ¢),=0,—9,.
y being the point in 4, \1,, nearest to xe A,. Thus by the definition of I', (2.28)
Q'G,'0r,,=0"G,'0R(G,~G,CTG,;,CG,)RT. (A.11)

(A.10)
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As in the argument following (2.17) we can dispose of QR in (A.11) thus producing
together with (A.10)

QTG 'Qr, = 0"(I— E)R"— Q" (I-E)CTGL, ,CG,R".
Now, it is obvious from (A.10) that
QTRT=1 and QTE=QTC"=0.
Thus
o'Gor, =1

proving (A) since I',, is self adjoint.

(B) The claims for I', ! follow immediately from (A), the positivity of G, *
(A.7). Also, we get that I' * is bounded from above and hence I',, > 0. We are thus
left with establishing (A.9) for I',. It is enough to prove the falloff for the operator

r,=G,—G,C7G,1,CG,.

Explicit computation gives the momentum space representation of I’

A P 2nr
. 6,016 p+ 27
me =7 ' Gm(p)eip(x~y) — A
Y |Aml %: %: rr,=0,+1 32Gm+ 1(31))

1+4+2cos ( + an")
1+2cosp, P 3 - i%ryeip(x—w

11 3 3 ¢ ’

K

(A.12)
where Z’(Z") denotes the sum over
P r
O%pe2n3™ "2, |p|<m (pe3™N""Z!, Ipl<m, 3pe2nZ’).
Consider the functions
; 3 27r
. B G,(p)G,, (P T)
I'(p,y):=G,p)— .
P =0l0= L 52, )
1+2cos <p + 2an)
1+2cosp 3 -2
. L2 o (A3
I3 3 ¢ A13)

K

Lemma A.4. I’ D> ) are analytic in py and uniformly bounded on

{(Po EC xR :|Im py| <e, |p) <} .
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Proof. Again, given p and y, I (P, y) is meromorphic in p,. To bound it uniformly
we write

B D) 326 . 1+2cosp,\*
(P, y)= m[ Gy 1(3P)—Gm(19)1;[<—2*) }

L 2 2
.G, <p+ —?) 142 cos (pK + Lr) .

1+2cosp 3 25y
+ = £ e 3 7.(Al4
DY Tl L 3 )
By (A.3)
A s 1+2cos
3G, 1)~ G, ) n( Ly
" 2
1 +2cos pK 7;”‘)
= X H
OFrr.=0, % 1
so that
Gm(p) 142cos pk Zr“)
L, p.y=
r#ZO 32 m+ 1 3p)
+2cos|p, + 2mry
1+2COSP 12_31':_”) ( ¥ 3 )
. il ) A15
. A 2nr
G,(p)G,, <P + T)
By Lemma A1 is uniformly bounded for r=0 (poles of the

G,.+1(3p)
numerator never coincide and get canceled by the zeros of the denominator). [

From (A.13) we note that I (p,y)=G,(p) for 0%3pe2nZ® since

A . +2
G,+,(3p)"1=0. Also I',(0, y) =0 from (A.15) because 1 +2 cos — r =0. So we can
write
1 . ~
o=t % L)
| ml pe2n3 N+myd

|Pu| =n
and the exponential falloff follows from Lemma A.4 as before. [

Now we pass to the study of the operators 7, and V., By explicit
computation

1 - ; W (pH2rM\] !
(Mm)zx IA | Z ) zp(z » Z eZﬂ:le [Gm(p)_ 32 ﬂ(p o )}
OFre s AUAES
T Put2nM, i p,+2nM, ~1
I;[ sin 5 sin=——5
1 ] o
=—— > A,(pz)e?="" (A.16)
|Am| O%p
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and

(V/f 4 m)zx = 'Aml ot Z eip(z*x) Z eZniMz
TN+ mya
PEz’,‘piIénml MM, £ 3

~ +2nM
: {Gm(lﬂ)' 32y (p3_m>
p.+2nM 7! .p,+21M,
_ﬁ—) expi g 1

ot . Pet27M,
~Hsm;——2———

K

-3 (3"’ sin

=14, Y.V, A(p, 2)e’? . (A.17)
p

Lemma A.5. %m(p, z) and V,f;/m(p, z) are analytic in p, and uniformly bounded when
Mmpyl<e, [pl S 7.

Proof’. For fixed pand z zsz/m and 17;5?/ are meromorphic in p,, so it is enough to

establish uniform bounds. Proceeding as in Lemma A.l:

323 ) !
Glp)

lIA

| (p, 2)| < C) c

. N
and similarly for V7, . [
Again, Lemma A.5 leads to

Propesition A.6. There exist C, ¢ >0 such that the kernel

(Lp)o =14, Y €T (p,2)

pe2n3 =N +mga

satisfies
(2,,),] < Ce eI, (A.18)
AN (A.19)

Note that in o], we also sum over the zero mode p=0 whereas in .o7,, this term
is excluded. However, of,, and 7, coincide when acting on ¢™ and Q&™, both
living in (I — E)R?=, Propositions A.3 and A.6 give

Propesition A.7. There exist C and & such that
KPEviEyy, | Cem e =lr, (A.20)
Proof. We have by (2.32)
v, =0, 4,000 V),

and (A.20) is obvious by virtue of (A.9) and (A.19). [
The last result concerns the decay of VypVyl g, .

Proposition A.8. There exist C and ¢ such that

KV Vi oe, | =C (A.21)

T s d
I+]|z—21;
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Proof. By iteration of (2.37) we obtain
IV, =<VEV Sy, + 37KV Nt 5
3N-1

z
3N-1

F3TAN DNl Nl S (A.22)

3N-1 3N-1

Hence, because of (A.20), (A.22) follows from the easy estimate

37%exp—3*a<Cl+a®)"t. O

NI

k=0

Il
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