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Abstract. Using block spin renormalization group techniques, we rigorously
control the functional integral of a weakly coupled critical lattice ¢* theory in
four euclidean dimensions proving the infrared asymptotic freedom of the
model. This solves the infrared counterpart of and sheds some light on the
problem of existence of continuum renormalizable ultraviolet asymptotically
free models.

1. Introduction

One of the fundamental problems of Quantum Field Theory (QFT) is the existence
of non-trivial models describing couplings of fields and scattering of particles. Such
models do exist on the level of formal renormalized perturbation series, where
renormalization removes the ultraviolet (UV) divergences of the naive perturba-
tion expansion. The problem of non-perturbative existence can be viewed as
equivalent to a non-perturbative understanding of renormalization. Up to now,
the attempts at a non-perturbative control of the QFT models (constructive QFT
[23], exactly soluble models [26]), although very instructive, have failed to
produce quantum ficld theories in four space-time dimensions.

Much of our present understanding of the existence problem for QFT comes
from the Renormatization Group (RG) approach. The RG, in its most full-fledged
version [41] cast into the statistical mechanical framework in the euclidean space-
time, replaces the static point of view of renormalized perturbation theory by a
dynamical one. We try to see, mostly also perturbatively, how the local (euclidean)
field theory may be obtained from its cut-off non-local versions in which the source
of the troubles: the short distance (UV) singularities are regularized in order to
guarantee the existence of the model. One of the crucial concepts arising from the
RG approach is that of (UV) asymptotic freedom [25, 35]: a model is UV
asymptotically free if its short distance asymptotics is non-interacting (free).
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Asymptotic freedom provides a self-consistency condition on the perturbative
approach to the local limit field theory. This is the reason behind a common belief
(not quite shared by us) that only asymptotically free models (or their transforms)
have a chance to exist in four dimensions.

Unfortunately, the simplest model of a renormalizable quantum field in four
dimensions, the A¢* theory, turned out not to be (perturbatively) UV asymptoti-
cally free for >0 [38]. This raised serious doubts about the existence of a non-
trivial local limit for this case [41] confirmed by detailed studies [2, 3, 13, 14].
Today, although not completely excluded [15], positive coupling ¢4 quantum field
theory is generally believed not to exist.

Fortunately, the four dimensional non-abelian gauge theories, pure as well as
with not too many fermion flavors (QCD) provide text-book examples of
renormalizable, UV asymptotically free models [25, 35, 27]. This gives importance
to the non-perturbative study of renormalizability and asymptotic freedom.

In the present paper, we consider the infrared (IR) counterpart of the UV
problem presented above: a massless euclidean lattice theory which is IR
renormalizable (has a dimensionless coupling constant and renormalizable IR
divergences in every order of naive perturbation expansion) and is expected to be
IR asymptotically free: its long distance asymptotics is perturbatively free
(gaussian). Specifically, we consider the massless lattice A¢; theory with 1>0. We
could have also treated a model more realistic from the point of view of statistical
mechanics: the Landau-Ginzburg theory of the uniaxial dipolar ferromagnet
[10, 29] which exhibits a similar behavior, confirmed by experiment [1], in three
dimensions.

The massless ¢3 theory presents in two ways non-trivial renormalization
problems. In perturbation theory, the A¢4 model with vanishing bare mass has IR
divergences in arbitrarily high order due to the self-energy diagrams [32]

Z(p)

p—> ;Z' 4

However, if we fix the physical mass to zero (the correlation length to infinity)
adjusting the bare mass appropriately (this may be viewed as IR renormalization),

then the mass insertions
2(0)

p’ \/ p”* Q)
\

will subtract the self-energy diagrams turning them to

Z(©)-Z(0)

and will render the perturbative expansion finite. [In terms of the RG this is the
problem of relevant perturbations or the naturality problem. In UV renormaliza-
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tion it corresponds to a careful adjustment of the bare mass at large cut-off to get
an ((1) mass at the (1) scale.]

The other, more fundamental, question is the IR divergence of perturbation
theory at vanishing external momenta. The RG predicts that the (rescaled) Green’s
functions at large distances become those of the free theory.

The method by which we achieve a rigorous control of the weakly-coupled
* massless-¢4-theory functional integral is the block spin (BS) version of the RG
[28]. We split the integration into a sequence of steps. In step #, we fix the (rescaled)
averages of fields over cubes of size I (n'® block spins) and integrate out the
fluctuations of the averages over cubes of size I~ . At the critical point, the n™ BS
effective theory can be viewed as siatistical mechanics described essentially by a
local ¢* interaction (plus irrelevant, approximately local corrections) with the
(running) coupling constant /A, changing from scale to scale. The second order
perturbative computation gives

inzin—l—@(lrf—l)o (4)

1
zn~(9<ﬁ>. (5)

This expresses the perturbative IR asymptotic freedom of the massless ¢4 theory.
The slow (logarithmic) decrease of 4, is characteristic for the renormalizable
models with dimensionless couplings and should be contrasted with the (super-
renormalizable) behavior of the critical ¢ theory with d >4, where 4, = O(L'“¢~9).

Our aim is to show that the corrections to the perturbative analysis which
evaluates the contribution of the fluctuations on the distance scale L' by expanding
it to the second order in the effective coupling A, of this scale are small and do not
change the qualitative picture of the IR behavior. This is not obvious since the
perturbation expansion is divergent. Note, however, that the A,-perturbation
theory should be contrasted with the usual perturbative expansion in the initial
coupling constant (on all scales) which lacks self-consistency of the latter and
exhibits very non-uniform behavior of remainders. The bounds on the corrections
are obtained by carefully weighting the essentially perturbative contributions of
small fields against the non-perturbative ones of large fields. The big help in the
analysis is provided by good analyticity properties of effective interactions of the
BS fields in the field variables for which we can trade their bad analyticity
properties in A,. Finally cluster expansion techniques [24] are used to exhibit the
approximate locality of the BS effective interactions.

The present paper contains the proof of the convergence of the BS effective
interactions to zero at the pace predicted by the perturbative argument

[i.e. like (9(%)] In the limit n—co, the distribution of the BS fields becomes

which results in

free (Gaussian). One can easily extend the present method to give the control
of correlation functions and of their massless decay, compare [18]. Existence of
logarithmic corrections to scaling [40] should be also confirmed by a straightfor-
ward analysis of the higher correlations. This way, we expect to bridge our work
with the UV problem, as in [2] the triviality of positive coupling continuum ¢
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theory was deduced from the presence of the logarithmic corrections to scaling in
the critical lattice theory (for all 1> 0).

However, there seems to exist a more direct UV application of our method. We
expect to be able to show the existence of the continuum euclidian nontrivial UV
asymptotically free ¢% theory for the (physical) coupling in the following region of
the complex (cut) plane

Im A

p
Z

(6)

Re A

R

On the lattice, these theories may easily be written in terms of stable models which
are perturbatively UV asymptotically free. The control of the continuum limit is
very similar to what is done in the present paper: we only have to start very close to
the free theory and study the departure of the RG flow from it. All these models
seem, however, to lack the physical positivity (i.e. the quantum mechanical
interpretation in the Minkowski space). On the negative axis, there exist two
natural proposals for the theory. It is also easy to set up a stable physically positive
lattice version of the A<0 ¢ model. The latter probably does not have the UV
asymptotically free continuum limit, however.

In conclusion, our work seems to provide a right approach to the construction
of renormalizable asymptotically free models, both in IR and UV.

The non-perturbative control of a simple IR model having been achieved, we
may ask questions about the relation of the (renormalized) perturbation expansion
to the non-perturbative constructs. This is a more difficult problem. We hope to
produce a proof of the Borel summability of the perturbative expansion for the IR
¢4 theory soon. The renormalon singularities [5, 30, 34, 39] of the Borel transform
of the expansion sit in this case on the negative axis and do not obstruct the Borel
summability although render its proof more complicated than in the super-
renormalizable case [12, 19, 33]. In general, we expect the renormalon singularities
due essentially to the slow change of the effective coupling 4, from scale to scale to
be much easier to treat than the instanton ones [31, 9] which encode a detailed
information about the large field behavior of the effective interactions, see [20],
where we apply Ecalle’s theory [11] of resurgent functions to the study of the
Borel-transform analytic structure for a simplified model.

These problems are not tackled in the present paper which is organised as
follows:

Section 2 sets up the BS RG formalism.

Section 3 contains the perturbative analysis of a single BS transformation and
studies its validity.

In Sect. 4, we discuss a general form of the effective interaction of a BS field
exhibiting its leading terms, approximate locality and analyticity properties.
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Section 5 describes how this form carries over from the BS interaction on scale
L" to the one on scale I'**. This is done by establishing a cluster expansion for a
functional integral over the fluctuations of the L' BS fields about fixed L'*! BS
values.

Section 6 states expected bounds on the contributions of various terms to the
effective BS interactions inspired by the discussion of Sect. 3.

In Sects. 7-11, we show how these bounds carry inductively from one length
scale to the next one. This is the technical core of the paper. We estimate in turn the
local contributions to the new effective interactions (Sect. 7), the non-local small
field ones (Sect. 8), the quartic term of the interaction and the new effective
coupling constant (Sect. 9), the large field contributions (Sect. 10) and, at the end,
the quadratic terms of the interaction and mass and wave function renormaliza-
tions (Sect. 11).

The technical work is done in finite periodic volumes but with volume
independent estimates. This allows us to pass to the thermodynamic limit what we
do in Sect. 12. For the infinite volume theory, we localize the critical values of the
parameters (mass squared) of the initial theory. For the critical point of the model,
the IR asymptotic freedom follows from our inductive bounds of Sect. 6.

Finally in Appendix 1, we estimate the contributions of the second order
Feynman graphs to the change of the running coupling constant 4,, crucial in

obtaining the ¢ (%) decrease of the latter.

In Appendix 2, we prove a simple fact, related to the Gleason’s problem [21]
about functions of complex variables, used in Sect. 11 to control the mass and field
strength renormalizations.

The paper is essentially self-contained. Some of the earlier results concerning
the BS formalism are, however, quoted here without proof. The general idea and
much of the technical analysis we do is close tc that of [17] (the renormalizable
case proves to be in fact not much more difficult and quite similar to the super-
renormalizable one, contrary to the gneral expectation). We try to avoid referring
directly to [17] being, however, more sketchy in arguments which were worked
out to greater detail there.

As welearn, J. Feldman, J. Magnen, V. Rivasseau, and R. Sénéor expect also to
control the critical weakly coupled ¢4 theory using a version of the phase-space cell
expansion of [22] strengthened by the RG type of analysis.

2. Block Spin Renormalization Group

Let us consider a scalar field on the unit lattice ¢ =(¢,), x € Z*. We shall define the
Hamiltonian of the system for ¢ with compact support by

HP=4 T =) +Im T8 =610 F Goul+ho T 9t
=14IG5 1Y+ V@), M

where (xy) runs through unordered pairs of nearest neighbor points (i.c.
Ix—yl=1) and — G, ! =4 is the lattice Laplacian. Note that in (1) the quadratic
contribution to the Wick ordering of the quartic term has been separated from the
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mass term. We would like to control the Gibbs state (states) corresponding to (1)
with m3 =m2,,(4,) such that the correlation length of the model is infinite (physical
mass is zero). Our approach to the problem of the thermodynamic limit will be
pragmatic. We shall first put our system in a finite periodic box A=(Z~)* for L
even, N =0 integers, and then, only after having done the whole analysis in finite
volume, we shall pass to the thermodynamical limit. In principle other reasonable
boundary conditions could be handled too at a cost of additional technical
complications but we expect that they do not produce different states.

It is convenient to identify A with (—3IV, $IN]*CZ*, with the algebraic
operations taken modulo LY. Let us define the finite volume (periodic boundary
condition) Hamiltonian by

HNP=1% ZA(¢x—¢y)2+%€A_1<x§¢x>2

{xy>C

+3mg X 45— 640 z Gowtit o 2 42

xed xeA
=3{4IG3l¢> + V@), @
where the periodic boundary condition inverse covariance is
(G(/)\);yl = 2d5xy - Z 5x+ vy + éA -1 s (3)

v
Ivl=1

ff

x, y € A (A denotes also the number of points in A). For convenience, we have also
regularized the zero mode of the periodic Laplacian by introducing & >0 to make
(Gg) ! strictly positive (in the thermodynamical limit the ¢ dependence is wiped
out). Note that for ¢ with compact support, #"(¢)— #(¢). In the periodic volume
A, we define the Gibbs measure as

1 .
7 exp[—#"($)]1D" ¢, @)
where
D p=T1dj, )

and Z, is the partition function in A normalizing (4). In what follows, we shall stay
inside finite volume doing nevertheless volume independent estimates. This will be
crucial for the final passage with A to Z*. To simplify the notation, we shall drop
the superscript A on the finite volume expressions.

In order to study the contributions of various distance scales to (4), we
introduce the block spin (BS) fields [28,16] ¢"=(4%), xed,=(L"A)NZ*,
n=1,...,N, by

Pi=z, V2L 2 Prosiy =2, (C'P)s, Q]
—1/2Ln <};ug 1/2Ln
where by C we have denoted the lattice operator with the matrix elements
ny =L 3 Z 5Lx +oy- (7)

v
—1/2L<pr<1/2L
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The factors z, giving the (finite) wave function renormalization will be determined
later. The block spin fields are distributed with Gibbs measures given by effective
Hamiltonians

exp[ —#"(¢"]=exp[f, A1 exp[ — H ($)10(¢" —z, **C"$) D¢
=exp[3f, - L*" "V A] fexp[—#" 1 (¢" )]
o(¢"~ L2 Ce" D" ®)

Here #"s are normalized so that #*(0)=0,{,_,=z,/2z,_ 1, {y=2,, and f, stands
for the free energy up to the distance scale L,

1 ‘
fo== ZlogfeXp[—W(@](S(Z,f Y2C"$)Dg. 9
It is a sum of contributions from scales I, 0<k<mn,
n—1
fo= X L7%6f,, (10)
k=0
—1 _
of = Tk logf exp[ — X B15( PP DY (1)
L %4
If the interaction V=0 in (2) then (for z,={,=1),
H"(P")=3{¢"1G, 1", (12)
where
G,=C"G,C*" (13)

+ denotes the transposition). All the covariances G, are versions of a massless one
P n
see [16]) and in the thermodynamic limit A-Z* converge with n to
y

Gooxy= .[ dz j. dy(_Acont)_l(x_y)’ (14) .
O. Oy

where 4, is the continuum Laplacian and [J,, OJ, are unit cubes centered at
x,yeZ’.

H e ) =2{$1G2 6> (15)

is the limit Hamiltonian, the massless Gaussian fixed point of the BS
transformation.

Still in the case V=0, it is convenient to realize the random field ¢ distributed
with the Gaussian probability dug (¢) (G, is the covariance of ¢) as a sum of
independent contributions from different scales.

One can write for n=0,1, ..., N (see [16, 17] for the details)

n—1
GOxy =L" 2ngnL* nxL-ny + Z L 2kg—kL “kxL-ky> (16)
k=0
where 4,=(9,,,), z,ye L "A,and 7, =(J,,,), z, y € L% A, are positive but not

strictly positive operators (kernels). ¢, has massless decay whereas , have
massive ones (uniform in k). The decomposition (16) corresponds to the one used
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in the heuristic momentum space RG, see [41], where one splits the momentum
region |p| < K into layers and scales:

j’ eip(x—y)p—2d4p=L—2n j eiL‘"p(x—y)p—2d4p

lpl<K Ipl<K
n—1
+ 3 L% ] LTI p= 204y 17
k=0 L-1K<|pj<K ’

The degeneration of ¢, and 7, is easily visible from the representations (see [16])

Cuay= |, A nesCrsy P nyy = (A s Gt Ny (13)
Thay= x’E‘Ak A ks QLo yy =(AQNQT ()., (19)
u,vedy
where A, = A\LZ* and
0 I x¢LZ*,
Q.=14-1 if xeLZ* and —3L<x*—u"siL, (20)

0 otherwise .

(Notice that CQ=0.) Kernels .«/, are independent, translationally invariant by
unit lattice vectors and have uniform exponential decay. G,-and -I;-are strictly
positive operators. I, do not depend on &, are translationally invariant by vectors
of LZ* and also have uniform exponential decay. Moreover, there are two useful
relations, see [16],
§ dzdd =0, X,y€A,, (21)
Ox
where the integral stands for the Riemann sum on L™"Z* (here over the unit cube
O, centered at x) and
2 Auex=1. (22)
x€A,,
The decomposition (16) can be used to realize ¢ distributed with dug, as a sum of
independent contributions

n—1
Ge=L"h-mt T LT*Z] i, (23)
k=0
where p"=(y"), ze L "A, 2*=(%¥), ze L*A, are centered Gaussian fields

distributed with covariances %, and 7, respectively.
By (18) and (19) we can write

Y= ZA A yox s = (A f")...» (24)
and
g,; = Z JZ{k¢xqu1—l'alt{;ZZu = (%le—l’cl/ZZk)z = (Mka)a: s (25)
xedy
u,veds

where ¢" is a A,-lattice field distributed with covariance G, and Z* is a A,- one with
covariance 1. In fact substituting (24) and (25) in to (23) and using (20) and (21) one
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can easily show that in the realization (23), ¢" as given by (24) coincides with the BS
field (6) (for z, = 1) so that our notation is not abusive. As a byproduct, we obtain a
relation inverse to (24):

P= Df deyy,. (26)
From (23) it follows that
vL=L""yit + 2%, (27)

and, since v" " and 2" are independent as well as ¢" ! and Z", that the Gaussian
measures split:

dpte,(¢") =dg,. ($"" H@dp,(Z") . (28)

Now let us pass to the perturbed case when V0. We shall rescale the fields by
substituting ¢"—zl/2¢", Z"—z2Z" -z 2", F"— 712 %" Hence (27) and (28)
become

Wo=LT Gyt 2 (29)
and
du, (B =dpy; 16, (" @dps (Z7). (30)
For the first effective Hamiltonian, see (8), we obtain using (29) and (30):
exp[ —#'(¢")]
=exp[0foA1f exp[ — 341Gy 1>~V ($)]5(¢"' ~ {5 > Cg) Dg
=exp[dfod+3Trlog(2nGo)1 [ exp[—V($)](4' =5 > Chdpus,(¢)
=exp[foA+3Trlog(2nGy)]
Jexp[— V(L 1 PL- 1.+ Z015(¢" — F")dpg, 16,(8") duy(Z°)
=exp[0foA+3Trlog(2nGo) — 5 Trlog(2nls ' Gy) —3o<¢" Gy '4')]
Jexp[— V(L w1+ Z9]du (Z2°). 3D

This way the first BS transformation has been expressed by the integral over the
fluctuations Z°.
From (31) we read off

exp[ —#(¢")]=exp[—3{o<4'1G; |4'D]
Jexp[ = V(L™ Pyt + 201, (Z°)/(¢' =0)  (32)

and

1 1 _ 1
0fo=— ﬂTr log(2nG,) + 2—/ITr log(2n{y 1G,)— Zlogfexp[— V{(Z%]du(Z2°).
(33)
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Let us define the effective interaction V! by
exp[—V'(p")]=exp [%(1 —{o)2] dx(ﬁ,ﬂpi)z]
)

Jexp[ = V(L5 Ppp- 1+ Z0du 20/ =0).  (34)

{, is chosen so that the subtraction in (34) removes the marginal | (6y!)? term from
V1, see Sect. 10. Since, as was shown in [16] and [17],
%fdX(auwi)2=<¢1IGI1I¢1>—L6€A_1<§¢i)2, (33)
we obtain from (32) and (34):
exp[—#'(#1)]=exp[—3<4' |G |¢"> =V ("], (36)
where
G '=E;G; '+ %z ¢E,, (37

with E, being the orthogonal projection on functions constant on 4,. G, differs
from G, only by the value of the infrared regulator &.
Upon iteration of (31)~(37), we obtain

exp[—#" (" )] =exp[—3{¢" G " D=V @ D], (38)
where
exp[— V" ("t )] =exp [%(1 - Cn)gf dx(0,y5" 1)2]
Jexp[— VYL 'GPyt + 2] dpy (Z7)/(y"t ' =0)

(39)
G, =EifG, ,+ 12" Vg, EE, .. (40)
Moreover
_ 1 ~ 1 ~1f3 o+
of, = — i Trlog(2nG,) + AL Trlog(2n{, 'CG,C™)
1
— - logfexp[ V(& 1duy(2"). (41)

This realizes the n'® BS transformation as an integral over the fluctuation field Z”".
Our aim will be to show that the effective interactions V" in the thermodynamical
limit converge with n to zero in a suitable sense.

Let us stress that the expression of the interactions V” as functionals of y*
rather than ¢" is not accidental. Due to the locality of the relation (29), it is much
more convenient to follow the dependence of V" on y". In the next section we shall
also see that the y" dependence arises naturally in the perturbative approach.
Before closing this section, let us list some of the (uniform in the volume) decay
properties of the kernels «/, and T, following directly by a momentum space
analysis of their explicit form,

| el SO, (42)
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| e — A ol = | SOQ) (e P17 e 7Fly =) (43)
10V, 1) el SO(1)e ™ Fl= (44)
(0 denotes the gradient on L™"A, V the one on A,),
10, e — 0t |z — PP S O(1) (e Plo ™ g 7Pl =) (45)
IS O(1)e Pl (46)

for an L-dependent constant . [In fact f can be chosen L independent in (42) to
(45) whereas in (46) it is O(L™').] Expressions (42), (44), and (46) were already stated
and proven in Appendix to [16] and Appendix 1 to [17]. Expressions (43) and (45),
which we find more convenient to use here, are proven the same way (separately for
Ix—ylél and Ix——y[> 1).

3. Perturbative Approach to the Renormalization Group and Its Significance

Here we shall study the effective interactions in the leading orders of the
perturbation expansion. It has to be stressed that we shall not expand in the powers
of the initial coupling constant A, of the quartic term since such expansion is not
self-consistent already in second order. Instead we shall perform a perturbative
analysis (to the second order) of each BS transformation in terms of the effective
quartic coupling constant A, of the corresponding scale.

Let us start with an ansatz

Vi(y") = gmy § dex(p})® — 64, § d2%,, (o) + A, § da(yl)*
—823 [ dedy .., W) W), M
where m? e [—A3/2, 13?]=1,, say, and

n—1

’@nzy = kzo Lz(nwk)%Ln—kan—ky = LGGOanLny - gnzy . (2)
The second quadratic term in (1) contributes to the Wick ordering of the quartic
one. The sixth order term corresponds to the diagram with the middle line being
the sum of the propagators of the fluctuation fields Z* with k<n. Although
irrelevant (of negative dimension), this term has to be carefully taken into
consideration because it gives an @(4?2) feedback to the quartic term in the new
interaction ¥"*!, which has to be weighted against other (/(A2) contributions.
Thus for V" given by (1), let us compute ¥"*! to order J? in the perturbation
calculus. We shall show that, up to a mass term and irrelevant terms with negative
dimensions which do not contribute to the | * term in the next step, (1) reproduces
itself with A,—2,,, —a,A2, where a,=0(logL)>0. Hence the second order
computation exhibits the dynamics of the quartic coupling which does not change
under the linear approximation to the RG transformation: as opposed to the case
of higher or lower dimension, in dimension 4, | y* is a marginal (dimensionless)
perturbation. The L dependence of o, shows why the perturbation expansion in 4,
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is not self-consistent. Computing 4, to the second order in 4, is equivalent to
computing A, to 0(A3) for L—L". Now, even for very small 1,, this would give a
large and negative result for n sufficiently large due to the logarithmic divergence of
o, with L— 0.

To simplify the notation, let us drop the index »n and let us replace n+1 by
prime. (2.39) gives

Viy)=—3(1-0) %j dz(0,9,)> + 3L m* [ de(y,)* — 612(A [ d2F 11 ()
+6LX A d2T 1 (w.)* + O(A?) terms quadratic in y’
+AJda(po)* =222 [ dady 2y 01, T 101, W) W)

—48L* 202 [ dedy By 11, T 11, (W)Y,
—36L'C%A% [ dadyy(T 1.1, (W,) (¥),)°

— 8L 24 [ dody T 1,1, T 1,41, (W) W,
+A8LX22% [ dady %1, T 101, W2 W,
—8L2PA* [ dedy 2, ., (W) ()’

—8B012 [ ddy Tr1, (0 (W) + 0G) ©
The third and the fourth term on the right-hand side of (3) make up
—6(A[dxF, (), 4
since
Yy =G a1y = TLary) )

see (2.16). The rest of the quadratic terms may be written as a sum of a relevant
mass term of dimension two 4(I2{m?+ 0(A%)) | (y")?, a marginal (dimensionless)
kinetic term 3({ — 1 + 0(A?)) § (8y")? and irrelevant (negative dimension) quadratic
contributions. This step, as well as its analogue for the quartic terms discussed
below, are in fact somewhat more tricky than usual since the kernels of the
expressions on the right-hand side of (3) have only Z* translation invariance while
living on L™ " A. The precise way to circumvent this difficulty in extracting the “zero
momentum” or “p*” contributions to the diagrams will be discussed later. The
wave function renormalization { of ¢’ will be taken as to eliminate the | (3y’)? term
from V. Hence 1 —{ = (¢)(A%) and can be dropped from the other terms of (3) in our
approximation. The non-local terms of the fourth order in (3) can be written as the
local marginal expression 64! f ()%, 64> = O(A?), plus irrelevant contributions of
negative dimensions,

5}.1 = - 72L42,2 j dw _f dyQLxLyg-LxLy_48L4/12 j’ dw j d%’@LwLijyLy
Oo Oo
“36L42 | da | dy(Tpar, ) —48L42 | do [dy Ty, T0,0,
Do Oo

B | dadyT 11y (6)
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In Appendix 1, we show that the main contribution to the right-hand side for L
large comes from the third term corresponding to the bubble with two 7 lines. The
bubble diverges like ¢O(logL) for L—oo. This term dominates for L= L the other
ones corresponding to the bubble XX with one  and one “harder” line or to

with 7 or a “harder” propagator on the open line (the latter terms vanish

i . H
in fact). Hence ACTIAP< —dit<iCT 1 (7)

for some n-independent (but L dependent) constants C_, C, >0. Altogether the
fourth order terms on the right-hand side of (3) may be written as

(A4 621§ dx(p))* + irrelevant terms of order A2+ 0(A31?), ®)
with 64! satisfying (7).
Finally, since by (2)
g;y = LZ"@LxLy + LZnyLy s ®
the sixth order term of (3) is
— 8% [dody 2, (v.)* w,)*. (10)
Summarizing,
V() =35(Lm? + O0((X))) [ dx(y,)* — 62’ [ dxF., ()
+ irrelevant quadratic terms of order (1)?

+ A dx(y))* + irrelevant quartic terms of order (1)?
—8(XY [ dedy 2, (.)’ W,)* + O((4)*"), (11)
where
V=4S + 0. (12)

It is clear that we could have added to V irrelevant quadratic and quartic terms of
order, say, O(4%?) and ©(A7'*) respectively and six or higher order @(1'3/6) terms
without essentially changing the result of our analysis. From the form of the new
mass term in (11), it is obvious that we can find a closed subinterval J C I such that
for m* going through it while other entries of V" change continuously,
m’? =L*m? + O((X)?) sweeps I' = [ — ()32, (A)3?]. This will allow us to choose in
an iterative procedure a sequence I, 2 J2J5D...DJP D ... of closed intervals such
that for m3 running through J§, m2 sweeps I,,. Following [6], we locate the critical
mass of the infinite volume theory, m2,(1,), as the point of NJ%. For m2 =m2,(1,)
we can iterate our perturbative analysis. From (7),

1 L 1 1 1 .
Z Tl - <4 1
/1+3CJr =H5/11=/1+3c_ (13)
for small 4, so that the assumption
c- <A< € (14)

no+n Ho+n |
carries through: the effective fourth order couplings A, should decrease like ¢ (;) .
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This shows the perturbative asymptotic freedom in IR of the critical ¢5 theory.

Summarizing: Our perturbative analysis carried over to the second order of the
effective coupling constant at each distance scale (to be distinguished from the
second order analysis in 4,) tells us that the effective interactions vanish in the limit
oflong distances. The purpose of this paper is to prove this rigorously by providing
appropriate estimates for the perturbative and non-perturbative corrections to the
above arguments.

The problem with the perturbation expansion is that it is based on expanding
the right-hand side of (2.39) (or of its logarithm) into powers of ¥ which, even if
given by (1) with small A, becomes arbitrarily large in certain regions of the
functional space of the fields y=L"{*?y} .+ Z, namely, where |p|>O(A~ /%)
Let us consider first small BS fields v, [y’| < O(4~1/*). Still ¥ becomes large if | 2| is
large and the perturbation expansion for ¥’ in terms of powers of A would diverge
[we may expect the behavior of the type of O(n!) for large order n, typical for ¢*
integrals]. If we limit the functional integral in (2.39) to fields Z [and hence, by
(2.25),(2.42), and (2.46) also fields 2] with absolute value smaller than O(1~*/#), we
may easily bound small corrections to the first perturbative orders using more or
less standard cluster expansion arguments to control the volume dependence of
the expressions. The corrections coming from the large values of Z will be shown to
always carry non-perturbative small factors O(e **~ ) due to the small
du,-probability of |Z,|= O(4~1/%). However, we have to know that as well as the
contributions of large fluctuations Z to V'(y’), also the ones to the first Taylor
expansion coefficients of V" around v'=0 (e.g. to 1) are small. We shall guarantee
this by passing to fields yp and ¢’ with small imaginary parts, [Imy),
Imwy’| < O(4~ %) (i.e.in strips) and proving together with the bounds for small and
large Z contributions to V'(y’) their analyticity in y’. Then the bounds for the
contributions to the derivatives of V"’ at ¢’=0 will follow by Cauchy estimates. As
far as the properties of V (y) for large i are concerned, we shall assume inductively
stability bounds for the large y contribution to the Boltzmann factor e "), They
will guarantee the strip-analyticity of e """ and will assure that the small dy,-
probability of large fluctuations Z is not affected for small v’ by the interaction.

Of course small or large field values may occur simultaneously in different
space-time regions and our analysis has to take into account the space-time
relations ignored in the above discussion. Here we shall follow the spirit of [4]. The
crucial fact is that, although the recursion (2.39) does not preserve the locality of ¥,
it may be expected to preserve its approximate locality because the only new non-
locality present in (2.39) is due to the approximately local relation (2.25) between &
and Z. Hence we expect coupling of different space-time regions in (2.39) to be
exponentially decaying [with the correlation length being ((L)] and shall use
cluster (high temperature) expansion techniques to exhibit the decay. The
expansion will allow us to perform the small field-large field analysis in an
essentially local way. This will be the topic of the next section. Let us stress the
contrast between (2.39) and the complete functional integral of a critical theory
with infinite correlation length. The success of the RG lies just in the reduction of
the latter problem to a sequence of high-temperature ones with bounded
correlation lengths.
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4. General Form of Effective Interactions

In this section the inductive assumptions concerning the analyticity properties of
V* are stated. Let us start by describing the sets of small fields y". As introduced,
Y= 4", ¢" being the independent variables. Since the above relation is non-
local and it will be essential to trace the local dependence (and analyticity) of V" on
y" rather than on ¢", we shall enlarge the space of small fields to a certain space of
complex y"s not necessarily of the form .7, ¢".

Let us pave L™" A with the lattice of blocks 4 of size LN centered at points of
INoZ*, [N will later appear as the scale of the cluster expansion. A subset of L™" A
being a union of blocks 4 will be called paved. For a paved set X CL ™" A, let

A (X)={complex ¢"=(y"),ze L""AnX:
[ |<Ci(ng+m'/* for zeX,
|1P';‘“1P;|/I$_%|<C0C1(”0+n)1/4 for z+y,z,yeX,
10,0 =0, W)/l — y1*? < CoCi(ng+m)''* for 2y,
z, y,z+L "e,, y+L "e, e X}. (1)

This will be the set of small fields on X. As we see, we have bounded not only the
values of " but also those of its derivatives and of the exponent 2/3 Hélder
derivatives of the derivatives of ¢". Let us notice that for v" = o7, ¢", the first bound
of (1) with X = L™" A would imply the next ones [for C, = Cy(L), as we assume] due
to (2.26),(2.43), and (2.45). For more general small fields, we postulate these bounds
in order to guarantee the smallness of irrelevant terms of ¥V, in which derivatives of
y" will appear, sec below.

We shall inductively assume V*(y®) to be an even analytic functional on
A (L™" A) vanishing at zero. We shall also assume V" to possess all the euclidean
symmetries of the unit lattice.

Let us denote by V(") the k™ order of the Taylor series for V" at zero and by

2.(p) the remainder of the expansion up to order k—1. We shall take the

quadratic term of V" of the form:

Vi) =4m2 § deo()? =64, do G (W) + X J dody K, (0,0 — 0,0) 0,07
@
This specifies the form of the second order irrelevant terms. Notice the absence of
the [ (0y)? term entirely absorbed into the Gaussian measure by wave function
renormalization, as discussed in the previous sections.
For the quartic term in V", we put

Va") =2 de(w?)* + 2 Vv, ®)

where V74(y") is the restriction to the diagonal of a quartic nonsymmetric form
V", v, v, v4) depending on the fields y” defined on the paved set Y. y7 enters
Ve (", ..., ) only through its differences at pairs of points. This guarantees the
irrelevant character of 3 V2(y"), to be contrasted with the marginality of
A § (") Y

We could have written the irrelevant contribution to ¥} in a more transparent
way as [ dod¢dewdzdy N ,,dmytpﬁtpjw:(tp;—w;). The other form is preferable since
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we would not be able to extract satisfactory bounds for the kernels N,. The twidle
in V,y signals that these expressions do not contain the whole quartic contribution
to V"

Finally, for the sixth and higher order contributions to V", we assume

26" = =843 | dady 2, (W) (v)* + > V2ew™, 4

see (3.1) and (3.2). Even functionals I7£ or(¥") are assumed to depend only on "
restricted to the paved set Y, to be analytic on 3#°(Y) and to have the Taylor series
starting with sixth order terms.

In the next sections, we shall formulate inductive bounds for the building
blocks of the interaction V" introduced here. For the time being it is enough if we
keep in mind that mZ, K,, 4,, A2, Q,, V2, and V2 ¢y are small and exponentially
decaying with the separation of the points of the kernels or of the points of the sets
Y, the second property expressing the approximate locality of V"

Now let us discuss the large field contributions to the Boltzmann factor e
First, notice that we may write

2 (") =] dz(yl)* + 2 V2 ay") = A dz(wi)* + V2 4(v"), )

yn

where
M =Vhw"n -8 ¥ [de[dy2,, W)W+ Via@w™. (6)

(d1,42) 41 43
AgudAy =Y’

This implies for the Boltzmann factor

exp[~Vz4]=11(exp[~ V2ayl=1+ 1D exp[—2, [ (v")*]

= 3 TT(exp[—V2ay,]—1)exp[— 4, ()*]. 7

Yo} a

Let us introduce the following convenient terminology. A paved set X will be
called connected with respect to a collection S of paved sets if each set of S lies
either in X or outside X and if X cannot be divided into two proper paved subsets
without dividing some of the sets of S. X will be called connected if it is connected
with respect to pairs of nearest neighbor blocks 4, 4, in X.

Now let D be a paved setin L™ " A. Let S be composed of connected components
(c.c.)of D and of sets of { Y, }. Let { X} be the collection of the c.c. with respect to S of

Du (U Ya> intersecting D. Let us fix {X;}. It is clear that the sum over {Y,}

factorizes now to the sums inside each X, and the outside sum. Thus we obtain
from (7)

exp[—Vi.(y")]= {;} I g, (W") exp [ —4 jD dz(p)*~ 3 Vs 4y(w")} > (8)

YC~uX;

where the sum over {X;} runs through collections of paved disjoint sets such that D
c U X, and each DnX; is a non-empty union of c.c. of D. In (8),

g = 3 TT(exp[~ P24y, (W] —1exp [ 4 ] dw(wi)“)] , ©)
{Yo} a DnX;
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with {Y,} running through collections of paved subsets of X; such that X, is
connected with respect to the c.c. of D and Y,’s. Notice that g (") depends only on
VX,

The main point of the partial resummation of the Mayer expansion (7) inside D
is that (8) remains valid also for fields which become large inside D. Given
y" =/ ¢" for a real BS field ¢", define D(yp") as the smallest paved set such that

w2l <2C1(no +m)'"* exp[{50d (2, ~D(y")] (10)

for a =¢f [for B see (2.42) to (2.46)] with some sufficiently small ¢ > 0. Thus D(yp") is
the set of points, where y" becomes large but only exponentially fast with the
distance from ~ D(y") (the last condition will take care of the exponentially
decreasing tails in the interfield coupling). The set of the large fields will be defined
as

20, X)= U @'x+H (X)), (11)

W= "

where the union is taken over real fields ¢” such that D(yp") is a subset of the paved
set D. Notice that although we have admitted arbitrary small fields y", the large
fields have the original form y"=./,¢", ¢" real, up to a small field correction.
Notice also that

DD, X)|x\pC3A(X\D). (12)
Indeed, for y" =7, ¢" with D(y™")CD,
[ <2C (o +m)'"* if 2¢D (13)

by (10). Moreover
e —yl/lz— 9| = (1 o= L nyl 12— ) 147

SO T (e e Py | dalyl)
x O

Lad(x, ~D)

<O) Cy(ng+n)M4 3 (e Flz=> g™ Fly ~x1) £10

SO(1) Cy(m+m)*<2CoCo(ng+m)'/* (14)
for , ¢ D and Cy, = Cy(L) by (2.43), (2.26), and (10). Similarly
10,95 — 8, W/l — y|** <2CoCy(ng +m)'* (15)

for x,y¢D and C, large enough. Hence yp"e€24°(~D) [or more precisely
V" p€24 (~D)] and (12) follows from (11).

For large fields, we shall not insist on the analyticity (or even on the existence
for complex ") of V"(y") but will simply assume the analyticity of the Boltzmann
factor exp[—V*(v™)] on 2(D,L™"A) together with the representation (8) for
exp[— V2 4(y™], where g3>(y") are even functionals depending on p"|,, analytic
on 2(D, X,). The precise stability bounds on g3” will be stated in Sect. 6. Here we
mention only that g% decays exponentially with the separation of points of X; and
is bounded but not necessarily small.

For large fields, the relation (9) does not make sense any more but we shall still
have a relation between ¢%” and ¢3! for DD D, easily following from (8). Namely,
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on 2(D,, X),
7= 3 rilg;'z?lrg(exp[—Vgua‘]—l)exp[—zn f (w")‘*], (16)

X3, {o (D\D1)nX
where we sum over collections of disjoint sets X;CX, D;nXCuX,, D;nX;isa
non-empty union of c.c. of D, and Y, C(X\LX,) with X connected with respect to
cc. of D, X;, and Y,. Notice that (9) follows from (16) (and analytic continuation)
if we put D, =0. Equation (16) also implies that if DnX =D;nX then g3° and
g%t coincide on 2(D,, X).

5. Local Analysis of the Renormalization Group Recursion

The proof that the general form of the effective interaction discussed in the
previous section is preserved by the RG transformation is based on a cluster
expansion argument for the fluctuation integral of (2.39).

Again in order to simplify the notation, we drop the sub-(super-) script # and
replace n+ 1 by prime. Define

exp[ — W)= Jexp[— V(L 'y +2)]dpy(2). M

As compared to V7, see (2.39), W’ contains a constant term as well as a | (0y")? one
and the field strength has not been renormalized in it.

The first step of the expansion for the right-hand side of (1) consists of localizing
the regions in which & field is large. This is done with the help of a partition of
unity

1= Zﬁ:XTJ(Z)> @

where p=(p,), ue A,=A,\LZ*, p,=0,1, ..., and y; is the following characteristic
function

1L)= 1;1 {10+ m)1/4py S |Zul < (no+m)1/A(py + 1)} - 3)
uedy,

Notice that p =0 selects small Z and hence (due to (2.25),(2.42), and (2.46)) small Z.
Given p, let us define the large & region R by
R= ) {L4:4cL™ YA, d(LA,u)<10a” 'log(p,+ 1)} . 4)
ucdy,
Thus Z can become large in R but only exponentially fast in the distance from ~ R.
Given set D’, where the BS field v” may get large and the set R of large
fluctuations Z, let us define the set D of large fields p=L" 'y} .+ Z:

D=LD'UR. (5)
Notice that if ' €3LP(D’, L "* Y A) and Z is in the support of y; then
pe29g(D,L"A). (6)

Indeed
L Yy, . e39(LD, L "A)C39(D,L " A). )
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Moreover, by (2.25), (2.42), (2.46), (3), and (4),

2= (SO | <0(1) S ¢ Pz

uecd,

<01 (n, +n)1/42e 4 (p,,+1)

=Blz—u| + txd(u ~R)

=0(1) (n +n)”42

L —ad(z, ~R)
SO (ng+n)'e i < 15Ci(ng+n)t* et )]
for C; = C,(L)so that Z e 52(R, L™ "A)C52(D, L™ " A). Thus after inserting (2)
under the integral of the right-hand side of (1), we may express the integrand
exp[—V(w)]=exp[—Vy(w)]exp[ — V> 4(p)] using (4.2) and (4.8) with D given by
5).
This way we obtain

exp[— W (y)]= PP ITTgz(w)exp [ —3m? [ doy2+ 64 d2G, 2
P i 3

—ad(z, ~

— 3 [dedy K2 0,0, —0,w,)0p,—4 | dxys
"y ~D
- ; 17; 4Y(1/))j| Xﬁ(z)dlh(z) . ®)

Let us localize the irrelevant quadrat1c term of V, Z f dzdy K% (0w, —0,p,)0,p,
by writing it as ZVZY(I/)) where Y is the smallest paved set containing

z,y,z+L "e, and y-i—L e,. Mayer expanding
exp[— S Vy— X V>4Y} for all i
YZX,

YC~UX;
under the integral of (9), we obtain

exp[—Wu)I=X T 3 3 [TIgz ()

P X3{Ya}{Yg} i

-exp [ —Lim?{dzy2 +6A[ da%, 2 — Z,: Yg(' 7,y (p)—4 NfDdxlpi]
TT(exp[— Py, )]1—1) 1;[ (exp[— Vsuy,)1— D 1(D)du(2),  (10)

where Y, are not contained in a single X; and Y; do not intersect UX.

We still have to decouple the non-locality of the right-hand side due to the
kernels .o«/QI''/? = ./ relating the fluctuation fields 2 and Z, see (2.25). Let {U,} be
the partition of the volume L "A into unions of blocks LA(ACL™®*V /)
connected with respect to X, Y,, Y; and the pairs of the nearest neighbor blocks

LA,, LA, such that LA, CR. The reason for taking this “collar” around R will
become clear in a moment. Define

Y=Ly, . +MZ=L"'yp; . +2*, (11)
where (for x;,_being the characteristic function of U,)

:;XU,///XU,C‘F k;{l Skk'(XUk%XUk’""XUk’%XUk)- (12)
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Notice that for (s,,) =0, #° does not couple different U,. We shall admit complex
Sy With
Isw] < 2rexp[3Bd(Uy, Uy)], (13)

where r will be chosen later. Notice that for x e U,

Z5=(M v Z)., +k§kskk'(ﬂ 1002).=Z1,+ 23, (14)
where for k' < k, we have put s, = 5. Following (8), we show that the first term on
the right-hand side is in 5 %2(R,, U,), where R,=RnU,. Let us consider the

second term. Proceeding again like in (8), we notice after the fourth step that for
ue U,

3Bl —ul= 1o0d(u, ~R)+3Bd(U, Uy), (15)
(since for u€ R |x —u|=d(u, ~R) by the construction of U,’s) and conclude that
|25 S5 C(no+m)t'* (16)

for C, = C,(L,r). Similarly, we show that
|25 — szy!/|$_%§%coc1(no+")l/4 for z,yeU, (17)

and )
10,25~ 0,25 |z — y I <5 CoCy(ng +m)t*
for z,y,z+L "e,y+L "e,eU, (18)

[note the crucial character of the limitation of the points to a single U, in (17) and
(18)1.
Altogether, we infer [using also (7)] that for v eiIZ(D',L-"*YA) [or
v e3LI(D', L7 Uy,
Z,e52(R,Up), Z5es4 (U) and y'e2(LD'UR,U)). (19)
We shall use the following formula [24] interpolating between s=0 and s=1

expressions:
F()=3[ds;0,.7 (s), (20)
r

where the sum runs over graphs I (collections of pairs k < k’: called in what follows
lines), dsy= T xqo, 13(52)dss, 05 F (5)= 11 %97 (s) and in the argument of &
¢el ¢el Udy

on the right-hand side of (20), s, are set to zero for /¢TI
Splitting I' into the connected components, we may rewrite (20) as

F()= {;}H;IS(%)?(S), 2y

where {%,} is a partition of {U,} and
S(u,)= FZ § ds,cach, (22)

with the sum running through the connected graphs on %, S(%,)=1if %, is
composed of one U,.
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Applying (21) to (10), with s-dependence introduced according to (11) and (12),
we obtain

exp[-W)]=X2% 2 > X IHS(%)IiTgi(ws)

P XY} (Yp} {%y} v

- €Xp [ —im* [ dx(y})* +6A] do¥, (p2)* — x 2 Vay(p9)—4 NED dw(wi)“]
‘TI(exp[— Vay ()] -1) I;I (€xp[ — Voar,0)] - D1p(2)dps(2).  (23)

But the integral on the right-hand side of (23) decouples and the sums factorize

over thesets %,= |J U,. For thelater, one of the crucial observations is that for
Uy i .

X;CU, we may replace g% (v°) by g5 “®(y®), since v*e D(LD'UR,,U,) and D

NnU,=(LD'"UR,)nU,, see the remark following (4.16). Also, for the factorization of

2 over %, it is important that together with LA, CR,, we have included into U, all

tfle nearest neighbor blocks LA,. Otherwise we would encounter the non-
factorizing condition that %,nR is a c.c. of R.

Let us introduce paved sets X,C L™"*" A such that LX’, =%, but admitting
X, =4 only inside D’. We can rewrite (23) as a partition function of a polymer
system with (disjoint) polymers X:

exp[— W)= T TTox,(w)exp [ - 2 Wj(w?] - (24)
x5y 4S5
The polymer activities are given by
W)=Y ¥ Y IS@I1g%.w")
P {Xi} {Yo} (Y} i

-exp [ —im? | da(l?+64 | de¥ 0’ =% % VarW)=4 ] dx(wi)“]

i YCX;

' IJ (exp[— szu(ws)] —1) 1;[ (exp[— 17; 4Y,;(1Ps)] =D Zrx)dp(Zx)
el 3 W), 25)

where p=0 outside LX’, R= R(p) C LX"together with all blocks L4 having nearest
neighborsin R, D=LD’UR, X, are disjoint subsets of LX"and each Dn X, is a non-
empty union of c.c. of D, DNLX’'CuUX;, Y,CLX"but notin a single X;, YCLX"
(UX,) and % is the partition of LX"into unions of blocks LA connected with respect
to X;, Y,, Y; and pairs of nearest neighbor blocks L4;, LA4,, LA;CR. In (25)
Y=L, 1.+ M°Z 5, where Z, . vanishes outside LX’. We recall that X’ can
be equal to a single block A only of it lies inside D’.
The contributions of the single 4 clusters outside D’ are gathered in

exp[ — W)= Jexp[ —4m § el +64 ot (o2

- > I721/(1‘00)_/1b j dx(wﬁ)“— > 1724,,(1/)0)] Xo(Z1a)dp(Z ).
YCL4 LA YCLA
(26)
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It should be clear (see the precise estimates in the next sections), that Wj(y’) as well
as the polymer activities 2.(’) exist and are analytic for v e3L#'(4) and
v e3L9P (D', X’) respectively.

For v’ small (D'=0) in 1 Lo#"(X") put % () = 0,(). In this case the activities
ox- will be small and exponentially decaying with the separation of points of X".
We may exponentiate the right-hand side of (24), see e.g. Sect. 1.3 of [37], obtaining
for y elLa (L-®"*VA)

Wiy)= ; Wy (), @7
where for Y bigger than A,
1
Wiw)=— X ZZITADTex(v). (28)
(X}é),g_= ; = Ye £EYc 4
uXg=

In (28) y, runs over connected graphs of lines # joining vertices {1,...,ZE},
A(¢)=—1if X, _nX,, +0,where/=(/_,/.)and zero otherwise. The sum in (28)
will be shown to converge and give again small Wy (") with exponential decay in Y.
Using the Taylor expansion, we write

W) =W (0)+ W)+ Wiw)+ Wz6() |
=2, (Wr(0) + War(w)+ Wiy () + Wz er()) (29)

For a general set S C L™" A, denote by S the smallest paved set containing S. Let us
write for the quartic terms of W’

Wirw)= T Ade)t+ 3 VL) + Wir ()

L-17)- =
= L il de)*+ W)+ Wiy ). (30)
VzV}f(lp’) contains the O(Vs) and O((V)?) contributions to W,y(y"). As we shall
show below, N N
> Wirly) =02 de(wl)*+ W), G

where W2, as W,}, possess the expected properties of ¥,(1") (in particular, they
are irrelevant).

The extraction of the marginal term 84§ (y)* will be described in detail in
Sect.9. Here let us only mention that (31) cannot be written as
Wiy(p) = [ dzdiy(z) (w,)* + Wii(y), if only this still holds approximately up to
exponentially decaying tails.

Let us come back to (24) for y’ e 1 LY(D’, L~ ®*Y A). We shall now extract from
W'(y") the constant and the quadratic term as well as the part of the non-local
quartic one. The latter, after reshuffling it according to (31), will be reinstated back
in a moment.

Let us then introduce

exp[— W, J=exp[— W exp [ W)+ Wi+ 3 ﬁq,,]. (32)
By (24) and (29),
exp[— Wi, 0= ¥ [e%, eXp[— > Wi+ X WO+ W)+ X VzV‘{y] (33)
X5} v AC~D' Y Y
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Let us define the interior X of a paved set X as the union of ACX ‘which do not
touch blocks 4 C ~ X. Mayer expanding exp |3 (Wy(0) + Wsy) + 3 W,y |, the sum
Y Y

running over the paved sets Y which do not lie entirely in the interior D{of a single
c.c. D} of D’nX and resumming the clusters of this expansion outside the large field
region D’, we obtain

exp[—Wi,]= {;} [1dx = TTex,

(X'V 7

-CXP[—l | W)= X Wi+ ¥ M O+Wn+ 2 W4y] (34)

uX\D’ AC~0X; YC~uX; c~uX;
Here X, runs through the collections gf disjoint paved sets such that D'nX,isa
non-empty union of c.c. of D, D'CuX,, X, are disjoint and X;nX,=0.

F=3 33 HQXVH(eXp[WY¢(0)+W2Y°,] 1)

XY} (Y} v

Tlex[Wi] - e[~ ¥ Witi | @)

+ 33 (O + Wy + V“V;y)], (35)
D; YCD}

<Dy

where X, are disjoint, =+ D'nX CUX;, no ¥, and no Y,(CX) lie entirely in the
interior of a single c.c. D] of D'nX and X is connected with respect to X/, Y,, and
Y,
ﬂ.
In (34) we may exponentiate the sum over {X}:

)Y HQXYCXP[ 3 WA] =eXp[— )3 Wy] (36)

X3 v AC~uX; YC~uX;

see (28). Inserting (36) to (34) and using (29) and (30), we obtain
exp[— Wéﬂ = (;} 1_[9—32 CXP[ 2 Nj;y W)yY- X Wﬁ' > W>6Y:| (37)

YC~uX; YC~uX;

Now, using (31), we shall reinstate the factor exp [— D W,jy(tp’)] removed in
exp[— Wi ,], see (32). Y

exp[— Wi, J=exp[—W:,] CXP[—&U(W“- §W4§]

=Y 3 3 SI1d% l—I(CXp[—VT’&J—l)

X} (Yo} (Y} (¥} 1

THexp[ —Wer,] =D IT(expL — Wi, 1-1)
o= [ @ -0fw)-3 s WE 09

where we have partly Mayer expanded the non-local terms in the exponential. In
(38), Y, Y;C ~uUX,and no Y, lies entirely in the interior of a single c.c. of D’. Fixing
the clusters of the expansion on the right-hand side of (38) intersecting D’ and
exponentiating the outside sum, we shall obtain

exp[— Wi ]= Z H{%? CXp[ (4+04) jD,(wT‘— . X‘(W‘{H Wi+ Wésy)],
(39)
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where {X;} runs through the collections of disjoint paved sets such that D'n X ;isa

non-empty union of c.c. D}; of D" and D'CX ;.
F=3 33 STId%, [T(exp[— UABES 1)1_I(CXP[ Wi.-1)

(X1} (Yo} (Y} (¥} !

-TT(exp[—Ws7,]—1)exp [ —64 D[X wr-x X Wﬁr] (40)

y D; YCD;

with X, ,, Y;, and Y, as in (38) except that they lie in X and X has to be connected
with respects to them.

We still have to deal with the second order contributions to W. In fact we shall
show that for v'=./'¢’,

W) +6(A+0) | dx %, (w.)* =3(LPm* +om*) | dz(y.)* +30c X ] d=(d,p.)*
+ Z §dedy(L*KE, + K2 (0,49, — 0,0,) 0., - ' (41)
Now choosing the wave function renormalization
{=(1+dc)" 42)
[as will be shown |5¢| < 0(A7'*) and hence |1 —{] £ O(17*)], we may rewrite (41) as
W5 (1) =3(Lm? + om*) [ | d=(y,)?
—6(A+04)* [ d=29, (p.)* +3(1 —C)Z Jd=(0,y.)
+{ Z [ dedy (LK., +0K5) (0,40, —0,w,)0,.  (43)
Now for V;(y") with v’ =.7"¢", we shall get from (2.39) and (1),
Vi) =3m" [ de(y,)* — 61 | d=9, . (v,)* + ”Z §dedy K2y (0,4, —0,p,) 0%,

(44
provided that we define
m* =(*m? +om*){, 45)
X=(A+061)(, (46)
Kt =(L'Kf,, +0K5)L. (47)

By definition, we shall extend (44) to any L™ ®* 1) A fields v’ obtaining this way (4.2)
with n—n+1.
For the quartic term ¥V, we obtain from (2.39), (1), (30), and (31)

Vi) = Wi 2p) = A+ o) [ da(p,)* + Z (W)
+¢? 2 W) =4[ dz(p,)* + Z Virw), (48)

where we have set

Vip =C(Way+ Wi =UC Wiy (49)
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Equation (48) reproduces (4.3) for n—n+ 1. Similarly
VisW)=Wsos((V29)=~8() [ dedy 2, (v.)* (w,)* + ; Viex(w), (50)

where
ViefW) =W,y ({Pp)+8(4) ¥ [de Af dy 2., W) w,)*.  (51)

(41,42) 41
A1UA2=Y

This gives (4.4) for n-—>n+ 1. As we shall see, (49) holds e.g. on 3.4 (L™ ®*1 A) and
the contributions on the right-hand side have the desired analycity properties

(which should be clear already now).
For large v’ e.g. in 2(D’, L™ ®* Y A), (2.39), (4.6), (1), (39), (49), and (51) give
exp[—Vz4w)]= X T19%5 W) eXp[—i’ { de(y)*~ % Véu(w’)],
X J ~D’ YC~UX;

where (52)

g2 W) =g¢'(*y). (53)

(52) is (4.8) for n~»n+1. Again g7’ are analytic on 2(D’, X).

Equations (44), (48), (50), and (52) show that the general form of the effective
interactions described in Sect. 4 reproduces itself under (2.39). It is a straightfor-
ward exercise left to the reader to show that (4.16) also holds for n—n + 1, compare
Appendix 2 of [ 17]. In the following sections, we shall see how inductive bounds on
various contributions to the effective interactions carry through (2.39), and shall
show that they behave in accordance with predictions of Sect.3 [e.g.
Jn=0((ny+n)~1)]. This will establish the IR asymptotic freedom of the weakly
coupled lattice critical ¢ theory.

6. Inductive Bounds for the Effective Interactions

Small Fields

For a paved set X, by .#(X) we shall denote the length of the shortest tree on the
centers of the A blocks building X and, possibly, other points of the (periodic)
continuum.

The quadratic irrelevant term of the effective interactions will be controlled by
means of the estimate

[ da [ dylKi e — PP S0+ n) P oxp[ e (4,049], (1)

nxy

where a=¢f is the same constant which appeared in (4.10).
The effective coupling constant will be bounded by

C_(ng+m) 'S4 =Cilng+n) ! )

for0<C_<C,, C,=C,(L).
For the irrelevant quartic contributions, we assume

172 W%, wh, v, W S (no +1) >4 exp[ —aZ(Y)] 3)



222 K. Gawegdzki and A. Kupiainen

for v, 5, w4 € A (Y) and y} satisfying the bounds defining o' (Y), see (4.1), except
the first one for its absolute value [we recall that ¥,,(y", ..., w%) depends only on
the differences of v} at pairs of points of Y].

Finally 17é ey(¥") are analytic on 34°(Y) satisfying

|I7g sr(WIS (g +n) *Pexp[—aL(Y)]. )

The choice of powers of (n, + 1) ~1 = 0(4,) in (1), (3), and (4) has been dictated by
convenience. We could have respectlvely chosen O((ny+n)~2), O((ny+n)~ 2)
O((no+n)~ 1), and O((ny+n) 1) as well since the main contributions to K, and
come from the second order graphs —&— and XX and to Vg ey from the thlrd
order graph —H}—. The factors exp[—a.#(Y)] in our bounds exhibit the
approximate locality of V",

Large Fields

We assume that the large field contributions ¢%P(y") to the Boltzmann factor
exp[ — V3 4(y™] are analytic on Z(D, X) satisfying there

lg% (w")|<eXp[C2IDﬁX| Mnt? f dz |yl +204, I dac(lmw¢)4—0¢$(X)]

)

where C, =C,(L, N,) and for a paved set Y, | Y| denotes the number of the 4 blocks
building Y.

The choice of (5) is one of the crucial contributions into the analysis of the non-
perturbative corrections to the effective interactions (besides the idea to use the
analyticity in the field variables instead of the one in coupling constants). Let us
notice that (5) has a chance to iterate: § (Imy™)* goes more or less through the RG
recursion unchanged and A1/ | |p"|2— (I2AL2 4+ 0(4,)) | ly"* 1|2, which in the large
field region and for large C, [see (4.10)] should match the increase of the constant
term C,|DnX]| providing even a contractive factor which will be used to control
the combinatories of the cluster expansion.

At the initial step of the iteration when V(g) is given by (2.2), K5}, =0, 7,y =0,
265y=0, V5 6y=0 and

exp[—lo > qﬁ] if Xisac.c.of D,
gXD— XeX

0 otherwise .

(6)

Choice of n, corresponds by (2) to a choice of 4, (the bigger n,, the smaller 4,).
Writing AY/*@,.=a+ib with real a, b, we obtain
Ao Redt=a*—6a’b* +b* = 3a* —17b* = 3(a* + b*) —20b*
—C+2(a*+b?)—20b*= — C+ 3242 |¢,|> — 204, (Im ¢,)*, @)
so that (5) for n=0 clearly follows for C,=C,(L*"°).

We shall always assume that L>L, No=Ny(L), Co=Cy(L), C,=C,(L,N,),
C,2C((L,N,,C,)and ny=ny(L,N,, Co, Cy, C,). The initial ¢* interaction given
by (2.2) has the form described in Sect. 4 and for small 4, > 0 satisfies the inductive
bounds.
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The Main Technical Result

that we want to prove is the following: Suppose that V" has the properties
described in Sect.4 and fulfills the bounds of the present section with m2el,
=[—(no+n) 32, (ny+n)*?]. Then V**! has again the same properties with
n—n+ 1 except for the new mass squared which satisfies

M2, —Pm2| < O((ng+n)~"%). (8)

7. Inductive Step: Estimation of the Local Small Field Contribution
to the New Effective Interaction

We shall start the proof of the above stated result from the analysis of W}, see (5.26).
W), carries the main contribution to V".

Let us assume that v’ e 3 LA (4) and let ¥ (y°) denote the argument of the
exponential on the rlght hand side of (5.26). We recall that

=L, + > MZ, for xeLA. 48]
uclA
Let
av(Z,,)= XO(ZLA)dM(ZLA)/.f Xo(Zr)du(Zy ). 2

It is straightforward to see that for Z in the support of dv; ,, w° € 34°(L4). We
shall compute W, perturbatively. Let us denote

(== —exp[— VL W)V ZL)/ [ exp[ —tV W) ]dv(ZLs).  (3)

Thus
Wi ()= —log | exp[ — 7L (W)W (Z Lz —1og | xo(Z1.4) dps(Z,,5)

1 d —&n nl/2
- (j)%logjexp[—t"//LA(wo)]dv(ZLA)+(90(e stno+mi/2)
t
:<VLA>O~%<VI‘A;VLA>5+%£dt(1—t)2<“//LA§VLA;’VLA>:T

+ (e ), 4)

where {; ...;>T denotes the truncated expectation and the subscript at O(—) points
to the order of the expression in '’ [we use the weak definition of O(—) which does
not exclude «(—)].

In estimating the expectations on the right-hand side of (4), we shall use the fact
that if %, ;; 4() is an expression of order =k in y which is bounded on 4" (L4) by
C, then, since 4 |, 4 € O((ny+ n)" U4y A (L4),

f dt(1 -1 f

%> ks M Ly 4) AV(Z 1)

f |%szA(/ZZLA)|dV(ZLA) < 1),

k-1
= 1)'“”(1 0 Z

2

i=1 0t;

k

k
Us g fEMZy 4+ 3 ti'//l~u,-> I1Z,|dv(Z,,) SCO((no+n)~¥%),
i=1 i=1

H=0 ()
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where we have used the Cauchy estimate to bound the t derivatives. Loosely
speaking, the integral on the right-hand side of (5) contains at least k/2
contractions of pairs of Z fields and each such contraction yields an additional
O((ny+n)~ Y/?) factor as compared to the bound for the expression on 4 (LA).
Let us start the estimation with the first term on the right-hand side of (4)

{Via>o=3Dm? | da(p,? =674 da9 1 (w,)
4 4
FAJdz(p)* +6A7 Y [ da( My, <Z2)o(y.)
4 ueLd A

+ 2 [sz(L_ Yp-1)+ VarlL™ -1

YCLA
+ Y X ZB oV Lty M ooy M LT

1=5i<jS4 ueLA t J
+ <I7g 6Y(w0)>0 - <I7§ 6Y(w0)>0||p’ =o] —8I2) £ d$£ d%QLzLy(w;)s(‘P;P
—T2L*%7 ZLA Zo ;(' dz 2[1 dy"@LzLy% Lowl Lyu(w;)z(w;)z
—48L* A% 3 (ZD, 2‘1 dz £ dyQLzLyﬂLzuﬂLyu(w;)3w;

uelA

=I5 Y KZ,.Z,Do £ dz {1 Ay 2 1y My,

uy,...,u4elAd
: ‘%Lmuzﬂl‘yugﬂl,yu4w;w;
—48L°0 Y (ZyZpoldafdy 2, My,
A A4 4

Uiy...,Ug€L.

. ‘%Lyuz'/%Lyu:;ﬂLqu(lp;)Z + <’V‘LA>OIW’ =0- (6)

We shall estimate various terms of (6) with the use of (5). Note first that the
kernel 2 satisfies the following bound

n—1
[dz [ dy|2,,|< T 2079 [ de [ dylTip-rapn-r,|
44 42 k=0 A4 4z
n—1
SO(lexp[—3BL(4,04,)] T L2079 [ da | dyexp[—4BL Hz—yl]
k=0 4y 42
n—1
SO0()exp[—3fL(4,04,)] T L7270 [ dy e 148lel
k=0

SO()exp[—2pL(4,04,)], (7

where we have used the uniform exponential decay of 7, following from (2.19),
(2.42), and (2.46). Inequality (7) and the inductive bounds of Sect. 6 give

"VLA=(92(("0+")_1/2)+(04(1)+(9;6(("0+n)_1/2) ®)
on small fields. Thus, by virtue of (5), the constant in (6) satisfies

<"VLA>|W'=0=(O((”0+")_1)- )
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Let us pass to the quadratic contributions to {¥7 >, Using (6.3), we obtain
(W' e3LA (4))
T X X AZoVay(L -, s Mo s Moo e LT IS O((ng +1) %)

YCLA i<jueLA
(10)

(one Z contraction provides additional @((n,+n)~'/?)). The quadratic contri-
bution from Y (V. (1)), is
YCLA -

2
1

2 %)
YcLa dt?

<I~/§6Y(tL_llpL*1-+'%ZLA)>O (1n

t=0

and by virtue of (6.4) and (5) is bounded by O((n, +n) ™ >3) (there are at least two Z
contractions here). The last but one and last but two terms on the right-hand side
of (6) are, with the use of (8), bounded by O((ny+n)~>?).

The quartic contribution from ¥ (Vs ¢y (%)), is
Ycd -

1 d*

EYCZI:,AEI <I7§6Y(tL_1wi‘1~+%ZLA)>O (12)

t=0

and is bounded by 0((ny,+n)~ "'°) (at least one Z contraction).
The remainder of Y (7. ¢y (19°), is
Yc4a -

1 1 s
5_ gt(l_t)5F<Vg6Y(tL_1w£*1'+'ﬂZLA)>O— Wisaw'). (13)
Since by (6.4)

Z <V>6Y(tL_ ~iH MZ )0 S(ne+n)” 23 Z exp[—aZ(Y)]

STF+D(ng+n)~ 23 (14)

for Ny = N,(L) and since the constant, quadratic and quartic contributions to this
expressions were bounded [using (5)] by O((ny+n)~*3%), O((ny+mn) ) and
O((ny+n)~7'®) respectively,

(W2 ) S (L +2) (ng +1) "2 (15)

(all the time for v’ e3 LA (4)).
Finally, let us notice that {[]Z,,>, are given by their gaussian values with
O(e™ "M% corrections. Denoting

> VL 'y ) = W), (16)
YCL4

3 Var L™ - )= Wik@), (17
YCL4A
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we may summarize the above discussion by writing
{Viado=0o((no+n)" ) +3L2m* I dz(y,)?—6L2) 5 d2%1.W,)

+64L2 Py [ dee (M) (W,) + W)+ Ox((no +1) ™)

+ j’i d$(w$)4 - 72L4j‘2 .f dQD' j dy’@L¢Ly'ﬂLzu Lyu(wz)z (wy)z

ueLA a4

—8L2 3 [ da | dy sy, Myl (020

ueLA 4

W)+ Oullno +m) 7 =814% | deo [ dyp 0.1, (020 ()’

+ We ). (18)

The second term on the right-hand side of (4), —3{¥14; ¥ a0, is treated
similarly as the first one with the additional use of the fact that ¥} (L™ 1y -.) (i.e.
=0 term) does not contribute to the truncated expectation. A straightforward
analysis yields
1 . T __ -2 -3/2
=2V 03 V1020 =00((no+1) ")+ O((no +n)~>%)

- 36L4A‘2 Z j d$ «‘. dy%Lxu1%1.?”1‘%Lxu2ﬂLyu2(1Pz)2(wy)2

uy, u2eLA A
_48L412 Z ."d$ j dyﬂLzu1ﬂLyu1%Lyu2ﬂLyuz(ww)3
uy,uz2elA A
+48L47 3 [de f d%gLyLyﬂLxuﬂLyu(Wm)s +04((ng+n)~*?)
uelA A
SSUR T e {dyolly ol 0+ O (0 4107, 19

Equation (19) has been obtained by writing ¥7, as
Ox((no+n)~ 1/2) +0,(1)+ 0y ((ng+n)~ 1) +0,((ng+n)” 3/4) + @g s((no+n)~ 1/2) s

accounting explicitly for some contributions involving the first two terms and
estimating the others with the use of (5) which implies that {0, ((n,+n)");
0,((ng+m)H>T is a sum of 0,,((ng+n)P T4~ 1AETI=m)

Finally, let us consider the contribution of the third term on the right-hand side
of (4). Let us notice that since for v €3LA4"(4) and for Z in the support of dv,
|74 £ 0(1), when estimating non-vanishing terms {i;j; k>, we may undo the
truncation and replace the { ), expectations by the 1 =0 ones, provided we replace
the integrands by their absolute values and multiply the whole expression by ¢(1).
Thus we easily see that

Vs Vias Viadi =0o((no+n) ")+ 0,((ng+n) =)
+0,4((no +")_2)+@gs(("o +n)734) (20)

(in fact the last term can be replaced by 0 ¢((no+n)~ ") since the leading third
order contribution to it comes from the diagram -H4- which can be exhibited by
integration by parts).
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Gathering (4), (18}«20) and denoting
T poy = 2 Moy My, @n

uelA

[cf. (2.19) and (2.25)], we obtain
Wi)=0o((no+m)~ ) +3Lm* [ do(y,)* —6L°A | dz %L1 (,)
A A4

+ 624 [ de T 1,1, (L) + Wys(W) + Ox((no +1) ™ *%)
+ j’g dx(lp/w)‘t - 72L4/12 £ d$ £ dy’@LzLy'%L$Ly(w;)2(lp;)2

— 48142 £ de ;f‘ Ay 211y T aryr, W) 0,

—36L432 £ de £ AP (T 4r.01,) W) (0,

—4814)2 £ dz 2{ Ay T aroryT ary1, (W00,

+BLA2 [ de [ dy Gy, T aren, W)Y,

F W) +0ullng+m) ") =812 [ dar [ dy 21,0, (0 (9]
~8L222 [ de  dy T 411, (W) 0, + Weea¥) (22)

for y'e LA (4). Tn (22)
Né 64= Wélm + 05 6((no+m) ). (23)

Clearly analyticity of Wj on 3L (4) also follows.
By (23) and (15),

W2 6sWNS (L +3) (g +m) ™23 (24)

on 3 LA (A).

This ends the estimation of W}. Let us notice that (22) contains the same terms
of the second order in 4 as (3.3) except for the localization of the “hard”
propagators, 7 =4 QI'Q* of "oy, oA QI Py, JV2Q% of ;. We shall recover
the missing non-local parts of them in the non-local contributions Wy, Y+ 4.

8. Inductive Step:
Estimation of the Non-Local Small Field Contributions
to the New Effective Interactions

In the present section, we shall estimate the small field (D’ = @) polymer activities
ox ) for v e 3 LA (X)) (CLL2(P, X)), as given by (5.25). We shall be somewhat
sketchy, since the analysis is straightforward and has been done in detail for the
(V#)* model in Sect. 5 of [17] with comparison to which the present case is only
slightly more tedious.

First notice that for D’=§, D= R in g} (y*) appearing under the integral on the
right-hand side of (5.25): y* can be large only if the fluctuation field Z, . is large.
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Consider the terms of the expansion with R = 0. For g% (y°) we shall use the bound

(6.5). Since we would like to bound the s-derivatives occuring in S(U) by the

Cauchy estimate, we have admitted complex values of s, see (5.13). This might seem

dangerous as the factor exp [20/1 J (Im ws)“] gives a term exp[@0(Z*)] potentially
RnX;

non-integrable in R. But [see (5.11), (5.12), and (5.14)]

Imyp*=L""Imy;_ .. +ImZ%, )
and hence by virtue of (5.19) is bounded,
Imys|S3C (o +m)~ 1. @
Thus (6.5) implies
lgx (W) Sexp[O(DIRNX | —a L (X))]. €)

For the mass and Wick ordering quadratic terms in (5.25), we easily get

1CXP|:—%W12 4=l +64 | dxgw(wi)z]

éeXp[(O((no+n)””2)lX’|+(9((no+n)_1) 2 Zf]- )

uelX’

By (4.12) and (5.19), Z* (as well as ] - ) is small, i.e. bounded by O((n, + n)'/*)
outside R. Hence

exe[~2 1 "]

+0(o+m ™) I 127

< ‘exp[—l J @) +O)IR
< ’eXp[—l J (w?“]
+0((no+m) " )X+ O((no +m)~ 1) %X,Zf]- e
Also, by (7.22),
o5

Furthermore, since ¥;CLX"\R, and consequently (again by (4.12) and (5.19))
v e3A (LX\R),

exp [@(I)IRI

= ’eXP [i ; (w?“] exp[O((no+n)~ ' H)IX]. (©)

V2 4y, S O((no+1)~ ) exp[ — 0L (Y)] (N
and _
lexp[— Vaay, ()] — 1|2 O0((no+m) " *) exp[ —a L (¥p)]. ®)

Finally, we have to treat the ¥,,(°) contributions under the integral of (5.25).
Since Y might intersect R, they need a careful treatment. It is convenient to use the
following general relation.

Lemma. If we 2(D, X) and YCX, then
w€<(9(1)+(9((no+n)“”4) 3 exp[—pd(¥, )] le) A®, O

xeDn
xeZ*

where, as always, O, denotes the unit cube centered at x.
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Notice that in particular if YNnD =0, (9) implies that 2(D, X)|; CO(1)A (Y)
which is a weaker version of (4.12).

Proof of Lemma. By the definition (4.11) of 2(D, X),
p=APp+P, (10)
where D(/¢)CD and e A (X). Now for =€,
(£¢).1=0(1) Z e Plemlig |

x€dn

sO0MLe Pl f \P=O(1) T e Flem f ||

xeDnX

~Blz—x| + alx x|

+0(1) ¢sze (ny+n)*
=0(1) Z e~ x)f lpl+ O((no +m)*1*), (1D

xeDnX

where we have used in turn: (2.42), (2.21), (4.10) together with the fact that for x¢ D
NnX, d(x, ~D)=<d(x, X) and smallness of ¢. Similarly we show that for =, y €Y,
(4 9)..— (A $),|/|z — y| is bounded by the rlght -hand side of (9) as well as |(0,.%/¢).,
— (0,4 ), |/l — »*? if additionally z + L™ "¢, and  + L™"e, arein Y. Equatlon 9)
follows now from the definition (4.1) of 4 (Y)

Let us see how (9) works. Since on 5°(Y)

Vay)| £ O((no+n)~ ) exp[—aZ(Y)], (12)
see (4.1) and (6.1) and since, by (5.19), p*e Z(R,, U,) then, for Y CU,, (9) implies
oy (W) < [(9(("0 +m) ™+ 0((ne+n)~%?) (xg exp[—pd(¥, x)]

. E{ lwsl>2]eXP[—a$ ()]
SO((no+m)" ) exp[—aL(Y)]+O((no +n)~**) exp[ —a L (Y)]
- 2 exp[—pd(Y, x)—pd(¥, y)] f v’ f v (13)

X, YeRk

Now if Y, is not in a single X, (or in a simple c.c. of R), then

d(x, ~R=d(Y,x)+ £ (Y,) +0(1) (14)

and
d(y, ~R)=d(Y,y)+ L(¥)+0(1). (15)

Hence, since v* e D(R,, U,),

exp[ — 1o2d(Y,, x) — 150d(¥,, y) — a2 (Y)] Dfx v’ ny W= O((no+n)''*) (16)

and
oy () S O((no+1)~ Hexp[—302(L)], (17)
lexp[ — Var (01— 1| S O((no+n) ™ exp[—FaZL(Y)]. (18)
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For other terms ¥,,(y°) appearing in (5.25), namely, those with Y C X, we get
from (11) applying the Schwartz inequality

P2y, (W) S O((no+n)~ ") exp[~ 0L (V)] +O((ng +m) > exp[ — F0.2(Y)]
'ERCXp[—ﬂd(Y,X)]DI y*l? (19)

and

x

% 3 P SO0 +0) X 1+0((o+m) ™) 3 [ Iy
<O +m) X 1+0(no+m) ) T ZE (20)

Gathering (3)+8), (18), and (20) and using the Cauchy estimates to bound the
s-derivatives of S(%) of (5.25), we obtain
lexl=22 2 X 3 X [T ('exp[—3pd(Us, Up)D)

p X} (Yo} (Y} Te={(k,k")} (k,k")el e

- €Xp [(9(1)IR| +0((no+m)~ VX —aX Z(X)

- %a% L(Y) —OC%: ﬁf’(Yﬂ)} ];I O((ng+n)~YH) 1;[ O((ny+n)~1%)

-Jexp [(9((110 +m)” 4 3 Zf} 1 Zix)dp(Zox) - (21)
uelX

It is straightforward, compare formula (5.38) of [ 17], to show that the sum of terms
with p+0 on the right-hand side of (21) [for r>7,(L, N,)] is bounded by

(9(@_6(”0+n)1/2) exp[——’]ag(X,)] . (22)

The non-perturbatively small factor @(e™*"*""*) comes from small Gaussian

probability of large Z. For p+0 the integral on the right-hand side of (21) is
bounded by ¢ (exp[—s(no +n)/ 22 P3 ]) This allows us also to control Z and

provides a decay factor in the size of R which together with the other decay factors
allows us to extract, say, exp[ —$a.Z(LX")] out of the whole expression. This
factor is bounded in turn by 0(1) exp[ — O(L)x#(X")], where, by taking L= L,
we have replaced (L) by 7. Sums over { X}, { Y.}, { ¥}, and I are controlled by the
remaining decay, and other small factors.

Let us consider now the terms of (5.25) with p=0. Their analysis is very similar
to that of (7.4). The only substantial difference is that we usually stay in a big
volume, with H exp[ —+Bd(U,, U,)] coming from the s-derivatives through the

Cauchy estlmates and the tree decay factors of sz or V>4Y [together with the
connectivity constraints imposed on the sums in (2.25)] prov1d1ng the desired
decay factor exp [ — 7a.%(X")] for the contributions to ¢x.("). As in (7.22), some of
the terms of the lowest order will be listed explicitly. Thus we list
a) the quadratic terms linear in A produced by a single s-derivative (no Y, no

Yy),

’ b) the quadratic irrelevant terms coming from a single Y, contributing
Yoy (L™ 'y} 1) (no s-derivatives, no ¥;’s),
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c) the quartic terms coming from a single Y; contributing Vey (") with at most
two s-derivatives and no Y,

d) the quartic terms proportional to 4> coming from the contributions with no
Y, and no Y; and s-derivatives hitting at most twice the exponential of the local part
of V(y®), partially cancelled by terms of a) multiplied by the terms
612 dzT,; ., (v.)* coming from the expansion of exp [W/],

_ ¢) the quartic irrelevant terms coming from a single Y; contributing
Vay (L™ '97-1) (no s-derivatives, no Y,s),

f) the sixth order terms proportional to 4> coming from the contributions with
no Y, no ¥; and s-derivatives hitting at most twice the exponential of the local part
of V(v’),

g) the sixth order terms coming from a single Y contributing Vey SL Lpl-1)
(no s-derivatives, no Y,’s).

The terms which are not listed are of higher order and we shall extract from
their sums explicit powers of (n, +n) ! using an analogue of (7.5) (one contraction
again produces an extra O((ny+n)~!/?). Let us denote for i=2, 4

W)= 3 Pyl 'pi-1), (23)
Y (L) - =Yy
compare (5.30), (7.16), and (7.17). A straightforward analysis sketched above (we

leave the details as an exercise) results in the following representation for gy(y")
into which the p#0 contribution bounded by (22) has been also absorbed:

ex (W) =0((no+m) " exp[—Ta L (X"]
—6L°4 3 [ deT 4,1.1.0.) — Wax (@) +05((ne +m) =)

(41,42) 4y

cexp[— 70 (X)]+ 72047 3 [de Af Ay 21017 4311, W) (W)

(41,42,43) 41

+48L4/12 Z -‘. dw Aj'z d%"@LzLyyAgLyLy(wlz)&u);

(41,42,43) 41

412 7’\2 732
+ 18L )’ Z I d$ j dy%3Lmng-A4LyLy(wz) (Wy)
A1, 44) A A2
A1 F A3, 42 F 44
(A1043)"(42044) % B

+36142 Y [ de | Ay T grery T airer, W) W)

(A1,...,44) 41 Ay
+48L4}‘2 z j d$ .f d%‘ZngLy‘g—Az;LyLy(w;)sw;

(41,...,44) 41 A3

—BI*2 Y [da Af Ay % 1,1, T 4001,V

(41,42,43) 4,
— Wi @)+ 0,((no+n)~ %) exp[— T0.L(X")]
+81222 3 [ d= jf dy 21,0 W,)°

(41,42) 44
HSLE X de | dy T, 00
1,42,43) A1 2

—Wesx @)+ 05 6((no+m) " **)exp[ — 0L (Y)] (24)
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for v’ e LA (X’), where in the sums (4,) are such that U4, = X" [if there are none
such (4)), the term does not appear],

>6Y (y")
1 1 5 dé . . i

= 31y, _12 . ,fdt(l —1) P § Voor(tL™  Wy- 1.4+ MZyy) xo(Zry)dp(Zy) .
ly:@a-H-=v0 25)

As in (7.14) and (7.15), for v e LA(Y), we have
- (2 4+2)(ng+n)~ 2P exp[ —aZ(Y)],
a0 oy +9)  oxpl O,

where the factor I? is due to the presence of at most L? Y’s in the sum of (25) with
Z(Y)=2L(Y).

It is instructive to compare (24) with (7.22) or (3.3) to find out that it contains,
besides the non-local terms of the second order in A missing in (7.22), also a term
corresponding to a disconnected second order perturbative diagram (the third
quartic term).

Given (24), (5.28) implies a similar representation for Wy (with Y # A), compare
(5.54) of [17]. The difference, besides the change X'+ Y, consists of the
disappearance of the perturbative quartic term corresponding to the disconnected
diagram cancelled by the =2 contribution of (5.28) and of replacement 7a—6x [a
fraction of the tree decay factors is used to bound the sums on the right-hand side
of (5.28)].

Thus for v’ €3 LA (Y),

Wy () =0o((no+n)~ ) exp[ —60.L(Y)]
+6122 Y [ deT 4. (W)

(41, 42) Ay

+ W51+ Oy((no+1) ) exp[ - 60.L(Y)]
_72L4}’2 Z j dw j d%"@LmLy’/A;;LzLy(lpz)z(w‘y)Z

(26)

(41,...,43) 4 43
—4814)2 > » J‘ da I Ay 21,1, T 4311, 0DV,
——36L4/12( z jf der I Ay T ororyT auLor, W (W)
—48L4/12( z » jf dz I YT 101y auryr, W)V,
+481422 " z » Af de f Ay G 1,1y T 4s1or,W2)° (W)

+ W)+ O0ul(no+n)” " ®)exp[—6aZ (Y)]
-8 ¥ [de f Ay 21,1, W) ())’°

(41,43) 44 A4z
—8L2/12( % » Af dz I Ay T 4,101, W2 (0,)°
+ W er(®). (28)

where the sums over (4,) are restricted by requiring that u4,=Y.
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Notice that the quadratic terms linear in A, quartic ones linear and quadratic in
4 as well as the sixth order contributions proportional to A> on the right-hand side
of (7.22) and (28) are localizations of the corresponding terms of (3.3) (with { =1).
For the last term of (28), we have

Wior=Wier+ 05 6((no+m)~>*) exp[ — 602 (Y)] (29)
on $L#°(Y). Thus, by (26),
50 (LP+3)(ng+n)~*P exp[-aZ(Y)],
) Wg 6Y’ é ~2/3
O((ny+n) exp[ —6a.Z(Y)].
Of course the analyticity of Wy on 1L (Y), and hence also of Wé sy follows. Since
z>z~ ® W, ¢y(zy’) is an analytic function, we infer from the maximum principle

that by restricting ourselves to v’ e 4#°(Y) we gain an additional factor (4L~ )% on
the right-hand side of (30). So, for L big enough,

Wi x| < 3(no+m) " exp[ —a0.Z(Y)] €2
on 44°(Y). By virtue of (7.24), this holds also for Y= 4. Estimate (31) expresses

the irrelevance of the sixth and higher order contributions to the effective
interactions.

(30)

9. Inductive Step: Extraction of the New Effective Coupling Constant

Here, we present the treatment of the fourth order contributions W” to W;. This is
the most important but also the most technical part of the argument.

By virtue of (5.30), (7.22), and (8.28), W,y (") [on 1L (Y)] are given by the
quartic terms of second order in A on the right-hand side of (7.22) or (8.28)
respectively, plus O, ((no+n)" ") exp[—6a4.#(Y)]. Let us denote these contri-
butions by W} and W,2 respectively. It is easy to see that

Wiy @S O(no+m) ™) exp[ 622 ()] (1)
on $LA(Y). We have to represent ﬁQE ; VzV,jY as a sum of a local quartic

interaction and of approximately local irrelevant quartic terms as in (5.31). This
will be done in several steps which might look technically complicated and not
quite natural but which guarantee good bounds on the obtained expressions. At
the begining, let us polarize W ("), i=1, 2, producing a symmetric quartic form

- 14 0| af
WiPw1, - we)= = T1 =~ A% 2t 2)
4!l=1 ti t=0 i=1
By the Cauchy estimate,
Wik, s W SO((no+1) 1) exp[ — 602 (Y)] 3)
and _
Wiz (@1, . 0| S O(no+1n)~ ") exp[ —60L(Y)] “)

for y, e A(Y). Introduce symmetric kernels

A(li)xp...,xazﬁ’/Y/(i)(%fxn "'9‘52{fx4)' (5)
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Since by virtue of (2.42), (2.43), (2.45), and (4.1),

A Jy€ O((no+mn)~ ") exp[ — Bd(x, V)1 A (Y), (6)
147, . xd SO((ng +1)"?) exp[ - 602 (YU {x;})] Q)

and
1A%, . x S O((no +1) " 1*°) exp[ — 6a.L (YU {x})]. ®)

If ' =s/'¢', then AP are the ¢'-kernels of W;¥(1"). We also recall that in this case

¢.= | vy, see (2.26). For a general v, we shall write
Dx

Y=LV + W - AV, )
where for xe A,
Pe={ . (10)
Dx
Notice that because of (2.22)
w;—(&f’lﬁ?ﬁw;—iﬂ;xmf dyw;ﬁZ&f;fo dy(,—v,), (1)
so that v’ — .o/’ depends on ¢’ through its differences at pairs of points only. We
may write

Wiy(w’)= 2 Ay, Py W,
X1y..09%X4
4 o
+ .221 Wiy (L, ...,Mllp/,lp/lfﬂ/_/, e —P). (12)

The second term on the right-hand side of (12) will be shown to be irrelevant due to
the dependence of y'— /" on differences of v only. The first term will be
transformed into

4
SO+ X X Aysy,x Wy e Py Bl — P ) e Py (13)

i=2 (%)
where
5/1(}26 = Z Ag;x2x3x4 (14)

X2,X3,X4

Proceeding further, we rewrite the first term of (13) as
4 /4 o .
2 0y, Df W)+ z <i>25/1u Df W) -y (15)
Thus, gathering (12), (13), and (15), we obtain
~ 4 -~ —_ —, 7 r=r ’ 12t
W4,-Y(w/)= Z 51Yx Ij“ (U”)A"f‘ _;1 [MY(dllp/la ceey ﬂ/wgf 1s uh_d Yisoo0s Py — o Pa

.....

4 7 ’ 7 ’ - ’
+ <i>25/lyxuj 1Pl'--l»04~i(1l’4—i+1;:*‘.04—1'+1)-~(’P4x—1l’4):|

» (16)

pizy
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where we have written the irrelevant quartic term as a four-linear (non-symmetric)
form restricted to the diagonal into which y, enters only through its differences at
pairs of points. The different irrelevant terms on the right-hand side of (16) depend
also on fields y; outside Y. We shall localize this dependence by writing

Vi=Piyt X Wikas amn
AnY =0
Ay =Wyl Yy — A" Wayy) + ) ;z Q(w;&f’m—%’@;xﬁ) (18)

(note special localization of ) — /'y, which uses (2.22)). After localizing the
irrelevant terms on the right-hand side of (16), we shall gather those in which the
union of the localization squares A is P into W;2y s}, ...,v4) (do not get
confused about the superscripts: W4 gathers non-local contributions from W,
= W1+ W;2). With W2,.(p) =Wy, ..., "), (16) becomes

Wirw) = T | 0)*+ 3 Wibn(). (19

It is easy to notice the x-independence of
; AP =849 20)
Indeed since W’ possesses a~11 the unit lattice euclidean symmetries, so does VNT/‘{, and
hence ¥ Ay, .. Since 3. W/} (given by the quartic 0(2%) terms of (3.3) with { = 1) is
also syl;nmetric, so are YZ Abywe But 2640 = ¥ AP, .x, which is x
independent due to the tr;nslation invariarlce of Zzgﬁj 1x4,: Using also (2.22), it is
easy to show that 64! defined by (20) coincides witYh 84! of (3.6). For 642, (8) yields
022|< O((no +m)~1%%), 2D

so that 642 is small correction to SA' = O((ny+n)~2) in SA=564"+612
Upon defining

Wi, . pl)= D Wiy (Wh, ... w) (22)
and .
W)= Wiy, ... v), (23)

(19) and (20) imply (5.31).

We still have to bound W;2.(y%, ..., w,). Suppose that ¢}, v5 and w5 e X (Y")
and that 7 fulfills all the bounds of (4.1) defining #'(Y") except the first one for |y}|.
Notice that by virtue of (2.42), (2.43), and (2.45), for i=1,2,3,

A yypie O()A(Y) (24)
and
A"y i € O(1) exp[ — (Y, A)]A(Y). (25)
For ze€Y and

0, =Wa (o Yy)e— (A Waxy), = P wx f de(Wa, —Wa) »

.= 2 [ (e — x|+ 1) f dy lWo. — Wi llz— < 0o +m)') . (26)
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Furthermore, for z, €Y and |z —»| <1,

. —olle—yl=3 f Aol A (Voo = V) — A (W2, — W) /lﬁ—yl
= 2 (o= Aylllz—y)) Df dali, —a.l

+ 2 1 e =i,z — 1 < 0((n +m)t). 27)

The same holds for |z —{>1 due to (26).
Finally for =, 4, 2+ L ®*Ve,, y+L " Ye, e X, since

0u0)e= X (0u)e j GeWae=Wa)+ X AoxO¥ie

+LOFD ZY (0,").0, Wi s (28)
(0,0)..— (0,0} |/l — > < O((no +1)'*). (29)
Thus ~
Wal A=A Wary) € O)A(Y), (30)
and similarly we show that
V(L L a) — o (Waxs) € O(1) exp[— 3pd(Y, )]A(Y). €3]

From (3), (4), the assumptlons on v}, (24), (25), (30), and (31) it follows that the
contribution to W,;2,.(y}, ..., ,) coming from the first term in the brackets on the
right-hand side of (16) is bounded by O((ny+n) ™) exp[ — 60.#(Y")]. From (7) and
(8) in turn, we infer that the contributions of the second and the third term in the
brackets are estimated by 0((n,+n)~*)exp[ —5¢2(Y")].

Altogether ]
Wity (W1 - WIS O((no +1) ™ Hexp[— 50.2(Y")] (32)
and
W3 (@1 - WIS O((no+1) ™) exp[— 4P (Y)] (33)
for wie A (Y"),i=1,2,3, and v satisfying the bounds defining #(Y") except the
one for [yg].

For the other irrelevant quartic contributions to W, one has

; L_g)_ oy |27 0 ST /Y sV /A
< (DL 3(ng+n) " exp[ —a (Y],
= 0((ny+n) > exp[ —4aZ(Y)]

where in the first bound we have used the fact that there are at most I Y’s with
ZL(Y)=2(Y"), and for v satisfying the second and the third inequality of (4.1) for
n+1, Ly}, .. almost satisfies it for # (this produces the additional L™ ). In W},

V% -+ W2 the second term is a small correction. Expression (33) and the first
inequality of (34) show that the bound for W, contracts with respect to that for ¥/,
if L is big enough:

Wiy s W)ISE (o +n+1) ™ exp[~a(Y)] (3%)

War (Wi -

(34)
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for wie A'(Y) for i=1,2, 3 and vy, satisfying the defining bounds of #°(Y) except
for the first one. This demonstrates the irrelevant character of these terms.

As for the marginal contribution, (21) shows that our perturbative analysis of
the change of the effective quartic coupling performed in Sect. 3, see (3.13),
essentially remains valid:

1 1 1

S 4+-Cot. (36)

1 -1
_ < <
+204 = A+0A=2 2

A

10. Inductive Step: The Large Field Bound

In this section we shall show how the large field bound (6.5) iterates. Let us start
with the estimation of ¢2/(y") as given by (5.25) with D'+ @ [for v e 1 LA(D’, X')].
The main difference as compared to the D’=0 case treated in Sect. 8 is in the
contribution of [] g7,(y*), which becomes more subtle to estimate when 1’ is large.

On the other hand, we shall need only a rather rough upper bound and tracing of
powers of (n,+n)~! contributed by the expansion outside the large field region
will not be necessary.

First let us notice that, since D=LD'UR,

Co 2 IDNX| SECHID'nX'|+ CylR]. )]
Furthermore
=22y delys)?
i DnX;
ALY | delyyof+IPY [ de|2p
i DnX; i DnX;

S—3EAP [ delylf+OQRI+O(o+m ™) T 22 Q)

and, by (5.11), (5.12), (5.14),
200Y | de(Imys)*<20L74AY | de(Imy)-.)*
DnX;

i DnX; i

+0((no+m)~ ") | de|ImZ7, &)
LX’

where we have used the smallness of Imy’ and Im 2™ =1Im 23, see (5.19). Thus
204 | (Imy9)*=204 [ (Imy)*+ ORI+ O((ng+n) ") |X|
D'nX’

i DnX;

+0((ny+n)~ 1+ Y Z2. 4)

ueLX’

Inequalities (1), (2), and (4), together with (6.5) give
193" Sexp [L4C2|D'0X T+ ORI+ 0((ne+n)~ 1) (X

AR T 0o+ n) )

D'n

> Zi+204 (Imw')“—aZ»?’(Xi)], )
D'nX’ i

ucLX’
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which replaces (8.3). In turn (8.4) is replaced by
|CXP[—%m2 { da(y})*+64 | dem(wi)z]
LXx' LX’

Sexp[0notn) ™) [ delyl+0(n+m) %) X1+ 0

+n)7h) 3 Z.f], (6)
uelX’
(8.5) by

leXP[—iLX[ » (ws)“] exp [@(1) IRI+0((no+n) ") X

<ferp[ —4, ] )"]

+0(o+m)™") ¥ Z.%], ()
and (8.6) by
}eXP[ )y WA} = ‘eXp [l { (w?“] exp[O((no+m)~ ) |X]. ®)
ACX'\D’ X\D’

For ¥, ,y, terms, (8.7) and (8.8) still hold since Y;C LX\D. The ¥,y terms are also
estimated identically as in Sect. 8. Namely (8.13)+(8.20), except for the last
inequality of (20), remain valid if we change R, to D, =(LD’UR)nU, and R to (LD’
UR)NLX’. Hence (8.17) and (8.18) still hold and

> 3 V) SO0((no+n) X+ 0((ng+n)~>?) | y?

i YCX; D'nX’

+0((ne+m) %) ¥ Zy. ©®

uelX'

Substitution of (5)(8), (8.8), (8.18), and (9) to (5.25) gives [on $LZ(D’, X')],
¥=X X X XX I1 (¢ 'exp[—3Bd(Us, Up)])

7 (X (V) () T. (eieer.
-exp [L“CZID’mX’I +0O(1) R+ O((ny +n) "1 | X|
—3EA2 | WpP+204 | (Imy)*

D'nX’ D'nX’

~a; z(x,)-@ g(m—ag,@(}’,})} 1‘[ O((no+n)~1) I;[ O((no+mn)~112)
-Jexp [(9((”0 +n)~ 14 ugx' Zf] 1 Zrx)Aui(Z 1 x)

sexp [(L4+ DCD'NX| =324 | |y
. D'nX’
+204 § (Imm‘*—mz(xq} (10)
D'nX’
for C,=C,(L, Ny), the sums being controlled as for g%..
—D’

Let us pass to the estimation of the large field contributions §¥ to
exp[ — W% 4], see (5.34) and (5.35). By (7.22) and (8.28),

[WH0) = O(no+m) ™) exp[ —60Z(Y)], (1D)
Wil £ O((no+n)~ ') exp[ — 602 (Y)], (12)
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the last on #°(Y). Proceeding as in (8.13)(8.20), we show that for v’ e 1 L2(D’, X),

Wiy, | S O(no+m) ") exp[— 50.2(Y)] (13)
for Y, not in the interior of a single c.c. D; of D’nX and
Y 3 Wi SO((ng+n)” ) X[+ O((ng+n)~ 1) f Iw . (14)
D; YCD;
Now, on A(Y),
Wirl S Ono+m) ™) exp[ —62L(V)]. (15)

Hence by virtue of (8.9), on $L2(D’, X),
Wiyl < O(no+n) ") exp[ — 60 L(Y) ]+ O((no+1) ) 2

X1,....,x4€D'nX

4
~exp[— 6a.Z (YU {x;})] i1=—[1 Df 1. (16)

Again for Y not in the interior of a single c.c. of D'n X, the exponentially decaying

factor exp[ — 3.2 (YU{x,;})] can be used to match the growth of H § v, and
i=1 Dx

another one to bound the sum over x;. Thus on 1LY(D’, X),
Wiy, | S O(no+n) ) exp[ —5a.2(Y)]. (17
Using (8), (10), (8.24), (13), (14), and (17), we immediately infer from (5.35) that on
1L9 (D', X),
g% |<exp [(L4+2)C2|D’m)?|—il,2/11/2 I P
D'nX

+204 Djﬁ ) (Imw34—4ag()?)] ‘exp [; = ﬁq,,} . (18)

We have not estimated the quartic contributions W}, with Y within D; since their
main part will be canceled in the next step reinstating the quartic terms of W’
missing in Wy ,.

Let us then pass to the estimation of § given by (5.40). Since Y, and Y, lie
outside D',

Wit SO((ng+n) "> exp[—422(Y,)], (19)
[see (9.34)] and [see (7.8), (7.22), (7.44), (8.28), and (8.30)]
(W 6x,l S O((no+n)~ 1) exp[ — 60.Z2(Yp)] (20)
on $L2(D’, X). Furthermore, (9.33) implies
Wi | S O((no+n) ™ exp[—3aL(Y,)], 1)
again on$L9(D’, X), in the same way as (15) implied (17). Finally, we shall have to
estimate . .
2, W4Y—5H(w) 2 Wiy 22)
Ycb; YCD;

on 1LZ(D’, X). Let @' ='¢'+ eiLQ(D’, X) with ¢’ real, DQL '/'¢")CD’
and ¢’ eiLA(X), see (4.11). Via multiplication by an appropriate smooth
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function bemg 1 on D} and zero outside D;, we - may replace ' by a globally defined
function ¢’ e O(1)A (A, ,) coinciding with ¢’ on D;. Clearly

o =G+ € O)DD', Ay ), (23)

and coincides with ¢’ and D;. Thus the values of (22) on ¢’ and o’ are equal. Now,
by virtue of (9.20) and (9.22),

(22) ()= E W4y(w3 ZZ 5/1Yx f @)= ¥ Wip(@). @4

Insertion of (9.19) into (24) gives
Q) (@)= 2 X Oy, f (@)= X 3 Oy, f (0)*

YD} x¢ Di Oy Y¢Dj xeD;

+ T WE). (25)
YcB;

Y OY:Y'CD}

On the right-hand side, we have only tail terms localized in bigger sets than D;.
As by (9.7), (9.8), and (9.14),

|64yl < O((no+n)~?) exp[ — 50 L (YU{x})], (26)

we can use part of the tree decay factor to match the growth of ' inside D’ in the
first two terms on the right-hand side of (25). The third term is estimated as in (21)
with the use of (9.32), and the constraint that Y’ does not lie in the interior of a
single c.c. of D”. This way we show that on $LZ(D’, X),

122)| L O((ne+n) 1) D] 27
Expressions (18) to (21) and (27), when inserted to (5.40), yield
G2’ | < exp [(L“+3)C2|D’r\X|—%Lzlll/2 I lw)2+204 § (Imw’)"—Zocf(X)]
D'nX D'nX

(28)

on $L2(D’, X). The analyticity of i on this set clearly also follows.
Inequality (28) is almost what we want, see (6.5), except the growth of the
constant in front of [D'nX]| (field independent perturbation is relevant). In the
remainder of this section we shall show how to bring this constant down to C,
using the extra strength of the quadratic expression. Roughly speaking, on D'nX,
' is at least of order O(C,(n,+n)''*) so that —5I?A** | |y)? should provide

D'nX

— O(C}|D’nX|) constant cancelling the growth of C, for large C,. The problem
with this argument is that first 1’ may be big in D" but does not have to, and second,
even if it is big in absolute value, at some point it could contribute little to the I?
norm.

Let us fix ' €3L2(D’, X) with v’ =.o/'¢’ +, ¢’ real, D(SL '.o/’¢\=D,CD’,
W eLLA (X). If we take D) as a new I, the first difficulty will be avoided. By a
version of (4.16) for g, which the reader will easily establish following the lines of
Appendix 2 of [17],

g (w)— Z I_Ig’D‘(wQH(eXp[ W2 ar,0)1-1)

“ i

- exp [—— (A+62) (1,0’)4} , (29)

(D\Di)nX
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where
Wé4YEW/4fY+ WéﬂEWa{)l/‘i‘ Wﬁ/"‘ Wésy: (30)

and X are disjoint, DinX CuX,, Y,C X\UX, and X is connected with respect to
c.c. of D', X, and Y,. Notice that using (29) would be dangerous for establishing the
analyticity of i (’) since D} depends on v’, but once this is done, we shall employ
it to improve (28). Inequality (28) for ggj(w and the Wy estimates easily imply

19 ()| Sexp[(L +3)CoDInX| +5ColD' N X =3 LA [ |y’

+20,1D'jﬁ X(Imw’)4—oc$(X)] ‘exp[—/l | (w’)“]. (3D

D'\DP1)nX

But by (6.7),
‘CXP [— (A+02) | (w?“]
(

Zexp [%C2|(D\D’1)0X| =212 f P

D\DY)NX (D\D)nX
+204 (Imw‘] . (32)
(D\DHAX
Hence
9% ()| Sexp [%CZID’HX |—24172 D,In . 1> +204 D,.L . (Imy")* —aL(X )}
-exXp [(L4+ 3)C,IDiNX|—GI2-2)A2 Dij;\X |1p’|2] . (33)

We still have to show that the second exponential on the right-hand side of (33)
is bounded by 1, i.e. that whenever || gets large it contributes sufficiently to the I?
norm. Here we shall use crucially the fact that v’ is equal to /¢’ plus a small
correction ¢’ and that 0,4/ is a bounded exponentially decaying kernel.

Let us rescale C, and ng+n out of the problem by introducing

W =l § 2L C g )y (34)

Notice that D] is by definition the smallest paved set such that

|o/'¢"| <2 exp [Foed(x, ~ D], (35)
see (4.10). Define for ACX
Ay= sup v, (36)
B,= <£ Iw”|2>1’2 ; @37
Cu= sup ow”]. (38)

Let
D'={AcDinX:A,=1}. (39)
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Since somewhere in DX, |o/’¢"|22 (otherwise D1nX would be empty and we
would be done), and since |p”|< 1, D'+ @. We have the following estimate for C,,

Ca= sup (104°¢"| + )

=0(1) 2 exp[—pd(4, x)] 1431+ Co

<0(1) > exp[—pd(d, 0] 1g)+0()
=0(1) DZ XeXp[—Bd(A,x)] DJ" 9" +0(1)
S0(1) [ exp[—pd4,%)] § [v'|+0(1)
xeDinX Ox
<0(1) | exp[—pd(4,4)]By+Cs, (40)
A'CD{nX
where we have used (2.43) [or (2.44)], (2.21) and the smallness of ”. Let
= U 4, (41)
AeD':C4<2C3A4
D, =D"\Dj . 42)

Since on 4 C I}, the derivatives of y” are bounded by the supremum of [1”|, " has
to contribute sizably to the I? norm:

A420(1)B,. (43)
Hence
o) ¥ Biz X A7 (44
ACDinX ACDY
For 4CD', we use (40):
AA§2AA—1<C3‘1CA—1§@(1)[ ; Xexp[——ﬁd(A,A’)]BA,. (45)

Upon squaring and summation over 4 CDj, this gives

> AI=0(1) X exp[—p(d(4,4)+d(4,4")]1B,4B, =0(1) Y Bi.
ACDY ACDy ACDiAX

A’,4"CDinX (46)
Since by (35)

IDinX|=0) 2 log*(1+4,), (47)

(44) and (46) imply
IDinX|Z0(1) ¥ Bi=0)Ci*me+m)~'? | w7, (48)
4ACD1nX DinX

1n

where 0(1) is C, independent. Thus for C, 2C,(L, N,, C,), we obtain from (33)
9% | <exp [%CZID’ﬁXI—U”Z I 1?4204 § (Imw’)”'—otﬁf(Y)} (49)
D'nX

D'nX

on 1LA(D', X).
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Since §¥'(y) differs from the final g¥'(y") only by the wave function
renormalization v+ {12y, see (5.53), (49) will yield directly the inductive bound

(6.5) for n—n+1.

11. Inductive Step: Mass and Wave Function Renormalization

By (7.22) and (8.28), with the use of (3.5), the second order contribution to W’ can

be written as

W) =3Lm? | de(y,)’— 61 d=G. . (p,)* + 2( W)+ W), (1)

where on A (Y),
W33 ()| < O(no+n) ™ >*) exp[ — 622 (Y)].

Notice that by virtue of (7.16) and (8.23)

by Witw) =LY [ dedyK$, (8,9, —0,w,)), .

v

Let us introduce
W)= ; W) +6(A— 1)+ 010 § dy G, (y.)?

for
I{=1|Z0((no+m)~ 7).

We shall limit ourselves to 1’ =/'¢" only.
It is easy to see using (2) that

Wip)= % 1,49,

X, yedn+1

where I,,=1,, possesses the unit-lattice euclidean symmetries and
’Ixyl é (9(("0 + I’l) B 7/4) €xXp [ - 5(X|X - yl] .
As shown in Appendix 2, we may rewrite (6) as

W;(p)=20m’ §(¢;)2 + 2 X IV,

Y X,y

where
|om? < O(no+m)~""*)
and J,,, is again symmetric and satisfies the bound

3l S O((no+n)~ ") exp[—2alx— yl].

as = | v,
m]

x

30m*(¢)* = 3m* Df (¥)* —3om* df ' =47

@

3)

4)

)

6)

™

)

©)

(10)

(11)
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But for ze [1,,
v, —¢.=v,— [ w=Xldyr o, (12)
O 13

where we can choose r;, supported by 5e[l, and with all the unit-lattice
euclidean symmetries. Hence

—zom* Y. Df (v’ —¢.)
—4om? Z § dedydart 2 00,00,

=—30m> Y 3 [ dedydert 1 0,5,V 1), (0, V. D)oV bV 8,

RN
= uZ xX; oV udsV by (13)
where (by (9) and (2.44))
5l = O(no+n)~ ") exp[ — Blx—y[1, (14)
and J%}, is also euclidean symmetric. Setting
J=J+J,, (15)
we can rewrite (8) as
W) =30m*J (v")*+ uZ ny ISV V9, (16)
Now
Vb= I 2 dahy, 0, 17)
where
hyy,=0 for psv, (18)
and for u=v, ki, is a lattice version of a function whose u-derivatives is 1 on {J,
and —1 on [,
O e =tn (e +L " Ve )~y 1o (z+ L7 V), (19)

Wiwo=0 for =z¢O. w0, . (20)
These (tensor) functions are again euclidean symmetric and moreover
fdzht,, —1—Zh,m- 2n
Substituting (17) to (16), we obtain
Wa(p)=30m* | da(y)* + Z § dedydKY, 0,909, , @D

where
6K‘;; = xZ JERE R (23)

xy tuxz vyy
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0K has all the unit-lattice euclidean symmetries. By virtue of (10), (14), (15), and
(23),

OKE,|< O((no+1) ™ ") exp[ —2a]z— yl]. (24)
Using (21) and the symmetries of J, we obtain
dedKey = 3 Ik, = T I =hoco (25)

(for non-symmetric interactions we could get a matrix which is not proportional to
identity on the right-hand side). Clearly

6] < O((ng+n)~ ). (26)

Thus, we may give (22) the following form
Wy(w)=%om? | da(y.)* +%0c X | dz(0,v.)
I3
+ X [ dadyd K~ (3,9, —0,9,)0.,, - (27)
v

Equations (1), (3), (4), and (27) imply (5.40). Due to (26), (5), and (5.42) are
compatible.

Now (5.46), (6.1) for n, (5) and (24) yield easily (6.1) for n—n+ 1. Relations
(5.45), (9.36), and (5) produce (6.2) for n—n+ 1 as well as (5.49), (9.35), and (5) do
(6.3) for n—>n-+ 1. Form the definition (5.50) and (7.22), (8.28), (3.2), (8.31), with the
use of (5), (6.4) with n—n+1 also follows.

This proves the small field inductive assumptions for the new effective
interactions. Similarly (10.49), by virtue of (5.52) and (5) do the large field ones
given by (6.5) with n—n+ 1. Finally from (44), (5), and (9), (6.8) follows. This
completes the proof of the Main Technical Result (see the end of Sect. 6).

12. Thermodynamic Limit and Infrared Asymptotic Freedom
of the Critical Point Theory

Up to now, we have worked in finite periodic volumes. Nevertheless our estimates
were volume indepenent. This makes the thermodynamical limit fairly simple.
Define the sets #(X) and 2(D, X) of small and large A =Z* fields as before but
whith finite sets X in (4.1) and with finite sets D, X and compact support ¢ in (4.11).
Since the kernels o, and I, in finite volumes are periodizations of the infinite
volume ones satisfying the bounds of the end of Sect. 2, it is easy to see that infinite
volume (1 —&)2(D, X) is contained in the finite volume 2(D, X)’s for large volumes
(we recall that periodic A has been identified with an IY'-block in Z#). Suppose now
inductively, that m?, K%, 4,, Viy(p"), V2 ¢y(y") and giP(y") satisfy our inductive
assumptions and converge when A ~Z*, the latter two for y"e3°(Y) and
yp"e(1—e)@(D, X) respectively. From analycity of ¥, 724, and ¢ and the
uniform bounds, also their almost uniform convergence follows. Wyt 1(yp"*1) and
% 1P(y"* 1) depend on the volume through V¢ and ¢%” and through the kernels
M, entering their arguments. Using the almost uniform convergence of V¢ and
g together with the convergence of .#, and the dominated convergence
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theorem, we infer the convergence of Wy 1(y"*?!) and §%*1P(yp"*1). From the
latter, the desired convergence of mZ,, K., , Vi '(yp"*Y), red@"!) and
g% P>yt 1) with the volume follows. We also see easily that these objects are
continuous functions of the initial parameters m3 and A, provided that the
previous scale ones where.

Let us notice that, under our inductive assumptions, for y" = .<Z,¢" and ¢" with
compact support, V*(y") exists in the thermodynamical limit and satisfies (4.2)—
(4.4) or (4.8) depending on whether " is small or big. For the infinite volume
weakly coupled ¢* theory, we shall choose the critical point by setting m32
=m2(1o) with the latter in nJ{, where

JOrDCJOC o Cly=[—ng ¥2 ng 3]

is a sequence of the closed intervals of the values of m3 chosen inductively [with the
use of (6.8) and the continuity in m3] so that m2 sweeps I,=[ —(ny+n)~ 32, (n,
+n)~ %%} when m} runs through J§. At the critical point, all our effective
interactions satisfy the bounds of sect. 6, and clearly

V()0 M

for y"=4/,¢ and ¢ with compact support. This establishes the IR asymptotic
freedom of the weakly coupled critical lattice ¢ theory which is the main result of
the present paper.

A reader of [18] will also understand that an easy extension of the present
method allows rigorous treatment of correlation functions of the model which
have a massless decay. We plan to come back to this problem in order to exhibit
the logarithmic corrections to scaling [40, 7, 8] and in the context of the UV
asymptotically free negative coupling theory.

As to whether our work provides a general tool to treat renormalizable
asymptotically free models (first of all the UV problem of the gauge theories), we
leave the jugement to the reader (and the future).

Appendix 1

Here we shall establish (3.7) for 64! given by (3.6). Consider first the third term on
the right-hand side of (3.6). We shall derive lower and upper bounds for

It | do[dy(T,.n,)- M
For a lower bound (recall (3.5))
(H)=L*{§ dwfdy(ﬂ'my)z
Lo

gL_‘t j d@ ." dy(g.nzy)2=L—4 .‘- dQ'/' I d%(gnwy_l‘—zgn'l'lL_lzL_ly)z
LOo o

LOg LOo LO
I [ de | dy(®,, P—2[L* | do | dy@,, )12
21 ] de ] iyt P 2[00 [ de ] dpt5,)F]

‘[L_4 I dz .f d%L_4(gn+1L-1¢L-ly)2]1/2- @)

Lo LOg
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But
L j dx .f d%(gn+1L-1xL-1y)2=E.][ dm[’;f d%(gnﬂzg)zé(g(l)

LOg Lo

with ¢(1) L independent. On the other hand [recall (2.21)]

L* | de | dy(G,,)zL* X (I de I dy%n, )

Lo LOo x,yeLOo \ O

“L* Y (Gu)=L* ¥ o

2
x,yeLOo x, yeLDoAn 0#+p,ge2nL~Ntngd

B ) —~R<Ppu,qu=n
e T PEIGL(p—9)G(q)
1 sinLp,/2\? . .
=L*— Y 1‘[(#) Y G—-9G6(9

/1 O#p,q p Slnplt/z 0%p,q
—R<pu,gun

1 1
SsomrL v
WL & =aPidP
lpu|<1[
—1r<q,,,§1t

1

20— ¥ |logp?’|z0(1)logL,

A, oFp
lpul <F

247

©)

@

where in the fifth step we have used the uniform bounds for the Fourier transforms

G,(p), see Appendix of [16]. Equations (2)(4) give immediately
(H=0(1)logL.

©)

To get a similar upper bound, take for simplicity L = I’y with L, = (1) (say L, =2)

and m large. Denoting explicitly the L dependence of 7, we have
TE="F LT s,
Thus
=L+ § md%( > LT s,
<o), L*{dy expl—eLly]
FOW'T S L5 dy exp[ (L' + L") ]

m—1
<0() 3 LI =0(m=0(1)logL.

This establishes the desired upper bound for (1).

(6)

(7)
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As for the other contributions to 84, the first term on the right-hand side of (3.6)
becomes for Li— L,

_1 —
—72L_42.2 j d$jdy< E(n kym Z L 213"(#_2”‘('! kym— la:L(" kym— ly>
=0
m—1
T LT g ®)

n—1m—1
I®)=0(1)2? kgo 1220 L§e=Hm=1{ dy exp[ —eLg™™" ' |y[]

<O 3. L S00)22. ©)
=1
The other terms on the right-hand side of (3.6) vanish. Indeed by (2.19) and (2.21),
DI dzTypor,=L* > QLYY A )y, =L (CQLQ™ A ) s, =0
x ¥y 1 (10)

—7L<y“—Lx“§7L

as CQ=0. Equations (3.2) and (10) imply also that
[j[xdeanLyZO. (11)

This way, (5), (7), and (9) show that for L= I with m large,
—O(DmA* LA < — O(1)mA?,
from which (3.7) follows.

Appendix 2
For I, given by (11.6) define
o(p)= % e Ty,

Xedn
¢(p) is periodic in each p, with the period 27 and, due to (11.7) is analytic for [Imp,|
<30. Equations (11.8)11.10) are corollaries of the following result giving a
solution to the Gleason problem [36].

Lemma. Let f(p,, ..., p,) be a function analytic for |Imp;| <a, periodic in each p,
with period 2m such that

31 (0
9O o o 1=0.1,. k1.
op,, .- 0p,,
Then there exist functions f,, .
properties satisfying

= X H(e P45 = 1) forun(P) -

Biyeees o j=1

(p) with the same analyticity and periodicity

fur....m can be taken linearly depending on f and such that for each 0 <a,; <a,<a,
Sup lf[“uk(p)léc(d’ k9 a15a2) Sup |f(p)| .

Impuf<a; [Imp,|=a2
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Proof. Define f(z;, ..., z,) analytic for e™*<|z;| <e® by

f(e—im’,..,e_ipd)Ef(pl,...,pd). (5
Again
a7a, ... 1)
W—O for 1=0,1,...,k—1. (6)
Notice that by the Cauchy formula,
1
Z)= v d¢
f(( ) a=(a1=z,;..,lad) (27U)d [g1]=eo1ta=2) 1
. j' d(d f(zl:---:é’d)
tal=evata-oa ({y—2zq)...({4—24)
=¥ 29 ..., 259). )
1

f;(vl""’vd)=Wml]:jeawdmm | dny

Inaj=ea-=
T )
(’71_01),-"a(’14 vd)

(the integrals over |z| =¢”~ * are counter-clockwise and the ones over |z| =e are
clockwise). Clearly f,(v) are analytic functions for |v,|<e® and for [=0, 1,...,k,

F ()
oo, ...0v

21 [

H (v u/m) e ®

—ate

éé(d’ k; alaaZ) sup I,f(zla "'9Zd)l . (9)

e-@g|zulSew

sup

lvjlsea

But, Taylor expanding, we may write

k=11 A, .., 1)

fﬁ)_”mam%wmmﬂ(m)
1 1
FEAEEEY) dt(1—t)F1

F Dl 2,y 00D
o*f, : B} 1

.m( —t+tvl,...,1—t+tvd)j]=_[1(vﬂj_ ) (10)

or
oy (L, 1)
fi(z3, ..., 259 = ,;0 T m,;,mm 1:[ (- zuj) (z 1)

(k_l)' Blseens ux 0
5ki’ -1

-ﬁ—(l——t+tz‘{‘,...l t+tz:;d)1‘[( zuj) N (z,,— D).

g e 00 (11)
In the first sum on the right-hand side of (11), we may expand

k—1-1

(—=z,) '=—(+z,—1)"'= 1_‘20 (=1 Mz, = D= (=1 'z, Mz, — 1 )
- (12
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Hence (grouping the terms in a somewhat arbitrary way), we obtain

.fz;'(qub .. Zd )_" Z Z aa';q My 1—[ (Z )

1= Oul eees BT

+ z f;,“ uk(zl,...,zd)jgl(zuj—l) (13)

.....

with fmm n(2)analyticfore™* <z, <e hnear in f and satisfying (4) with C—»274C,
say. Upon the summation over ¢ of (13) the lower order terms (I < k) must vanish
and hence by (7), we obtain

k
f(Z)=# Zu f,“...,lk(Z)jEI1 (=1 (14)

for fm_“ukz > f:ml...uk- This completes the proof of Lemma.

We apply Lemma with k=2 to f(p) = ¢(p)— ¢(0) where ¢ is given by (1). Let
@u(D)= = f,,(p)e” 7. We have

P(p)= X (77~ 1) (€™~ 1o, (p) (15)
1204
and put
30m> =(0), (16)
Jlxy 1 Z eip(x—y)q’uv(p) . (17)
An+1 pe2nl-N+n+igd
—R<pu=m

The symmetry properties of J43,, may be guaranteed by averaging

e 2" 9,(p)
over the lattice rotations and reflections. Equation (11.10) follows from the
uniform bound for ¢,,(p) for [Imp,| <2a.
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