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1
The Temporal Ultraviolet Limit

1.1 Introduction
1.1.1 The Physical Setting

These lectures! concern the first, relatively small, step in a program whose long—term
goal is the, mathematically rigorous, construction of a standard model of a gas of
bosons. Even this first step is too long and complicated to present completely here.
But I will outline it and highlight a couple of the tools employed that tend to crop up
quite commonly in constructions of quantum field theories and many—body models.
The model of our gas of bosons is based on the following assumptions.

e Fach particle in the gas has a kinetic energy. The corresponding quantum me-
chanical observable is an operator h. The most commonly used h is ——A which

corresponds to the classical kinetic energy 2-—. (Balaban et al., 2010c) allows a
more general class of operators like this.

e The particles in the gas interact with each other through a translationally invari-
ant, exponentially decaying, strictly positive definite two-body potential, 2v(x,y).

e The system is in the thermodynamic equilibrium given by the grand canonical
ensemble with temperature 7" > 0 and chemical potential 4 € R. We shall not
place any further restrictions on 7" and p. But the most interesting temperatures
are small and the most interesting chemical potentials are small and positive.

1.1.2 The Physics of Interest

I’ll formulate the model mathematically, carefully, later. But to get a first hint both
of the expected physical behaviour and of the formalism that we shall use, consider
the following, formal, functional integral representation of the partition function for
this system. This representation is commonly used in the Physics literature. See, for
example, (Negele and Orland, 1988, (2.66)).

Tre‘/%T(H—uN):/H dor (x AdaT(x) pAla™,a) (1.1)

xER3
1
0<r<

where H is the Hamiltonian, IV is the number operator and the “action”
LA B =
A(a”, ) / /d X o, (x)" g-ar(x) —/ dr K (o, a;) (1.2)
R3 0

IThese notes expand upon lectures given by Joel Feldman.
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with
K(a',0) = [[ dxdy atx)hixy)aty) ~ 4 [ dx at)at
+ [[ axiy ax e vx.y)aty) aty) (1.3)

and h(x,y) being the kernel of the operator h. In the integral on the right hand side
of (1.1), there is a two parameter family of integration variables. The first parameter,
7, runs over the “time” interval (0, %} (the reason for the half open, half closed
time interval is that there is a periodicity condition ag(x) = a1 (x)) and the second
parameter, X, runs over “space”, RZ. For each 7 and x, there is an integration variable,
o (x), that runs over the complex plane, C. For a complex variable z = x + iy, %
is the usual Euclidean measure %dxdy.

Thus the “measure” for the integral on the right hand side of (1.1) is a Lebesgue
measure in uncountably many variables. It clearly has no mathematical meaning. But
it is still a useful source of intuition. If a-(x) = ® € C is a constant, independent of 7
and x, the action A(a*, ) simplifies to minus the integral over 7 and x of the “naive

effective potential” §(0)|®|* — pu|®[* where 9(0) = [dy v(x,y) (recall that v(x,y) is

n<0 w>0

Re®

Fig. 1.1 Graph of the effective potential

translation invariant) and we have assumed and that A annihilates constants and that
0(0) > 0. This effective potential is graphed above. Its minimum is

e nondegenerate at the point ® = 0 when p < 0 and

e degenerate along the circle || = 2—{}% when p > 0.

This suggests that, if the temperature is low so that fluctuations about the minimum
are small, each integration variable ., (x) tends to be localized about 0 when p < 0

and tends to be localized about |c, (x)] when p > 0. To help us glean some

T

25(0)
more detailed intuition from the formal functional integral, we introduce “Euclidean
time evolving” annihilation and creation operators

a(t,x) = eHT=1rNITg(x)e™ H=1NIT 4 (x) al (7, x) = =171 (x) e (H=1N)T o (x)

and notation for “expectation values” both in the physical Hilbert space and with
respect to the functional integral
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Tr (e~ 774N £(af )
Tre_ﬁ(H_”N)
dor ()" Ao (%) A(a",a) £( o>
(Fla ayy = IMlsr 2522 X0 (o 0)

fo,T daT(X)gf/r\idaT(X) eAlene)

We will use two more functional integral representations similar to the representation
(1.1) for the partition function. They are for the one and two point correlation functions

(aD(7,%)) = (ar(x)*) (1.4)

<aT (1,%) a(r, x’)> = <<oz.r (x)* s (x’)>> (1.5)

The first is valid for ,%T > 7 > 0 and the second is valid for ]%T > 7> 71 > 0. Actually,

(1.4) is two formulae at once — one when the bracketed exponents are included and one

when the bracketed exponents are omitted. Let us try to compute these expectation
values, at least approximately.

(1) The one point function for u < 0:  First consider p < 0. The one point function
(1.4) is zero by symmetry considerations. This can be seen by using either side of (1.4).
On the right hand side, make the change of variables which rotates each integration
variable by a fixed angle 6. That is

%o (x) ar(x)* — e Yo, (x)*

As both the measure %@da‘*(x)
change of variables, we have

(ar(x)®) = e a (x)™)) — (ar(x)®) =0

For the corresponding argument on the left hand side, we unitarily transform the
Hilbert space using the operator e'N?. By cyclicity of the trace

a,(x) — e

and the action A(a*, «) are invariant under this

Tr (e’ﬁ(HfuN)a(T)(T’ x)) — Ty (e—z‘Nee—ﬁ(HfuN)a(T) (r, x)e“\m)
=Tr (e_z%T(H—uN)e—iNea(T) (. x)eiN?)
=0Ty (e‘ﬁ(H—ﬂN)a(T) (7,%))

The critical step was the second equality, where we used that H — u/N commutes with
the number operator N. That is, the Hamiltonian conserves particle number. For the
third equality, we used that

eﬂ'Nea(T)(T, x)eiNG = e(f)iea(T)(T, X)
Once again, we have
<a(T)(T, X)) = e (a0 (7, x)) = {aD(r, x)) =0

It would appear that this argument also implies <a(T)(T, X)> = 0 when g > 0. But
there is a subtlety when p > 0 that we will discuss shortly.



4  The Temporal Ultraviolet Limit

(2) The two point function for u < 0: Now let’s move on to the two point function
(1.5) when g < 0. We are expecting the most important contributions to the functional
integral to come from «,(x) ~ 0. So approximate the action A by dropping all terms of
degree strictly bigger than two in the integration variables. That is, drop the quartic,
v(x,y) part of (1.3). This turns the action into a quadratic function of the integration
variables. Using (the natural formal analog of) part (a) of Lemma A.1 with D =
—% + h — u, we have

(ar() ar (X)) = (= 5z +h =) ((r.x), (+',x))

The right hand side is the kernel of the operator inverse of —% + h — p. Because h is
translation invariant we can use the Fourier transform to compute it.

R A I — Bk iko(r—7)—ik-(x—x") 1
(=5 +h—n) (%), (7',x)) = kgg :kTZ /]R3 COEL —iko+h(k)—p
0 T

(If you were expecting minus this answer, it is probably because you forgot that the
usual two—point function is defined to be —{ - (x)*ar(x))).) The sum over ko can be
evaluated exactly using a contour integral trick (see, for example, (Fetter and Walecka,
1971, (25.32)—(25.35))) giving

(or (%) ar (X)) :/ Pl il (x=x) (=) (r=7") (2 (h(O=p) _ 1)1

s @7

For large k the integrand is bounded in absolute value by the exponential of minus a
constant times [k|?, since 7 — 7/ < . Furthermore the denominator never vanishes,

because 1 < 0. Both the last two sentences remain true even if, in e(I)=m)(r=7") and
(eﬁ(h(k)*“) — 1)71, k is given a fixed, not too big, imaginary part. Consequently,
{or(x)*ar (%)) decays exponentially to zero as [x — x/| — oo.

(3) The one point function for p > 0:  We have already seen that when p > 0 the

naive effective potential takes its minimum value on the circle |®| = | /2—{)’?—0) in the

complex plane. This suggests that the integration variables . (x) would like to stay
near that circle. But nothing in the integral favours any phase of ® over any other
phase. Something very similar happens in magnetic materials. Indeed it can be useful
to pretend that each o, (x) represents the needle of a magnetic compass. As 1 > 0 and

the temperature is very low, the length of each needle is essentially fixed at T‘éo)'

But its orientation, the argument of o, (x), is free. If we now subject the system to an
external magnetic field that favours one particular direction, all of a,(x)’s will take
values near a single ® on the circle. If the temperature is low enough, this will remain
the case even if the strength of the magnetic field is then reduced to zero. The same
thing happens if, instead of applying a weak bulk magnetic field, we impose boundary
conditions near infinity that favour one particular phase of ®. The moral is that the
behaviour of the system, and in particular the one and two—point functions, can be
expected to depend not only on the action, but also on the limiting process used to



Introduction 5

carefully define the system. This is a very common phenomenon in symmetry breaking
scenarios.

So let’s assume that our limiting process favours one particular ®. Make a change
of variables

() = 0+ B, (%) an(x) = O + G, (x)" (1.6)

We are expecting ,(x) to be small. Under this change of variables, the K(a*, )
of (1.3) becomes, supressing the 7 subscripts and recalling that the kinetic energy
operator h annihilates constants,

K(a',a) = [[ dxdy 56" hixy)5()
+ [ ax] = o + o)l
+ /dx B(x)* [ -+ 26(0)|@|2}<I) + /dx P* [ -+ 26(0)|@|2}ﬂ(x)
+ [ 500 [ ot 200)[82)500) + 210 [[ dxdy 560"00xv)5)

(@) / / dxdy Bx)u(x,y)B(y) + &2 / / dxdy B(x)"v(x,y)(y)"
+0(18P°) + 0(18")

In computing the one and two—point functions, the constant (i.e. independent of 3)
term in the second row will appear both in the numerator and in the denominator and

so will cancel out. So we may as well drop it. The two degree one terms in the third

row and the first degree two term in the fourth row are zero because |®?| = #@' We

drop all terms of degree three and four in 3, 3*, by way of approximation. So we end
up with the action

fl(ﬁ*,ﬁ) = /OWdT/d?’x ﬁT(x)*%ﬁT(x) - /OTTdT k(ﬁ:,ﬁT) (1.7)
where

R(8",5) = // dxdy B(x)*[h(x,y) +2|®*u(x, y)] A(y)
(@) // dxdy B(x)o(x,y)B(y) + & / / dxdy B(x)"v(x,y)B(y)"

This action is, of course, no longer invariant under 8 — €3, p* — e~ 3*. But it is
still invariant under g — —3, * — —3*. Hence

() 2) = 81 4 (3,0) = 219
This is nonzero and shows us that conservation of particle number has been broken.

(4) The two point function for u > 0: By making a change of variables a,(x) —
a,(x)e? we may always arrange that the favoured ® has phase zero, so that it is
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positive. So for simplicity, we now set ® = which we denote /ng. To compute

20(0)’
the two point functions, using the approximate action (1.7) we apply (the natural
formal analog) of part (b) of Lemma A.1 with

D:—%—i—h—i—Qnov V=W =ngv

Note that, because v and h are translationally invariant, D and V' = W commute with
each other and we may also compute with these operators using Fourier transforms.
In particular, in momentum space, the operators D, D! = % + h + 2ngv and V' are

multiplication by —iko+ h(k)+2ngd(k), iko+ h(k) 4 2ned(k) and ngt(k), respectively.
Hence the kernel of (DD' — 4‘/2)71 is

(DD' —4v?) Y ((r,x), (7,x))

_ _d®kiko(T—71")—ik-(x—x") 1
= kT Z /RS 2m3 € k24 [h(k)+2n00 (k)2 —4n20 (k)2

ko€2mkTZ

_ d3k_iko(T—7")—ik-(x—x") 1
kTZ /]RS (CIOER k2+h(k)[h(k)+4noo (k)]
ko€2mkTZ

Combining (1.6), (three variants of) (A.1) and (A.3),

<<aT (X)*aT’(X/)>> =ng + <<ﬁ‘r(x)*ﬁ'r’(xl)>>

_ &k _iko(T—7")+ik-(x—x') __iko+h(k)+2nod(k)
=no + kT Z /]RS @€ k2 11 (k) [ (k) + Ao d(k)]

ko€2mkTZ
(or (x)ar (%)) =no + (B (x)B (X))
— Ak iko(T—71")+ik-(x—x") 2n0 (k)
"o kTZ /]RS CER K2+ R (k) [ (k) +-4ro o (k)]
ko€2mkT7Z

In contrast to the case pu < 0, these expectation values converge to ng, rather than
zero, as |x — x| — oo. This is called “long range order”. Note also that the integrands
have poles at

ko = +iE(k)  where E(k) = \/h(k)[h(k) + dnod(K)

K2
2m>

This E(k) is the (approximate) “single-particle excitation energy”. When h(k) =

E(k) ~ clk| with c:\/%"Tﬁ(O) when k=~0

This “linear dispersion relation” is used, because of the Landau theory of superfluid-
ity, as a signal that the interacting Bose gas is superfluid. The ideal Bose gas has a
quadratic dispersion relation and is not superfluid.

The above discussion suggests that there will be a phase transitiion. For p below
some critical value (which will probably not be exactly zero, because of renormalization
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effects) the expected value of a single annihilation or creation operator will be zero, just
as you would expect from conservation of particle number. But, when the temperature
is low enough, for u above the critical point, it will be ® for some complex number of

modulus |P| ~ /211(0) # 0 (despite an action which conserves particle number) and

its precise value (i.e. which allowed ® it is) will depend on the limiting process used
to define the model. So we have to be very careful about how we define the model.

1.1.3 A Rigorous Starting Point

To carefully define the model, for example to carefully define the partition function on
the left hand side of (1.1), you take a limit of obviously well-defined approximations.
One way to get a (pretty) obviously well-defined approximate partition function is to
replace space, R3, by a finite number of points, say X = Z3/LZ3. However, even for
an approximate model with space having only a finite number of points, the functional
integral on the right hand side of the corresponding (1.1) still has uncountably many
integration variables, because time is still (0, ,%T], and so is still not really defined.

At this point, I am just going to quote a theorem (I'll give the important parts of the
proof in §1.4) which says that, when X is finite, you can get a rigorous representation
of the partition function by taking a limit of a sequence of integrals, with each integral
in the sequence having only finitely many integration variables. To get finitely many
integration variables, you replace “time”, (0, kT] by a finite number of points too.
The theorem, proven in (Balaban et al., 2008b, Theorem 2.2) is the following.

Theorem 1.1 Suppose that R(g),1(c) — oo ase — 0 at suitable rates*. For each fized
finite X,

1 .
Tr ¢ 7 G0 _ gy I1 [duR(E)(aT,aT) Io(s: ok, ar )} (1.8)
TeeZN (0,75

with the convention that oy = o1 . Here,

kT
diiey (0, o) = [ gataldd ome? (a9 y (ja(x)| < R(e))
xeX
denotes an unnormalised Gaussian measure, cut off at radius R(g), and
Io(e; 0 B8) = C(a, B) e (a",j(e)B)—e(a”B,va™B)
with
i(e) =em=
and (. (o, B) being the characteristic function of
{a.p:C" - C|lla-fllx <x) }

We write the (R-style) scalar product®, (f,g) = > cy [(X)g(x) for any two fields
frg: X —C.

20ne can think of R(g) ~ —= and of r(¢) as a power of In % or as a small power of %

Ve
3Thus the usual scalar product over clXl is (f*,9).
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Now the integrals in this theorem do not look very much like the functional integral
on the right hand side of (1.1). In fact, one has a lot of freedom in choosing the
integrand in (1.8) and I have deliberately chosen the integrand to make the next steps
easy, rather than to make it look like the integrand of (1.1). Here is how to see that
the integral of (1.8) is actually not so different from the integral of (1.1).

e First observe that (1.8) has one complex integration variable for each “space—
time” point (x,7) with x € X and 7 € €ZN (0, 7], a finite approximation to the
“time set” (0, 27

e In contrast to the integration variables of (1.1), each complex integration variable
of (1.8) does not run over all C, because of the cutoff functions y (|a(x)| < R(¢)),
which restrict each integration variable to a finite disk in C, and (. (e, o),
which restricts the time-derivative of o (x). But in the limit € — 0, these cutoffs
disappear.

e Consider the total exponent

— Z ar (%) ar(x) + Z [<a:_8,678(h7“)a7> —¢ <o¢i_go¢7 , UO&:_EO&H
reﬂ?e(iﬁ] 7€ZN(0,77]

of (1.8) (including the part of the exponent hidden inside the measure dug.)).
Expand the exponential in powers of ¢, keeping only 1 — e(h — ) and throwing
away all contributions of order at least 2. This gives exactly

€ Z [<a:,€, %> - <a:7€, (h— M)a7> - <O‘i75a‘r » U O‘ifsa‘r”

T€eZN(0, 5]

1 _
becomes [T dr and “—7== becomes %aT

In the limit e — 0, £ o

and we get A(a*, o).

T€eZN (0,75 ]

To get from the integral

[I  |dmeeran) holeai_ar)] (1.9)

T€eZN(0,57]

of the rigorous starting point, (1.8), to the full construction and analysis of the model
of interest, we still need to execute several steps.

e Step 1: Take the temporal ultraviolet limit, € — 0. Of course Theorem 1.1 tells
us that the limit exists and tells us that it is the approximate partition function.
But that information by itself is virtually useless. We need to develop a picture
of the limiting value we can work with in later steps.

o Step 2: Take the spatial infrared limit (i.e. the thermodynamic limit) X — Z3
and possibly the temporal infrared limit ﬁ — oo (ie. T —0).

e Step 3: Get properties of the limit, like symmetry breaking.

In these notes, we shall just discuss Step 1, the temporal ultraviolet limit. That
is only an extremely small part of full construction. In fact, steps 2 and 3 can be
expected to be exceptionally long and arduous and research on them has barely begun.
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Nonetheless, Step 1 is not only a necessary step, but its treatment provides a useful
glimpse, in a relatively simple setting, at techniques that are suitable for the later
steps, and other models, as well. For a different, earlier, treatment of the ultraviolet
limit in some related models see (Ginibre, 1965; Ginibre, 1971; Brydges and Federbush,
1976; Brydges and Federbush, 1977).

T
A
1
kT

7 > X
Fig. 1.2 The Integration Variables

In the initial integral, (1.9), there is one complex integration variable, a,(x), for
each “space—time” point (x,7) with x € X and 7 € €Z N (0, 75]. Recall that X is
the finite discrete torus Z3/(LZ)3, for some large L € N. Figure 1.2 contains one dot
for each of the integration variable labels, (x,7). (Ignore the the difference between
light and dark dots for a minute.) You will notice an asymmetry in that figure — the
distance, €, between dots in the 7 direction is miniscule compared to the distance, 1,
between dots in the X direction. In Step 1, we eliminate that asymmetry. We shall
“integrate out” all integration variables a.,(x) for which (x,7) is located at one of the
lighter dots in Figure 1.2, leaving the integration variables «(x) for which (x,7) is
located at one of the darker dots. That is, the final result for Step 1 is a representation
of the partition function as an integral having «, as an integration variable only if
T € 07 where 0 is some fixed constant, independent of €. Thus the set of integration
variables for the final result of Step 1 looks like the set of integration variables for
a classical spin system (in four dimensions). In fact, the final result of Step 1 looks
somewhat like the classical N—vector spin system for which Balaban proved the exis-
tence of the infrared limit and of symmetry breaking in (Balaban 19954, 1995b, 19964,
19960, 1996¢, 19984, 19985, 1998¢). However there are substantial technical differences
between the output of Step 1 and the class of models that Balaban considered. So one
cannot execute Steps 2 and 3 simply by saying “Balaban already did it”.

To execute Step 1, we repeatedly apply a simple version of a renormalization group
procedure, called “decimation”. In each decimation step we integrate out all a,’s
having every second remaining value of 7. In the first decimation step, we integrate
out a;r with 7 =g, 3¢, 5e, ---. The integral with respect to these variables factorizes
into the product, over 7 = 2¢, 4e, 6g, ---, of the independent integrals

/ dpine) (@ vr—e) To(&; 0% g 0r—2) Io(esat_.,a1r)
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That is, assuming that ﬁ € 2N,

[T [dmeeran) bEar o)
T€eZN (0,75 ] (1 10)
= / H [d:uR(s) (O‘:—a a‘l’) L (55 O‘:——Qaa O“r):|

T€2eZN(0, 157 ]

where
I (5 a'r 26707) :/d:uR(E)(aifsvaT 8) IO(E aT 2y Q7 — E) IO( : e Or ) (111)

In the second decimation step, we integrate out o,/ with 7/ = 2¢, 6e, 10¢,
in the integral on the right hand side of (1.10). The integral with respect to these
variables factorizes into the product, over 7 = 4¢, 8¢, 12¢, ---, of the independent
integrals

d,uR(s)( F aer—2e) Ii(gsal_y 00 —00) L5050 o, )

That is, assuming that = € 4eN,

11 {duﬁ(s)(aﬂar) Io(s;07 ., r )]

T€eZN (0,75

= H |:d,uR(8) (ara QT) 5L (E aT 2e) QT):|

TE€2eZN(0,755]

= H [d:uR(s) (O‘:—a a‘l’) I (55 O‘:——4aa O“r)i|
TE4eZN(0,157]

where

I (&5 07405 07) :/duR(a(ai_za,aP%) L& 07 _ger ar—2¢) Ii(; 05 _se, )

/ H d,uR(a) (a7, arr) H Io(e; Oz,r/7€, Q)

T'€eZN(T—4e,T) TEEZN(T—4e,T]

In general, for n > 1, ¢ > 0, set

o= [ I dmplena) [T bleaiaa) (12

T€eZN(0,27¢) T€eZN(0,27¢]

with ag = a and agn. = (. If, as in Figure 1.3, below, ﬁ = pl and € = 270, then
[T [tme ot an) hieas..a / H o) (6% 00) (53 051, 60)
T€eZN(0, 7]
(1.13)

with the convention ¢o = ¢, . I have renamed gy = ¢y.
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0 —>el— l—— @ —> I%T = pb
Fig. 1.3 The Integration Variables, Again

Combining (1.8) and (1.13) we get

m—00

R : - \ S
Tr e™ kT (H—pN) = lim /H |:d:U/R(2*m9)(¢Za¢€) Im(2 m9;¢g,1,¢6)
=1

So far we have just made a trivial rearrangement of the order of integration. But ...
(Balaban et al., 2010¢) have shown that

o Ip(a*, ) =limy,— oo [, (27™0; o, 3) exists

e and that the partition function can be written as

1 p * *
Trenrr :/ [T [T 22605260 e 0n00™00t)] 1y (g7, )
=1

e and that, if  was chosen sufficiently small, Iy may be written as the sum of a
dominant part (which is shown to have a logarithm, which I will describe in more
detail below) plus (ugly) terms indexed by proper subsets of X and which are
nonperturbatively small, exponentially in the size of the subsets.

We call the dominant term the “stationary phase approximation” (SP), because it is
obtained by restricting all domains of integration in our functional integrals, simply
by fiat, to appropriate neighbourhoods of stationary points. I’ll describe this process
in more detail in §1.2. The dominant contribution looks just like a perturbation of the
original e{® »i(£)f)—e(a”B,va™B) in our starting point (1.8). Here is the precise form of
the dominant contribution to I,(g; a*, 3).

Ir(zSP)(EQ o, B) = Zgng(g)lx‘ ela,3(27e)B)+Vane (e 07, B)+Eanc (507, 8) (1.14)
where, for every ¢ that is an integer multiple of ¢,

Vs(s; o B) =—¢ > ([i(na*][§(6 =7 —2)B], v [i(1)e"] [§(6 = 7 —£)B]) (1.15)

T€eZNI0,6)

The normalization constant Zs(¢) is chosen so that Es(e; 0,0) = 0. It is extremely
close to 1. (See (Balaban et al., 20100, Appendix C).) The function &s(e; o*, 3) is
defined for real numbers 0 < £ < § < O such that § = 2"¢ for some integer n > 0. It
is determined by the recursion relation

E(g;0%,8) =0
Eas(e: 0", B) = Ex(es ", j(0)8) +Es(e: J(0)a", )
log [ dpn(sy (2%, ) €245 (E07,8527.2)

+
[ dpeis) (2%, 2)

(1.16)

where
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OAs(e; @, By 24, 2) = [Vs(e; @ ,J( )8+ 2) = Vs(e; o, 5(6) )]

+ [Vs(g5 (8)a” + 2., B) — Vs(e; §(9)a”, B)]
+ [E5(e5 ,j §)B +z) — Esl(e; o, §(6)P)]
+ [Es(e; G0 + 24, B) — Es(e5 j(6)a™, B)] (1.17)

The motivation for this recursion relation comes from the stationary phase construc-
tion and is given in §1.2. In §1.3, T will outline the argument that the functions
Es(e; o, B) are

e analytic function of the fields,

e of degree at least two in each of a* and

e perturbatively small corrections
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1.2 Motivation for the Stationary Phase Approximation
The functions I, (g; a*, 3) of (1.12) can also be defined recursively by

L0, B) = / Qo) (6", 8) In(e; a*, 8)I(e; 6°, ) (1.18)

One of the morals of (Balaban et al., 2010¢) is that the integrand is highly oscil-
latory and that the dominant contributions may be extracted using stationary phase
by discarding contributions far away from the critical point of the (“free part”) of the
exponent.

By way of motivation for the stationary phase approximation, and in particular
for the recursive definition (1.16) of &s(g; o*, 3), replace I,, by

]7(15P)(€; o, B) = 2., (5)\X| el i(en)B) Ve, (50", 8) €z, (;07,8)

in the recursion relation (1.18). Here, ¢, = 2"¢. (Start with n = 0, Z.(¢) = 1 and
E(g; a*,8) = 0. Then, aside from the cutoff function (.(«, ), which is going to

incorporated by our choice of domain of integration, ISSP)(E; a*, ) is the same as
Iy(e; o*, 8).) The resulting integral

/ dineo (&, 8) ISP (e a*, 6) ISP (e; ¢°, B)
=Z. (E)QIX\ dUR(a)(¢*v b) ela”,3(en)@) (0", (en)B) Ven(sia™,0)+ Ve, (e5¢7,0)

efen (G 0™,0)+Ee, (55 67,5)

1 / d¢*<x2>Ad¢<x>] Al B16".0)
BeoI<RE)

= 2., (5)2|X\ {
xeX

— 2. ()2 4o (INAY(X) | (A(a™55 6xs6)
e (€) H |6 ()| <R(e) Zm ‘

XEX Y $u(x)=0(x)*
(1.19)

with

A(Oé*,ﬂ; ¢*a ¢) - - <¢* ’ ¢> + <a*,](€n)¢> + <¢*7](€n)6>
+ Ve, (&5 0", @) + Ve, (55 ¢4, B)
+ &, (g5 0%, ¢) + &, (e &, B)

Here we have written A as a function of four independent complex fields a*, 3, ¢.
and ¢. The activity in the penultimate line of (1.19) is obtained simply by evaluat-
ing A(a*, B; s, @) with ¢. = ¢*, the complex conjugate of ¢. But in the last line,
we introduce, for each x € X, a new, complex integration variable ¢.(x). That is,
(qﬁ(x), O (x)) € C2. To get equality between the second last line and the last line
of (1.19), we build the condition ¢.(x) = ¢(x)* into the domain of integration. The
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reason for introducing independent complex fields ¢, and ¢ lies in the fact that the
critical point (where the first order derivatives with respect to ¢, and ¢ vanish) of the
quadratic part

- <¢* ) ¢> + <j(5n)04*, ¢> + <¢*;J(5n)ﬁ>
= — (¢« — jlen)a™, & —j(en)B) + (jlen)a™, j(en)B) (1.20)

(@, j(en+1)B)

of A is “not real”. Precisely, the critical point is
S jen)a”, P = J(en) B

and in general (gbim)* £ ¢t To do stationary phase, we introduce the “fluctuation
variables” z.(x), z(x) and make the change of variables

$u(x) = 51 (%) + (%), d(x) = ¢ (%) + 2(x) (1.21)

Under this change of variables the domain of integration

{ (0:(x),¢(x)) | 6:(x) = 6(x)", |6(x)| <R(e) }

is transformed into

M(x) = { (2(x),2(x)) | (¢ (%) + 2(x))" = ¢ (x) + 2(x)
and }gbcm(x) +z(x)| <R(e) }

After the change of variables, the integral (1.19) is over a real 2| X | dimensional subset
in the complex 2|X| dimensional space of fields z., z.

The first step in the stationary phase approximation is to replace, for each x € X,
the domain of integration M (x) by the neighbourhood

D) = { (2.(x), 2(x)) € €| |20 < vlen), [2()] < x(en),
(2030 + 657 (X)) = 2(x) + 6 (x) | (1.22)

of the critical point. In (Balaban et al., 2010¢) we justify this approximation by the
observation that, whenever (z.(x),z(x)) ¢ D(x) for some x € X, the integrand is
extremely small. I will sketch the reasons for this in §1.2.2, below. Observe that,
in general, first, the critical point z(x) = z.(x) = 0 is not in D(x), and, second,
z4(x) # z(x)* on D(x).

The quadratic part (1.20) of the effective action A(a*,ﬂ; A+ 2y, G 4 z) in
the new variables is

— (J(en)a™ + 2s, j(en)B + 2) + (@, j(en) (i (en)B + 2))

+ <](5n>(](5n)0‘* JFZ*), 5>
= — (2, 2) + (", j(en+1)B)
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(This is why we introduced the j(g) in Theorem 1.1.) Inserting the change of variables
(1.21), we see that the part of (1.19) near the critical point is,

z. 2|X‘ H/ dza (I ndz(x) AR 5 2.,2) (1.23)
xeX D(x)

where

A, 5 21, 2) = = < v 2) (@, j(ent1)0)
Ve, (85 07, 6™+ 2) + Ve, (5 657 + 20, )
Ee, (5 a7 0™ 4 2) + &, (e 65 + 20, )
<z*,2> (o, J(En+1)ﬁ>+Van+1(6 a”, f)
+ &, (g5 07,6 + &, (65 95, B) + A, (€5 07, By 24, 2)

with the part of A(a*, 3; z., z) that is of degree at least one in (z,,z) being (except
for the explicit — (zy, 2))
OAs(e; ', B; 24, 2) = [Vs(es @ ,J( )8+ 2) = Vs(e; a*,5(8)85)]
+ [Vs(e; §(0)a* + 2., B) — Vs(e; j(6)a™, B)]
+ [Es(g; a® ,J 8)B+z) — Es(e; a*, j(6)5)]
+ [E5(e; j(O)a* + 24, B) — Es(e5 j(8)a”, )]

We have used that
Ve, (g5 o, ™) + Ve, (5 65, B) = Ve, (65 @, j(e0)B) + Ve, (5 j(en)a®, B)
= V€n+1 (5; Oé*, 6)

(The definition (1.15) of Vs(e; o*, 8) has been rigged to give this.) Apply Stokes’
Theorem, once for each x € X, to replace the domain D(x) with the union of

{ (2(),2(x)) | 2(x) = 2(2)", |2(x)| <x(en) }

(which contains the critical point) and a “side boundary”. This is done in Lemma 1.2
below. (Choose r = r(e,,) and p(x) = ¢Z(x)* — ¢“*(x) = (ji(e,)(a — B))(x).) This
gives that (1.23) is the sum of

Zan(E)Q‘Xl [H/ dz*(XQ);\Zdz(x)} eﬁ(a*,ﬁ;z*,z) (1.24)
xex Y 1z(x)|<r(en)
and Z., ()% times

[H / da(x)Adz(x)H I / d2(x)" Adz(x)] Al 512 2)
27 2me Zx (X)=2(x)*
RCX xeR O x) x€EX\R [2(x)[<r(en) for xeX\R
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where, for each x € X, C(x) is a two real dimensional submanifold of C? whose
boundary is the union of “circles” 9D(x) and

{(0,2(0) € €| 21(3) = 20, |2(x)] = 1(en) }

The second step in the stationary phase approximation is to ignore all but the first
term. That is, to replace (1.23) with (1.24). In (Balaban et al., 2010¢) we argue that
—2z.(x)z(x) has an extremely large negative real part whenever (z.(x), z(x)) € C(x)
(see part (b) of Lemma 1.2, below) and that this replacement introduces a nonpertur-
batively small error.

Thus, the stationary phase approximation for

/ dinee) (8, 9) IED(&; a*,6) ISP (e; 67, B)

is (1.24), which can also be written as
2., (e)HXlelaTi(Ent)B) Ve, iy (5507,0)

OAen (8507, B52.,2)

eEen(Ea",j(en)B) +Ec, (g5 5(en)a”.B) /dur(an)(Z*,Z)

This is indeed of the desired form, namely (1.14) with n replaced by n + 1, if

* 1.2
Zo(O=2.,(0F [ d5ndz

|z|<r(en)

and &, (e; ¥, 3) is given by the recursion relation (1.16).

1.2.1 Stokes’ Theorem

We next give a short discussion and proof of the version of Stokes” Theorem that we
used above. The setting is that we are given a radius r > 0 and a complex vector
p € C¥ that obeys |p(x)| < 2r for all x € X and we wish to “move the domain of

integration” from the initial domain D¢ = ><XDC (x), where
xXE

De(x) = { (2.(x), 2(x)) € €| [z(x)] <7, [2(x)] <7, 2(x) = 2. (0)" = p(x) }

(see (1.22) above) to the final domain Dr = XXDR(X), where
xXE

2(x)| < r}

We start by taking a closer look at D¢(x). At each point of D¢(x), the value of the
variable z,(x) is completely determined by the value of the variable z(x) through
z(x) = z(x)* — p(x)*. The set of allowed values of the variable z(x) is precisely the
intersection of the two discs |2(x)| < 7 and |z(x) — p(x)| < r. The two discs overlap

Da(x) = { (.(x), 2(x)) € C2| 2(x) = 2(x),

because of the hypothesis ’p(x)‘ < 2r. At each point of the corresponding final domain



Motivation for the Stationary Phase Approximation 17

Dg(x), the value of the variable z,(x) is again completely determined by the value of
the variable z(x), through z,(x) = z(x)*, and the set of allowed values of the variable
z(x) can be though of as being precisely the intersection of the two discs ‘z(x)’ <r
and ‘z(x) — 0‘ < r, which happen to coincide.

It is a simple matter to interpolate between D¢(x) and Dg(x). Define, for each
0<t<1,

Di(x) = { (2:(x), 2(x)) € C2| [z ()] < 7. [2(0] <7, 2(x) = 2(%)" = tp(x) |

Once again, at each point of D;(x), the value of the variable z.(x) is completely
determined by the value of the variable z(x), this time through z.(x) = z(x)* —tp(x)*,
and the set of allowed values of the variable z(x) is precisely the intersection of the
two discs |2(x)| <7 and |z(x) — tp(x)| < r. When ¢ = 1, Dy(x) = D¢(x) and when

t =0, Di(x) = Dgr(x). Hence B(x) = |J D:(x) is a the three (real) dimensional set
0<#<1

D([j (X)

Dg(x)
Fig. 1.4 The domain of integration for Stokes’ Theorem

whose boundary is the union of D¢ (x) (that’s the part of the boundary with ¢t = 1)

and Dg(x) (that’s the part of the boundary with ¢ = 0) and the two (real) dimensional
surface C'(x) = (Jyo¢q OD¢(x) (that’s the part of the boundary with 0 < ¢ < 1) where

ODi(x) = { (2.(x), 2(x)) € C2 | max {|z. (X)], [2(3)|} = 7, 2(x) = 2.(x)" = to(x) |
The surface C'(x) the joins the curves bounding Dg(x) and D¢ (x).

Lemma 1.2 (a) Let f(ou, B; 24, 2) be a function that is analytic in the variables o, 3
in a neighbourhood of the origin in C*X and in the variables (z., z) € ><X7)(x), with,
xE

for each x € X, P(x) an open neighbourhood of B(x). Then

/ H |:dz*(x2)7:'\idz(x) efz*(x)z(x)i| of (@ Bi70,2)
D¢

xeX
_ Z H (/ dz*(x2)/\'dz(x) GZ*(X)Z(X)>
RCX xeR N/ O&)
dz(x)"Ndz(x) —z.(x)2(x) | of(@n,Bizs,2)
H </ 27 € > € 2 () =2 (x)*
x€EX\R [z(x)|<r for x€X\R
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(b) We have
Re (2 (x)2(x)) > 3(* = |o(0)]?)
for all (z.(x),2(x)) € C(x). Furthermore the area of C(x) is bounded by 47r|p|. That

18,

‘ [ s f(z*(x>,z<x>)\ < 2| sup [ (2. (%), 2(x)) |
Cx) C(x)

Proof (a) We apply Stokes’ Theorem once for each point x € X to the differential
form

W= %ﬁﬁz(x) exp{7<Z*,Z>+f(a*7ﬂ;z*vz)}

xeX

Since w is a holomorphic 2|X| form in C?¥!, dw = 0 and

/Dwzz/MRw where Mg =[] Da(x) x [] C(x)

RCX x¢R x€R

(b) Let (24,2) € C(x). We suppress the dependence on x. There is a 0 < ¢ < 1 such
that max {|z.|, |z|} =7 and 2z, = 2* — tp*. So

2oz = 2> —tp*z

2z = |22 + tpz” — [tp]?
Adding and taking the real part,
2Re (2:2) = |2|* + [2]* = £2[p]* = 7% — |pf?
By construction, C(x) is contained in the union of the two cylinders

U={ (Tefw —tp*,rei?) |0 €fo0,2n], te[0,1] }
L={ (Teie,re_w +tp) |6 €0,2n], te[0,1] }
The upper cylinder contains the part of C'(x) with |z(x)| = r and the lower cylinder
contains the part with z,(x) = r. We’ll bound the integral over the upper cylinder.
On U, we have dz = ire?df and dz, = —ire™"?df — p*dt, which gives
dz Ndz = —ip*re®dt A df

since df A df = 0. Hence

27 1
‘/ s S (o) B [0 [ e 1) < rlolsup | (202)
0 0 v

d
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1.2.2 The Error

We finish off this section by hinting at why the error introduced by the stationary phase
approximation is extremely small. We consider the case n = 0. The initial functional
integral representation (1.8) may be written

o7 TN —gi [T {[ T ey (jas (o)] < R(<)) |

£—0 2
TEEZN(0, 7] *€X

T—€)

1, . 1
ei§<o‘7*€’a’*€>fo(€; ai_, an)e 2l °">}

where

Io(s; o, B) = el @B =ela™BvaBie (o, ) (1.25)

(a) We first discuss why inserting the “time derivative small field characteristic func-
tions” (- («, ), with @ = iy and 3 = «, for the various different values of 7, (which
are not present in the formal functional integral (1.1)) introduced only a very small
error, which tends to zero quickly in the limit € — 0. The critical observation is that
the quadratic part of the exponent of e_%@‘*’o‘)IO(s; o, B)e_%(ﬁ*’m obeys

Re{ -3 (a"a)+(a"j)8) —3(6".0) } ®mRe{ —5(a”,a)+ (", ) — 5 (8%.0) }
= —3lla -5l

which generates a factor of order e~3%()’ when (e, B) is not in the support of (. (a, 3).
This factor will be miniscule, because we shall choose r(e) = m where v is a small

positive constant (and % is a randomly chosen small positive number).

(b) A similar mechanism generates small factors whenever the difference § — o (now
think of this as a; — ai;—2c) between the two arguments of

Lie ot f) = / Qi) (6°, ) Io(e: o, D) lo(e; 6°, )

is larger than roughly r(2¢). Consequently, we use the stationary phase approximation
for this integral only when the “time derivative small field condition” ||a— (s < r(2¢)
is satisfied. The change of variables (1.21) expresses I; as

11(5; a*,ﬁ) _ e(g*,j(Qg)B) [ / dz. (x)Adz(x) —z*(x)z(x)} e.,zl(a*,ﬁ;z*,z)
M(x)

2m
xeX

Ce(a,j(@)B +2) G (((e)a” + 2.)", B)

The characteristic function (. (a, je)s + z) limits the domain of integration to z’s
obeying

2+ ()8 — allec <r(e)
Since [|ov — fllos < 1(26) = Fr7msr(e) and [|j(e)8 — Blls < consteR(e) < r(e) (by
our choice of R(g) — see part (d), below), this condition is more or less equivalent to
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Iz]lce < r(€). Indeed, on the difference between the domain ||z + j(£)5 — | < r(g)
and the domain ||z||« < r(€), the integrand is extremely small, for reasons like those
given in part (a), above. Similarly, the condition imposed by the second (. is roughly
equivalent to ||z«|lec < r(€). The two conditions ||z]lecc < r(e) and ||z4|lec < r(e) are
built into the domains of integration D(x) in (1.22).

(¢) The “time derivative small field condition” [la — 8]les < 1(26) = 5rmr(e) is also
used to ensure that —z,(x)z(x) has an extremely large negative real part whenever
(z4(x), 2(x)) lies on C(x), the side of the Stokes’ “cylinder”. This may be seen from
part (b) of Lemma 1.2, with 7 =r(e) and p = (¢<1t)* — ¢t = j(e)[a — 3] .

(d) Another mechanism, which is similar in spirit to, but different from, the supression
of large time derivatives, arises from the e=5(*"#:va"f) in (1.25). When o ~ 3 (i.e.
when the time derivative is small), the exponent is roughly

—(a*a,va*a) < —evy (@a, a*a) = —cuy Z lov(x)[*
xeX

where v; is the smallest eigenvalue of the integral operator with kernel v(x,y). Recall
that we have assumed that the integral operator with kernel v(x, y) is strictly positive.
So if for some x € X, we have |a(x)| > R(g), then

* * 4
e—a(a a,va’a) < e—maR(a)

The large field cutoff R(e) is chosen so that this is, again, minuscule when ¢ is small.
For example, R(e) = (EU)%, (with 1% a randomly chosen number that is strictly

bigger than, but close to i) does the job.
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1.3 Bounds on the Stationary Phase Approximation

In this chapter, we outline the proof of some bounds on the &s(e; a*, 5)’s of (1.16).
The bounds are expressed in terms of a family of norms on analytic functions of
{o*(x),8(x) | xe X }.

An analytic function f(a*, 3) of @ and 8 may be expanded in a power series

Fas,8)="Y" Y alxi Xk ya,ce,ye) alxa) e alxe)” Byr) - Blye)

k>0 x1, xpE€X
Y1, Y EeX

(with the coefficients a(xy, -+ ,Xg; y1,- - ,¥ye¢) invariant under permutations of xy,
-+, xg and of y1, -+, ys). For the functions of interest, the “symmetric coefficient
system” a(x1,--- ,Xk; y1,- - ,¥¢) will be translation invariant (recall that X is the

finite discrete torus Z3/(LZ)3, for some large L € N) but otherwise exponentially
decaying (uniformly in L). We tailor our norms to these two characteristics by defining
the norm

£, B)ls = D max max > ws(X;¥)|a(X;¥) (1.26)
k,£>0 - (R, 7)exkxxt
(%,9);=x

with the “weight system”
ws(X; §) = w(6)FHE emdEY) for (%,§) € XF x X* (1.27)

where 7(X,¥) is the minimal length of a tree whose set of vertices contains the set
{x1," "+, Xk, ¥1, - ,ye}. We refer to (1.27) as the weight system with mass m that
associates the constant weight factor x(d) to the fields a* and (. During the course of
the proof, we will use other similar norms, with different weights. Roughly speaking,
for || f(a*, B)||s to be finite, each coefficient a(x1,- -+ ,Xk; y1, -+ ,¥e)

e must decay a bit better than exponentially with rate m when one argument is

held fixed and at least one other argument is moved far away and
e must be of size smaller than W. (The weight £(d) will be chosen shortly.)

If || f(a*, )]s is finite, then f(a*, ) is analytic, and bounded by |X|| f(a*, 3)|s, on
the domain { (a*,8) € C*¥1 | |a(x)],[B(x)| < K(0) for all x € X }.

The decay properties of £,’s arise from the decay properties of the operators j(7) =
e~ 7=t and v in the initial Iy of Theorem 1.1. In general, we capture the decay
properties of any operator A on L?(X) = CX, with kernel A(x,y) (i.e. that maps
o(x) € L*(X) to (Ap)(x) = ZyEX A(x,y)p(y) € L?(X)), by using the weighted
L'- L operator norm

Al = max{ sup 3 N | Ax, )|, sup 3 emd<xﬁy>1A<x,y>1} (1.28)

x€X yex YeX yvex

where d(x,y) is the metric on X = Z3/LZ3. Some useful properties of this norm are
given in
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Lemma 1.3 (a) For any two operators A,B: L*(X) — L*(X)

IMABIIF< (LA B

(b) For any operator A : L*(X) — L*(X) and any complex number o

|HeaAH| < elal Al H‘eaA _ ]1|H <o |||A\He‘o‘| Al

Proof (a) By the triangle inequality, for each x € X

D MBI < ) e A 2)[e Y| Bz, )

yeX y,ze€X

<> e Ax,z)| |18l
ze X

< LAl 1B

The other bound, in which one sums over x rather than y, is similar.

(b) By part (a),

oo (o]
el < D7 Aullem A < 37 slal™ lAj" = el 141
n=0 n=0
and
oo o0
fles = < 3= Sillam A < 37 dlal™ A" < laf [Afe! 140
n=1 n=1

Corollary 1.4 Let 7 > 0.

GO < e Wi+ ey — ) < #([R]] + [])er NBl+ED

Proof Write j(7) = e™ e~ ™ and j(7) — 1 = e™#(e~™™ — 1) + e7# — 1. By the previous
Lemma
3 ()l = e™llle™ M| < emHer b

and

7 (7) =l < e™fle™™ — W] + le™ — | < 7liuflemem M 4 e — 1
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The quantities relevant for the estimates of Es(e; o, 3), in addition to the radii
r(9), of the domain of integration, and x(0), of the domain of analyticity, are the norm
[lv]ll of the interaction, the decay rate m, a constant K; such

il <™ and l5(r) — 1|l < KT’ for7 >0 (1.29)

(see Corollary 1.4) and a constant 0 < © < 1 that bounds the range of 6’s (see (1.13))
for which the constructions work. In (Balaban et al., 2010b, Hypothesis 1.1) we give a
set of hypotheses on these constants. (For the full temporal ultraviolet limit, not just
the stationary phase approximation, see (Balaban et al., 2010¢, Appendix F).) For
the purposes of these lectures, I'll just make one reasonably specific choice. I'll allow
any K;,m > 0 and view them just as fixed constants. Then I'll pick sufficiently small
(depending on K,; and m) 0 < v,© < 1 and allow any interaction v with [|v]|| < v.
Then T’ll set

§) = — §) = — 1.
)= —lr k)= —ig (1.30)
Think of the exponents zlo and % as being just a tiny bit bigger than 0 and i,

respectively.
I will outline the proof of

Theorem 1.5 Under the above hypotheses, there is a constant Kg such that
[E5(e; @, B)| 5 < Kud®[llv]Pr(8)*k(6)°

for all0 < e <§ <O for which g is a power of 2. The function Es(e; o, 3) has degree
at least two both* in o* and (3.

In (Balaban et al., 2010b, Theorem 1.4), we also prove

Theorem 1.6 The limit

Eo(a”,B8) = lim &(27™6; o*, )

m—00

ezists uniformly in 0 < 6 < O. It fulfills the estimate
[€o(e”, )|, < Kg 0% |[0]l*x(6)*r(6)°
and has degree at least two in both o™ and 3.

The proof of Theorem 1.6 uses the same techniques as the proof of Theorem 1.5. So I
won’t discuss the former at all.

Remark 1.7 Theorem 1.5 implies that Hé'g(s; O‘*vﬂ)Ha < KE(H‘””|)2 for all 0 < e <

b

0 < O. In particular Es(g; o*, B) is analytic and bounded pointwise by KE|X|(M)2
on { (o*, ) € 2l | Ja(x)], |8(x)| < (60)~10 for all x € X }. The coefficients in its
power series expansion decay exponentially at rate at least m.

4By this we mean that every monomial appearing in its power series expansion contains a factor
of the form o*(x1) a*(x2) B(x3) B(x4) .
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We formulate the recursion relation (1.16) that defines & (e; o*,§) more ab-

stractly.
Definition 1.8 Let 0 < e < §. For an action E(a*, 5) we set

J" [ir (s 6Asa(€ a*,B;2",2)
N5 [E] (", 8) = E(”,j(6)8) + E(j(8)a”, B) +log

fdur((;) 2%, z)

whenever the logarithm is defined. Here

OAs - (E; aF, By 24, 2) = [Vs(g; ,J( )B4 2) — Vs(e; a*,§(8)3)]
+ [Vs(e; 5(6)a +z*,ﬁ)— (573(5) 0]
+ [5( ﬁ—l—z) ﬁ}
+ [EG()a" + 2., 8) — ( ( ) ,B)]

The recursion relation (1.16) is equivalent to

56(5; Oé*,ﬂ) =0

1.31
gan+1 (5§ a*aﬁ) = man,a [gan (55 a*aﬁ)} ( )

To prove Theorem 1.5, we perform induction on n to successively bound &, (e; - )
forn = 0,--- ,logy %. The heart of the induction step is given in Proposition 1.11.
Proposition 1.11, in turn, is an application of a corollary to (Balaban et al., 20104,
Theorem 3.4), which, specialized to the current setting, says

Theorem 1.9 Let x > 0 and denote by || - || the norm® with weight system of mass
m that assigns the weight k > 0 to the fields o™ and 3 and the weight 4r(8) to the fields
ze and z. If f(a*, B; 24, 2 ) is an analytic function on a neighbourhood of the origin in
CH*XI that obeys ||f||ﬂ < 16, then there is an analytic function g(a*, ) such that

J el B dpy) (27, 2)

- =e9(@"h) 1.32
[ e 0022 dpy ) (2%, 2) (1.52)

and

£l
lglla < =157

I’ll give an outline of the proof of this theorem in §1.5. See Theorem 1.29. The corollary
that we shall use is (Balaban et al., 2010a, Corollary 3.5), which, again specialized to
the current setting, says

5The “A” in || - |la stands for fluctutation. This norm is defined just as in (1. 26), except that
there are four fields, a*, 8, z« and z, instead of two, and the k(8)*+* of (1.27) is replaced by

Pl (41"(5))”* *" where k is the number of a* fields, ¢ is the number of 3 fields, n, is the number of
zx fields and n is the number of z fields.
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Corollary 1.10 Let f(a*,3;z.,2) be an analytic function on a neighbourhood of
the origin in CHX| that obeys | flla < 35. Define, for each complex number ¢ with
I flla < 5. the function G(¢) = G(¢; o, B) by the condition

f e(f(a*,ﬁ;z*,z) d:ur(S) (Z*a Z)

— ,G(¢a™,B) 1.33
P =€ .
[ ecf(0,0:27.2) dpie(5) (2%, 2) ( )

as in Theorem 1.9. Then G(¢) is a (Banach space valued) analytic function of ¢ and,
for each n € N, the g(a*, 3) = G(1;a*, 3) of Theorem 1.9 obeys

4 L g 1fle )"
|o- s - #%20], < (3 57m

35— I flla

We have G(0) =0 and

%(0) = / [f(a*vﬂ, Z*v Z) - f(oa 0, Z*v Z)] d:ur(é)(Z*5 Z)

If the symmetric coefficient system a(X.,X; ¥, ¥) of [ obeys a(X.,X;¥+,¥) = 0 when-
ever y = ¥, then %(0) =0.
Proof The proof of the bound in this corollary is a short, straight—forward appli-
cation of the Cauchy integral formula. For the details, see (Balaban et al., 2010aq,
Corollary 3.5).

The left hand side is 1 when o* = 8 = 0, so G(0) = 0. To show that %(O) =
0, under the specified conditions on the coefficient system, expand f(a*,3;z*,2) in
powers of the fields o, 3, z* and z. This expresses [ f(a*, 3; 2%, z) dpuy(s) (2%, 2) as a
sum of terms, with each term being some coefficient (depending on o* and 3) times

[ TT 460 ™ 260"} diny (.2
Switching to polar coordinates, z(x) = p(x)e? ™),
[T 16007260} dingo (=7, 2)
xeX

r(8)

2m
— L2 [ o) [ dte) e playremeiitns e
0 0
(1.34)

Unless myx = nx for every x € X, the right hand side is zero because of the 0(x)
integrals. When myx = nx for every x € X, the coefficient multiplying this integral is
zero because of the hypothesis on the symmetric coefficient system. Hence

/f(a*aﬁ;Z*aZ) d,“/r(&)(Z*az) = /f(0,0,Z*,Z) dﬂr(J)('Z*az) =0
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For the induction step, we use

Proposition 1.11 For all 0 < & < § < ©/2, with § an integer multiple of e, the
following holds:

Let E(a*, 8) be an analytic function which has degree at least two both in o and
in B and which obeys Hc‘f(oz*,ﬂ)H(S < 4K §|[lv]||v(6) k(26)® . Then Rs[E](a*, B) is

well defined, has degree at least two both in o and in (3, and satisfies the estimate

4
195, [€][l5 < 220 €1075582 o) 1()? 5(26)° + 262755 (£E8) e

Proof Observe that the functions
Vs(e; @, j(0)B + 2) = Vs(e; ", j(0)B) and E(a”,j(0)B + z) — E(a”, j(9)B)

both have degree at least two in o*, degree at least one in z and do not depend on z,.
Similarly, Vs(e; j(6)a* +2z4, 8) = Vs(e; j(0)a*, B) and E(j(d)a* 4z, B)—E((0)a*, B)
have degree at least two in 3, degree at least one in z, and do not depend on z. Since
the integral of any monomial against dj.(5)(2*, 2) is zero unless there are the same
number of z’s and z*’s (see (1.34)),

/ Qv (2", 2) DA o(€; 0, ;2" 2) = 0 (1.35)

J dpiesy (7 ,2) 2482 F1 0T P 2)
S dprsy (2%,2)
implies that Rs . [5} (a*, B) has degree at least two both in o* and in 3.

We apply Corollary 1.10, with k = k(26). Clearly, ||f(a*,0)|2s = || f(a*, B)|la for
functions that are independent of the fluctuation fields z., z. To apply the Corollary,
we need to bound [|0A4s5.(E; a*, B; 2., 2)||a.

We'll first bound

Vs(e; o, j(0)8 + 2) — Vs(e; 7, j(0)5)

=& Z [<'Y*‘rg7'+aa U'Y*Tgr+a> - <'Y*‘rgr+6a U’Y*TgT-‘rE)]
reezn[0,8)

and log has degree at least two both in a* and in 8. This

with

Yer = J(T)Q" gr =26 =7)B §r =46 —7)(j(0)B+2) =j(20 —7)B+j(6 — 1)z

Expand out g, as a sum of two terms, as in the last equation, expressing the summand
(VerGrtes VYsrGrte) — { Verlrte, VYargrie) itself as a sum of three terms, each of
which is (except for a minus sign) of the form

(T171)(T272), v (T3y3) (Tava))

= X | I vnxantan]etyaye)| I Tetvaxonteo

x1,%2,%3,x4€X - (=12 (=3,4
y1,y2€X
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with

I=Ty=j(r—¢) m=yw=a" (L37), [ 1,7) € {(j(20-7),08), (i(6-7),2)}

and with at least one of (I's,y3), (I'4,7v4) being (j(6 — 7), 2). In general

E em"'(x17x27x37x4)

x2,%x3,%x4 €X

{ H Fe()’hX@)W}“(YbW)[ H Fe(yzaxe)w]

=12 £=3,4

y1,y2€X
< Z |: Hemd(x“yl)l—‘g(yl,){¢)l€¢:| U(yl,y2)emd(y1,}’2)|: Hemd(xg’yz)FZ(Y%XZ)"ﬁé]
x2,x3,%4l Lp—1 9 0=3,4

Y1:¥2

4

<[lre X { Hemd<"“y1>|re<y1,x»@ [o(y1, ¥2)[e™ O YD 1T

=1 xo€X Ly=12

y1,y2€X

3 [ Hemd(x"y1)|F€(Y1aXl)|] ol T 1 Tl

4
<[+
(=1 x9,y1€X (=12

4
< ol TT welirell
£=1

To get from the first line to the second line, we used that the set of vertices of the tree
in the figure below contains x;, x2, x3 and x4 so that

T(x1,%2,%3,%X4) < d(x1,y1) + d(X2,y1) + d(y1,y2) + d(y2,x3) + d(y2,X4)
The bounds when x5 or x3 or x4 is fixed instead of x; are the same.

X1 X3

y2

X2 Y1 X4

Fig. 1.5 A longer tree

As
GO < e®° 520 =7 =)l < 5% i =T — )| < e"9°

and o*, § and z have weights k(20), x(20) and 4r(d), respectively, we have, for each
T €eZn(0,4],

H (YarGrtes VYsrgrae) — (Verrtes U VerGrte) Hﬂ < 1267590 [lofll=(5) ’1(25)3

Here, we have assumed that ©v < o5 so that 4r(§) < £(26). Summing over T and
multiplying by € gives

[|Vs(e; a*, §(8)B + 2) — Vs(e; o, §(6)B) || < 12> §[v]|| x(5) r(26)?

Similarly



28 The Temporal Ultraviolet Limit

[Vs(es (8)a” + 2o, B) = Vs(e; j(0)a” + zs, B)||g < 12675 6]|o]]| x(6) w(26)°
Next, we bound £(a*, j(0)3+z)—E(a*, j(§)5). For any analytic function f(a*, 3),
| f(a®, §(6)B+z) — f(a*, 58)B)||4 < || f(a®, 5(6)B + 2) ||,
since the symmetric coefficient system for f(a*, j(0)8 + z) — f(a*, j(5)3) is precisely

the symmetric coefficient system for f(a*, j(0)3 + z), but with the coefficients for
terms having no z’s replaced by 0. So, by Proposition 1.326,

[f(a*, §(6)8 + 2) = f(a™, j(5)B)]

a S|F@* 308+ 2)||4 < [[f(a”,8)]|;
since

17(8)1(26) + 4r(8) < €7 (26) + 4x(8) = [ = 4 4(60) 1] w(5) < K(5)

Z
210

if © and v are small enough. In particular ||€(a*, j(6)3+z) —&(a*, j(5)B) Hﬂ <|I€]ls-
Similarly ||€(j(0)a* + 2., B) — E(j(6)a”, B) ||y < II€]ls -

Combining the bounds of the previous two paragraphs and then using the hypoth-
esis that ||€]|s < 4e®%i§||v]]| r() x(26)3, we get

1045, (€: -)||g < 24€>%56)[ull| £(8) £(20)° +2||E|ls < 2° €75 80| x(6) w(26)°

5 50K, 1 > o L
<2 12 (60)20 < &5 (1.36)

if ©® <1 and Ov is small enough. Finally, by (1.35) and Corollary 1.10

< _ lloAs (& )R
> 77 z
25 (35-1045.(&)ln)
< 220 elOéKj52|”,U|”2 I‘(5>2 K(25)6

H [ dpy(s) (27, ) €040 (Ei 0T Bizez)
J dps)y (2%, 2)

Combining this estimate and the estimate of Lemma 1.12, below, with f = £, we get

the desired bound on HS)‘{(;,g [5] ||26 . O

Lemma 1.12 Let f(a*,3) be an analytic function that has degree at least two both in
o and 3. Then

(£ (e, 5(8)8) 45 I£(©B)a",B)||,5 < €2 (

2 1l

Proof Introduce the auxiliary norm || - |laux that uses the weight system of mass m
that associates the constant weight factor £(9) to the field o, and the constant weight

6 Actually, by an obvious generalization of Proposition 1.32, since the g of Proposition 1.32 is a
function of a single field. See (Balaban et al., 2010a, Corollary A.2) for such a generalization.
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factor e “9Kik(5) to the field 3. Since, by (1.29), |7 (9)|| e ?%Kik(5) < x(6), part (i) of
Proposition 1.32 gives
1" 5@B), < Iflls

As f(a*,j(6)B) has degree at least two both in o and 3 and e~°%ik(0) > £(26), if
O is small enough,

"f(o‘*’j(5>5)"26 = (%(266))) ( *5K3(2(5)) Hf( 6)‘

The estimate on Hf(j(é)a*, 6) H% is similar. |

. 5
< s (=28) ) g

Waux

Proof of Theorem 1.5 Choose Kp = 22'e'9%i, We write § = ¢,, = 2"¢ and prove
the statement by induction on n. In the case n = 0 there is nothing to prove. For the
induction step from n to n + 1, set § = €,. The hypothesis of Proposition 1.11, with
& = &s, is satisfied since, by the inductive hypothesis,

< Kp 8*|lvl|* 1(6)°5(6)° = K (60)20255 8[jul]| x(9)s(26)° < o]jo]| r(6>n<(26>3 |
1.37
if ©v has been chosen small enough. Using (1.31) and Proposition 1.11, we see that

€511

< 920 10055 22 (5)2 (20)° + 2295 (S0 Y ke 4202 2(0)? ()"

n+l||8n+1 = K(0)
= [2206109K 121 (ALY g 2ol 1(6)? (26"
19 105Kj . T
%[2;{7)@ 0 (26 ) ] (rgg)) Kp(26)2|[v]|? £(26)2 1(26)°
_ %[i n 625%2%] 275 K 5(20)2|[v]? 1(26)? k(26)°

< Kg(20)?||v]I* r(26)* k(26)° (if © has been chosen small enough)

€

9)
20)
9)

=Kp 5721+1|||U|||2 r(<5n+1)2 “(5n+1)6
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1.4 Functional Integrals

In this section, I will outline the proof of a functional integral representation of the
partition function like that of Theorem 1.1. It is an example of the class of rigorous
functional integral representations in which the object of interest is expressed as a limit
of finite dimensional integrals. At the end of this section, I will mention, and provide
references to, a couple of other classes of rigorous functional integral representations
that are used in mathematical physics.

I remind you that we have decided to approximate the left hand side of (1.1)
by replacing space R® by a finite number of points, say X = Z3/LZ3 and that the
Hamiltonian is

H = / dxdy 41(x) h(x, ) $(y) + / dcydxs (310 () w31, %2) (31 )8 (x2)

(1.38)
with [ dx just meaning > xex- We are still assuming that the kinetic energy operator
h > 0 and that the two—dody potential 2v(x,y) is strictly positive when viewed as
the kernel of an integral operator. I have claimed that then the partition function is
(pretty obviously) well-defined. Let’s check that this is indeed the case. The Hilbert
space of all states of this system is

F =@ F with 7, = L2(X") =CXI"/s,
n=0
Here

e a vector in the n—particle subspace F,, is a function f(xy,---,%,), with each
argument x; running over X, that is invariant under permutation of its arguments
e the inner product between two n—particle vectors f,g € F,, is

F.0) 5 = /X dxy -y X0 1300) g1, 3 %0)

where [, dx f(x) just means Y _y f(x)
[ ] .7:0 =C
e the inner product between two vectors f = (f")n>o and g = (gn)n>0 in F is

<f7 g>]—" = Z <fn;gn>_7:n

n>0

Now both H and N map the n—particle space F,, (which is finite dimensional) into
1
itself. We’ll show that the, positive, operator e ®TH=1N) is trace class by bounding,

1
for each nonnegative integer n, the trace of the restriction of e ' H=1N) 6 7 and
then observe that the bound is easily summable over n. Now the restriction of N to
Fy, is just nl and the following lemma provides a lower bound on H [ F,.

Lemma 1.13 There are constants C, D > 0 such that the restriction of H to F, is
bounded below by (Cn — D)nll.
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Proof Use 9f(x), ¥(x) to denote the annihilation and creation operators at x € X.
By the commutation relations [¢(x), %' (x")] = 0x,x/, the interaction

V= [ dxadr v ca)ut xa) oo x2) w0 ) (1.39)
= /dxldx2 Pl (x1)(x1) v(x1, %2) T (x2)1h(x2) — /dx 1/1T(X) v(x,x) 1(x)
= /dxlde n(xy) v(x1,x2) n(xz) — /dx v(x,x) n(x)
where n(x) = f(x)1(x) is the local number operator at x. Now, restricted to JF,,
{ n(x) ’ x € X } is a family of commuting, bounded self-adjoint operators on the
finite dimensional Hilbert space F,, (that is, they are self-adjoint matrices). So there
is an orthonormal basis {5y} for F,, consisting of simultaneous eigenvectors for all
of the n(x)’s. We denote the eigenvalues py (x). (All this is easy to find and is given

n (Balaban et al., 2008a), but we don’t need the explicit formulae.) So, for any ¢ =
ZY Py 6Ya

<<p , /X2 dxqdxs n(x1)v(x1,x2)n(xs2) g0>
= Z Dy, Y, <5y1 , / dx1dxs n(x1)v(x1,x2)n(x2) 5y2>

Y1,Y2
= / dxldXQ U(XlaXQ) Z (p_Y1(pY2 <n(X1)6Y1 ) 7’L(X2) 6Y2>
X2 Y1,Ys2
= / dxydxg v X17X2 Z Py; PY, 1y, (Xl):u‘yz (X2)<5Y1 ) 5Y2>
X2 Y1,Y2

=> | <PY|2/ dxydxy py (x1)v(X1,Xa)py (X2)
Y

By hypothesis, v is a strictly positive operator on L?(X). Denote by \g > 0 its smallest
eigenvalue. Then

/XQ dxrdxa py (x1)o(x1, %)y (%) > )\O/de B (%) > 2 (/X x ()’

Ao 2
=540
[X]

by Cauchy—Schwartz and the fact that, on F,,, fX dx n(x) = n. Hence
Ao 2 2 _ 2o 2ol
(o [ Lasaxs noautaxainte) o) = Ayt Sler” = ol
X2

Since, on F,, the n(x)’s are positive operators adding up to n, every 0 < uy (x) < n
and
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)%, —7,_, = ¥ W)z, = [nx)]r <n
1) 7,7 = 167, —F,0 < VR

Consequently
sl = | [ iy w11y v <0 [ty ot a0
We can easily do better than this, but we don’t need to. The lemma follows with
C = 2. O
X

Now back to the trace. Since the dimension of 7, is less than | X |" and every eigenvalue
of (H— uN) | F, is at least Cn? — Dn — un, we have

1 1
TI‘_'F e~ FT (H—pN) < e FT (Cn27Dn7,un) |X|n
This is obviously summable over n.

1.4.1 A Rigorous Version of the Functional Integral

1
So we now know that, when X is finite, the partition function Trz e ®T H=1N) §g
well-defined. I'll now outline the proof of a functional integral representation for
1
Trg e BT H=1N) that is similar to that of Theorem 1.1, but whose integrand looks a
lot more like the e(®™%) with the A(a*, a) of (1.2).
We use the notation = I%T and, for any p € N,

T={r=d)la=1..,p}
ey =8
diporle’, o) = T TT [“=t9aee=td (o (x)] < )]
T€T, xe€X

K(a*,0) = [[ dxdy athtxy)aty)  p [ dx atxa)
+ [ axiy ate)ax) vixy) aly)aly)

Theorem 1.14 Suppose that the sequence R(p) — oo as p — oo at a suitable rate.
Precisely
1
lim pe 22®° = 0 and R(p) < p24X]

p—00

Then

Tr e=BH=-1N) — Jim /dup,R(p)(a*,Oé) H e~ Jy ) —al_. (Mlar(y) ,—epK(af_. ar)
p—00
T€T,

with the convention that oy = ag .

Almost all of the rest of this section is used to outline the proof of Theorem 1.14.
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1.4.2 The Main Ingredients — Coherent States

The first main ingredient in the proof is the use of coherent states. I’ll give the formulae
only for the case | X| = 1, because then they are short and clean. The general case is
very similar. If | X| = 1, then

F =@ Fn with 7, =C
n=0

Let e, =1 € C = F,,. We can think of each vector in F as a sequence (vo, V1,02, - )
of complex numbers. Then e,, is the sequence all of whose components are zero, except
for that with index n, which is 1. For each o € C the coherent state

la) =) J=ae, €F (1.41)

n=0

is an eigenvector for the field (or annihilation) operator

Ve, = \/ﬁ €n—1

To check this, we compute

¢|a>=;ma"€n_1=ala) (1.42)

The action of the creation operator
z/JTen =vn+le,p

on the ot coherent state vector is

PHla) =2 *Jretenn =5 ), ot e = ggla) (143)
n=0 - n=0 (n+1)t

Because the e,,’s form an orthonormal basis, the inner product between two coherent
states is

@) = e

M8

(alv)= 2 FrTmOmn =

m,n=0 n=0

For general X, there is a similar coherent state | a) for each | X|-component complex
vector & € CIXI. The inner product between two such coherent states is

(aly)=el a(¥)(y)
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1.4.3 The Main Ingredients — Approximate Resolution of the Identity

One of our main tools is going to be the analog for coherent states of the identity that
for any orthonormal basis
v = Z(en,v) €n

n

Formally, the corresponding statement for coherent states is

ﬂ:/ 11 {da*o;):lda(x)] e 14y 10 o) (o

xeX
where |a) (a| is the linear operator that maps v € F to the inner product of v and
| ) times the vector | «). The integral “sums” over all possible coherent states and
the exponential e~ Jay laWI® = W turns the coherent states into unit vectors.
Here is a rigorous version of the resolution of the identity for coherent states.

Theorem 1.15 For each r > 0, let

do™ (x)Ado(x — a 2
IT:H / GOA ()}e Jay e o) (af (1.44)

xEX a(x)|<r
Then
(a) 0 <1, <1.
(b) 1. commutes with N.
(¢) The operator norm of 1,. is bounded by one for all v and, for each vector v € F,

I.v converges to v as r — oo. That is, I, convergences strongly to 1.
(d) For all n and r, the operator norms

l@-T) 17 < X2 e ™2 LA < (X"

Remark 1.16 Observe, from part (d), that if % < 1 then I, | F, = 1 while if

’l"2

Z5 > 1, then I, | F,, = 0 (use that n! = n"). So we can think of 1, as being, very
2
roughly, projection onto @2:0 Fn.

Proof We first observe that when you apply the operator e~/ 4 20 o) (o] to
some vector v, the resulting vector is of norm at most W ) T e) vl < vl
So integrand of the right hand side of (1.44) is of operator norm at most one. As it is
also continuous in « and the domain of integration is of finite volume, the right hand
side of (1.44) is obviously well-defined.

The proof is easy once one has an orthonormal basis of eigenvectors for I, — and
it is easy to just guess such a basis. Again, to simplify the notation, I'll just give the
proof for |X|=1. Then

F =P F, with 7, =C
n=0
and {em =1e€C=F, ’ m=20,1,2,3,--- } is an orthonormal basis for F. If part
(b) of the Theorem is true, then each of the F,,’s, which has basis {e,,}, will be left
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invariant by I.. So each e,, will be an eigenvector. To verify that this is indeed the
case, and to find the corresponding eigenvalues, we compute I,.e,,.

Recall that -
n=0 )

So

— danda 7|a\2 ~m_ . n
- Valv/ml «/ /| T 2w oo

|<r

Now switch to polar coordinates. That is, make the change of variables o = pe®?

: T : dzndz _ dzid
Recalling that if z = 2 + iy, then 2% = S,

o 27 T
_ 2 . _
D v e"/o d9/0 dp Le ¥ prinilelinm)
n=0

2

T r
- # em/ dp 267P202m+1 = % €m/ dt e” '™ where t = p?
0 0

= {1#/ e tHm dt} e

This tells us that each e, is an eigenvector of I, with eigenvalue 1 — f S e i dt,
which is always between 0 and 1 and which tends to zero as r — oo Parts (a), (b)
and (c) follow. For part (d) , just bound

%/ et = 2n/ et (5" dt < 2"/ etet/? di = gntl /2

2 2

and

1.4.4 The Main Ingredients — Trace

Formally, the analog of
Tr B = Z(en,Ben)

for coherent states is
tp— [ ] [5G0 oo e0F (a|B]a)

Our next main tool for the proof is the following rigorous version of that formula.
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Proposition 1.17 Let B be a bounded operator on F. For all r > 0, Bl, is trace
class and

2m

T B = [[ / da’(x)da(x)] o= [ dy e (| B )
wex HlaGol<r

Proof As usual, I'll just give the proof for | X| = 1.

Recall that, by definition, BI, is trace class when the eigenvalues of the operator
square root of I, B* BI,. (all of which are nonnegative) are summable. There is a theorem
which says that a product of a trace class operator (in our case I,) and a bounded
operator (in our case B) is trace class. In our case, we can also easily check directly that
BI, is trace class. Here is the argument. By the min—max principle (Reed and Simon,
1978, Theorem XIII.1, with H = —I,.B*BI,.) the (n + 1)** eigenvalue of I,B*BI,,
counting from largest to smallest, is

inf sup (¢ |LB*BL.|¢)< sup (¢ |LB*BL|¢)
Prpn€F wer, |pl=1 YEDm >nFm
YLy, o llpl[=1
< |1BI)? sup (&™)
m> ’

by part (d) of Theorem 1.15. Hence the (n + 1) eigenvalue of the operator square
root, again counting from largest to smallest, is at most || B||sup,,,,, =;7*™ and this
is clearly summable over n.

So BI, is trace class and the trace itself is

Tr BIT:Z<em | BL | e )

m
- 2
=Y [ st o (e Bl ) o)
m Y lal<r
— 2
- [ e S o) ten 18] )
| <r m

= _ 2
:/| darda o~ (o |B|a)

ol<r

Moving the sum over m inside the integral is justified by the Lebesgue dominated
convergence theorem, since

ST (el em) (em | Bla)| <) | [B]a) || < ||Blel"
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1.4.5 Consolidation — Where We Are Now

Combining Theorem 1.15 and Proposition 1.17, we now have
Lemma 1.18 Assume that lim p e~ 3RP* = 0. Then

p—0o0

Tr e—BH-uN) _ | { dar; (x) darr (x) f\mx)\?} <
e = 1 S T e

e—% (H—pN) ’ a, >

2m %
&5 Tlar(x)|<R(p) T
Proof By Theorem 1.15,
Ty o~ BH=EN) _ Ty H‘reTpefg(HﬂLN)]l — lim Tr HreTpeig(HiuN)IR(p)

p—0o0

To justify the last step

o Let e > 0.
e Denote by P, the orthogonal projector onto @7, _gF,. Use Lemma 1.13 to select
an n € N, independent of p, such that

2

Te (1= P)Tere 7M1 < 5 | Tr (0= POITeq,e” " Vlng | < 5

e Express , )
PnHTeTpe*;(HﬂLN)]l _ PnHreTpeig(HiuN)IR(p)

as the telescoping sum over 1 < ¢ < p of

1 it r <8

_B(Hg— . .
PnHTGTpe p (H=nN) t with If = { 1— Ijp) if7= E%
IR(p) if 7> f%

e By Lemma 1.13 and part (d) of Theorem 1.15, the trace of each of the p terms
in the telescoping sum is bounded by a constant C, which depends on |X| and n,
times e~ R(®)*/2,

€

e Finally, by hypothesis, if p is sufficiently large then Cpe_R(p)z/ 2 < 5
It now suffices to substitute in the definition (1.44) of I, and apply Proposition 1.17.

d

1.4.6 The Main Ingredients — Perturbation Theory

Lemma 1.18 has given us a functional integral representation for the partition function,
but has not told us very much about what the integrand looks like. The next step is
to exploit the fact that 8 g very small when p is large to help us understand what

<CYT,£ e~ % (H=uN) ‘ o > looks like.
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Proposition 1.19 There are constants C, ¢ such that the following holds. For each
e >0, there is an analytic function F(e,a*,3) such that

<a ‘efs(Hf,u.N) ‘ 5> _ Fleap)

on the domain |||, [|8]loc < C%, where, as usual ||@)|oo = maxxex |a(x)|. Write

F(e, o 3) :/ dx a(x)"p(x) — eK(a",B) + Fole,a,f)

X

where K (a*, 3) was defined in (1.3). Then
[Fole, o, B)] < e €%(* + [[v]]7 5 2°%)

for all0 < e <1 and ||aflco, [|Blloc <P < %Cﬁ

Idea of Proof <a |e‘8(H_“N) | ﬁ> is an entire function of o* and § and a C*
function of € for e > 0. (Just plug in the definitions (1.41) of |«) and | 3) in terms
of the standard basis and use that the operator norm of e s =#N)(H — N)™ re-
stricted to F,, is bounded by a constant times (n + 1)™ for all integers m,n > 0 and
e >0.) But (« |e*5(H’“N) | B) can take the value zero (see (Balaban et al., 2008a,
Example 3.12)), so its logarithm need not be everywhere defined. Since <a | I} > =

el o7 (X)B(x) dx # 0, continuity implies that the matrix element has the representation

(a
in some neighbourhood of 0, with F(e,a*, 8) is analytic in o*, 3. But is the neigh-

bourhood big enough and what can we say about F'? To go further, differentiate (1.45)
with respect to € to give

o—c(H—pN) ’ 5> N CRO) (1.45)

eF(a,a*,g)%_f(g,a*,ﬁ) =— <a } (H — pN)esH=nN) ‘ ﬁ>

Now, downstairs on the right hand side, substitute in the definitions of H and N in
terms of the annihilation and creation operators ¢ (x) and ¢'(x) (see (1.38)) and use

v(x)|a) =ax)|a)  U(x)|a)= G la)

This gives us the differential equation

F = K0 G ) P = [[ dxay a7 a)” olx.y) S St

o

where

K(a™,

0y = //X dxdy a(x)" h(x,y) 5oy — u/X dx a(x)* G

+//X dxdy a(x)*a(y)* v(x.¥) Samr Famr
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The details are in (Balaban et al., 20084, Lemma 3.8)). As F also satisfies the initial
condition

F(0,a", ) = a‘ﬂ /dea(x)*ﬂ(x)

we now have a first order initial value problem for F', viewed as a function of . It
is tedious but straight forward to convert this into a system of integral equations for
coefficients in the Taylor expansion of F'(g, a*, 3) in powers of a* and 3. (See (Balaban
et al., 2008a, Lemma 3.9).) The system can be solved and bounded by iteration. The
details are in (Balaban et al., 20084, Lemmas 3.8 and 3.9 and Proposition 3.6). O

1.4.7 Finishing off the Proof of Theorem 1.14

So we now have

Te e 8 H=0 = lim [ duy i (0, 0) [[ % 1050707, 0er @) me(@2c, )
p—00
T€T,

I Iei‘FU(EZ-‘”aiszﬂaT)

T€T,

and we just have to show that discarding the Fy’s does not affect the value of the
p — oo limit. Before I outline the argument that this is the case, I'll make two remarks;
e If the functional integral representation is going to be used as a starting point
for a renormalization group construction, it may not be necessary to show that
discarding the Fy’s does not affect the value of the p — oo limit. The bound on

Fo provided by Proposition 1.19 may be adequate in itself.

e Observe that the sum
Z ‘7:0(510’ O‘ifspv aT)
T€T,

has p terms and that each term is of order €2 = .. So the sum is of order i rE
This is a first hint that these terms disappear in the limit p — oo. But it does
not prove anything, since the volume of the domain of integration is growing like
R(p)Q‘X“). (The order 2 in the bound of Proposition 1.19 is also multiplied by a
®% < R(p)b, but it grows relatively slowly with p.)
Now here is an outline of the argument that we may discard the Fy’s. The details are
n (Balaban et al., 2008a). Let 7 > 0. Define, for Z : C?XI — C, the seminorm

IZll- = sup  |Z(, 9)|

a,peCX
ol x ¢l x <r

and, for Z, 7 : C?XI — C, with | Z|,, || T||» < oo, the “r—product” of Z, 7

(T 0 T)ry) = / T, )7 (67) dpio (67, 0)

where
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dinn(67,6) = T] [ 09520y (|p(x)| < r)]

xeX

The ¢*™ power with respect to this product is denoted

q factors

——t
T59 =T %, T, %.T
For each € > 0, set

(0, §) = e~ 21l =5161% (Fe.0.6) _ o= llal® 311617 <a ’ o—c(H—pN) ‘ ¢>

F.(0, ) = e~ BIaP= 3101 (e a”,6)- Fofe.a )

—exp { ~ Hlal? - 3ol + [ dx " ()00 - K (a6}

Lemma 1.18 and Proposition 1.19 state that, for R(p) obeying hm pe 2R(p) =0,

Tre PK = plirglo dp (", ¢) I7F (6, ¢)

r=R(p)
e=p/p
and we would like to have
e = lim [ dun(0,6) 227(0,0)]
e=p3/p

instead. By Lemma 1.13, the operator H — N is bounded below. Say H —uN > —Kyll.
Then, for any ¢ € N,

I o, ¢) = e~ 2lel* =3 l0l° <a ‘ (e=°KT,) ,EK‘ ¢>
implies that
e G 1 R T e I e

for all » > 0, by part (¢) of Theorem 1.15. The difference

1Ze _iaHr = sup

e~ zllal?=3161 (4 ==K | ¢) [1— 640<5,a*,¢>]‘
lalx,lolx <r

< eEKO sup
lalx,|élx <r

< Ko const52r6|X| econstazr6|X\

[1— e~ To(e0™)] ’

by Proposition 1.19 (assuming that 1 < r < L\;‘st) The following proposition is,
naturally, proven by induction in (Balaban et al., 2008a, Proposition 3.16).
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Proposition 1.20 Let Kg,e,( >0 and 0 <k <1 and r,Cg > 1 obey
O (WT2)3|X‘<17N <e
Let T,7 : C2XI — C obey
IZ-Zll,<¢ |79 < e®"° for allg € N

Then, for all ¢ € N with ¢ < %,

2%, < eeor)

|27 = T 1), < ¢rensKos<™)

/dur(¢*,¢7) ‘f*fq((b, 0) — T (¢, §)| < (FeteFo+¢™)

L and

It now suffices to apply Proposition 1.20 with ¢ = &3/2, r = R(p), p = -5

Cps = 3. Since

’H:

LR

1— 3 PREIRY 33 . _1 .
(T =p(rR(E)7) e <e  if R(p) < p?YX] and ¢ is small enough

£

6 6 L
et COHStEQR(g) | X eeonst RIENIXT < o5 jf R(p) < p24 and ¢ is small enough

Cﬁ (71_7,2)3|X‘

the hypotheses of Proposition 1.20 are satisfied.

1.4.8 Cylinder Set Measures

There are other rigorous functional integral representations used in quantum mechan-
ics, quantum field theory and condensed matter physics. Probably the most elegant
and powerful class of such representations use cylinder set measures. Cylinder set mea-
sures refer to measures on infinite dimensional vector spaces that are built by taking a
limit of a collection of probability measures defined on finite dimensional subspaces of
the vector space. The measures on the different subspaces have to be consistent with
each other in a natural sense that I will now explain. Let Z be a countable set and
take as our vectors space

R ={ &= (#i)iez | i €eRforallicT }
For each finite subset I C T define the subspace R! of R? by
Rf = { (i)iez €R? |z;=0forallic T\ 1 }
and define the natural projection P; : R — R’ by

 ifjel
(@), =% €
iTo ifjez\I



42 The Temporal Ultraviolet Limit

Suppose that we are given, for each finite I C Z, a probability measure x; on R’. This
family of measures is said to be consistent if for each pair of finite subsets 1,1’ C Z
obeying I C I’ and for each measurable A C R!, we have

,UJ/({ T e RI/ | Pire A }) :,U,](A)

The theorem that “takes the limit” is

Theorem 1.21 (Kolmogorov’s Theorem) Let T be a countable set and let a probability
measure py on R be given for each finite set I C I so that the family of u;’s are
consistent. Then there are a probability measure space (X, F, ) and random variables

{fa}aez so that pr is the joint probability distribution of {f‘l}ael' That is

pr(A) =p({ 2 € X | Pr(fa(@)),c; €A })

for all measurable A C RY. Moreover this space is unique in the sense that if (X', F', i)
and {fé‘}aeI also have these properties and if F (and respectively, F') is the smallest
o—field which respect to which the f, (respectively f! ) are measurable, then there is an
isomorphism. of the probability measure spaces under which each fo corresponds to f,.

A very convenient tool for constructing cylinder measures is (Minlos, 1959)

Theorem 1.22 (Minlos’ Theorem) A necessary and sufficient condition for a function
O : S(R¥) — C to be the Fourier transform

B(p) = [ 1) du(r)

of a cylinder set probability measure p on S8’ (RY) is that ®(0) = 1, ® be positive definite
and ® be continuous in the Fréchet topology on S(RY).

Here

e S(R”) is Schwartz space, the space of all C* functions on R” all of whose deriva-
tives decay faster than any polynomial at infinity,

e S'(R”) is the space of tempered distributions, the space of all continuous linear
functions on S(RY),

e a cylinder set measure on §'(R”) is a measure on the o—field generated by the
functions { T'— T(p) | ¢ € S(RV) }

e & : S(RY) — C is positive definite if Y 3)'. | Ziz;®(p; — ¢;) > 0 for all n € N,
21, ,2n € Cand 1, -+, 0, € S(R™)

For an expositions on cylinder set measures, see (Gel'fand and Vilenkin, 1968; Si-
mon, 2005). For applications of cylinder set measures to Brownian motion and Wiener
processes, see (Nelson, 1964, Appendix A) and (Durrett, 2010). For applications of
cylinder set measures to Schrédinger operators, see (Simon, 2005). For applications of
cylinder set measures to field theory, see (Frohlich, 1974; Feldman and Osterwalder,
1976; Glimm and Jaffe, 1987).
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1.4.9 A Warning About Complex Measures

It is critical that cylinder measures are (real-valued) probability measures. The point is
that complex measures must have finite total mass. (When you compute the measure of
a complicated set by cutting it up into countable many disjoint sets and adding up the
measures of the pieces, it is important that it not matter what order you do the sum in.
And that is the case only if the sum is absolutely convergent.) That dramatically limits
the class of complex measures on infinite dimensional vector spaces. In particular, in
our case, the exponent A(a*, ) is complex and as a result, eA(®"®) oscillates wildly.
In contrast to Wiener measure, —— T[] do (x;/;?a’(x) epart ofA(a”,0) cannot be turned
into an ordinary well-defined complex measure on some space of paths.

Here is a well-known example, due to Cameron (Cameron, 1960; Cameron, 1963),
that illustrates the phenomenon. Let [Ci-L_j cy Pe a “matrix” with infinitely many

rows and columns. Assume that C has real entries, is symmetric and is strictly positive
definite in the sense that Z” a;C; ja; > 0 for all nonzero, real “vectors” [ai} ien
having only finitely many nonzero components. A simple example of such a matrix is

the identity matrix
1 ifi=y
i j = e
0 ifi#jy

Another example is —A; j +m?§; ; where A, ; is the discrete Laplacian on Z* and i, j
refers to some arbitrary ordering of the points in Z>. Fix some o € C with Reo > 0.
Consider, for each n € N, the measure

dpin (62) -

on R™. Here, in computing & - Cd, set a; = 0 for all j > n. If o is real, this is
a legitimate probability measure. If, in addition, C' is diagonal it is trivial to apply
Kolmogorov’s Theorem and create a cylinder set measure. (For many other C’s you
can also create a cylinder set measures, with more work.) If Imo # 0, p, is still a
legitimate (complex) measure on R” and is still normalized so that [, dun, (@) = 1.

In particular, if we write C), = [Cij] , then, by making an orthogonal change of

1<i,j<n
variables so as to diagonalize C,,, it is easy to see that

/ne_%gd’.c& G — [(g)nm}l/2¢0

(We aren’t going to care which square root is used.) The total mass of pu,, is

/ ’d (_})‘ B f]Rn ’e—%(U&’»Cd" dra B fRn e—%(ReU)d’»Cd’ dra B { |O’| }n/Q
- Hn e _'|Jkne—%aa(x;dn&|'_ |Jkne—%aa(x;dn&| " lReo
Since Im o # 0, this tends to infinity as n — oo and we can’t get a legitimate complex

measure in the limit n — co. Another model computation of this type which is closer
to the integral of Theorem 1.14 is given in (Balaban et al., 2008a, Appendix A).
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1.4.10 Grassmann Integrals

Another class of functional integrals are Grassmann integrals. They are often used
in fermionic models. Grassmann integrals are certain linear functionals defined on
Grassmann algebras, which are a particularly simple class of algebras. The reason
that the linear functionals are called “integrals” is that they have, up to signs, all of
the usual algebraic properties of integrals, including, for example, integration by parts.
For discussions of Grassmann integrals, see (Berezin, 1966; Feldman et al., 2002) and
(Salmhofer, 1999, Appendix B).
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1.5 A Simple High Temperature Expansion

High temperature expansions are extremely widely used tools in rigorous treatments
of quantum field theories and statistical mechanical systems (and not just at high
temperatures). This section is concerned with a very simple example of such an ex-
pansion. There are many other high temperature expansions. At the end of this section,
I’ll mention some others and give some references.

1.5.1 Motivation — A Renormalization Group Construction Protocol

Here is a cartoon description of a commonly used procedure for constructing and ana-
lyzing quantum field theories and models in condensed matter physics and statistical
mechanics.

e Express the quantities of interest as functional integrals like

B fe.A(\Il,d)) d,u(CI))

Gg(¥) =In [ eA©®) g4y ()

e Factor the measure du(®) = [[,2,dpe(pe) to express

L f AT 01,902,) Hzldué(@é)
f eA0,01,p2,+) H;’;ldué(@é)

e Do the integrals one at a time. Define the “effective action at scale n” by

[ Tl
[ eA0e10m 0 ) [T dpe(ipr)

g(v)

An(\IJ7<PH+17<Pn+27 o ) =1

Then
_ o Jet O dpn(p)

=1
N T eA 09 du ()

where ¢ = ¢, and ¥ = (U, pp11, Prt2, - )-
The decimation procedure of Sections 1.2 and 1.3 was like this. To be able to implement
such a procedure, you have to be able to prove bounds on integrals like in (1.46). In
this section, we’ll derive such bounds.

Ay (¥) (1.46)

1.5.2 The Main Theorem

Let X (= space) be a finite set. Let dug(z) be a normalized measure on C that is
supported in |z| < r for some constant 7. We endow C* with the ultralocal product
measure

dp(p) = [xexduo(p(x))
Theorem Let w and W be weight systems for 1 and 2 fields, respectively, that obey
W(Z,¥) > (4r)"Vw()

Let F : CIXI x CIXI — C be analytic on a neighbourhood of the origin. If F (1), @) obeys
|Fllw < {5, then there is an analytic function f(v) such that
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F(3,
§6F<(1§ w)> du((so)) =/ and | fll, < il
e @) du(e T W

(T'11 fill in the missing definitions later and then restate the Theorem and call it The-
orem 1.29.)
1.5.3 Outline of the Proof — Algebra

We'll first do some algebra and end up with an explicit (but messy) formula for f(v)
in terms of F(1, ). After that we’ll introduce the norms and do the bounds which
show that the formula makes sense and that the Theorem is true. We use the notation

x € X = space, a finite set

X € X = multispace = UX”:{ (x1,~~,xn)€X"’n20}
n>0

and, for X = (X1, ,Xp) €E X", ¥=(y1," * ,ym) € X™ and ¢ : X — C,

n(X)=n
foi: X1, 5 Xny Y1, ;Ym) EXn+m
p(X) = p(x1)p(x2) - - (%)

supp(X) = {x1, -+, x,} C X

By hypothesis, F' : CIXI x CIXI — C is analytic on a neighbourhood of the origin.
We shall end up showing that f : CXI — C is analytic too. So there are unique
expansions

Fbp)= Y ARY) @) fW)=) a@dE)  (147)
X yex XeXx
with A(X,¥), a(X) invariant under permutations of the components of X and under

permutations of the components of y. We are about to do an integral over . Hide the
1 dependence of F' by setting

a(y) =D AR¥) v(®)
XeX
With this notation
F($,0) =Y a¥) o)
yex
By factoring e’ (¥:9) out of the integral in the numerator of (1.32) and €9 out of
the integral in the denominator of (1.32) and moving F'(¢,0) — F(0,0) into f(), we
may assume that F(¢,0) = 0. (Check yourself that the bound is preserved by this
operation.) Expand the exponential to give
eFWw) — Z %F(w,w)é =1+ L Z a(F1) - alFe) oF1) - o(Fe) (1.48)
£=0 =1 §1, Ye€X
The decay properties of the coefficients a(X) in (1.47) are extremely important.
Those coefficients are going to built out of products like A(X1,¥1) - A(Xe, ¥¢) with
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X = (X1, - ,%X¢). We are told (it is built into the norm || - |lw) that A(X,¥) decays
as the components of (X,¥) are separated. But that does not in general imply that
A(R1,¥1) - A(Xp, ¥¢) decays as the components of X = (X;,---,Xy) are separated.

But if we know in addition, for example, that, for each 1 < j < ¢ — 1, ¥; has a
component that is equal to some component of ¥;.1, then A(X1,¥1) - -- A(Xe, ¥¢) does
decay as the components of X = (X1, - ,Xy) are separated.
We now built some machinery to keep track of such component overlaps. Define

the incidence graph G(¥1,- - ,¥¢) to be the labelled graph with

e vertices {1,---,¢} and

e an edge between ¢ # j when suppy; Nsuppy,; # 0.
For a subset of Z C X, denote by C(Z) the set of all ordered tuples (¥1,- - ,¥,) such
that

e Z =suppyi U---Usuppyn.

e G(¥1, - ,¥n) is connected.
We call such a tuple a connected cover of Z. Now reorganize the ¢! term of (1.48)
according to the supports of the connected components of G(¥1,- - ,¥¢).
Yo a) - aF) o) eFe)
Vi, Ye€X
‘
=> a > > Z aF1) - alFe) ¢(F1) - (Fe)
n=1 Z1, 0, ZnCX IyU---Ulp=A{1,--- £} Y1,
pairwise disjoint Iy,.-.-,I, pairwise aisjoint Fiier, eC(Z )
nonempty
(1.49)
Fix, for the moment, pairwise disjoint nonempty subsets Z1,---,Z, of X and £ > n.
Then
> Z a(¥1) - al¥e) e(¥1) - o(¥e)
U-ULp={1,- 0} F1, .9
I, Ipn disjoint (3, ZEI )ec(z )
= > > Yo alF)aF) oF) e
e T e (ﬁ,fé?ﬁé@zﬂ (1.50)
[15]=k;
= D mem > a(F1) - alFe) 9(F1) - o(Fe)
fg,e ke >1 (F10 Ty JEC(Z1)

ki4-+hkn==L .
(yé—kn+1v"' ¥e)EC(Zn)

As the measure p factorizes with each factor normalized, and the different Z;’s are
disjoint,

/ o) o(Fe) dulp H / ooy rir) - o(Fny) dule)  (151)

(where pp =0 and, for 1 <j <n,p; =k +---+kj).
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Substituting (1.50) into (1.49) and then (1.49) into (1.48) and then integrating and
applying (1.51) gives

oo 14
JETTERES 35 LD DU Dl =

(=1 n=1 Zy,4nCX ki, kn>1
pairwise disjoint kq+--+kyp =~
nonempty
[SSINe)
=14+ 1 1 ...
n! kileky!
n=1/¢=n Zy,ZnCX ki, kn>1
pairwise disjoint ki -4--4ky ==~
nonempty
o0
=1+ 1 1 ...
n! kyl-kp!
n=1 Z1y 3 ZnCX ky ek >1

pairwise disjoint
nonempty

so that

/ FW2) quyp 71+Zn' Z HCI) (1.52)

Zn CX
palrwlse disjoint

where, for ) # Z C X,

and ®(0) = 0.

We next rewrite (1.52) so that it looks like “the sum of the values of all Feynman
diagrams”. We do this so that we can use the standard fact that “the logarithm of the
sum of the values of all Feynman diagrams is the sum of the values of all connected
Feynman diagrams”. If we define

0 ifZNZ #0
1 if Z and Z’ are disjoint

and G, = { {i,j} C N? } 1 <i<j<mn } is the complete graph on {1,---,n}, then

/€F<w> du(p) =1+ Z L Z H (Zi, Z;) ﬁq) Z

n=1  Zy,,Z,CX {i,j}€G,
=1+ 34 z (T 10 €z -)I[ew

n=1 Zn ~gCGn {ij}eg
o
2w

n!

S @z [[ez)

Zy,4nCX Jj=1

where
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1 ifn=1

9CGn {i,j}€g

Define

1 ifn=1
> I (C(Zi,Zj)*l) ifn>2

9€Cn {i,j}€g

o (Z1, o Zn) =

where C,, is the set of connected subgraphs of G,,. By a standard argument, outlined
in the motivation below,

1n/eF(¢’”)du = Z % Z PT(Zh e aZn)H?:1q)(Zj) (1.54)
n=1 Zyy L CX

(By “In” we just mean that the exponential of the right hand side is [ e (¢, ¢) dp.)
Motivation Define the value of the graph g C G, to be

S 3(2) ifn=1
V. 1(9) ZCX
a. = n
Z1ye,4n {45} Eg Jj=1

where C(Z;, Z;) = ((Z;, Z;) — 1. If the connected components of g € G, are g1, - -
Jm, then

9y

Val(g) = _H Val(gm)

Directly from the definitions,

/eF(¢790)dM =1+ Z L Z Val(g) (1.55)

=1 gCG,

On the other hand, the exponential of the right hand side of (1.54) is

exp{ i L Z Val(g)} = ﬁ H enrValg) (1.56)

= g€eCy, n=1geC,,

If you expand out the exponential and the two products, you will get the sum of the
values of all graphs, with the value of each graph given as the product of the values of
its connected components. To complete the proof that the right hand sides of (1.55)
and (1.56) are equal, you just have to check carefully that the combinatorial coefficients
match up. See, for example, (Salmhofer, 1999, §2.4). O
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Equation (1.54) provides a formula for f(v) = In [e¥:#) du(p). We now just
unravel all of the definitions to extract the coefficient system {a(x)} of (1.47),
for f(¢) . Recall from (1.53) that

o0

22)=S"% 3 aF)-aF) /so<>71>---so<>7k>du<so>

k=1 (¥1,,¥x)€C(Z)

XeX’

and substitute in

to give

B2 =Y h X AT AR 0% [6l5) - pl5) dit)

k=1 (¥, ¥p)€EC(Z)
%1, Ry, €X

So, if we set, for each (%,¥) € A2,

iy =S4+ % > AT AT [ 0l) dute)
k=1 (¥1, \¥E)EC(supp ¥) X1, ,Xp
ylo-»-oyk:y :‘c’lo-»-oiék:i' ( 7)
1.5
we have .
e(Z)(y) = A(X,¥) ¥(X)

Recall, from (1.54), that

In / LR =38 S )z 2T, ®(2))
n=1

Z1,,4nCX

Therefore,

where, for X € X,

a(X) = Z nl

hs)
—
wn
=
kS
ko)
<
oy
\.U)
=
el
ko]
<
3
S~—
—®
Y
—
24
=i
’.:
ot
x

£ X §i, 5, EX j=1
Also [P
et WPdu(e) -
f) = IHW = iezx a(X) P(X)

n(%)>0
Now the a(X) of (1.58) might not be invariant under permutations of the components of
X. We can of course symmetrize, but that will not be necessary for doing the estimates.
This brings us to the end of the algebraic part of the proof. We next specify the
class of norms that are used in Theorem 1.29. This class generalizes the norms of
(1.26) and (1.27).
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1.5.4 Norms
Definition 1.23 (Weight System for One Field) A weight system for one field is a
function w : X — (0,00) that satisfies:
(a) w(X) is invariant under permutations of the components of X.
(b) w(XoX) < wX)wX)
for all X, X' € X with supp(X) N supp(X’) # 0.

Example 1.24 (Weight Systems)
(a) If K : X — (0,00) (called a weight factor) then

n(X)

w(®) = k(X) = [] wx)
(=1

is a weight system for one field.

(b) Let d : X x X — R>g be a metric. The length of a tree T' with vertices in X
is the sum of the lengths of all edges of T' (where the length of an edge is the
distance between its vertices). For a subset S C X, denote by 7(5) the length of
the shortest tree in X whose set of vertices contains S. Then

w(X) = emGwPP(X)

is a weight system for one field.
(¢) If wq(X) and we(X) are weight systems for one field, then so is

w3 (i) = w1 (i)wg (i)

Definition 1.25 (Norms for functions of one field) Let f(v) be a function which is
defined and analytic on a neighbourhood of the origin in C/XI. Then f has a unique
expansion of the form f (V) = > oc v a(X) ¥(X) with a(X) invariant under permutations
of the components of X. (We call a = { a(X) ‘ Xex } the symmetric coefficient system
for f.) If w(X) is a weight system for one field, we define

£l = llallo = 3" max 3 w(®) |a(z)|

n>0 zeX XeXxn
- xX; =2z

Here x; is the i component of the n—tuple X. The term in the above sum with n = 0
is simply w(—) |a(—)| where — denotes the O—tuple.

Remark 1.26 If

XeX
with a(X) not necessarily invariant under permutations of the components of X, then

£l < llallo = 3" max 3 w(®) |a(3)|

n>0 zeX ReXn
- xi:z
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Definition 1.27 (Weight System for Two Fields) A weight system for two fields is a
function W :X? — (0, 00) that satisfies:

(a) W(X,¥) is invariant under permutations of the components of X and is invariant
under permutations of the components of y.

(b) W(XeX,yoy') < WEyWEX,Y')
whenever supp(X, y) Nsupp(X',y’) # 0.

Definition 1.28 (Norms for functions of two fields)
Let

Fpp) = 3 ARY) $(3)e(F)
(,y)ex?
with A(X,¥) invariant under permutations of the components of X and under per-

mutations of the components of y. If W(X,¥) is a weight system for two fields, we
define

IFlw =llAlw= > max Y WEY) AR
<i<n4+m
n,m>0 zeX (i,i)f;,()"xxm
%,¥);==z

Here (X,¥), is the i'" component of the (n + m)-tuple (X,¥). The term in the above
sum with n =m = 0 is simply W(—, —) |A(—,-)|.

1.5.5 Review of the Main Theorem
Recall that

e X (= space) is a finite set and

e dyp(z) is a normalized measure on C that is supported in |z| < r for some constant
r and

e we endow C¥ with the ultralocal product measure

du(p) = [lxexdpo(p(x))
We now have all of the definitions required to state

Theorem 1.29 Let w and W be weight systems for 1 and 2 fields, respectively, that
obey .

W(Z,¥) > (4r)"Vw(x)
Let F : CXI x CXI — C be analytic on a neighbourhood of the origin. If F(v, @) obeys
|F|lw < {5, then there is an analytic function f(¢) such that

J TP dple) g
J P09 dp(p)

and

17|
I1fllw < =1517Tw
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1.5.6 Outline of the Proof of Theorem 1.29 — Bounds
Step 1 - organizing the sums. Recall, from (1.58), that

n

2)12% Z Z p" (supp ¥1,--- ,supp ¥n H (X;,¥;) (1.59)
n=1 %1

v €N gy YneX J=1

Xj0-0Xp =X

The bound
‘pT(supp Y1, ,supp yn)] < #{ spanning trees in G(¥1, -+ ,¥n) }

is due to Rota (Rota, 1964). For a simple proof see (Simon, 1993, Theorem V.7.A.6).
A spanning tree for a graph is just a tree with the same set of vertices as the graph.
Hence

ZnL Z > > HM(%’Y’J‘)’

R €X §y . FoeX T hpdnn]ng tree
xlo OXp =X for G(Yl . ¥n)
- (1.60)
1 - _.
< E T E E |Alr(%,¥)
n=1 T labelled tree thh yex
vertices 1,
where
n
|Alr(X,¥) = > > [T1AR:. 50|
F1. In€X Ky, En€X (=1
F=§i0--0Fn  R=%jo--o%p
TCG(F1. . Fn)

Recall, from (1.57), that

iy =4 03 Z AL 51 AR5 [ #(9) due)

k=1 (¥1,+¥)EC(supp ¥) x1
Yi0-0¥p=¥ ES =x
For each (¥1, -+ ,¥k), G(¥1, -, ¥k) is connected and hence contains at least one tree.
So
o0 n
AR _, 1 n(¥ [
AR y)| < § 7 E E E T (y)H|A(Xe7Ye)|
k=1 T labelled tree F1o FREX Ry, RpEX =1
wlthl vertices F=F10-0F),  K=%io- 0%
o TCG(F1,9))
o0
_ 1 n(F S )
=X 5 >, YAy (1.60")
k=1 T labelled tree
with vertices
1,k
where
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Step 2 - bound on Br.
Lemma 1.30 Let w be an arbitrary weight system for two fields and define the weight
system w' by
W% ¥) = 2"V ¥)
Let T be a labelled tree with vertices 1,---,n and coordination numbers dy,--- ,d,

(meaning that vertex j has d; lines attached to it). Let B be any (not necessarily sym-
metric) coefficient system for two fields with B(—,—) = 0. We define a new coefficient

system Bt by
Br%y) = Y, > Tl Bz ¥

Fi . Yn€X Ky, Xn€X f=1
y=y10--09n  X=%j0---0%n
TCG(F1, ¥n)

Then
|Br|, < dit---du! || B

Outline of proof (The details are in (Balaban et al., 2009, §III).)
Ingredient 1:

e For each 1 < ¢ < n, think of (X, ¥¢) as the locations of (two species of) stars in

a galaxy.
e In computing || B = max w(X,y) |Br(X,¥)|, we must
puting Bz, NJ\%:ZO ETATM <i,y>e§xxM %.9) [Br&.9)l.

hold fixed the location of one star (the i**) and sum over the locations of all other
stars. Suppose, for example, that we have chosen i = 1 so that the fixed star is in
galaxy ¢ = 1.

e View 1 as the root of the tree T'.

e Then the set of vertices of T is endowed with a natural partial ordering under
which 1 is the smallest vertex.

e For each vertex 2 < ¢ < n, denote by w(¢) the predecessor vertex of ¢ under this
partial ordering, as illustrated in Figure 1.6.

7 345
(7)) =7n(3) =n(4) =2
m(2) = m(5) = 6 2
7(6) = 1 f

Fig. 1.6 A Sample Tree Partial Ordering

e The condition that T" C G(¥1, - ,¥n) ensures that, for each 2 < ¢ < n, the
support of y, intersects the support of y.(s), so that at least one of the n(ye)
components of ¥, takes the same value (in X) as some component of ¥, ).
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o Write n(¥,) = ny.
e The product over 2 < ¢ < n of the number of choices of which y—star in galaxy ¢
is at the same location of which y—star in galaxy m(f) is

n

n n 4 n
[ [renee)] = [[nd = [[ %rde! < dit---da! J] 27
=1 =1 =1

£=2

by using first year calculus and Stirling. (Alternatively, just use ’;—T < e”. This

gives a slightly weaker theorem, but the change is insignificant.)
Ingredient 2:

e Since T is connected,
n
w(®,§) < []w(%e 70)
r=1

for all Xy, ---,%X, € X and ¥1, -+ ,¥n € & under consideration, by the second
condition of Definition 1.27. So we may absorb each factor w(Xy, ¥¢) into B(Xy, ¥¢)
and it suffices to consider w = 1.

Ingredient 3:
e Iteratively apply

Y. D 2'VIBE. )| < ||B]

Xp,YpEX XeX
Ye,my=Ym(L),py

w’

starting with the largest £’s, in the partial ordering of T, and ending with ¢ = 1.
(For £ = 1, substitute X;,1 = X for ¥o,m, = ¥x(¢),p,.-)

Step 3 - sum over n (or k) and T.
Lemma 1.31 Let 0 < e < %. Then

[eS)
n=1

|~

! > S dildyl e <

3

dy,-dn T labelled tree
d veiddy =2(n—1 with coordination
1o dn=2(n—1) WL e dq, - ,dn

Proof Each line of a tree is connected to exactly two vertices. So the sum, dy+- - -+d,,,
of all coordination numbers is exactly twice the number of lines in the tree. The number
of lines in a tree of n vertices is exactly n = —1. So we must have di+- - -+d,, = 2(n—1).
That accounts for the condition on the second sum.
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By the Cayley formula, the number of labelled trees on n > 2 vertices with specified
coordination numbers (dy,ds, -+ ,d,) is

(n—2)!
Fo1(d=1)!

Therefore

o0 o0

1 n n
Ein— > S dbedte <Y Y didae
n=2 dy, - dn T labelled tree — L dn
dy ot dn =3(n—1) r}‘;‘g‘bfr‘i";dl‘“a“%‘; di+-+dp=2(n—1)

The number of possible choices of coordination numbers (dy, ds, - - , dy,) subject to the

constraint dy +da + -+ +d, = 2(n—1) is

(2(n—1)—1) _ (2n—3) < 22n73

n—1 n—1

and dy - - - d,, < 2". (Any maximizer must have d; < 2 for every 1 < j < n.) Therefore

i L Z Z dil---d, e" < i22"—3 DAL ffés

dy, - dn T]ldbclléd tree n=2
— with coordination
dit- +'i" 2(n=1) Nimbers dq, dn

For n =1, d; = 0 and the number of trees is 1, so the n = 1 term is €. So the full sum
is bounded by € + 18—688 = =%

d

Step 4 - bound on ||a|| in terms of |A||. We introduce, for each o > 0, the auxiliary
weight system

Clearly
Wi (X, y)=W(EX,¥) and w(X)<Wi(X¥) (1.61)
for all (%,¥) € X2
We now prove
1A,
llallw < - (1.62)
1 —8||Allw,

a®)| < & Z > Alr&¥)

n=1 T labelled tree wnth yex
vertices 1,

Therefore, by (1.61) and Lemma 1.30, with w = W3 and w’ = W,
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oo
L -
lall, <325 > Ay,
n=1 T labelled tree with
vertices 1,---,n
oo
L -
DD > Al
n=1 dy,-,dn T labelled tree
dittdn=2(n=1) R o,
oo
1 e n
DI > dledad A5,
n=1 dy,dn T labelled tree
drt ksl e e
Now apply Lemma 1.31 with ¢ = H|/~1|HW2 = || A]lw, to get
1Al w,
lalle < eais;
Step 5 - bound on ||A|| in terms of |Al|. We now prove
i LAl — _lFl
14wz < =5TaTw = 8177w (1.63)
Note that combining (1.62) and (1.63) yields the final bound
i [LF ([ w
[[Allw. =[] £ l|w
Hf”wg HanS 1—8||A|2‘ S 178w == 1*16||FHW
W2 =8| F[w
Recall from (1.60’) that
- oo
AZDI<Y H > "IARrERY)
k=1 T labelled tree with
vertices 1,---,k
By construction, || 3| Al (X, ¥) ||W2 = || |A|r ||W2 . Hence, by Lemma 1.30, with
w = W, followed by Lemma 1.31,
N oo
llwa <> 5 > Al [y,
k=1 T labelled tree with
vertices 1,---,k
oo
DI -EED D dileedid A,
k=1 dy,--edy T labelled tree
Ak =R
LA [w
S T8l
since Wy, = W. This gives (1.63). O
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1.5.7 Changes of Variables

In this subsection we provide a couple of tools that may used to prove bounds on
“complicated” functions that are constructed from “simple” functions using changes
of variables.

For k > 0, we denote by w, the weight system, for functions of one field, ¢, with
mass m that associates the constant weight factor x to the field ¢). That is

wﬁ(xl, e )Xn) — em‘r({xla”‘ 1xn}),€n

Similarly, for £, A > 0, we denote by w,  the weight system, for functions of two fields,
1 and ¢, with mass m that associates the constant weight factor  to the field ¢ and
the constant weight factor A to the field ¢. To simplify notation, we write ||g(¢)|» and
1 (&, @)llx.x for [[g(4)lw, and [|f (¢, @)lw,. ., respectively.

Proposition 1.32 Let g be an analytic function on a neighbourhood of the origin in
cX.

(i) Let J be an operator on CX with kernel J(x,y). Define § by

9() = g(Jy)
Let k > 0 and set &' = &||J|||. (||| was defined in (1.28).) Then ||g|lx < ||lg|l« -

(ii) Define f by
fWi¢) =g+ ¢)

Then || fllex = llgllnsa-

Proof (i) Let a(X) be a symmetric coefficient system for g. Define, for each n > 0,

n
&(Xla"'vxn): Z Y17-"7Yn H Y&Xe
/=1

Y1, yn€X

Then a(X) is a symmetric coefficient system for §. Since

n

T({x1 %) < T{yn, L ynd) + Y dlye,x0)

=1
we have
n
em T({x1,xn }) < e T{y1ya ) H emd(ye,xe)
=1
and hence
wka(xlv e 7xn)‘a(xlv e axn)‘

< Z w (Y1, 7}’71)‘ (Y1,- 5 ¥n) H [ d(ye,xe) \J ye,xe)u

Vi, yn€X =1
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We are to bound

HgH"&: ma’))((lgla’g( E w"é(xlv"' ,Xn) ‘a’(xlv ,Xn)|
n>o XEMISIER L Texn
i
< max max E E (1.64)
xeX 1<j<n
n>0 X1, Xn€X  yy ey, €X
s

Wye/ (yl, e 7y‘n)|a(y'17 . 7y'n)} H [ﬁemd(y[’x[”J(y&Xl)ﬂ
(=1

Fix any n >0, x € X and 1 < j < n. By the definitions of " and || |||, for each £ # j
and yy € X,

3 memdvexd) j(y, x) = 3 e e I (e, xe) <1

XgEX XgEX
Therefore
n
Z Z ’U)ﬁ/(yla"'ayn)’a(yla"';yn |:’<Q md(y [xl)’c] yZaXK)’]
X1 Xn€X yy ey, €X =1
xj=x
<> 2N gy x) > welynye)|alyn Lyl
yeX Y1, yn€X
Y=y
< Z £e md(yx)J (y.x) max Z W (Y1, - ,yn)|a(y1,--- ,yn)|
yeX ye Y1, yn€X
Yi=y

Sgﬂea))(( Z w"i’(yla"')yn)’a’(yla"'ayn)’
Y1, Yyn€X
Y=y

since, once again, »° v £e™ Ay:x) J(y,x) = doyex Mem dyx) J(y,x) < 1. Conse-
quently, (1.64) is bounded by

Joax max S welyn o ya)|ayi o ya)| = gl
n>0 Y1, yn€X
Y=y

This proves part (i) of the Proposition.

(ii) Let a(d) be a symmetric coefficient system for g. Since a is invariant under per-
mutation of its U components,

o0 +6) = 3 al) W+ o)) = 3 a@oy) ("N vR)o()
so that

0 (%) = a(®o) (")
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is a symmetric coefficient system for f. We have

[ £llex = mea))(<1<r?<a]z(+é Z Wi (X; Y) |a+(>‘(‘;y‘)|
koo PEX 1SSk gext
x9i=p
= m 7(supp(X,y)) .k £ (k+£ IR
max max, D, € X () (= 0 9)
k,0>0 cexh vext
&9i=p

= g (k'y) xFA*max max g g™ 7(suPP(X,Y)) |a(x o y)|
pEX 1<i<k+/
k,£>0 zgexk, gext
(%,9)i=p

= 3 ()N max max 3 en o)

k,>0 Gexkte
d—p
= g (k + A\)" max max emT(S“pp(ﬁ))}a(ﬁH
peX 1<i<n
n>0 dexn
a,=p
= llglls+a

1.5.8 Other Related High Temperature Expansions

The expansion treated in the main body of this subsection is just one of many similar
expansions that are widely used in the construction and analysis of quantum field
theories and many—body theories. Here are a few classes of such expansions. Don’t
take too seriously the names that I have assigned them — they do not have universally
accepted meanings.

o (luster expansions are expansions for unnormalized Schwinger functions, like for
example [ ¢(z1) - p(zn)e™Y du(p), that are used for proving the convergence
of the infinite volume limit and of decay properties of the normalized Schwinger
functions. See (Abdesselam and Rivasseau, 1995; Brydges, 1986; Glimm et al.,
1973; Glimm and Jaffe, 1987; Rivasseau, 1991).

e Mayer expansions are used to implement cancellations between the numerator
and denominator in expressions like

Jo(z1) - plzn)e™ du(y)
JemV du(e)
(in the limit as the volume tends to infinity, such numerators and denominators
tend to behave like the exponential of a constant times the volume) and are used
for proving the convergence of the infinite volume limit and of decay properties
of the normalized Schwinger functions. See (Abdesselam and Rivasseau, 1995;
Brydges, 1986; Glimm et al., 1973; Glimm and Jaffe, 1987; Rivasseau, 1991).
e Polymer expansions. In its simplest form, a polymer expansion looks like

1+> 4 > [TAx0)
n=1 X1, XnCX /=1

X;#0 for all 1<j<n
X;NX;=0 for all i#j
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Here each nonempty subset X; of the world X is called a polymer and the func-
tion A(Xj;) is called a polymer activity. Two polymers X; and X are said to be
compatible if they are disjoint. Our expansion (1.52) was of this form. See (Bry-
dges, 1986; Cammarota, 1982; Pordt, 1998; Kotecky and Preiss, 1986; Salmhofer,
1999; Simon, 1993) for lots of others.



Appendix A
Complex Gaussian Integrals

Integrals of polynomials times exponentials of quadratic functions are called Gaussian
integrals and can be evaluated exactly. Lemma A.1, below, does so in our setting,
where the integration variables are complex. To have integrals that actually exist,
we consider an arbitrary, but finite, number, L, of complex integation variables. To
compactify notation, we write

L
@= (1,00, ar)  (F,a@) = Bu
=1

Note that <5, 62> is not the usual complex inner product. We deliberately do not
include a complex conjugate on the right hand side, so that all complex conjugates in
our formulae appear explicitly.

To further compactify notation, we evaluate a generating functional. By repeatedly
differentating the conclusion of the lemma with respect to components of 7, and 7'and
then setting 7% = 7= 0, you can create any polynomial you like downstairs on the left
hand side. To be precise, suppose that A(a*, ) is some action and set

S(Ju, 0", a) = (Juy ) + (@, 7)
Define the expectation of f(a*,d) to be

L dajnd x e
— ST, a?ﬁiw eAle v‘l)f(a*,a)

L dagxAday A(a* o
STz 55 eAle™e)

(o) = B (502507 )
Jxm

and, for each 1 <m,n < L,

* _ S(Je,50" )
{aman) = G5 a5 <€




Complex Gaussian Integrals 63

Lemma A.1 Let L € N.

(a) Let D be an L x L matriz whose real part, D 4+ D*, is strictly positive. That is, all

of the eigenvalues of {DM/ + D2/12:| » are strictly positive. Let 7,,7€ CL and set
1<0,0<L

Ala™, a) = —<O_Z*,D62> and J (G ]) = <es(j*’f’o‘*’a)>
Then B
T (Jer ) = 5D where  C(7.,]) = (7., D7'])

(b) Let D, V and W be L x L matrices with V. and W self-transpose. That is, Vi ¢ =
Voo and Wy g = Wy g Assume that the matriz

s(D+D*) V+W
W+V LD+ D)t
is strictly positive. Let 7.,7€ CF and set
A(e*,a) = —(a@,Da) — (&, Va*) — (a,Wa)  and j@;ﬁ::Q§@$M@§

Then B
T (Fer]) = P (7x0)

where
S S —1 1 1o —1g 1
D(7.,7) = (o, (D —4V(D")" W) 7)) = (WD '7,(D —4V(D")""W) ')
S —1 -1 -1,

— (7 (D~ 4V W) VDY ) (A2)

In the special case that V=W and V commutes with D, D simplifies to

D(J..7) = (Dj., (DD — 4V '3 — (V7 (DD — 4v?) 7'}
— (V7. (D'D —4V?)7'7) (A.3)
Proof (a) The positivity condition on D+ D* ensures that D is invertible. (Otherwise,
there would be a nonzero vector & with D@ = 0 and hence (7, (D + D*)%) = 0, which

would contradict the strict positivity of D + D*.) We start by completing the square
of the exponent in the numerator.

Ale*,a) + S(J, 7 a™ a) = 7<62*,D62> + <j'*,oz> + <62*,f)
~((@ =" "3), D(@- D7)+ (7., D)

I
St

At this stage, we have that

L daghday —<(@*—(DY) " '7.),D(@=D7'p>
e Ticy =5 e (A.4)
IHL dagxNday e_<07*7D52> ’
(=1 211

j(j*,j) =e

So it remains only to prove that the ratio of two integrals is exactly one. If @ and
a* were independent integration variables, the change of variables @ — @ + D~'7,
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ar — a*+ (Dt)71 J« would convert the numerator into exactly the integral that is in
the denominator and we would be done. Unfortunately, & and @* are not independent
and, usually, (Dt)71 7% is not the complex conjugate of D17, Fortunately, with a little
trickery, we can legitimately make the desired change of variables. First introduce a
new, independent, vector of complex variables @.. There is, in general, no requirement
that @, be the complex conjugate of @. Replace all @*’s in the integral of the numerator
by d, and choose as the domain of integration

Do={(@.,@)eC*|a=ar}
This recovers the original integral. That is,
/ H daz/\da[ o~ <(@—(D)7'7.), D (@-D"1])>
CL

L

_ do g Aday e—<(&*—(Dt)71f*),D(&—D*1ﬁ>
- 274
Da p—1
Now make the change of variables
- - -1, - - 1=
@ = Zu + (DY) i ad=7+D71
This gives
L L
daj Adayg e_<(a*_(Df)*1j*),D(&—D*lfp _ dzagNdzg  —<Z.,DZ>
27i - 27i
=1 D1 =1

with the domain
Di={(z.9)eC |7=2 45} withj= (D)5~ D]

In the next paragraph, we will use Stokes’ theorem to show that we may replace the
domain D; with the domain

Do={(Z,7)eC* | z=7%}

Once that is done, we will have shown, this time legitimately, that the integral of the
numerator in (A.4) is the same as the integral of the denominator, completing the
proof.

Here are the details of the application of Stokes’ theorem. Let R be a large cutoff
radius and define, for each 0 <t <1,

> = 2L | 7 7% 4 47
Din={ (2,2 €C¥ | 7= % + 7. max | <R}
Think of B = Ui:o Dy as a solid “cylinder”. The boundary of B is the union of the top

D4 g (which approachs D; as R — oo) and the bottom Dy g (which approachs Dy as
R — o0) and the side
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CR_UCRg with Cre = | {(2.2) € C°"| 2= Z+4, max |z0| < R, |z| = R}

1<0<L
(=1 0<t<1

By Stokes’ theorem, for any 2L—form w,

/dw:/ w—/ er/ w
B D1 r Do, r Cr

if Dy r and Dy r are oriented in the usual way and Cg is oriented suitably. In our
deathdze =<2 DZ> oheys dw = 0 (i.e. is closed) because

is an analytic function of Z, and 2. Hence

D1 r Do, r Cr

So we just have to show that fc w converges to zero as R — oco. We start by
bounding the integrand, or rather the real part of the exponent of the integrand. At
any point on the side, Cr, R < |Z] < VLR and there is a 0 < ¢t < 1 such that
Ze = Z¥ — tp* so that

Re (2, DZ) = Re (2, D) — fRe (5*, D) (A.5)
— U= (D1 D)3 - tRe (5", D2)
> %)\ORQ — \/Z|p"] IID|| R
where g is the smallest eigenvalue of D 4+ D*, assumed strictly positive, and ||D|| is
the operator norm of the matrix D.

We next bound the volume of the domain of integration. It suffices to do so for

Cr,1- The other Cg ’s can be treated in the same way. On Cg 1, we have |z1| = R

We may parametrize z; = Re, with 6 running over [0, 27]. Then Zel = Re™" — tpt
and

dz1 = iR’ df  dz., = —iRe 0 d0—pidt it e Boi0gy n gp

2me

case, the form w = /\e 1
o—<Z.,D7>

For all the other £’s, we may parametrize z; = x¢ + iy, with (2, ys) running over
x? +y? < R% Then 2. =z — iy, — tp} and

dzy = dxy + idy, dz. o = dxy — idy, — py dt

Since there is already a dt in dzeafden ond dt A dt = 0,

27

L L

dZ*Qg/\_ng — _PIReiGdt A d@ /\ dxoNdy,
g 2m ™
(=1 =2
and
/ ‘<|p1|R/dt/ // sz;Iy2.”// dmL27(r1yL Supe—Re<z*,Dz>
CRr.1 12—‘,-y2<R2 1L+yL<R2
INR*+VI|p||ID| R
<|p1|R( ) 0 L{pl D]

This easily converges to zero as R — oo.



66 Complex Gaussian Integrals

(b) Once again, the main step is completing the square for the exponent of the nu-
merator. We start my multiplying out

— (@ — J.),D(@ - J)) = (@ = ), V(@ — J.)) = {(@—J),w(@-J))
(@, Da) — (@, Var) — (@ Wa) + (&, (DJ+2V.J.))
+ (D', +2W J), &) — <f Ty = (L, VL) = (J,W.J)
A(a”

The first three terms are exactly
exactly provided

,@). The next two terms will form S(Ji, 7, &%, @)

DI+2VJ]. =7
D' +oW.J =7,

Solving this pair of linear equations gives
J. = (D' —4WD™ V) (7. —2W D))
J=(D—4v(D)"'W) T (7—2v(DY) ' 7)
Substituting this in,

(Jo, DIY + (T, VL) + (W) = YT, 7 + 17, )
= (- —2wD '), (D—4v(D") "' W) ')
+ 17, (D—av(DH) W) T (7-2v(DY) ')
= (7., (D —aV(DH) "' W) ') — (WD (D — 4V(DH W) )
— (Juy (D —4V(DHY W) V(DY)
=D(J.,])
Thus

- =

A(@*,d) + S, j,a*,a) = A(@" — Je,a = J) + D3, 7)
The rest of the proof is very much like that of part (a), using in place of Re <Z’* , DZ’> =
3(2*, (D + D*)Z) in the bound (A.5),

Re{(z, D7)+ (= vz wa) = 1) 2 B0, D) [

d
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