arXiv:0811.1881v2 [math-ph] 30 Jan 2009

The 2D Hubbard model on the honeycomb lattice

Alessandro Giuliani
Dipartimento di Matematica, Universita di Roma Tre,
L.go S. Leonardo Murialdo 1, 00146 Roma Italy

Vieri Mastropietro
Dipartimento di Matematica, Universita di Roma Tor Vergata,
V.le della Ricerca Scientifica, 00183 Roma Italy

We consider the 2D Hubbard model on the honeycomb lattice, as a model for a single layer
graphene sheet in the presence of screened Coulomb interactions. At half filling and weak enough
coupling, we compute the free energy, the ground state energy and we construct the correlation
functions up to zero temperature in terms of convergent series; analiticity is proved by making use
of constructive fermionic renormalization group methods. We show that the interaction produces a
modification of the Fermi velocity and of the wave function renormalization without changing the
asymptotic infrared properties of the model with respect to the unperturbed non-interacting case;
this rules out the possibility of superconducting or magnetic instabilities in the ground state. We
also prove that the correlations verify a Ward Identity similar to the one for massless Dirac fermions,
up to asymptotically negligible corrections and a renormalization of the charge velocity.

I. INTRODUCTION

The recent experimental realization of a monocrystalline graphitic film, known as graphene
[20], revived the interest in the low temperature physics of two—dimensional electron systems
on the honeycomb lattice, which is the typical underlying structure displayed by single-layer
graphene sheets. Graphene is quite different from most conventional quasi-two dimensional
electron gases, because of the peculiar quasi—particles dispersion relation, which closely resem-
bles the one of massless Dirac fermions in 2 + 1 dimensions. This was already pointed out in
[25] and further exploited in |24], where the analogy between graphene and 2 + 1-dimensional
quantum electrodynamics (QED) was made explicit, and used to predict a condensed-matter
analogue of the axial anomaly in QED. From this point of view, graphene can be considered as
a sort of testing bench to investigate the properties of infrared QED in 2 + 1 dimensions. Re-
cently, the experimental observation of graphene greatly enhanced the study of the anomalous
effects induced by the pseudo-relativistic dispersion relation of its quasi particles, see |6] for an
up-to-date description of the state of art. Among the most unusual and exciting phenomena
displayed by graphene, and already experimentally observed, let us mention the anomalous
integer quantum Hall effect and the insensitivity to localization effects generated by disorder.
It is reasonable to guess that the unique properties of graphene will have in the next few years
several important applications in condensed matter and in nano-technologies.

The main reason behind these anomalous effects lies in the geometry of the Fermi surface,
which at half filling is not given by a curve, as in usual 2D Fermi systems, but is completely
degenerate: it consists of two isolated points, as in one dimensional Fermi systems. From a
theoretical point of view, this fact completely changes the infrared scaling properties of the
propagator. It has been pointed out, see for instance [11] and references therein, that, in the
case of short-range electron-electron interactions, all the operators with four or more fermionic
fields are irrelevant in a Renormalization Group (RG) sense; this suggests that the interaction
should not affect too much the asymptotic behavior of the model, at least at small coupling.
It should be remarked however that such RG analyses were performed only at a perturbative
level, without any control on the convergence of the expansion, and directly in the relativistic
approximation, consisting in replacing the actual dispersion relation by its linear approximation
around the singularity; such approximation implies in particular the validity of a continuous
Lorentz U (1) symmetry that is not present in the original model.

Aim of this paper is to present the first rigorous construction of the low temperature and
ground state properties of the 2D Hubbard model on the honeycomb lattice with weak local
interactions; this is achieved by rewriting the correlation functions in terms of resummed series,
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convergent uniformly in the temperature up to zero temperature, as we prove by making use
of constructive fermionic renormalization group. We show that indeed the interaction does
not change the asymptotic infrared properties of the model with respect to the unperturbed
non-interacting case, but it produces a renormalization of the Fermi velocity and of the wave
function (note that no renormalization of the Fermi surface would be present in the relativistic
approximation). Our result rules out the presence of superconducting or magnetic instabilities
at weak coupling; this is in striking contrast with the Hubbard model on the square lattice,
where quantum instabilities (corresponding to the magnetic or superconducting long range order
that are presumably present in the ground state) prevent the convergence of the perturbative
expansion in U for low enough temperatures. We also prove that indeed the 2D Hubbard
model on a honeycomb lattice is asymptotically described by a QEDs; in the presence of an
ultraviolet cutoff, massive “photons” and massless electrons; however the bare parameters of
the QED theory must be carefully chosen to include lattice effects.

II. THE MODEL AND THE MAIN RESULTS

A. The model

The grandcanonical Hamiltonian of the 2D Hubbard model on the honeycomb lattice at half
filling in second quantized form is given by:
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where:

1. A is a periodic triangular lattice, defined as A = B/LB, where L € N and B is the
triangular lattice with basis @ = 1(3,v/3), @2 = (3, —V/3).

2. The vectors 51 are defined as

- .1

L =(1,0), 52=5(—1,\/§), b3 = =(=1,—V/3) . (2.2)
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3. a® are creation or annihilation fermionic operators with spin index o =1] and site index

Z,0
Z € A, satisfying periodic boundary conditions in &

4. bijrg are creation or annihilation fermionic operators with spin index o =1| and site
x i,0

index T+ 6; € A+ 51, satisfying periodic boundary conditions in Z.

5. U is the strength of the on—site density—density interaction; it can be either positive or
negative.

Note that the Hamiltonian (2]) is hole-particle symmetric, i.e., it is invariant under

+ F + 1 F s . . . . .
the exchange Az a7 ,, bf+51,o<_—) bf+51,a' This invariance implies in particu
lar that, if we define the average demsity of the system to be p = (2|A[)"Y(N)4,,

. _ + - + —_ .
with N = Zfﬂ(aiaaio + bf+51,abi+51,a) the total particle number operator and

(Vga = Tr{e PHr.} /Tr{e~#Hr} the average with respect to the (grandcanonical) Gibbs
measure at inverse temperature 3, one has p = 1, for any |A| and any §. We also recall that
a theorem [15] guarantees that at half filling the ground state of ([21) is unique and its total
spin is equal to zero.

Our goal is to characterize the low and zero temperature properties of the system described
by (1)), by computing thermodynamic functions (e.g., specific free energy and specific ground



state energy) and a complete set of correlations at low or zero temperatures. To this purpose
it is convenient to introduce the notions of specific free energy

Fall) = =5l |A| log Tr(e 4} (2.3)

of specific ground state energy e(U) = limg_.oo f3(U), and of Schwinger functions, defined as
follows.

Let us introduce the two component fermionic operators \IJ;fa = (aifa,b;erg U) and let
) ) 1,
us write \115071 = a%g and \I/;(L2 = b;erghU. We shall also consider the operators \I!ig =
eHIO\IJ;er’H””O with x = (xo, %) and z¢ € [0,[], for some 8 > 0; we shall call zy the time
variable. We shall write \I]i:,cr,l =af, and \Ifigg = biﬂ;l »» with 6 = (0, 51). We define
SS)A(Xla €1,01,P15---3;Xn,En, On, pn) = <T{\Ilfc11,al,p1 e '\ijc:ludn,pn}>ﬁ7[\ (24)

where: x; € [0,8] x A, 0; =1, &; = +, p; = 1,2 and T is the operator of fermionic time
ordering, acting on a product of fermionic fields as:

€1 L. \UEn _ (_1\T Ex(1) . Em(n)
T(\Ijxl,al,pl \I]xn,an,pn) - ( 1) qjxﬂ(l)7o-rr(l)7p1r(l) qjxﬂ(n)7o-1r(n)7p1r(n) (25)
where 7 is a permutation of {1,...,n}, chosen in such a way that Tr(1)o = **° 2 Tr(n)o, and

(—1)7 is its sign. [If some of the time coordinates are equal each other, the arbitrariness of
the definition is solved by ordering each set of operators with the same time coordinate so that
creation operators precede the annihilation operators.]

Taking the limit A — oo in ([24) we get the finite temperature n-point Schwinger functions,
denoted by SZ(x1,€1,01,p1;---;Xn,Ens O, pn), Which describe the properties of the infinite
volume system at finite temperature. Taking the f — oo limit of the finite temperature
Schwinger functions, we get the zero temperature Schwinger functions, simply denoted by
Sn(X1,€1,01, P15 - - - Xn, En, On, P ), Which describe the properties of the ground state of (21]) in
the thermodynamic limit (note that in this case, by the uniqueness of the ground state proved
in [16], the infinite volume and zero temperature limits commute).

B. The non interacting case

In the non-interacting case U = 0 the Schwinger functions of any order n can be exactly
computed as linear combinations of products of two—point Schwinger functions, via the well—
known Wick rule. The two—point Schwinger function itself, also called the free propagator, for
x £y and x —y # (£5, 6), is equal to (see Appendix [Al for details):
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where:

-,

1. M €N, k = (ko, k) and Dy, = Dy x Dp;

2.Dg ={ko=Z(no+3) : no=-M,...,M—1} and Dy, = {k = 2b; + 22by : 0 <
ny,ne < L—1}, where by = 2%(1, V3), by = %’T(l, —/3) are a basis of the dual lattice A*;

3. 0(k) = Y7, eR(5i=01) = 1 4 2¢713/2k1 cog ‘/7§k2; its modulus |v(k)| is the dispersion
relation, given by

vz| = \/(1 + 2cos(3k1/2) cos(v/3ks/2))? + dsin?(3k; /2) cos?(v/3ks /2) . (2.7)
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Atx=yorx—y=(£85, 6), the free propagator has a jump discontinuity, see discussion
at the end of Appendix [Al Note that Sg’A(x) is antiperiodic in xg, i.e. Sg’A(xo + B,%) =
— 5o, &), and that its Fourier transform S5 (k) is well-defined for any k € Dg 1, even in
the thermodynamic limit L — oo, since |kq| > 5. We shall refer to this last property by saying
that the inverse temperature 8 acts as an infrared cutoff for our theory.

If we take 3, L — oo, the limiting propagator So(k) becomes singular at {ko = 0} x {k = PE)
where

ot 2 21

= —,:l:—

are the Fermi points (also called Dirac points, for an analogy with massive QEDo; that will

become clearer below). Note that the asymptotic behavior of v(k) close to the Fermi points is
given by v(ﬁff7 + k)~ %(zki + k%). In particular, if w = %, the Fourier transform of the 2-point
Schwinger function close to the Fermi point p% can be rewritten in the form:

) (2.8)
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where Zy = 1 is the free wave function renormalization and v;?) = 3/2is the free Fermi velocity.

Moreover, |r,(k')| < C }E’ 12, for small values of &’ and for some positive constant C.

C. The interacting case

We are now interested in what happens by adding a local interaction. In the case
U # 0, the Schwinger functions are not exactly computable anymore. It is well-known
that they can be written as formal power series in U, constructed in terms of Feynmann
diagrams, using as free propagator the function Sp(x) in (Z6). Our main result consists in a
proof of convergence of this formal expansion for U small enough, after the implementation of
suitable resummations of the original power series. Our main result can be described as follows.

Theorem 1. Let us consider the 2D Hubbard model on the honeycomb lattice at half filling,
defined by (21). There exist a constant Uy > 0 such that, if [U| < Uy, the specific free energy
f8(U) and the finite temperature Schwinger functions are analytic functions of U, uniformly
in B as f — oo, and so are the specific ground state energy e(U) and the zero temperature
Schwinger functions. The Fourier transform of the zero temperature two point Schwinger func-

tion S(X),,pr def Sa(x,0,—,p;0,0,+,p"), denoted by S’(k), is singular only at the Fermi points
k= pIi, = (O,ﬁ;:), see (2.8), and, close to the singularities, if w = %, it can be written as

N —iko —vp(—ik} +wky) \ ,

—

with X' = (ko, k'), and with Z and vp two real constants such that
3
Z=14+aU?+0(U%) , zm=§+mﬂ+ow% (2.11)

where a and b are mnon-vanishing constants. Moreover the matric R(K') satisfies
[|IR(K)|| < C|K'|? for some constants C,¥ > 0 and for |k'| small enough.

Remarks.
1) Theorem 1 says that the location of the singularity does not change in the presence of
interaction; on the contrary, the wave function renormalization and Fermi velocity are modified
by the interaction. Note also that, in the presence of the interaction, the Fermi velocity remains
the same in the two coordinate direction even though the model does not display 90° discrete
rotational symmetry, but rather a 120° rotational symmetry.



2) The resulting theory is not quasi-free: the Wick rule is not valid anymore in the presence of
interactions. However, the long distance asymptotics of the higher order Schwinger functions
can be estimated by the same methods used to prove Theorem 1, and it is the same suggested
by the Wick rule.
3) The fact that the interacting correlations decay as in the non-interacting case implies in
particular the absence of long range order at zero temperature, e.g., the absence of Néel order
in the ground state at weak coupling. In fact, as a corollary of our construction, we find:
) 5 = 1
lim 5HS§>5,A <C—e—

2.12
B,|A|—oc0 ( )

where, if £ € A, the spin operator 55 is defined as: 55 = a;&a;’,, with o;, 1 = 1,2, 3, the
Pauli matrices; similarly, if £ € A 4+ 51, Sz = Do b;ﬁb%. Note that it is well known that the
ground state has zero total spin [16], however existence of Néel order was neither proven nor
ruled out by the results in [16].

4) Similarly to what remarked in the previous item, one can exclude the existence of super-
conducting long range order: the Cooper pairs correlations decay to zero at infinity at least as
fast as the spin-spin correlations in (Z12)).

5) Our analysis can be extended in a straightforward way to the case of exponentially decaying
interactions (instead of local interactions). However, if the decay is slower, the result may
change. In particular, in the presence of 3D Coulomb interactions, the electron-electron
interaction becomes marginal (instead of irrelevant), in a renormalization group sense [12].

6) Previous analyses of the Hubbard model on the honeycomb lattice were performed only at
a perturbative level, without any control on the convergence of the weak coupling expansion,
and directly in the Quantum Field Theory approximation, consisting in the replacement of
So(k) by its linear approximation around the Fermi points, see for instance [11] and references
therein.

7) In Appendix [C] we prove that indeed the 2D Hubbard model on a honeycomb lattice is
asymptotically described by a QED,; model in the presence of an ultraviolet cutoff, massive
“photons” and massless electrons, provided that the bare parameters of the QED2,; are
carefully chosen to include lattice effects. As a result, the correlations asymptotically verify a
modified Ward Identity (WI) related to an approximate local U(1) Lorentz symmetry: note,
however, that the renormalized charge velocity appearing in the modified WI for graphene
explicitly breaks rotational invariance, contrary to what happens to the Fermi velocity, or to
the charge velocity of a pure relativistic QED model.

The proof of the Theorem is based on constructive fermionic Renormalization Group (RG)
methods, see |2, [18, [22] for extensive reviews. It is worth remarking that the result summarized
in Theorem 1 is one of the few rigorous construction of the ground state properties (including
correlations) of a weak coupling 2D Hubbard model. The only other example we are aware of is
the Fermi liquid construction in [§], applicable to cases of weakly interacting 2D Fermi systems
with a highly asymmetric interacting Fermi surface. Related results include the construction of
the state at temperatures larger than a BCS-like critical temperature |3, [7], or the computation
of the first contribution to the ground state energy in a weak coupling limit [10, [17, [23].

The rest of the paper will be devoted to the proof of Theorem 1. In Sec. [IIAl we review
the Grassmann integral representation for the free energy and the Schwinger functions. In
Sec[TI Bl we start to describe the integration procedure leading to the computation of the free
energy, and in particular we describe how to integrate out the ultraviolet degrees of freedom. In
SeclllTC] we complete the proof of convergence of the series for the free energy and the ground
state energy. In Sec[ITD] we describe the proof of convergence for the series for the Schwinger
functions, with particular emphasis to the case of the two-point Schwinger function. In the
Appendices we provide further details concerning the non-interacting theory, the ultraviolet
integration and the equivalence (as far as the long distance behavior is concerned) between the
Hubbard model and a massive QED theory in 2+1 dimensions.



IIT. RENORMALIZATION GROUP ANALYSIS
A. Grassmann Integration

It is well-known that the usual formal power series in U for the partition function and for
the Schwinger functions of model (2) can be equivalently rewritten in terms of Grassmann
functional integrals, defined as follows.

We consider the Grassmann algebra generated by the Grassmannian variables

{\I}kap}izgg’f:m and a Grassmann integration [ [HkGDB,L | %rf d\I/IUpd\ifl;U’p] defined
as the linear operator on the Grassmann algebra such that, given a monomial Q(\il’, \iﬁ)
in the variables W3 its action on Q(¥~,¥) is 0 except in the case Q(¥~,Ut) =
HkGDB,L Hg_le \I/l;gpllfkgp, up to a permutation of the variables. In this case the value

of the integral is determined, by using the anticommuting properties of the variables, by the
condition

kap’

p=1,2 p=1,2

H H d\I]kcrpd\IJIZa'p} H H \I]kcrp k,o,p T =1 (313)

k€Dg,1, o=14 keDg, L o=1]
Defining the free propagator matrix gy as
o —iky ()
Jx = (—U(E) ik ) (3.14)

and the “Gaussian integration” P(d¥) as

o=1l
pav) = | ] AR et abe abt b }
o k%—l— |U(E)|2 k,o,1 k,o,1 k,0,2 k,0,2
B,L
o="1l
. exp{ (BIA|) ™ Z \I!kg gklkllkg }, (3.15)
kEDgL

it turns out that

/P d\I] \Ijlzl o1 plllli{’;,aQ,pg = /B|A|5(7170'26k17k2 I:gkl]P17P2 ) (3'16)
so that, if x —y & BZ x {6},
1 —ik(x—y)s _ 13 +
]\411—r>noo B|A| Z e 9k = ]\411—r>noo (d\I/)\Ijx U\I/y o~ SO(X y) ) (317)
kE’Dg,L
where So(x —y) was defined in ([Z3) and the Grassmann fields U5, are defined by
v, = ﬂIAI Z eFuE L xeMgux A, (3.18)
keDg,
with Agyr = {mB/M : m = —M,...,M — 1}. Let us now consider the function on the
Grassmann algebra
V(¥) =U Z /dx\I/pr XTP\Ijx,J, PYatp =
p=1,2
= (ﬁ|A|)3 Z Z \I/k p.T p‘Ijk,T p\I/k’er,i p\I/k’,ip’ (3'19)

=12 k' ,p



where, in the first line, the symbol [ dx must be interpreted as

/dx:% o>, (3.20)

20€Ag p TEA

and, in the second line, the sums over k, k' run over the set Dg 1, while the sums over p run over
the set 2737 Z x Dy, (p is the transferred momentum). Note that the integral [ P(dW¥)e~"(¥)
is well defined for any U; it is indeed a polynomial in U, of degree depending on M and L.
Standard arguments show that, if there exists the limit of [ P(d¥)e~V(¥) as M — oo, then the
normalized partition function can be written as

—BHA
—BIAIFs,, def Te[e™"7N] —v(w)
e Te[e—A70] A}l_r)noo P(d¥)e (3.21)

where Hj is equal to (ZI) with U = 0. A possible way to prove [B.21)) is to compare the
perturbation theory obtained by expanding in powers of U via Trotter’s product formula the
trace Tr{e #Ha} /Tr{e~#Ho} with the one obtained by expanding in U the Grassmann func-
tional integral, and then show that they are the same, order by order, see [1]. This proof also
shows that the correct choice of the interaction ([BI9]) expressed in Grassmann variables does
not include terms bilinear in the fields, contrary to the interaction in second quantized form,
see (2])): in fact, with this choice, in both perturbative expansions the ”tadpoles” are exactly
vanishing, as required by the condition that the system is at half filling.

Similarly, the Schwinger functions at distinct space-time points, defined in (2.4), can be
computed as

. f P(d\IJ)67V(‘I})\IJ}E(11 01,pP1 e \I/i”; On;Pn
S(X1,01,€1,P1; - Xn, On, Eny Pr) = Iv}linoo fP(d\If))e—)V(‘I’) b (3.22)

Note that the limit x; — x; — 0 and the limit M — oo do not commute in general.

In the following we shall study the functional integrals by introducing suitable expansions
where the value of M plays no essential role and we shall indeed be able to control such
expansions uniformly in M, if U is small enough and that the limit M — oo can be taken
in the resulting expressions for the free energy and the Schwinger functions. For this reason,
from now on we shall not stress anymore the dependence on M, unless for the cases where the
presence of a finite M is relevant, e.g., for the analysis of the ultraviolet integration described
in Appendix [Al

It is important to note that both the Gaussian integration P(d¥) and the interaction V (¥)
are invariant under the action of a number of remarkable symmetry transformations, which
will be preserved by the subsequent iterative integration procedure and will guarantee the
vanishing of some running coupling constants (see below for details). Let us collect in the
following lemma all the symmetry properties we will need in the following.

Lemma 1. For any choice of M, 3, A, both the quadratic Grassmann measure P(dV) defined
in (313) and the quartic Grassmann interaction V (V) defined in (F19) are invariant under
the following transformations:

(1) spin e:L’changeA: \I/f(p)pﬁlllig_a’p;
(2) global U(1): W ,  — e U

k0,00 With o € R independent of k;

Wy ‘i’i cos@ sinf
(8) spin SO(2): el Ry | TP ), with Ry = . and 8 € T
B A \1;15{7¢7p \1;15{7¢7p —sinf cos@

independent of k;

. . e OE Fik(85—81)(p—1){* : def .
(4) discrete spatial rotations: \IJ(kO,E),a,p — e \I/(ko,Tll?),o,p’ with Ty = Ry /3;
note that in real space this transformation simply reads aao)i)ﬁ = QG0 1a)0 and
+ + .
b(Imf);(T - b(wo,Tli’),a’

(5) complex conjugation: ‘i’ig,p — \ifjfkyg’p,
P(d¥) and/or in V(T);

(6.a) horizontal reflections: ®a01k11k2)7011<—>\i’

c — c*, where ¢ is a generic constant appearing in

+ .
(ko,—k1,k2),0,27




sy '
- \Ij(kmkh—kz),mp’

(6.b) vertical reflections: \If(ko k1 k2),00p
(7) particle-hole: b= — iU

(ko,k),o.p (7%, k),00
(8) inversion: W —i(—1)PTE

(ko,k),0,p (—ko,k),0,p"

PROOF. A moment’s thought shows that the invariance of V(¥) under the above symmetries
is obvious, and so is the invariance of P(d¥) under (1)-(2)-(3). Let us then prove the invariance
of P(d¥) under (4)-(5)-(6.a)-(6.b)-(7)-(8). More precisely, let us consider the term

Z\I/k o O Uy, = (3.23)
_iijlt,a,lko‘l}l:,a,l - Z\I/I,U,lv* (k)\lll:,aﬂ - Z‘ljlta',?v( ka 1 Z\I/k 0'2 k<72

in (BI5), and let us prove its invariance under the transformations (4)-(5)-(6.a)-(6.b)-(7)-(8).
Under the transformation (4), the first and fourth term in the second line of ([323) are
obviously invariant, while the sum of the second and third is changed into

_ N +ik(53—61)F + —ik(83—061),,(1 _
Z{ (ko,T1 k), (71 v (k)e c \I](ko,Tl K)o +\I](k0,:r11€),a,2e o U(k)qj(ko,le),ol] B

- Z {\ijlta,lv*(TflE)eME(n_})‘i’i,a,z + @:70)26—1'1?(51—Sg)v(quk)\pl;a’l} : (3.24)
k

Using that (T 1K) = ei’;(gl_EZ)v(E), as it follows by the definition v(k) = Dim12.3 iR (8i=81)

we find that the last line of ([3:24)) is equal to the sum of the second and third term in (323,

as desired.
The invariance of (3.23)) under the transformation (5) is very simple, if one notes that v(—k) =

v*(k), as it follows by the definition of v(k).
Under the transformation (6.a), the sum of the first and fourth term in the second line of
B23) is obviously invariant, while the sum of the second and third is changed into

3+ (TG~ 5+ G _
o Z\Ij(ko —ki1,k2),0,27 (k>qj( ko,—k1,k2),0,1 Z \Ij(koyfkl,kz)ﬁmlv(k)qj(koy*h,k2)1072 -
- Z\Pk (ST )) Z\Pk ot 0((=kr k)W (3.25)

Noting that v((—k1, k2)) = v*(k), one sees that this is the same as the sum of the second and
third term in (3:23)), as desired.

Similarly, noting that v((k1, —k2)) = v(k), one finds that [B.23)) is invariant under the trans-
formation (6.b).

Under the transformation (7), the sum of the first and fourth term in (B23) is obviously
invariant, while the sum of the second and third term is changed into

A A+ _
+Z\I](k0, (kﬂl —k),o + Z\P (ko,—k),o, 9? k)\I](ko,—E),a,l B

:_Z\IjkGZU Akal Z\Ijkalv kU2 (326)

Using, again, that v(—k) = v*(k), we see that the latter sum is the same as the sum of the
second and third term in 23], as desired.

Finally, under the transformation (8), all the terms in the right hand side of (323) are
separately invariant, and the proof of Lemma 1 is concluded. L]

B. Free energy: The ultraviolet integration

We start by studying the partition function

S = e PlIAFsL — /P(d\lf)e’v('l’) . (3.27)



Note that our lattice model has an intrinsic ultraviolet cut-off in the k variables, while the
ko variable is unbounded. A preliminary step to our infrared analysis is the integration of
the ultraviolet degrees of freedom corresponding to the large values of ky. We proceed in the
following way. We decompose the free propagator gx into a sum of two propagators supported
in the regions of ky “large” and “small”, respectively. The regions of k¢ large and small are
defined in terms of a smooth support function xo(¢) which is 1 for ¢ < ap and 0 for ¢ > ag7,

v > 1; ag is chosen so that the support of Xo(\/kg + |k — ph)? ) and Xo(\/kg + |k — pg)? ) are

disjoint (here | | is the euclidean norm over R? /A*). In order for this condition to be satisfied,
it is enough that 2a¢y < 47/(3+/3); in the following, for reasons that will become clearer later,
we shall assume the slightly more restrictive condition 2agy < 47/3 — 47/(3v/3). We define

oo (k) =1 —Xo(\/k?, + | — P2 ) —Xo(\/kg + |k - pa? ) (3.28)

and f;, (k) =1— fu..(k), so that we can rewrite gk as:

~ ~ A odef oy, ~ (2.7,
9 = fuo. ()G + fir ()G = §0) (k) + 57 (k) (3.29)
We now introduce two independent set of Grassmann fields {\Ilkuo_v p)i} and {\Ilf(Z ;Z)i} with

k € Dg,r, 0 =1, p = 1,2, and the Gaussian integrations P(d\If(“ v )) and P(d\I!(”)) defined
by

/P(dq/(u.u))\ijl(g.;l_pl \i/g::rz):;z = ﬂ|A|5017025k17k2g(u'v')(kl)PLm ’

/P(d\ll(lr))\ijl(g;l);l \i/f:;(.f)z—t_pz = ﬂ|A|5UlvU26klvk2g(iVT.)(kl)P11P2 . (330)
Similarly to P(d¥), the Gaussian integrations P(d¥ () P(d¥( 7)) also admit an explicit
representation analogous to [B.14)), with g replaced by §(**) (k) or §¢*™) (k) and the sum over
k restricted to the values in the support of fy., (k) or fi, (k), respectively. It easy to verify
that the ultraviolet propagator ¢(*")(x —y) = (B|A|)~! > keDs e~ k(x=y)g(u-v) (k) satisfies

lg ) (x —y)| < Cn

—_— . 3.31
|_1—i—|x—y|N (3:31)

The definition of Grassmann integration implies the following identity (“addition principle”):

/P(d\I/)e’V(‘I’) = /P(dW-T'))/P(d\Iﬂ“-”'))e*V(W”W“””) (3.32)
so that we can rewrite the partition function as
Spp = e PIMFLe = /P AW exp{z —Eu. V(e 4oy} =
n>1 '
= e—BIA‘FO/P(d\lf“f?)e—"(“’“”), (3.33)

where the ¢runcated expectation ET is defined, given any polynomial V;(¥(“*)) with coeffi-
cients depending on W) ag

n

0 wo.
L (im) = gilog [ PN | (3.3)

and V is fixed by the condition V(0) = 0. It can be shown (see discussion after [B37) and
Appendix [B]) that V can be written as
—2n 2 (i.r.)+ = (i.r.)—
V() = Z(BlAD ? Z Z Z {H ‘I’qu,)hgjmj,l‘I’E(2j,<)7j,p2j
n—1 1O =1L p1rep2n=1,2k1,....kopn j=1

Wanp(k, .. kan-1) 60D (kaj1 — ko)) , (3.35)

j=1
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where p = (p1, ..., p2,) and we used the notation
3(k) = 0(k)o(ko) . O(k)=IAl D> O, Gismis > O(Ko) = Bk, (3.36)
ni,Ne€Z

with l;l, by a basis of A*. The possibility of representing V in the form B.33]), with the ker-
nels Way, , independent of the spin indices o;, follows from the symmetries listed in Lemma 1

and from the remark that P(d®(")) and P(d¥(*™)) are separately invariant under the same
symmetries. .

The constant Fy in (3.33) and the kernels Wa, , in ([B.35) are given by power series in U,
convergent under the condition |U| < Uy, for Uy small enough; after Fourier transform, the
x-space counterparts of the kernels Ws,, , satisfy the following bounds:

/ dcidxan| [T ke = %5170 [ [Wanyp (1, o xa0)| < BIAICE U071 (3.37)

1<i<j<2n

for some constant Cy, > 0, where m =37, ;o My ;.

The proof of convergence of the power series defining Fy and Ws, ,, as well as the proof of
the bounds (B37), uses the decay property ([B3I) combined with standard fermionic cluster
expansion methods. The proof is much simpler than the infrared integration that we shall
study below, and is based on similar ideas; see Appendix [Bl for a proof. Note that the decay
B3] suggests the possibility of a single scale integration of the ultraviolet degrees of freedom.
However, the discontinuity of the propagator at ¢y — yg = 0 implies that gy does not admit
a Gram representation [21] and this fact prevents the direct implementation of a single step
fermionic cluster expansion (see next section for the notion of Gram determinant and for a
description of the use of Gram determinants in the infrared multiscale integration). A possible
way out of this problem is to decompose the ultraviolet propagator as a sum of propagators,
each admitting a Gram representation, and to perform a simple multiscale analysis of the
ultraviolet problem. This strategy was described many times before in the literature, see
for instance |3, [4, |5, 19, [15]; for completeness, it will be presented in a self-contained form
in Appendix [Bl Recently, a different proof based on a single scale integration step and us-
ing improved bounds on determinants associated to “chronological products” was proposed [21].

It is important for the incoming discussion to note that the symmetries listed in Lemma
1 also imply some non trivial invariance properties of the kernels. We will be particularly
interested in the invariance properties of the quadratic part W5 (,, ,,)(k), which will be used
below to show that the structure of the quadratic part of the new effective interaction has
the same symmetries as the free integration. The crucial properties that we will need are the
following.

Lemma 2. Let Waa(k) = W21(171)(k), Wbb(k) = W27(212)(k), Wab(k) = Wgy(lﬁg)(k) and
Wha (k) = Wgy(zl)(k). Then the following properties are valid:
(i) Waa(k) = Wip(k) and Wyp(k) = Wi (k);
(i1) as B — oo, for w ==+, Wea(0,0%) = Wau(0,5%) = 0;
(i) as B, |A] = oo, for w ==,

0 Waa(0,58) =0,  Re{0kWaa(0,5%)} =0, Ok Wa(0,55) =0, (3.38)
Re {0k, Wap (0, 5)} = Im {0, Wap (0, 5§)} = 0, 1Ok, Wap (0, 51) = wdh, Wap (0, 5) .
Remarks.

1) For simplicity, the properties (ii) and (iii) are spelled out only in the zero temperature limit
and in the thermodynamic limit; however, as it will be clear from the proof, those properties
all have a finite temperature/volume counterpart.

2) Lemma 2 implies that in the vicinity of the Fermi points the kernel Wj (, ,)(k) can be
rewritten in the form

—w P —iZOkO 50 (Zk/ - wk’)
W2,(p,p')(k07pF + k') ~ (50(—ik’1 — wk)) —%P«’oko 2 o (3.39)
PP
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for some real constants zg, dg, modulo higher order terms in (ko, K ). Therefore, it is apparent
that its structure is the same as the one of Sy(k), modulo higher order terms in (ko, &’).

PROOF. As remarked after (336), P(d¥ (")) and P(d¥ (")) are separately invariant under
the symmetry properties listed in Lemma 1. Therefore V() is also invariant under the same
symmetries, and so is the quadratic part of V(¥), that is

(BIANT2 Y S 60 [F )  Waa ) + BT B W (k) +
o k,p

—|—\I/§:; %-’_\Ijl(cl-:p) o, IWba (k) + \ijl(cl, +\Ijl(<l-:p) o, 2Wbb(k) : (3'40)
Recall that, as assumed in the lines preceding ([3.28]), the support of (7 consists of two disjoint
regions around 15}? and jy, respectively; in particular, we assumed that 2agy < 4w/3—4m/ (3v/3).
Under this condition, it is easy to realize that if both k and p+k belong to the support of P lir)
then |p| < 47/3. As a consequence, in ([B37), the only non zero contributions correspond to
the terms with p = 0 (in fact, if p is # 0 and belongs to the support of 4(p), then |p| > 4x/3,
which means that either k or k+ p is outside the support of \if(”'), and the corresponding term
in the sum is identically zero). This means that the sum

S B BT Waa (k) + BT BT Wan (k) +

o,k
0y ) Wha(k) + ‘i’ff[;;ﬂi’ff[;){Wbb(k)} : (3.41)
is invariant under the symmetries (1)—(7) listed in Lemma 1.
Invariance under symmetry (4) implies that:
Waa(ko, k) = Waalko, TTYE) , Win(ko, k) = W (ko, Ty 'E) (3.42)
Wap(ko, ) = O =3W, (ko, TT'R) - Wha (o, B) = e~ RO =300, (o, Ty 'F) 5
invariance under (5) implies that:
Waa(k) = Weo (k)™ Wiy (k) = Wip(—k)* , (3.43)

Wab(k) = Wab(_k)* ) Wba(k) = Wba(_k)* ;
invariance under (6.a) implies that:
Waa(kOa ]{51, k2) = Wbb(k07 _klv k2) ) Wab(ko, klu k?) = Wba(k07 _k17 k2) ) (34‘4)

invariance under (6.b) implies that:

Waa(ko, ki1, k2) = Waa(ko, k1, —k2) , Wi (o, k1, k2) = Wi (ko, k1, —k2) ,  (3.45)
Wap(ko, k1, ko) = Wap(ko, k1, —k2) | Wia (ko k1, ko) = Wag (ko, k1, —ka2) ;

invariance under (7) implies that:
Waalko, k) = Waa(ko, —k) ,  Wip(ko, k) = Wiy (ko, —k) (3.46)
Wap (Ko, k) = Wy (ko, —k) ;
Finally, invariance under (8) implies that:
Waa(ko, k) = ~Waa(=ko, k), Wip(ko, k) = =Wy (—ko, k) , (3.47)
Wab(ko, k) = Wap(—ko, k), Wia(ko, k) = Wea(—ko, k) ;

Now, combining the first of (8:44), the second of [B45) and the second of ([B:46]), we find that
Waa(k) = Wiy (k). Combining the third of (843), the third of (8:46) and the last of B.4T), we
find that Wy, (k) = Wy, (k)*. This concludes the proof of item (i).
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The first of (3471) implies that, as 8 — 00, Wy, (0, E) = 0, and this proves, in particular, that
Waa(0,p%) = 0 and that, in the limit [A] — oo, 9;Waa (0, 7%) = 0.

Using that p% is invariant under the action of 77, we see that the third of (3:42) implies
that (1 — €7 O1=92)) )W, (ko, 7%) = 0. Since ePF(01792) = _¢iwn/3 £ 1 this identity proves, in
particular, that Wy, (0, 55%) = 0, and 0k, Was(0, p%) = 0. This concludes the proof of item (ii).

Now, combining the first of (FZ43) with the first of (FZB), we find that Weq(ko, k) =
Waa(—ko, k)*, which implies, in particular, that Re{akOWaa(O,ﬁﬁ)} =0.

Finally, let W4 (0, 5% + E') ~ k| + a5kh, modulo higher order terms in k'. Using that

[ =1/2 V3/2)\. .
= (—\/§/2 iy in the third of ([8.42)), we find that

APkl + ok = e/ [wm; /2 = V3ks/2) + a5 (V3K /2 + Ky /2)} : (3.48)

which implies af = —iwa¥’. Moreover, using the third of (343]) we find that o = —(a; “)*,
and using the third of B.45) we find that of = —a5 . Therefore, of = —a5* = —(ag¥)*,
and we see that o4 is real and odd in w, that is af = wa, for some real constant a. Therefore,

af = —iwag = —ia, and this concludes the proof of item (iii). ]

C. Free energy: The infrared integration

Multiscale analysis. In order to compute ([B.33]) we shall proceed in an iterative fashion, using
standard functional Renormalization Group methods [2, 13, [18]. As a starting point, it is
convenient to decompose the infrared propagator as:

G y) = 3 eI EN GO y) (3.49)
w==+
where, if k' = (ko, E/)u
. 1

1 e —ik —v*(k' + pg)

(<0) _ 1yl (—y) iko E
459 (x,y) = xo(IK)e (i D BCEY

. L T

and D, = Dy x Dy, with Df = {§1by + 520y — 5285 [SE] 41 <nyymg < [§]).
Correspondingly, we rewrite U(*") as a sum of two independent Grassmann fields:

WETIE = N PETREOE (3.51)
w==%
and we rewrite (3:33) in the form:
Ep.p = e PIAIF0 /PXO,A0 (dW(E0)e VI @ED (3.52)
where V(O (U(=0) is equal to V(¥™)), once W) is rewritten as in (.51), i.e.,

VO (p(=0)) = (3.53)

—on ) T g (<0+ 5 (<0)—
(ﬁ|A|) Z Z Z [H \]ijkéj,lvo'jvp2j—17w2j—1\Ijkéjvajyp2jxw2j

M <

n=1 01500500 =TL P1,p2n=1,2 Kk|,... Kk, =1
2n
W, WKL K1) 3( D (-1 (B +K))) =
j=1

M

n
. (<0)+ (<0)— (0)
/ dxy - -~ dXan [ H U ey 21wy 1 Vaiay sz way | Won,pao (K15 -+ s X2n)
Jj=1

3
Il
-

TPw
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with:
1) w _0(w15' . ;WQH); g: (Ull --7Un) and qu)' = (Ovﬁ}‘;‘))a
> Wiy (KL K1) = Wan (kG + P37 . K,y + P ), see (B33);
the kernels W(O) X1,...,Xo,) are defined as:
2n,p,w
Wég?g,g(xlv i =X2n) = (3.54)
2 izzn (—1)7k;x (0) / / 2n i wj /
= (ﬂ|A|)7 " Z € =t JWanw(kla-"7k2n71) 5(2(_1)J(pFJ +kg)) .
ik, j=1

Moreover, Py, 4,(d¥(=?) is defined as

xo(|k'[)>0

PXO,AOM\P(SO))—No‘l[ | 1 O 1 e o (3.55)

k’,o,p,w k’,o,p,w

k’ED“’ o,w,p

xo(|k'[)>0

ap{—@BADT Y Y (DB A () EEDY

w=t,0=1] k/GDg,L

where:
- * HI = W
Agu(K') = ( ko v “?“’”) -
—v(k 4+ p¥) —iko
o —iCOkQ + S0 (k/) Co (Zki — wk’z) + tO,w (k/)
 \ co(—ik] — wkb) + taw(k’) —ioko + so(k’) ’

N is chosen in such a way that [ Py, a,(d¥(S0) =1, ¢y =1, co = 3/2, so = 0 and |tg. (k)| <
CIK'|%.

It is apparent that the ¥(=9 field has zero mass (i.e., its propagator decays polynomially at
large distances in x-space). Therefore, its integration requires an infrared multiscale analysis.
We consider the scaling parameter v > 1 introduced above, see the lines preceding ([B.28),
and we define a sequence of geometrically decreasing momentum scales ", h = 0,—1,-2, ...
Correspondingly we introduce compact support functions fi,(k’) = xo(v " |K'|) — xo(y " |K|)
and we rewrite

xo([K']) = Z fn(K) (3.56)

h=—o00

The purpose is to perform the integration of [B52]) in an iterative way. We step by step
decompose the propagator into a sum of two propagators, the first supported on momenta
~ ~" h <0, the second supported on momenta smaller than v". Correspondingly we rewrite
the Grassmann field as a sum of two independent fields: W(=P) = () 4 W=D and we
integrate the field (). In this way we inductively prove that, for any h < 0, BE2) can be
rewritten as

Ep,p = e PN / Pry oy (dTED) V=) (3.57)

where Fy,, Ay, V) will be defined recursively, xn(|k'|) = Zzzim fe(k') and Py, a, (dW(sM)
is defined in the same way as Py, 4, (d\I!(SO)) with \II(SO),XO,AO,W,QO,CO,so,to,w replaced by
TER Xy Anoy Chy Chy 81y thow, Tespectively. Moreover V) (0) = 0 and

Y (0) = Z CERD DD DI | £ 75ArNS 1
a,pw k’ klzn Jj=1

2n
W WKL K1) 83 (1) (P +K))) = (3.58)

j=1
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g+ (<h)— (r)

X1,.-yX2n) -
X2j—1,05,P2j—1,W2j—1  X2;,05,02j,w2; 2n,g7g( Lee-sR2n

_y [ i

n
n=10,p,w Jj=

1

Note that the field ¥{=")

k’,0,-,w’
support as xp, that is on a neighborood of size v around the singularity k’ = 0 (that, in the
original variables, corresponds to the Dirac point k = p%). It is important for the following

whose propagator is given by Xh(|k’|)[A£)h) (k/)]71, has the same

to think Wéz))p)w, h <0, as functions of the variables {Cx, cx }h<k<o. The iterative construction

below will inductively imply that the dependence on these variables is well defined.
The iteration will continue up to the scale hg, where hg is the largest scale such that

T
B

where ag is the constant appearing in the definition of x((|k’|). By the properties of (; that
will be described and proved below, it will turn out that hg is finite and larger than log,, ﬁ

agy"* ™t < =, (3.59)

The result of the last iteration will be Zg 1, i.e., the value of the partition function.

Localization and renormalization. In order to inductively prove (B51) we write

v = gyt L gyt (3.60)
where
1 xn (|k'[)>0 (<h)+ (<) ®
h > (< 2 (< _ ~
,CV( ) - B|A| Z Z Z \Ijk',a17/71,wqjk’,dzxpszwzﬁv(wvw)(k/) ’ (361)
k/

o1,00="T] Pr1,,2=1,2
w=%

and RV is given by [B58) with .00 | replaced by > o0 ,, that is it contains only the mono-
mials with more than four fields.

Note that in [B.61]) the w-index of the W fields is the same; this follows from the fact that
in the terms with different w’s the momenta verify ki — ki + p% — pz” = nlgl + nggg, for
some choice of n1,n2, and such a condition cannot be verified if ki, ki, are in the support of the
T(=h) fields, because p% — pp* & A* and 2aq7y is smaller than 47/3 — 47/(3v/3), see the lines
preceding ([B:28) and the discussion after (3:40).

Remark. The fact that the quadratic terms with different w’s, i.e., the one particle umklapp
processes, do not contribute to the infrared effective potential is a crucial fact, which reduces the
number of relevant running coupling constants and, in particular, tells us that the interaction
does not generate mass terms. Note, in fact, that the presence of one particle umklapp terms
with a non zero contribution at the Fermi points could produce an exponential decay of the
interacting correlations.

The symmetries of the action, listed in Lemma 1, which are preserved by the iterative integra-
tion procedure, imply that, in the zero temperature and thermodynamic limit, Wz(};) (w,) (0)=0

and

’ 2-(h) . —izpko 5}1(2]{51 — wké)
KO W, (1) (w00) (0) = <5h(—ik1 —wky)  —imko ) (3.62)

for suitable real constants zp,d,. The proof of ([B:62) is completely analogous to the proof of
Lemma 2 and will not be repeated here.

Once that the above definitions are given, we can describe our iterative integration procedure
for h < 0. We start from 57) and we rewrite it as

/th 4, (WS =LV WD) RV (W) G| p, (3.63)
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with
Xh('k [)>0
LYM(@EY = (BIA])~ Z Z : (3.64)
A+ —zzhko +on(K) On(ik] — wkb) + mhw(K) G-
K.ov-w \ §p(—ik] — wka) + T;:M(kl) —izpko + on(kK') ko w "
Then we include £V in the fermionic integration, so obtaining
_Ry®) (g(Eh)y_ e
/PXh)Zhil(d\p(Sh)) ¢~ RV® (WED)BIA|(Fyten) (3.65)

where e, is a constant that takes into account the change in the normalization factor of the
measure and

- —iCh_1ko + Fn_1 (K) 1 (0K — whb) + Fne oo (K)
Ay 1K) = iCp-1ko . o 2 : 3.66
ru(k) (a“(_mg Sk B oK) —ily_iko +Fha(K) (3.66)
with:
Chor(K) =G+ 2nxn(K) th-1(X') = cn + onxn(K') ,

§h_1(k/) = Sh(kl) + Uh(kl)xh(k/) , fh—l,w (k/) =thw (k/) + Th,w (k/)xh(k/) . (3.67)

Now we can perform the integration of the U'(®) field. We rewrite the Grassmann field (=)

as a sum of two independent Grassmann fields W(="=1 4+ ¥(") and correspondingly we rewrite

(BE) as

e—B|A\(Fh+eh)/PXhil)Ahil(d\I,(Sh—l)) /P g l(d\I;(h))e—Rv(h)(\I/(Sh—l)+\1/(h)), (3.68)

h’

where
no_ —’L'Chflko + Shfl(k/) Chfl(l'ki — wké) + thflyw(k/)
An-1.0(K) = (ch_1<—z’k1 —wky) 4t oK) —iCuotko + s (K) (3.69)
with:
Cho1=Cn+ 21, Ch—1=cCp+ 6 ,
Sh_l(k/) = Sh(k/) + Uh(k/) , th—1,w (k/) =thw (k/) + Th,w (k/) . (3.70)
The single scale propagator is
h h h h
/ I I)Ah—l d\I]( ))\11;1)01 P15 wllllscz);_zwmu& = 5‘717‘725"-’17‘*’2 [gtEJ )(Xl,X2)] p1,02 (371)
where
1 —ik’(x1—x a -
o000k xe) = g 3o e () [An1u)] (3.72)

k'eDy |

After the integration of the field on scale h we are left with an integral involving the fields
U (=h=1) and the new effective interaction V("1 defined as

_ph=1) (g(Sh-1)y_g _RY®) (p(Sh=1) g (k)
eV (¥ )—enBIA] :/Rf;17zh—1(dqj(h))e RV (¥ +wi) (3.73)

It is easy to see that V=1 is of the form (B35]) and that Fy_; = Fj, + ep, + €. It is sufficient
to use the well known identity

en + VI Ehm) = 3 %(_1)"“5,?(721/(’1) (U= M) i) (3.74)

n>1
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where 8,:5(X(\I/(h));n) is the truncated expectation of order n w.r.t. the propagator gfdh),

which is the analogue of [B34) with U(“%) replaced by ¥ and with P(d¥(“"")) replaced

by Pp-1 5, (d®™),
h -

Note that the above procedure allows us to write the effective renormalizations 0y, = (Cn, cp),
h <0, in terms of ¥k, h < k < 0, namely j,_1 = Bp(Up, ..., U), where S}, is the so—called Beta
function.

Tree expansion for the effective potentials. An iterative implementation of ([B.74]) leads to a
representation of V") (W(=M)) in terms of a tree expansion, defined as follows.

h h+l hy -1 0 +1
FIG. 1: A tree 7 € Ty, with its scale labels.

1) Let us consider the family of all trees which can be constructed by joining a point 7, the
root, with an ordered set of n > 1 points, the endpoints of the unlabeled tree, so that r is not a
branching point. n will be called the order of the unlabeled tree and the branching points will
be called the non trivial vertices. The unlabeled trees are partially ordered from the root to
the endpoints in the natural way; we shall use the symbol < to denote the partial order. Two
unlabeled trees are identified if they can be superposed by a suitable continuous deformation,
so that the endpoints with the same index coincide. It is then easy to see that the number of
unlabeled trees with n end-points is bounded by 4". We shall also consider the labelled trees
(to be called simply trees in the following); they are defined by associating some labels with
the unlabelled trees, as explained in the following items.

2) We associate a label h < —1 with the root and we denote 7, the corresponding set of
labeled trees with n endpoints. Moreover, we introduce a family of vertical lines, labeled by an
integer taking values in [h, 1], and we represent any tree 7 € Ty, ,, so that, if v is an endpoint or
a non trivial vertex, it is contained in a vertical line with index h, > h, to be called the scale
of v, while the root r is on the line with index h. In general, the tree will intersect the vertical
lines in set of points different from the root, the endpoints and the branching points; these
points will be called trivial vertices. The set of the vertices will be the union of the endpoints,
of the trivial vertices and of the non trivial vertices; note that the root is not a vertex. Every
vertex v of a tree will be associated to its scale label h,,, defined, as above, as the label of the
vertical line whom v belongs to. Note that, if v; and vo are two vertices and v; < wvo, then
Ry < Po,y.

3) There is only one vertex immediately following the root, which will be denoted vy and
cannot be an endpoint; its scale is h + 1.

4) Given a vertex v of 7 € Tj,, that is not an endpoint, we can consider the subtrees of 7 with
root v, which correspond to the connected components of the restriction of 7 to the vertices
w > v. If a subtree with root v contains only v and an endpoint on scale h, + 1, it will be called
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a trivial subtree.

5) With each endpoint v we associate one of the monomials with four or more Grassmann
fields contributing to RV (¥(=hv=1) corresponding to the terms with n > 2 in the r.h.s. of
B53) (with (=9 replaced by U(Sm»~1) and a set x, of space-time points (the corresponding
integration variables in the x-space representation).

6) We introduce a field label f to distinguish the field variables appearing in the terms associated
with the endpoints as in item 3); the set of field labels associated with the endpoint v will
be called I,; note that |I,| is the order of the monomial contributing to V(® (¥(Shv=1)) and
associated to v. Analogously, if v is not an endpoint, we shall call I, the set of field labels
associated with the endpoints following the vertex v; x(f), e(f), o(f), p(f) and w(f) will
denote the space-time point, the € index, the ¢ index, the p index and the w index, respectively,
of the Grassmann field variable with label f.

In terms of these trees, the effective potential V(") h < —1, can be written as

VW (BER) 4 BA[ep =D Y VW (7, 0= (3.75)
n=17€Th n
where, if vy is the first vertex of 7 and 71,...,75 (s = s,,) are the subtrees of 7 with root vp,
V) (7, W(=M) is defined inductively as follows:
i) if s > 1, then
_1\s+1
V) (7, w(<h)) — ( 1)' EF,, V0D (g W(SHHDY, Pl (r g(shD)) (3.76)
s!

where V1) (1, W(Sh+1)) ig equal to RV (1, W(SPHD)) if the subtree 7; contains more than
one end-point, or if it contains one end-point but it is not a trivial subtree; it is equal to
RVO) (7;, W(=RHD) if 7, s a trivial subtree;

ii) if s = 1, then VW (7, W(EM) is equal to &L, [RVUHD (7, WEATD)]if 71 is not a trivial
subtree; it is equal to Ef; [RV© (w(shtD) — RV(O (T(=P)] if 71 is a trivial subtree.

Usmg its inductive deﬁnltlon the right hand side of (3.75) can be further expanded, and in
order to describe the resulting expansion we need some more definitions.

We associate with any vertex v of the tree a subset P, of I, the external fields of v. These
subsets must satisfy various constraints. First of all, if v is not an endpoint and vy, ..., vs, are
the s, > 1 vertices immediately following it, then P, C U;P,,; if v is an endpoint, P, = I,.
If v is not an endpoint, we shall denote by @, the intersection of P, and P,,; this definition
implies that P, = U;@,,. The union Z, of the subsets P,, \ @y, is, by definition, the set of the
internal fields of v, and is non empty if s, > 1. Given 7 € T}, ,,, there are many possible choices
of the subsets P,, v € 7, compatible with all the constraints. We shall denote P, the family of
all these choices and P the elements of P..

With these definitions, we can rewrite V") (7, W(SP)) in the r.h.s. of [B.75) as

VI (r, w(=M) = 3" yM(r P)
PcP,

V) (7, P) = / Ay UM (P ) K3 (x4,) (3.77)

where

B (p,) = T wEn-0)

*(F)o (Do) (F) (3.78)
fepr,

and K ihlj 1)(X'u0) is defined inductively by the equation, valid for any v € 7 which is not an
endpoint,

KL (x0) —S,H K ()] ELFOD (P \ Qu), - B (P, \Qu,)] L (3.79)
V=1

where W) (P, \ Q,,) has a definition similar to (3.78). Moreover, if v; is an endpoint
Kl(,? H)(xw) is equal to one of the kernels of the monomials contributing to RV (W (She)),



18

corresponding to the terms with n > 2 in the r.h.s. of F53) (with U(=0) replaced by W(<h));
if v; is not an endpoint, K(h o) Kﬁi”ﬁ:l), where P; = {P,,,w € 7;}.

(B75)- (B9 is not the final form of our expansion; we further decompose V") (7, P), by using
the following representation of the truncated expectation in the r.h.s. of B79). Let us put
5 = 8y, Pi = P,,\ Q,,; moreover we order in an arbitrary way the sets P~ = {f € P;,e(f) = %},
we call ff; their elements and we define x(*) = Uferx(f)’ y® = Ufepjx(f), xij = x(f;),
Vij = x(er) Note that Y7 o |P7| = Y7 |P| = n, otherwise the truncated expectation
vanishes. A couple [ = (f;, ) (f7» f;F) will be called a line joining the fields with labels

fijs fm,, sector indices w,” = w(fl ), wi” = w(f), p-indices p;” = p(f;7), pi” = p(f;7), and spin
indices o, = o(f, ), Ul+ = U(fl+), connecting the points x; = x;; and y; =y, the endpoints
of [. Moreover, if w; = o.);r, we shall put w; = w;” = w;r. Then, we use the Brydges-Battle-
Federbush formula (e.g., see [13,[18]) saying that, up to a sign, if s > 1,

@M (py),..., vM (P ZHaw w0 o [0 (i =¥, /dPT(t) det GMT () |

T leT
(3.80)

where T is a set of lines forming an anchored tree graph between the clusters of points x Uy (¥,
that is T is a set of lines, which becomes a tree graph if one identifies all the points in the same
cluster. Moreover t = {t;; € [0,1],1 < 7,7 < s}, dPr(t) is a probability measure with support
on a set of t such that t;» = u; - uy for some family of vectors u; € R of unit norm. Finally
GMT(t)isa (n — s+ 1) x (n — s + 1) matrix, whose elements are given by

Gijiry = tiird,,

i5,2" 5’

h
wt O o (950 (xig = yir)] - o (3.81)

with (f;;, f{fj,) not belonging to 7. In the following we shall use (BZ8) even for s = 1,
when T is empty, by interpreting the r.h.s. as equal to 1, if |P;| = 0, otherwise as equal to
det Gh = EF (WM (Py)).

Remark. It is crucial to note that G™7T is a Gram matrix, i.e., defining e; = ey = (1,0)

and e_ = e = (0, 1), the matrix elements in [B.81]) can be written in terms of scalar products:
h
tii/ (Swl— 7“"z+ 60_1— )0_7, [gé}l ) (XU — yi/j' )} pf ,P?’ = (382)

= (ui ®ew; ®ea; ® A(xij — ) , Uy ®ewl+ ®eal+ ®B(xi’j’ — )) = (fa,g,@) ,

where

B(X):LAl ek fh(k/)[zh—l,w(k/)}_ . (3.83)

The symbol (-, ) denotes the inner product, i.e.,
(ui Re,RVe, ® A(x - -),ui/ Rey ey & B(X/ - )) =

=(u;-uy) (e, ey)(es, e5)- /dzA*(x —z)B(x' —z), (3.84)

and the vectors f,,gs with «,5 = 1,...,n — s + 1 are implicitely defined by ([B.82)). The
usefulness of the representation ([382) is that, by the Gram-Hadamard inequality (see, e.g.,
W), [det(fa,ga)| < Tl [|foll llgall. Tn our case, [|fal| < Cy*2 and ||gal| < CH"2.
Therefore, ||fal] ||ga|| < Cy?" uniformly in a, so that the Gram determinant can be bounded
by cn— s+1,y2h(n s+1)
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If we apply the expansion ([80) in each vertex of 7 different from the endpoints, we get an
expression of the form

VW (r,P) =3 /dxvolff(gh)(on)WT(?,)T(xvo) =Y vW(rP,T), (3.85)
TeT TeT

where T is a special family of graphs on the set of points x,,, obtained by putting together
an anchored tree graph T, for each non trivial vertex v. Note that any graph T" € T becomes
a tree graph on x,,, if one identifies all the points in the sets x,, with v an endpoint. Given
T € Th,n and the labels P, T, calling v},..., v} the endpoints of 7 and putting h; = hyx, the

explicit representation of W_fﬁ:),)T(XUO) in (B85 is

Wrp,r(Xu,) = [H Ké?i)(xv;) (3.86)
i=1

1
) { H -~ /dPTv (t,) det G T (t,) lH 5wl’7wf5<7fﬂf [go(f;)(xz - Yz)]plypf] } )

notve.p. leTy

Analyticity of the effective potentials. The tree expansion described above allows us to ex-
press the effective potential V(™ in terms of the running coupling constants Cy,cp and of the
renormalization functions oi(k), tg o (k).

The next goal will be the proof of the following result.

THEOREM 2. There exists a constants Uy > 0 such that, if |U| < Uy, then the kernels
(h)
W2l7g,£

0 <60 <1 and a suitable constant C > 0, the following estimates:

(x1,...,%9) n (F28), h < —1, are analytic functions of U, satisfying, for any

1 — max —
m/dxl---de[|W2(l}fZ)7£(x1,...,le)| < APE=2H0) (|7 |ymaz(Li=1) (3.87)

Moreover, the constants e, and €, defined by (3.68) and [3-73) are also analytic functions of
U in the domain |U| < Uy, and there they satisfy the estimate [en| + |en| < CUyy"H+9).

Remark. The above result immediately implies the analyticity of the specific free en-
ergy f3(U) and of its zero temperature limit e(U), i.e., of the specific ground state energy. In

fact, by construction, f3(U) = Fy + Z?l:hg (en +€p), with Fy an analytic function of U, see

the discussion after ([3.36) and in Appendix [Bl Therefore, Theorem 2 implies the part of the
statement of Theorem 1 concerning the free energy and the ground state energy. For the proof
of analyticity of the Schwinger functions, see next Section.

PROOF OF THEOREM 2. Let us preliminarily assume that, for h < —1, and for suitable
constants ¢, ¢,,, the corrections zp, o5, o (k') and 75, (k') defined in (8:62) and ([3.64), satisfy the
following estimates:

max {|zp], [6n]} < c[UR", (3.88)

sup {105 on (), 105 7.0 (K1} < el U] AH0-00
|k’|s.t.xn(k’)#0

Using ([B88) we inductively see that the running coupling functions (g, cp, sp(k’) and 5, (k')
satisfy similar estimates:

max {|(, — 1, |en — 3/2|} < |U] , (3.89)
sup  {[10g sn (K| ||0f b, (K]} < en| UM
[k’[s.t.xn (k)70
Now, using the definition of ggl), see B72) and (B3.66), we get, after integration by parts, for
any N >0,
,.Y(2+n)h

<Cnn ,
=T (P x — x| )N

H [ano o™ 6”29&}1) (Xl , Xg)] N

Xo "1 TxT2

(3.90)

r%
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where n = ng + n1 +ng > 0 and Cl,y, is a suitable constant.
Using the tree expansion described above and, in particular, Eqs.@70), B.717), B383) and
B80), we find that the Lh.s. of (8:87) can be bounded from above by

2.2 X Z/ I 6 =y0) [ﬁ”ﬁ?”(xvz)l}- (3.91)

n217€T PEPr TET’ €T

Pyg =21
1
[ H ;rx};ax‘detGhu,Tv(tv)‘ H Hgfj?()(l —yl)||‘|

v not e.p. Y’ leT,
where ||-|| is the spectral norm and where T* is a tree graph obtained from T' = U, T, by adding
in a suitable (obvious) way, for each endpoint v}, i = 1,...,n, one or more lines connecting the

space-time points belonging to x,:.
A standard application of Gram—Hadamard inequality, combined with the dimensional bound
on go(Jh) (x) given by (390), see the remark after (3.81]), implies that

et G (8,)] < 2o [Posl 1Pl =200 =1) o (3577, IPuy = 1Pul =2(s0-1)) (3.92)

By the decay properties of g&h) (x) given by ([90), it also follows that

| . 1 e
I & Ms-slelo-wl<er T[ o e o

v not e.p. LeT, v not e.p.

The bound (B37) on the kernels produced by the ultraviolet integration implies that

/ I = —y1)H|K§?i)(Xv;*) <[~
i=1 i=1

lET*\UuTu
. Combining the previous bounds, we find that (891 can be bounded above

U|Ft, (3.94)

where p; = |PU;«
by

Z Z Z ZC”{ H S%ﬂhu(zl?”lmm—w—3(sv—1))][ﬁcpiw'%—q (3.95)

n>17€Ty,, PEPr TeT v not e.p.
[Pyg |=21

Let us define n(v) =Y

immediately preceding v on 7. Recalling that |I,| is the number of field labels associated to the
endpoints following v on 7 (note that |I,,| > 4n(v)) and using that

> [(ilm

v not e.p.

> (sv-1)=n-1, (3.96)

v not e.p.

> [ IR,

v not e.p.

> (e =h)(so—1)= > (hy—hy)(n(v) 1),

v not e.p. v not e.p.

ivr >y 188 the number of endpoints following v on 7 and v’ as the vertex

) = 1P| = o] = 1Pul

)= 1P| = > (b= hu) (L= P,

v not e.p.

we find that (395 can be bounded above by

ST DT Y oyl =S

n>17€Th.n PEPr TET
| Pyg |=21

{ H S%!V(h”_h”/)@_IPUHIU_3n(v))}{ﬁcpilm%_l}' (3.97)

v not e.p. =1
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Finally, let 7i(v) be the number of endpoints following v but not following any of the vertices
w > v and let p(v) be the number of field labels associated to endpoints following v but not
following any of the vertices w > v. Using the identities

H ,_Y(hv—hv/)n('u) — H ,_thﬁ(v)

v not e.p. v not e.p.
AT H Ao =ho)IT] — H NLON (3.98)
v not e.p. v not e.p.

we obtain

BIAI/dxl LETEYNCIRINE SIS DID DD DD DYl S LR

77,>1T€Thn PePr TeT
[ Pyg [=21

11 Lﬂ—mrm/)(\mfa“ I1 th@(v)fsmv))HﬁCpi
S

v not e.p. v v not e.p. =1

Ul %*1} . (3.99)

Note that, if v is not an endpoint, |P,|—3 > 1 by the definition of R. Moreover p(v)—3n(v) > 0
and D2, o1 op (P(v) —30(v)) > n; in particular, this means that there exists at least one vertex
v* that is not an endpoint, such that p(v*) — 3n(v*) > 1. Therefore, we get

[[ A@-3n0) < g (3.100)

v not e.p.

with h, the highest scale label of the tree. Now, note that the number of terms in ET T can
be bounded by C™[[, .t op. So!- Using also that |P,| —3 > 1 and |P)| —3 > |P,|/4, we find
that the Lh.s. of (399) can be bounded as

1
m/dxl~-~dez|W§liw(xl,...,xﬂ>|mh“'on”ZC” > (3.101)

n>1 TE€ETh,n

H ,7_9(}%_}%/)7—(1—0)(hv—hv/)/2 Z H A= 9)\1%\/8 HCpZ|U|——1'

v not e.p. PePr v not e.p.
[Pyg |=21

Now, the sum over P can be bounded using the following combinatorial inequality (see for
instance §A6.1 of [13]): let {p,,v € T}, with 7 € T, ., a set of integers such that p, < 37", pu,
for all v € 7 which are not endpoints; then, if a > 0,

I[ >m=ar
v not e.p. py

This implies that

S ([ oo HCP1|U| <ot

PePr v not e.p.
| Py |=21

Finally, using that 7"+ IL oot e.p. = O0ho=hy) < ~0h and that, for 0 < 0 < 1,
Z H 7—(1—9)(hu—hv/)/2 <Cn,
TETh,n v NOt €.p.

as it follows by the fact that the number of non trivial vertices in 7 is smaller than n — 1 and
that the number of trees in 7}, ., is bounded by const™, and collecting all the previous bounds,
we obtain

1
BT /dx1 ot [ (%1, xa)| < AP ETIPEO S oo (3.102)

n>1
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which is the desired result.

It remains to prove the assumption ([3.88). We proceed by induction. The assumption is
valid for h = 0, as it follows by (3.37) and by the discussion in Appendix [Bl Now, assume that
B37) is valid for all h > k + 1, and let us prove it for kK — 1. The functions —izzko + o (k')

and 5 (ik] — wk)) + Tk, (k') admit a representation in terms of WQ(]:) w w)(x, y). In particular,
1
max{ |2} |6} < g /dxlde|x YW Gy (3.103)
and

n n 1 n
sup {1 or ()] 15w ()]} < C7** o / dxydxslx =y WY oyl
K/ [s.£. x5 (K') 20 BIA] 2R
(3.104)

The same proof leading to (BI02) shows that the r.h.s. of (BI03) can be bounded by the r.h.s.
of (B102) times v~ ¥ (that is the dimensional estimate for [x —y|), and that the r.h.s. of (Z.103)
can be bounded by the r.h.s. of EI02) times v2*y~ (2% (where 4y #("+2) is the dimensional
estimate for |x — y|"*2). This concludes the proof of Theorem 2. u

D. The two point Schwinger function

In this section we describe how to modify the expansion for the free energy described in
previous sections in order to compute the Schwinger functions at distinct space-time points.
For simplicity, we shall restrict our attention to the case of the two point Schwinger function.
The general case can be worked out along the same lines.

The Schwinger functions can be derived from the generating function defined as

W(¢) = log / P(dW)e VTS x0T Vo T P (3.105)

where summation over repeated indices is understood and the variables ¢5 , , are Grassmann

variables, anticommuting among themselves and with the variables W5 . The two-point

Schwinger function S(x —y),,» = Sa(x,0,—,p;y,0,+,p') is given by

82

=——W(9)
065000, 4

S(X=¥)pp (3.106)

$=0
We start by studying the generating function and, in analogy with the procedure described
before, we begin by decomposing the field ¥ in an ultraviolet and an infrared component:

U= @) L glr) with OU7E =5 R eENE  After the integration of the W(u-)

variables, and after rewriting ¢£01 p = Dt eiﬁ;f@{m s We get:
V@) = o~ BIAIFS 20 (9) / Py, (dF=0) (3.107)

e*V(O)W(SO))*B(O)(‘1’(50)7 ¢)+f dx [qb;mpw‘l,(sm— S S0 -

X,0,p,w X,0,p, x,d,p,w}
where S(Z9)(4) (chosen in such a way that S(Z9(0) = 0) collects the terms depending on ¢ but
not on ¥(=9 and BO(W(=0) 4) the terms depending both on ¢ and ¥(=0) generated by the
ultraviolet integration.

Proceeding as in Section [IT'Cl we inductively show (see below for details) that, if h < 0,
eV (@) can be rewritten as:

O = INDSEN [ B (aw ). (3.108)

'eiv(h)(‘I}(gh,))iB(h,)(‘I}(gh,)y¢)+fdk/ [Q;Il Q(h+1) (- +¢,(§h)+ Q(h+1) /GZ’;/

,o,p,w k' w,p,p! T K o0l w k/,o,p,w Yk w,p,p ,mp’,w}
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where: [ dk’ must be interpreted as equal to (8|A])~* ZkeDg L BM (W(=h) ) can be written

as B(h)(\IJ(Sh)) + W(h), with WI(%h) containing the terms of third or higher order in ¢ and

éh)( (=M) of the form

(h) (\y(<h) (h) (\p(<h)
/dX|: i " G(h+1) % aV (‘IJ )_|_ aV (\I/ ) G(h+1 ¢:a7p27w+ (3109)

“HP1,P <h <h)— W,P1,p
pre 8‘11.();722—; 8\11.(7,—,),,)17w vhe
82
0oy prn ¥ GO RV (WEM) s« GO 5 07, paon |
301,P1,W1 1,P1,P2 6\11(,j'?,p2,w1 (9\1/ E;)p;)wz 2,03,P4 302,P4,W2
with
1
h+1) ~(k Ak
Gy = S gl QW (3.110)

k=h+1

and Ql((}}))w)p)p, defined inductively by the relations

A(R) _ A+D) (h) A(h+1) (1) —
k', w,p,p’ — ¥k, w,p,p’ W2pp J(w, ( )Gwp N4 (k/) ’ k' ,w,p,p’ — 5PxP/ ’ (3111)

where WA" s the kernel of LY as defined in 3.61). In B110), gS}) is defined as

2,p,w
u.v. w —w 1 w —w
G0) = 50 0+ o) [T < K + b~ 1)) + 5T = 1+ b2~ pi=l)]

where p% def (0, 7%). Note that, by the compact support properties of gfu k), if g G (k') #0,

h < 0, then §) (k) = 0 for [j — h| > 1, so that
A (h) — W

k' w,p,p’ 2,p,p1,(w,w)

(k/) (h+1) (kl) A(h+1)

w,p1,p2 k’,w,p2,p" ?

and, therefore, proceeding by induction, we see that on the support of g&h)(k’ ) we have

1O, =1 < ClUR™, |9 Q.|| < CulUy 0=k (3.112)

In order to derive ([BI12), we used Theorem 2 and the decay bounds (390).
Using [B.112)), the definition (BII0) and the decay bounds (B:90), we find that

/ dx |xJ? |G ()| < Gy~ OHR (3.113)

Let us now prove ([BI08). We proceed by induction. For h = 0 BI08) is clearly true (it
coincides with ([BI07))). Assuming inductively that the representation [BI08) is valid up to
a certain value of h < 0, we can show that the same representation is valid for h — 1. In
fact, we can rewrite the term V™ in the exponent of BI08) as VM = £V + RV as in
B560), and we can “absorb” LV™) in the fermionic integration, as explained in Section [ILC]

see (B63)-B6H). Similarly we rewrite

0 0

Yy y(Eh)y = W(h) (Zh)F (h) (,(<h)

a‘lj(gh)i Vv (\I] ) - /dy 2,(P,p'),(w,w)(x’ y)\I]yyo_p w + _8\11—(§h)i RY (\I] ) s (3114)
X,0,p,wW X,0,0,w

This rewriting induces a decomposition of the first line of (3I09) into two pieces, the first
proportional to WQ(h), the second identical to the first line of (B.109) itself, with V(*) replaced
by RV that we will call RBéh)(\II(Sh)). We choose to “absorb” the term proportional to
WQ(h) into the definition of @), and this gives the recursion relation (ZILI)). Moreover, note
that combining RBY" (¥(<M)) with RV (W(M) we find:

RV (W) 4 RBIV (wEM) = RYM (9D 4 G 5 6) 4 WY (3.115)
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with WI({? containing terms of third or higher order in ¢. We define W%}}) = W(h) W}(%hi

After these splittings and redefinitions, we can rewrite (BI08) as

_ e (=h) _
6W<¢) =€ BIA‘(F}A_ h)+S " (¢)/th717Ah71(d\I](§h 1))/Pf}:17zh,l(d\11(h)) : (3116)

e,RV(’l)(‘I;(Shr)+G(hr+1)*¢),Wg)+f dx’ [Q;:,QAS)@SM*+¢1<5h)+@1<:;)$;’} '
Integrating the field ("), we get the analogue of (Z.73):

o e e et i
/ P15 () =RV @ED GO0 W [ [, Q0T+ E QD6 |
h—1

_ EBIN VO @ERD 4G W) [ 5,080 1) by Wi (3.117)

.efdk,[¢ Q(}L)\I}(<h 1)— +\I}(<h 1)+Q’\L}/L)$l:/}
)

with G(") defined by the recursion relation (B.I10) and W}(%h; Y a term of third or higher order
in ¢. Eq.BII7) can be proved by making use of a formal change of Grassmann variables
U, =0 —§ h)(k’)Q( 1, as described in Ch.4 of [2]. At this point it is straightforward to

check that the final expression for ¢”V(#) that we end up with is given by the r.h.s. of (BI08),
with h replaced by h — 1, and the inductive assumption is proved.

From the definitions and the construction above, we get

Spp(x—y) =Y e TEEDG,  y(x—y)= ) e P (3.118)
w==+ w==%
1 (h) (h—1) (h)
(h h —1
. Z [(Q( “rPsP1 g“‘W)Jl’P? Q%Pzw/)(x -y) - (GL('J,ZJ,IH * W27(P1,P2);(w,w) * G%PQ,P') (x — Y)} ’

h=—o0

Analyticity of S, ,(x —y) follows from this representation and the results of Theorem 2.
Concerning the representation (Z.I0), let us take the Fourier transform of S, , (x —y). If we

define hyx = min{h : g G (k") # 0}, we get, for k’ inside the support of g0

k’,o,p,w
hix+1 )
S P p kl Z Qg)w N2 Plgw P1,P2 (k/)(]) fcj/),wypzyp/ -
Jj=hx
A (-1 )
J 1
Z Gw PPl kl W ,(p1,p2),(w, )(kl)Gw p2,p" (k/) ) (3119)
Jj=hx

which readily implies (2I0): in fact, using the explicit expression of ggl) and the inductive

bounds on Q, see B.I13), it is easy to see that the term in the first line of (B119) can be
written as in (ZI0) and that their only singularity is located at k' = 0.

The contributions from the second line can be bounded using the bounds on W2(h) proved
in Theorem 2, and we find that they can be bounded by C|U|7hk’(_1+9), which means that
they only contribute to the error term appearing in (ZI0). This also implies that no other
singularity, besides the one at the Fermi points, can be produced by such terms.

Finally, if k does not belong to the support of U(=0) we can write

Sppr (k) = S50 () = g (x = y) = (950 4 Wa oy * 9he ) ) (X =¥) s (3.120)

with W5,, defined by (8.35). The bounds discussed in Section [IIBJand Appendix [Blimply that

S’,()upv )( y) decays faster than any power, so that no singularity can appear in its Fourier
transform.
A similar expansion can be obtained for higher order Schwinger functions, but we will not

belabor the details here. This concludes the proof of Theorem 1. L]
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APPENDIX A: THE NON-INTERACTING THEORY

In this Appendix we give some details about the computation of the Schwinger functions of
the non interacting theory, i.e., of model (2I)) with U = 0. In this case the Hamiltonian of
interest reduces to

HO,A - - Z Z (a;:’o-b;*f’gi,a’ +b;+§i70a;’a) ’ @1)

FEA o=
i=1,2,3 T\L

with A, a;fa, bierg_ , defined as in items (1)—(4) after 2I0).
First of all, let us remind that, being Hy a quadratic, the 2n-point Schwinger functions satisfy
the Wick rule, i.e.,

- - + + _
<T{\I]x1,crl,p1 U \Ijxn,an,pn \I]y17o'£7p,1 T \I]y"’gib’p;l}>,8,A =—detG 5
_ - +
Gij - 5010]’. <T{\I]xi,oi,pi\11yj7g;,p;_ }>ﬁ,A . @2)
Moreover, every n-point Schwinger function S22 (x1,e1,01,p1;-..;%Xn,En,0n,pn) Wwith

Yo, €; # 0is identically zero. Therefore, in order to construct the whole set of Schwinger func-

tions of Hy 4, it is enough to compute the 2—-point function Sg’A(x—y) = <T{\IJ;)U7P\IJ;,'U p,}>5 K

and in order to do this, it is convenient to first diagonalize Ho s. Let us proceed as follows.
We identify A with the set of vectors in a fundamental cell, and we write

A={n161+n262 : Og’nl,?’LQSL—l}, @3)

with @ = 2(3,V3) and @ = %(3,—V/3). The reciprocal lattice A* is the set of vectors such

that e7 = 1, if £ € A. A basis l;l, 52 for A* can be obtained by the inversion formula:

-1
bi1 b2 ai;  az
—9 , 4
(521 b22) i (alz a2 ) @4)
which gives

gl = 2%(17\/5) ) 52 = 2%(15 _\/g) . @5)

We call Dy, the set of quasi-momenta k of the form

E: %gl-i-%gg, ml,mQEZ, @6)

identified modulo A*; this means that Dy, can be identified with the vectors k of the form (Z.2)
and restricted to the first Brillouin zone:

DL:{E:—bl—i-ng:Ogml,mggL—l}. @7)

— 1 ikT F(T
1@ =g > e f), @A)
which can be inverted into
FR)y=>"e™f@), FkeDy, @&9)
where we used the identity

> e* = A6z 5 [@L10)
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and ¢ is the periodic Kronecker delta function over A*.

We now associate to the set of creation/annihilation operators a2 bi

Z,0

: the corresponding

set of operators in momentum space:

1 T
+ +ik@ A+ +ik@i+
Y20 T 1A doe Ao b1+51, |A| doe bz (&l11)

keDr keDy,

Note that, using (AL8)—-(AIIQ), we find that
Ai . :szac + i+ Ilkm +
k Res - Z an ’ bE,U - Z bm+61 o @12)
TeA FeA

are fermionic creation/annihilation operators satisfying
{0%70 Z, ,} |A|5k K s 75’50' o’ {bk o’ k’ U/} = |A|5k E’(Sﬁ ,5/50- o’ @13)

and {a~ ,b; .} = 0. With these definitions, we can rewrite

Hoa=— Y Y (ahbg Vg 05 - @)

TEAN o=
1=1,2,3 T‘L

_ +zk;ﬂ —zk( T8, —61) A+ = —ikE ik (Z48;—81)7+ A— ) _
= T b2 e b - =
|A|2 Z Z Z ak,a’ k' ,o te k’,a’ak,o)

TEA o=k keDy

1=1,2,3
= |A| Z Z 'U CL~ b~ +Ukb~ a“ )7
keDLU =1l
with
3
L . 3
vr = Zez(éifél)k — 142013k gog g,@ ' @l15)

=1

The Hamiltonian Hy a can be diagonalized by introducing the fermionic operators
ayp ar vx
E, 5 E ;
B =t \/_ e Pre =5 T et
Ivkl
in terms of which we can re-write

Hon = |A| > 2 (- 5 d,;70+|v];|31'{035)0)7 (A7)

kepp o=T

o)

(Al16)

with

gl = \/ (1 + 2 cos(3k1/2) cos(v/Bhz/2))? + 4 sin?(3k1 /2) cos2(V3k /2) , @18)

which is vanishing iff k= P, w = £, with
27 27
= w
3773V3
— + - ik T A + - A
Now, for # € A, we define g, = [A|™" Ypp e and B3, = A7 Xrep, ei““ak
moreover, if x = (29, Z) we define aig = eHOvA””"a;fge_HOv”U and Bifg = eH"vA””OB;EUe_HO Ao,
A straightforward computation, see, e.g., Appendix 1 of [2], shows that, if —8 < xg — yo < 3,
(T{axp05, 1), , = @20)

S0 i) e(To—vo)|vgl e(@o—yo+8) vl
= A qz e Y [ﬂ(wo—y0>0 —]l(xo—yOSO)i}
keDy,

). @ 19)

P =

1 + eBlvzl 1 + ePlvl
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<T{B;Uﬁ;o’ >18;A = @'21)
S50 LiRE—9) e—(zo—yo)|vg] e~ (@o—yo+B)|vg]
: WEEY (g — 0)—————— —1(zg—5 <0 —}
A qz ‘ [ (%0 =10 > 0) 1+ e Blvil (70— 0 < 0) 1+ e Pl
keDy,
and (T{oy 05 > = (T{Bx, >51A = 0. A priori Eq.(AI2I)) and (AI22) are defined

only for —8 < zyp — yo < 3, but we can extend them periodically over the whole real axis; the
periodic extension of the propagator is continuous in the time variable for xg — yg € 87, and it
has jump discontinuities at the points zg — yo € 8Z. Note that at xg — yo = fn, the difference
between the right and left limits is equal to (—1)"dz 7, so that the propagator is discontinuous

only at x —y = 8Z x 0. For x —y & BZ x 0, we can write

- : 1

T{a, , = lim =< eﬂk(xfy).i ) 22

< { yg}>ﬁA M—)ooﬁ|A| ke;ﬁL —Zk0—|’UE| (m )
5., ) 1

T{bx.o g = lim 2Z eI — — 23

(T{BoBy,ord)g o = Jm BIA]| ke%%L —iko + |vg| a2

Note indeed that for zg — yo & 87 the sums over ko in ([AI22)) are convergent, uniformly in M;
if kg — yo = Bn and T # ¢, the r.h.s. of (AI22) is equal to

. (Toxpog, 1), + Jim (Tlog 00,0, ,) = @24)

2 zo—yo—(Bn)~

( lim
2 \zg—yo—(Bn)*
= (T{ox,

X,0 ycr’ >B7A wo—yo=Pn .

A similar remark is valid for (T{S;, B; o 1) s If we now re-express aif , and S, in terms of

*_ and bx+61 ,» using (ALTG), we get (2.6). Note finally that if x =

. 1 0 —v*(/%’)
Ml%ogw 2 he= 2 kg+|u(1¥)|2(—v<k) 0 ) (@25)

keDg, 1 keDg, 1

so that the diagonal part is vanishing; on the contrary, using (AI16) and the fact that

At 4 — (Bt 4 —
<a];;7o_6];/1g/>611\ — <ﬁE7UOCE/1U/>51A - 07 we get
R O D N
So(07,0)1,1 = So(07,0)22 = —§(<0457004£,a>51\ (B oPi0) =
1 oBlvg] =Bzl 1
_ - - 26
2[A| ﬂz (1 + ePluil * 1+e*5‘%|) 2’ @26)
keDy,

and this explains why there are no quadratic terms in V(¥), see (B.19).

APPENDIX B: THE ULTRAVIOLET INTEGRATION

In order to prove Eq.([335)-(B37), a simple application of (B.80]) and determinant bounds is
not enough, because g(“'”')(x) does not admit a Gram representation, which is a key property
needed for the implementation of standard fermionic cluster expansion methods. As mentioned
in Section [II Bl a way out of this problem is to decompose the ultraviolet propagator into a
sum of propagators, each admitting a Gram representation, and performing a simple multiscale
analysis of the ultraviolet problem, in analogy with the standard strategy for ultraviolet prob-
lems in fermionic Quantum Field Theories |9, [15]. This multiscale analysis is very similar to
(but much simpler than) the one describe in Section [[ITC} it has been performed in several
previous papers |3, 4, 15] and it is reported here for completeness.

Let M be the integer introduced after ([2.6]), and let us write

h
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where

060 = 3 30 Fu (O o) @2)

keDg, 1,

with Hi (ko) = xo(|kol), Hn(ko) = xo(v " |ko|) —x0(7~"+2|ko|) and ks is the smallest integer
such that f,., (k)H;(ko) = 0 for all j > hps (note that hys ~ log(M/3)). Note that g (0) = 0
and, for any integer K > 0, (™ (x) satisfies the bound

C
M) (x)| < K
g™ Gl < L+ (v"zolp + |Z]a) K

([BI3)

where | - |5 is the distance from the origin on the one dimensional torus of size 3, while |- |4 is

the distance on A. Moreover, ¢! (x) admits a Gram representation: ¢! (x—y) = [ dz A} (x—
z) - Byp(y — z), with

4 = i X Ve () ])

kEDg L k2 + |
1 j —v*(k
Bu(x) = = V Juw.(K)Hp (ko) e ka< Zko_» U (k)> (IEA)
BIA| keDy 1 —v(k) ko
and
1AR]? = /dZIAh(Z)I2 <Oy, Bl <oyt Bl5)
for a suitable constant C.
Our goal is to compute
e~ AIMF-VEET) gy [ p(ulthal) V(e s i) [@16)
o M—o0 ’

where P(dW1Pm]) is the fermionic “Gaussian integration” associated with the propagator
Z’ggl M (k) (i.e., it is the same as P(d¥(“))). We perform the integration of (BIE) in
an iterative fashion, analogous to the procedure described in Section [[ILC] for the infrared
integration. We can inductively prove the analogue of (3.57), i.e.,

e BIAIFo=V(¥") _ —BIA|F, /P(d\p[lxh])ev(’”<W“‘”+W“’h]) @7

where P(d\If[l’h]) is the fermionic “Gaussian integration” associated with the propagator
3519 (k) and

n

_ h
v \Il[l h Z Z/ o dXzn [H ;zyh];LU] p2j— 1‘11521;17]01‘@21' WQ(”?B(Xl’ s ¥an)

n=1 Pa Jj=1
Bl3)
In order to inductively prove (BIT)-(BI8) we simply use the addition principle to rewrite
/ P(dp M)y (TRt / P(dwlth1) / P(qu()eV ™ (@)

(Bl9)
where P(d¥(™) is the fermionic Gaussian integration with propagator ¢ (k). After the inte-
gration of U(") we define

ev(h,—l)(\I,(i,r,)_,’_\ll[l,h—l])_ﬂ‘AIEh _ /P(dq](h))ev(h,)(\I,(m.)+\I,[1,h,71]+‘p(h,)) , (lEllO)
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which proves (BlZ). In analogy with ([3.74) we have

e+ VW) =) %(—1)”“5,?(1/“1) (O +0M);n). Bl11)
n>1"

As described in Section [IIC] the iterative action of £ can be conveniently represented in
terms of trees 7 € Tasr;h,n, Wwhere Tasn,p is a set of labelled trees, completely analogous to the
set Tp, ., described before Eq.3.73), unless for the following modlﬁcamons

1. a tree 7 € Ty;n,n has vertices v associated with scale labels h +1 < h,, < hps + 1, while
the root r has scale h;

2. with each end-point v we associate V(W M]) with V() defined in ([BI9).

In terms of these trees, the effective potential VW 0 < h < hy (with VO(WET)) identified
with V(¥(7))), can be written as

V(W) 4 BIAfey 4 = Z Z VO (r, gl @12)

n=17E€Tr;h,n

where, if vy is the first vertex of 7 and 71,...,7s (s = s,,) are the subtrees of 7 with root v,
VW) (7, WL s defined inductively as follows:

i) if s > 1, then

s+1
Y (Gl — (—1)5*

5,?_,_1 [l_)(h+1)(71, \I/[l’h+1]); . ;l_)(h+1)(75, \If[l’thl])} , ([Bl13)
where VAHD (7, WA+ s equal to VD (7, WL+ if the subtree 7; contains more
than one end-point, or if it contains one end-point but it is not a trivial subtree; it is
equal to V(WP H1) if 7, is a trivial subtree;

i) if s = 1, then V) (7, W(SM) is equal to EF; [V*+D (ry, WA if 1 is not a trivial
subtree; it is equal to EF; [V(WILA+H) — V(W] if 71 is a trivial subtree.

Note that, with V() defined as in (8:19) and with the present choice of the ultraviolet cutoff
(such that g(")(0) = 0), we get &L, | [V(¥L ) — V(Wbh))] = 0. This implies that, if v is not
an endpoint and n(v) is the number of endpoints following v on 7, and if 7 has a vertex v with
n(v) = 1, then its value vanishes: therefore, in the sum over the trees, we can freely impose the
constraint that n(v) > 1 for all vertices v € 7. From now on we shall assume that the trees in
Tar:hn satisfy this constraint.

Repeating step by step the discussion leading to (877, (3:85) and (B:80]), and using analogous
definitions, we find that

Vv (7, P) Z/dxvo WP )W 1(x0) = Y VW (1, P.T) @l14)
TeT TeT
where
<h) (Sh)e(f)
= I wiroinmm [Bl15)
fer,

and

1
Wrp (X)) = U"{ H ;/dPTU (t,) det G T (t H 05 o —Yl)]plqpf]} |

LeT,
[Bl16)

Moreover, G"»Tv(t,) is a matrix, analogous to ([B.81), with 4 o replaced by 1 and gful)

not e.p.

replaced by ¢(®.
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h h"‘l hV hM _1 hM l‘M+1

FIG. 2: A tree 7 € Ta;n,n With its scale labels.

As in the proof of Theorem 2, we get the bound

ﬁ/dxl"'dx2l|W2(£;(xla--'7X2l)| <>y Y Z/ IT a6 —yi)-

n>1 T€TMm;h,n FPEPr TeT leT™
[ Pyg [=21

|| I Smspaer ol T s -soll| @)

v not e.p. ~ V" leT,

' [H|Kv:
=1

and, using the analogues of the estimates (8:92), (3:93)) and ([394)), taking into account the new
scaling of the propagator, we find that (BII7) can be bounded above by

oy N ZC"|U|"{ 11 Sivﬂ—msu-n}, @1s)

n>17€Tmhn PEPr TET v not e.p.
' [Pyg |=21

Using ([B.96]) we find that the latter expression can be rewritten as

Z Z Z ch|U|n7—h(n—l)[ H %7—(;1@—;%/)(71@)—1)}7 @19)

n>17€Tpmn,n FPEPr TET v not e.p. Y’
[ Pyg [=21

where we remind the reader that n(v) > 1 for any 7 € Tasp,n. Performing the sums over T\, P
and 7 as in the proof of Theorem 2, we finally find

1 ' )
—ﬂ|A| /dxl . .dx21|W2(£2)(X1, co x| < C|U|mdx{1,n 1} @20)

which is a special case of (337). The proof of the general case is completely analogous.

APPENDIX C: GRAPHENE AS ASYMPTOTIC INFRARED MASSIVE QED2:

In this Appendix we describe the relation between 2D graphene and a regularized version of
euclidean QFE D211 with a massive photon, massless dirac fermions and an ultraviolet cut-off.
Let us first introduce the model of regularized QE D21 and let us next describe its connections
with the graphene model described in this paper.
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We consider the following generating function for euclidean QE Doy 1:

eWL,a(J, ) — /P(d1/))P(dA) ef dx(eoAu,xlzix’ﬂawx'i‘Ju,xlljx’Yuwx"l‘d’xl/;x'i‘quwx) , @1)

where:

L. if ¢ is the speed of light, [dx is a shorthand for a®c™" 37, ., , a is the lattice spacing

and A, is a periodic lattice of side Lc™! in the time direction, of side L in the two
spatial directions, and with sites labelled by xg = ngac™!, ¥ = fla, with La~! integer and
n#:O,...,Lafl—l, w=20,1,2;

2. summation over repeated indices u = 0, 1, 2 is understood,;

3. eo is a constant, J, and ¢ are the external fields, and v, are euclidean gamma matrices,
satisfying {v,,7.} = —20,., and defined as

0 o9 0 02 0 01
’YO__Z< ) ) ’Yl_< ) ) 72_< ) ’ @2)
gp 0 —09 0 —01 0

with o, u = 0,1, 2, the Pauli matrices:

10 0 1 0 —i
0 1 1 0 v 0

4. 1y is a 4-components Grassmann spinor of components ¢xz7 ; = 1,...,4; moreover,
Py = 1} 70, with ¥} a Grassmann spinor of components v,

x17

5. let D be the set of space-time momenta k with ko = 2wcL™*(mo + 3), k = 2rL~1lm,

with m, =0,1,...,La"" — 1, p = 0,1, 2; if we define z/?lfz =qa3c¢! Y oxeA, eTikxy i, the
fermionic integration can be written as

4
Pay) = o[ [T TL 0] op { ~ s 3 (M) K} . @)
keDi=1 keD

where Kk = ~,k,, c is the speed of light, Z is the wave function renormalization, N is a
normalization constant and g is the cut-off function introduced in SecITTB}

6. A, x is a euclidean gaussian boson field associated to the gaussian measure P(dA) with
covariance

—ipo(x—y) Xo([P])
V(X =y) = 0v(X —y) = 0p—5 i Z pol y)ﬁ ) @5s)
peD p

with M > 1 the “photon mass”.

Integrating out the gaussian boson field, we can rewrite:
eWL,a(J;¢) — /P(dw)efv(d")‘h[dx‘]u,x1lj'x7u¢x+f dx(¢x"['x+<1§x'¢’3() , @6)
where

V) ==L [ ixdy Grpbeotx = ) ymts) @)

The four dimensional version of the above model was studied in [19] by RG methods; the analy-
sis (that can be repeated for the three dimensional model considered here without any relevant
difference) is essentially identical to the one described in this paper for the 2D Hubbard model.
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Note in particular that, identifying the spinor 1&1( with (\ifk7g,17+, \ifk7g)27+, \i/k)mz)_, \ika,L_),
both the fermionic integration P(dy) and the effective interaction V(i) are invariant under a
number of symmetries, analogous to (4)—(8) of Lemma 1, i.e.,

(4%) \i](iko,kl,kg),a,l,w - \ij(iko,kg,kl),aﬂ,w’ \i](iko,kg,kl),a,lw - (ﬂ“’)@a,kl,@),a,l,w;
(57) \ijl:(t,a',p w = \i/jfk’gypﬁw, ¢ — ¢*, where ¢ is a generic constant appearing in P(d¥) and/or
in V(¢));
(62) U5 1 k10 Vit 2.0
(6b) fﬁmkl,m,a,p,wﬁ Uikt ) o prisd
(ko,k),0,p (=ko,k),0,0°

It is important to note that, in addition to the symmetries (4’)—(8’) above, QEDay;
also admits extra symmetries, related to its relativistic invariance, which have no counterpart
in the Hubbard model, e.g.,

(9) Y — e%ho’"“]wR;lk, ke — @[;R{;lke_%ho’m, where Rgk = (ko cosf — ckysinf, ki cosf +

c Ykosiné, ko). Note that in the limit L,a~! — oo, there is no constraint on the choice of 0,
while for finite L and a we are forced to choose § = 7/2. The proof of the invariance of the
model under the symmetry (9’) is a simple consequence of the remark that

e~ 8107 (g 51, 70)e 00 = (35 cosf — 71500 , 71 cos O+ sind 7)., @s)

which implies that » ) . U Ky is invariant under (9°). In particular, if # = /2, in terms of
the components Wy, ., of the spinor, (9) reads as follows:

W (ko 1 k2), 0,000 — —\/5(00 +002) p,0r W ey, — =1k k2),0,0 0 3

A 1 -
+ + ;
‘Ij(kg,kl,kz),a’,p,w — E\P(ckh—cflko,kz),mpﬂw(UO + ’LO'Q)p/’p . @9)

This symmetry also implies that the kernels of the quadratic part of the effective potentials
have a special structure. In fact, repeating the proof of Lemma 2, using symmetries (4’)—(8’),

and if W )w(k) is the kernel of the quadratic part of the effective action at scale h, we

27(/71;/)2
find the analogue of ([B.62)):
/ 2-(h) o —izhko 5h(i/€1 — wkz)
K O Ws,(p1,2),0(0) = <5h(—ik1 —wk) ik ) @10)
On the other hand, for QFE Dy we also know that
T —izhko 5h (Zkl - ka) =
kEZD‘Ijk>‘7V7“’ (5h(—ik1 — wkg) —iznko ‘Ijk’g"’w @11)

must be invariant under (CL9)), which implies czp, = 8y, i.e., the speed of light is not renormalized.

The same proof shows that if, in relativistic notation, ), ik, W, is invariant under (4)-
(97), then W, = Cy,, for some constant C. This is precisely the same as in four dimensional
euclidean QED. Therefore, we can repeat step by step the construction in |19] and, in particular,
we find that the following Ward Identity (WT) is valid:

iZeop# <j#)p; 1/}k1/;k7p> = €[<1/)k—p1/_)k7p> - <7v/}k1/;k> ] (1 + HO(k; p)) ) @12)
where:
1. <ju,p§¢kizk—p> = fdxfdze‘ip(z_")eik(x_y)<ju>z;¢x$y>’ with
T ) A A
<]u,z7¢xwy> - L,alfulrioo m J=¢=¢=0 ’ @13)
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similarly,

82WL,¢1(J7 (b)

Ty C —ik(x—y) T\
(Wnthy) = 73 D 07 () = | lim Doy |7=p=i=0

keD

@14)

2. e =eg — cyef + O(e), with ¢y a suitable constant;

3. the correction Hy(k, p) is such that, for momenta k, p, k — p all on the same scale h (i.e,
all belonging to the support of f,, for some finite h < 0)

|Ho(k, p)| < Cle]y*" [C15)
for some 0 < 6 < 1.

Note that the above WI differs from the formal WI obtained by neglecting the ultraviolet
cut-off, because of the presence of the renormalized charge e = eg — cej + O(e) and of the
correction Hy(k, p).

There is a strong connection between the above model and the Hubbard model. Indeed from

BI20) we know that

Sx—y)=5sV(x—y)+ Y e TFEDSZOx—y), @16)
w==

where S=0) (x —y) is given by the sum in the second line of (BI1I]) restricted to h < 0, and
|1SM(x —y)| < Clx —y|727% for |x —y| > 1; this means that, for large distances, S() is
asymptotically negligible with respect to S=0 (x—y).

By (2I0) and the construction in Sections [I[C] and [[ITD] we expect that the Grassmann

spinor (@f{§£)1+, @£§£)2+7 \i/f‘%i, \iffif)lf) plays the same role as the spinor ¢k in the Q E D21

model. In order to make this intuition precise, it is convenient to combine S’fo) (x —y) in the
following matrix

0 §(=0) (x—y)
Glx—y)= + , 17
( ) <S(_§0)T(X B y) 0 @ )
where SSS07 is the transpose of SL=9), G(x—y) will play the same role as the correlation _<1/)x1/_)y>
defined in (CI15)), in a sense to be made precise below. Similarly, the role of (j, »; ¢¥xty) will
be played by the correlation S 1,,(2;x,y), = 0,1, 2, defined as

S211;#(Z;X7 y)p,p’ = <T{‘Ij;,a',p‘lj;/r,cr,p’\I/ZU,-U#\IIZ_,U,~}> - <T{\Ij;,a',p‘lj;lr,cr,p’}> ' <‘IJ::U,'U#\I/Z_,O’,~> .
[@1s)
By an analysis similar to the one in Section [ITD] we get

52,1;H(Z;XaY) = Séyll)’M(Z;X, y) + Silw(z;x,y) + Sil;H(Z;X,y) ’ @'19)

where the first term is asymptotically negligible with respect to the last two for large distances.
The terms S’;lw(z; x,y) and Sil;u(Z; x,y) correspond to contributions to the correlation func-
tion coming from the infrared integration, whose computation requires, as in Sections [ILC] and
[IID! the decomposition of the infrared field into the sum of quasi-particle fields indexed by
w = £ and supported, in momentum space, around the two different Fermi points p%. By the
compact support properties of the infrared fields, in the terms contributing to S;l; H(z;x, Y)s
the quasi-particle indeces corresponding to the fields located at z are the same, and will be
denoted by w,; similarly, the quasi-particle indeces corresponding to the fields located at x and
y are the same, and will be denoted by wxy. Finally, S’Z 1 #(z;x, y) is defined as the sum of

all the contributions such that w, = wxy, while 5’2_7 1; M(z;x, y) corresponds to the terms with

Wy = —Wwxy. By construction, S;L)l;#(z; X,y) can be written as a sum over two terms:

S;,l;,u(z;xv Y) = Z e_iﬁ(f_g)ssr,l;u,w(z;xay) @20)
w==
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and we can combine such terms in a single matrix
&+ )
1 0 SQ,I;H,+(Z7X7 y)

Lu(zsx,y) = (BIA2 D ePre !PT (p k) =
k.p

o+,T
S;,l;,u,f(z;xv Y) 0

@a21)
It is clear from the multiscale construction of these correlation functions that, with a proper
choice of the parameters, such matrices are asymptotically close to the Schwinger function of
the QE D311 model seen above, as explained by the following theorem, which is, in fact, a
corollary of the analysis in the previous sections and of a finite dimensional fixed point argument.

Theorem 3. Let U and eq be small enough. It is possible to choose Z and c in (CO1])-(d3)
as functions of U,eq, M and v(0), so that, if k,p,k — p are all on the same scale h (i.c., if
aofyhil < |k|7 |p|7 |k - p| < aOFYthl) h < 0);

G(k) = (Ywthx) (1+0("")) @22)
Fﬂ(kv p) = ZH <J,’§7 "/’kz/;k+9> (1 + O(/Veh)) ) @23)

where Zy, 71,7y in (A23) are suitable constants, depending on U,eq, M and v(0) and
0<f<1.

Theorem 3 says that, by choosing the wave function renormalization and the velocity of light
in the QED model as suitable functions of U, ep, M and v(0), its two point Schwinger functions
coincide with the ones of the Hubbard model, up to corrections which are negligible at small
momenta. With this choice of Z and ¢, the vertex functions of QE D21 are asymptotically
proportional to those of the Hubbard model, provided that the renormalizations Z,, are properly
chosen. Note that, while in a relativistic QFT Z, is p-independent, here it is not [14], the
symmetry (9’) being broken by the underlying lattice; however, one can check, by arguments
similar to the ones used in the proof of Lemma 2, that the lattice symmetries imply that the
renormalizations Z,, are still diagonal in p: note, in fact, that in principle the r.h.s. of (C[23)
could be of the form

> Zuw (s tathicrp) (1+0())

but, remarkably, Z,, ,, turns out to be diagonal.

Theorem 3 implies that the Schwinger functions of the 2D Hubbard model on the honeycomb
lattice obey to a Ward Identity analogous to (CI12)), as it follows by combining (CI12) with
(CI22)([CI23), see [14]. This is true not only in the free case U = 0 (in which case the WI
can be verified by a simple explicit computation) but also, remarkably, in the interacting case.
Note that, with respect to the WI for QED, the WI for the Hubbard model is modified by
the presence of some proportionality constants, which take into account both the relativistic
renormalization of the charge and the fact that the Hubbard model breaks some relativistic
symmetries.

Let us conclude by remarking that, while here the WI can be proved a posteriori of the
construction of the correlation functions, in the presence of Coulomb interactions the validity
of an analogous WI is believed to play a crucial role in the construction of the model itself, as
in one dimension [18]: in fact, in that case, the interparticle interaction becomes marginal in a
RG sense |11] and the presence of WIs is a key ingredient in the control of the flow of the beta
function equation, as in QED or in the Luttinger model.
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