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On the fixed point equation of a solvable 4D QFT model
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Abstract The regularisation of th& (pj‘-model on noncommutative Moyal space gives rise
to a solvable QFT model in which all correlation functiongs axpressed in terms of the
solution of a fixed point problem. We prove that the non-linggerator for the logarithm of
the original problem satisfies the assumptions of the Sahdixkd point theorem, thereby
completing the solution of the QFT model.
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1 Introduction

This paper provides another key result in our long-termgatopn quantum field theory on
noncommutative geometries. This project was strongly supgd and influenced by Prof.
Eberhard Zeidler. One of us (H.G.) spent a semester as Izgibofessor at the University of
Leipzig and enjoyed very much the hospitality at the MaxrBkalnstitute for Mathematics
in the Sciences at Inselstral3e, directed under Prof. ElwbEwdler. Shortly later the other
one of us (RW) was Schloef3mann fellow in the group of Prof ridel Zeidler. Our project
started in this time.

The first milestone was the proof of perturbative renornadiisty [], [E] of the A (pj‘-
model on Moyal space with harmonic propagation. Eberhaidl@ewas constantly inter-
ested in our work and played a decisive rdle in further dgwelent: He understood that our
computation of theB-function B] with the remarkable absence of the Landau gposb-
lem [E] could be of interest for Vincent Rivasseau who vigitee MPI Leipzig in summer
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2004. Eberhard Zeidler initiated a meeting of one of us (RWH Wincent Rivasseau. This
contact led to a first joint publicatior[|[5] which brought therturbative renormalisation
proof of ﬂ] closer to the constructive renormalisationgramme [b]. The growing group
around Vincent Rivasseau progressed much faster: theguegbthe renormalisation theo-
rem in position spaceﬂ[?], derived the Symanzik polynom[E]s extended the method to
the Gross-Neveu moddl|[9] and so ¢r[10].

The most important achievement started with a remarkaléetloop computation of
the B-function by Margherita Disertori and Vincent Rivasse@l] [ which they confirmed
that at a special self-duality poirﬂlZ], thefunction vanishes to three-loop order. Even-
tually, Margherita Disertori, Razvan Gurau, Jacques Magm&l Vincent Rivasseau proved
in [E] that theB-function vanishes to all orders in perturbation theorye Tentral idea
consists in combining the Ward identity for &) group action with Schwinger-Dyson
equations.

We felt that the result oﬂE3] goes much deeper: Using thesks tit must be possible
to solve the model! Indeed we succeeded in deriving a clogedt®n for the two-point
function of the self-dual modeml4], which we renormalisatd solved perturbatively to
3rd order. The equation is a non-linear integral equatioraftunctionG(a, 3) =: G, on
the unit square &€ a,f8 < 1:

1-a ; 1-B8 ;
1-B (Gap a(l-B)
T (o~ L) (Ma = Za+ @ Na0) = 3= 57 (% + Mag = o)
(1-a)1-B) _
1 ap G =D ). (1)
where
[t Gap—Gop [, aGap [t Gpp—GCap
L= [dp =22 i [[dp B o= [[dp 2L (2
and? =Ilimg_o0 ‘”“;“% . A solution would be the key step to compute all higher catieh

functions. Unfortunately, all our attempts to solve thisi@ipn failed, forcing us to put the
problem aside for two years.

During the QFT workshop in November 2011 in Leipzig, one offfd/) had the chance
to meet Eberhard Zeidler and to report about the programag¢wte succeeded to reduce
all difficulties of a QFT model to a single equation, but fdike solve it. Eberhard Zeidler
immediately offered help. He studied the probleﬂn (ﬂ)+(2r)niuthe following three weeks,
unfortunately without success.

This exchange led to a renewed interest and a subsequentbnagdkthrough in spring
2012: We noticed that after suitable rescalingGf to Gap, now witha, b € [0,A2], the
difference functiorDa, = £ (Gap — Gao) Satisfies dinear singular integral equation of Car-
leman type[[15] (the singular kernel is thg g-integral in (2)). We proved i [16], and with
corrections in[[1§7] concerning a possible non-trivial $imn of the homogeneous Carleman
equation ], ], that given the boundary functiGgy with Ggp = 1, the full two-point
function G4, reads

S9N (A (1]~ [10)) sy, (a))

|A|ma
Gab = » To(@) = ama”(w - )
|)\‘7Ta [0, b+ + "aéaoa[ o0]
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By s [f(e)] := Llim¢_0 (fg” +j;\+2£)dxg we denote the finite (or truncated) Hilbert
transform. We are mainly interested in the one-sided Hillamsform J#;°[f(e)] :=
lim 2., 2\ [f (#)]. As shown in [1]7], this result is correct for < 0, which is the in-
teresting case for reflection positivit[[ZO]. Far> 0 one has to multiply[t3) by a factor
1+ W/z‘i—a(aCJr F(b))), whereC is a constant anBl (b) an arbitrary function with (0) = 0.
The symmetry conditiols;, = Gpa of a two-point function leads faa = 0 andA <0

to the consistency condition (in the limk — )

1 b e dp
Guo = Gop = —exp(—)\/dt/ __ ) o ®
1+b 0 0 A 7Tp)2+ (t+ 1+)\T(pGj’iE) [G.o])Z

Equation [#) is a much simpler problem thdh ({)+(2).[I1 [1&] aiready proved existence
of a solution forA > 0 via the Schauder fixed point theorem. This case turned ol to
much less interesting thah < 0: Reflection positivity is excluded foxr > 0 [@], and the
formulae ﬂ3)+[|4) need to be corrected by a winding num@}. [17

The proof forA > 0 given in ] does not generalise to the opposite sign.ikyghper
we fill the gap and prove thaﬂ(4) has a solution#oé < A < 0. The key is to focus on the
logarithm ofG4o, which is an unbounded function. We are able to control therdence at
oo and prove uniform continuity of the Hilbert transform on kigpaces. FOF% <A<0
we are able to verify the assumptions of tehauder fixed point theoreso that [|4) has a
solution with good additional properties. We would like taw the reader that the estimates
are cumbersome.

The Schauder fixed point theorem is a central topic in Ebdriaidler's book E|4
Chap. 2]. It follows from Brouwer’s fixed point theorem for igh an elementary proof is

givenin ,§77].

It is a pleasure to dedicate this paper to Prof. Eberhardietewho showed constant
interest in our programme and provided strategic help. Fsamearly common interaction
on we were strongly supported by the MPI (and ESI in Vienndjictv allowed our long-
standing fruitful interaction. We congratulate Prof. Zeidto his birthday and wish him
many happy recurrences. We hope he enjoys the connectiedreiquantum field theory

[21] (27 [23] and non-linear functional analysfs [24] 298], [R7].
2 Logarithmically bounded functions
Consider the following vector space of real-valued funtdio
LB:= {f et (R,) : f(0)=0, [f'(x)| < c for someC > 0} . (5)
) - 1+X -

These functions vanish at zero and grow/decrease at maattlugically ate. We equip
LB with the norm

[fle = |f(0)\+su0p}(l+x)f’(x)| for f €LB. (6)

Indeed,|| f||Ls = 0 meansf (0) = 0 and| f’| = 0, hencef’ = 0 and thusf (x) = 0 everywhere.
The addional f(0)| is redundant but makes it easier to formulate the proofs.

Proposition 1 (LB, || ||.g) is @ Banach space.
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Proof Given a Cauchy sequené€é,)ner in LB. This meansf,(0) = O for everyn, and for
everye > 0 there isNg € N with || fn — fmllLs = SURo [(1+X) fA(X) — (1+X) fL(X)] < €
for all m,n > N;. This implies|(1+x) fA(x) — (1+x) 4 (X)| < € for everyx > 0. By the
completeness dR, the sequencé(1+x) f,’](x))neN converges at every > 0 and defines a
limit function (14 x)g(X) := limp_ (14 X) f(x). Taking the limitm — c above shows that

|(1+x) () — (1+X)9(x)| <&  for everyxandn > Ng. *)

Fix suchn > N¢. By definition of f, € LB, the derivativex — (14 x) f/(x) is continuous at
everyx. This means that there & > 0 such that(1+x) f;(X) — (L+Y) fa(y)| < € for all
y > 0 with |x—y| < &. For suchy it follows

(14900 — (14Y)9Y) | < [(L+X)900) = (1+X) F() |+ [(1+X) fa(x) — (1+y) FA(X0)|
+[(X+y) faly) — (1+y)g(y)| < 3e.

Therefore, the limit function — (1+t)g(t) and hence — g(t) is continuous. As such it
can be integrated over any compact interval. d&&nea function f (x) by

f(x):/oxdtg(t).

This meansf (0) = 0, and by the fundamental theorem of calculus the funcfigmdiffer-
entiable at everx > 0, and f’(x) = g(x) is continuous. Expressing this &5+ x)g(x) =
(1+x) f'(x) we have proved with (¥)

|fa(0) — f(0)| =0, [(1+X)fi(X) — (1+x)f'(x)] < & foreveryxandn> N; .

Hence,(fn)nen converges to a functioh € *(R.) in the LB-norm. By construction we
havef € LB, hence(LB, || ||Lg) is complete. O

Consider for—% < A < 0the following subset

Al
1—|A 1-1
jij\:{feLB:f(O):O, —T‘X'gf’(x)g_fi‘“}cw. @

Lemma 1 %, is a norm-closed subset of the Banach space LB.

Proof The evaluation mapsv,ey : LB — R, with 6/ f) = f(0) andew(f) = (1+x)f'(x)
are continuous maps frotB to R. Hence, the following subset is closedLiB:

5 =0 n ey ([— (L= AD. (1~ £3hy)]) .

x>0

In the sequel we use implicity the fact that the Hilbert tfam® of a function that
simultaneously belongs for songe> 1 to LP([A2, o[ and to thea-Holder space of0, A2
for some O< a < 1 is again a Holder-continues function with the same Hbkl@onent
a. For functions orj—rm, | this was proved by Priwal08] for a variant of the Hilbert
transform. This proof is easily generalised|@A?[. The LP condition is necessary for
Hilbert transforms oveR and clearly extends to the one-sided Hilbert transform &er
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This means that fof € #; the following maps are well defined (possibly with integrals
restricted tde, A2]; the convergence oR ;. will be verified in the following section):

1— |A |y [ef®
Ri(a) = LA (8a)
o e dt b+Rf(t) Rf(t)
Tf(b) := —log(1+b) +/O - (arctanW arctanm) . (8b)

Formula [8b) involves the standard branch of the arctaotfan with range|—7, 7|, re-

lated to the branch used if] (3) %C';dal‘(x) = ' arctant. Comparing with[{3) aa = 0,

equivalent to[(4), shows 6@, = (T l0gGao) (b).

In the following three sections we prove three main restidis restricted set ofA |):
thatT maps.#, into itself, thatT is norm-continuous o, and that the imagé.#, C 7,
is relatively compact:

Theorem 1 For —% < A <0, consider the map T defined
of the Banach space of logarithmically bounded functioe.
f € ), one has

i) Tfe,.
i) T :.4, — J¢ is norm-continuous.
iii) The restriction of T#) to any interval[0,A?] is relatively compact in norm-topology.

Hy|(8b) on the subgptC LB
@, (6) and[(7). Then for any

In particular, T has a fixed point,f=T f, € %|[ which we denotégGgp, := f.(b).

0,A2]
Proof The domain’#” is also convex. Then i),ii),iii) are the requirements of 8&hauder
fixed point theorerrm4, Chapter 2] to guarantee existentigaxf pointT f, = f.. The proof
of i),ii),iii) is given in the following subsections. O

In this way we prove existence of functidby, = Gy Which satisfies[{4) for all &<
b < A. Forb > A2 there is possibly a discrepancy. Since both sideﬂof (4)nigeto 7y

AL
the error is< (1+A2) 728 — (1+A2)AI-1 To put it differently, for eveng > 0 there is

Gop € exp#), such that the difference between lhs and rh:ﬂof (4), and qoesdly also the
difference between their derivatives,<ise. This statement means thﬂ (4) has a solution in
%5 (Ry).

3 T preservesz,

Integrating the definitiorﬂ?) of7, from ato x> ayields

1+a Al

>17\)\| <f(x)—f(a) < |Og(_>171—2w

o (l+a
1+x

1+x
and consequently (for> a)
[A]

-2[7] ’ (?)lf 12\‘)\\ ef@ (1+X> 1-A
+a

(1+a>1*/\ ef® - (1+a>1*

-'= < -'=
1+x ~ ef@® 1+x
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which we reinterpet as

1+a\1-2 LY
( ) ef® PV forxs a,
X/, b < <{ \1xx (10)
(l-’-a)l*l 2A] — ef(@ — (l—"a)l*A forx<a
1+X 1+x ’
We take the one-sided Hilbert transform:
f(e) a—& f(x) ~00 f(x)
e ] 1 “m{ / dx e n dx e } (11)
ef(®@ TTe—0 0o (a—x)ef@  Jare (x—a)ef@

The Hilbert transform[(1) becomes maximal if for- a we use the maxima¥ but

.. f
for x < athe minimal & iy
ef(@

Conversely, the Hilbert transform becomes minimal ifxtor a
.. f . f
we use the mlnlmag}z—f) but for x < athe maximal€ ¥

a—¢ 1-A 0 1-A
1 im {_/ dx(1+a) +/ dx(1+a) }
TTe—0 0 (@=xA+x)*  Jare (x—a)(14x)1A
A Al
f(e) a—& 1*Dm "0 1- 2%
< st [e'] < 1 im {_ dx(14a) dx(1+a) } (12)
ef(@ TTe—0 0 1— Al ate 1- 1Al
(a—x)(14x)" T2 (x—a)(1+x)~ T2
Note that the analogue only fo#Z°[e'(*)] would not hold; in that case the opposite bound-

aries of.#) would contribute tox < a versusx > a, and there is no chance of a reasonable
estimate! We can reformulatg [12) as

Al
%§°[(1+-)V‘|*1] 2] AT [(1+e )—[ ] (13)
(1+all-1 =  ef@ (1+a)%71 '
We prove the following result which covers a slightly morengeal case

Proposition 2 For any i < 1, with i # 0, and3 > 0 one has
A3 [(B+e)H ]

1B Lu| B
S (Brapt COt(nuH_(BJra) 2F1<1+u a+B)' (14)
Proof We use the following indefinite integrals:
(B+x)H*  (BAxH! 1,1-p|—c+p
[t — - R sag) e s
(B+x)H— ! (BJrX)“ 1B+X Lu (x+pB
/dx a-x o Bta F1(1+u m) X<a. (15b)

This is proved viax-differentiation using%(QFl(”’yﬁ ) = aﬁ Fl("’+1 [”1}

and use of
the recursion relationﬂ2§9.l37] for the hypergeometric functlon With a large cut/®f
we have foru < 1

-a—¢& -1 N2-a -1
A B R
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- lim {_(B+x)ufl (B+X) - ( 1, M) ae

£-0A 2500 g B+a)? "\1+pulpta
(B+a+x)H1 1,1-p| B+a \N-a
T 1 ¢ ( )[3+a+x>g }
BH
- (il e (160
cim (- CE P ew (P55
+([3+a+s)“*18(1,1—u)2|:1(11 M)Bi:j—s)} (16b)

where the special valued(1,1— u) = 1= u andB(1,u) = & for the Beta function have
been used. The limig — 0 is controlled by the following result |r1__[[30] (already cieéd,
but not proved, in Ramanujan’s notebooks) for zero-baldiggergeometric functions: If
0<a,B,x<1,then

—Y(a)—yY(B)—2y< B(Gyﬁ)zFl(;{;_BB ‘l—X) +log(x)

1
< —(@)~ Y(B)~2y+—log . 17)
Herey(x) = 7_/&()), andy = — (1) is the Euler-Mascheroni constant. Since
¢ (Bra—e) e\, (Brate) £ _
fim { - Bra IOg(B+a) T Brate IOg(B+a+s>} =0,

we can add the corresponding log-termg to](16b) and[ubeqXriclude that the two lines
([L6B) converge in the limig — 0 to

lim (64) = (8 +a)* L (@(k) ~ $(1- ) = ~(B+a ‘reotm), (o)
where ,§8.365.8] has been used. This finishes the proof. O

Inserting [1}) forB = 1 andp = |A|[, 1 ZIM , respectively, into[(33) gives the following
bounds valid for anyf € 7j :

1A 1
—cot(|A|m) + Al )

_ ,:( 1
AL+ 2 \14A|l17a

Al
|A|T 1-2A| Lom 2]
)+ T 2F1(

=201 pimasaem M+ oy ‘1+a)'

Together with @0) taken at= 0 we obtain for the functioR f defined in @a) the following
bounds:

A [e")]
ef(a)

<— cot( (18)

Al

Alm 1+a  (1-2]A)a Leaw 1
V\\"aCOt(leIM) o I ) ‘1+a)
(1+a)=2  (1+a)2n 1+ 2
1+a a

mz':l(l’w i) (19)

< (Rf)(a) < |A|macot(|A|m) + 1+All1+a

(1+all  (1+a)
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LA} 1
iy 1+_a) > 1 we have

that the upper bound is smaller th&h|macot(|A|m) +

Since oFy ( 1) < 0. This means

a2 oF( LIA|
Aral — (1ra)il2 1 1+\)\| T+a
< |A|macot(|A|m) + 1.

(1+a)\"\
In the lower bound we usel]ZEf;Q 137.12] to write the hypergeometric function as
1,4 11+
27 Al TZM_ 1
gFl(1+ M“ - 1+a> 1+ =Y 2F1( *1—“2\‘M 1+a)' This gives, partly expressed in
terms of|A,| :=

(\/\|na)cot( W )+l+\)\|F)\r() (Rf)(a) < |A|macot(|]A|m) +1, where

1-2)]
1+2A] / 14 |A]a F (a)
Py (3) = -1 f 20
x (@) == ((1+a)|m| ) t+an’ (20)

- 1

By () == (1-2A])a ).

We have to show tha#), (a) is of positive mean for a certain integral. This is easy tackhe
for a computer, but we want to make it rigorous. For a lowerntbwe can remove the

numerator(1+ 2|A;|) in the middle line of @O) The remaining ple%é( iﬂ: \L?\ — l)

positive for 0< |A;| < 1 by a particular case of Bernoulli’s inequality. Then|Ptﬂ -derivative
reads

2':1( é+\Ar\

a
A+ [A)(A+a)

d (i( 1+AJa )) _ 1+ (a+a (14 |Aa)log((1+a)* l)
d[Ar[ N A\ (14 @)l Ar[2(1+a)™

Using again Bernoulli’s inequality, the numeratordsc— (14 x) log(1+ x) with x:= (1+
a)*l — 1. The functionx — (14 x) log(1+ x) vanishes ak = 0 and has negative derivative
for anyx > 0. Consequentlyﬁ( Lrlda _ 1) is monotonously decreasing ik | (hence in

(1-+a)lr]
|A|) for any fixeda.
We expand, (a) in the last line of @O) into a power series and take|té-derivative:

d < 1 1 ™
d\)\ ‘F)\r( ) —2a+ak; (k+l+‘)\r‘)2 (1_|_a)k+1 <a(—2+€) ,
d (A a ™ log(1+a)
d[Ar| ((1ia)w) S Aran (‘2+E—TFAr(a)) :

Hence alsdf)\r(a) is decreasing inA;|, and sufficient for extending this decreased=fo(a)

is If,\r (a) > —(2— %). Using identities and recursion formulae such@; [2137.14+17
§9.131.1] for the hypergeometric function it is straightfard to compute and rearrange the
derivatives of; :

2/ _ 1 1 1
P@=1=2N = s A a2 ) (7 34| ) (212)
) 2 2 1

f@ = e e Ta) (21b)

From (21p) we conclude thdt is convex ina for any fixed ||, and [21a) shows that
F starts negative neax = 0 and diverges (in case oA| < 2) to +oo for a — . To-
gether with convexity, there is a unique zeE";p(tA) 0 att, > 0 and a single and unique
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global=local minimum |r{0 t,]. One can check numerically or by estimating the power se-
ries thaﬂ{z( ) > 0 andF’ (%) < 0. By convexity,F 1 lies above any tangent, and the in-
Z

tersection of the tangeﬁ%(;)%—(t— HF' 1 (%) with the tangent 1(3 H+t-HF .3
2 —3
located at(0.50048 —0.296723 gives a lower bound for the gIobaI minimum. This value

confirmslf)\r(a) >—(2— %) first for |A;| = ‘—11 and then, sincé)\r(a) decreases i, |, for
all 0 < |A;| < 1. We have thus established:

Lemma2 Let—% <A <0and fe .%. Then

Alm
|)\\nacot(l‘ |2|)\‘>+1+\)\|F() (Rf)(a) < |A|macot(|A|m) +1, where

1’5
Fa= (14:;)1% o (1+1a) (2 5(14?—&) ( %4‘%"». 2

We prove:

Lemma 3 The function Ka) defined in @2) has the following properties:

1. F(a) is monotonously increasing fora 3 L
2. F(a)is convex fo0<a< 3.

F(a) is concave for & 3.
F"(a)| < 1 for <a<g
F(a) > Ofor a> 2.

F(a) > for aII a>0.

3.
4.
5.
6.

Proof Recall thatF(a) = I/\ P+

with @13)

1+a)\/\r\ (‘)\1(‘ +a+ F)\r(a))}ll\rlz%. Differentiation gives

S I )

This implies the following estimate valid far> 1

2,2 1,2
1 (5752 1A 19 g)+ﬁ2Fl< gﬂﬁla»

=0.507407

which shows thaF is monotonously increasing for al> 1 . The second derivative reads

with @13)+[21p)

F(a) = —*

6-9% 8
11a)] (l 32 a+9(1+1) 25 13 )m)

32 : :
+mzﬁ( 1774 1+a>*36(iia) 2R 1734)m>)
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. 13| 1 23] 1
US'“QZFl(%g l+_a> §2F1<1T§ Tra

tions we have the following lower bound f&¢":
1 (16_9a+ 32—9%a n 32 )
(1+a)f\ 32  36(1+a) 1l7a(l+a)/’

This proves thaF (a) is convex for all 0< a < 2.26204, and we have”(a) > —1—10 for all
asas<s.
We derive the converse inequality far> 2 by splitting the prefacto% at 3. We

) and the lower bound 1 for the hypergeometric func-

F//(a >

estimate the positive hypergeometric functions by its evait& and the negative hypergeo-
metric functions by 1:

9

1 16—9a 7—4a 5a
9. " 4
9. F < _
a>3 (@) < (1+a)%( 32 91ta) 361ta)
512 2214y 23 2,214
Az 2':1( u )1_3>+1_172F1( 1 )1_3>>
=0.0458811 =0.258398

This proves thaF is concave fora > 2.48142 and the upper bourfd’(a) < 0.08 for all
9<ax< 3
3 =9>73:

One has=(1) = 0.141693 and then a good upper bound Fdtg) = 0 by the tangent
toF at 1,F(1) + (fo — 1)F/(1) = 0. This showso < g. The tangent t& at ; has positive
slope, the tangent éthas negative slope. This means that the v&l(ig) at the intersection
of these tangent (2) + (fn— 2)F'(2) =F(3) + (fn— 3)F'() gives a lower bound fof.

One findgy, = 0.223714 and- (tn) = —0.190334. O
We have now collected all information to prove:
Lemma 4
F(§)+(a—§)F’(§) for 0<a<3}
F(a)>S(@):=} F(3)+(@-3)F'(3) for 3<a<6 (23)
F(6) for a>6

Proof The region 0< a < % follows from convexity ofF, the regiona > 6 becausd- is
monotonously increasing far> % In the intermediate region we hala) > S(a) at least
for 3 <a< § because of convexity ¢F. For 3 < a < 6 we know by concavity that

s @ DFO+E-AFE)
> s

forall 3 <a<6.

5 5
Inserting the numerical values one checks that the seéa F(Ggﬁﬁfa)':(?) lies above the

2
tangentF (3) + (a— 3)F'(3) for 3 < a< 6. There remains the gap < a < 3 whereF
changes from convex to concave. Using the bolfifa)| < - in that region we have

F@>F(3)+t-DF (3 -5 75

for all § <a< 3. The parabola on the rhs lies above the tanegt) + (a— 3)F'(3). O
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Observe tha@b) implies f(0) = 0 and

o o dt
”(b)**m*‘“/o (A 2+ (o RTO)2 (24)

The inequality of Lemm{|2 together with the lower bou@ (28 mow used to derive
bounds forT f/(b). The inequalityR f(t) < 1+ |A|mrcot(]A ) leads to

A
fexn = Ti(b)= 1+b+/ (JATt)24 (1+ b+ |A| 7t cot(|A|m))2
_ 1Al
a 1+b' )

We thus confirm thaf preserves the lower bound of). Proving thatT preserves the
AL

1-
other bound, i.eT f'(b) + 115“ <0, is more difficult. We insert the inequali@f(t) >

1+ |A|meot(|A¢ ) +|A[S(a) into (81) and evaluate the pieces \/%
arctan( ;2
% This gives for anyf € 7, and with partial use ofA,| := ‘
1 AL
T(b) + iéA
<[a A A
(|Amt)2+ (1+b+|A[S(t) + |A[mtcot(|A [m)2  1+b
:/ dt al
A 2
0 (JA|)2+ ((b+1+ A[F(3)— B F/(£) + (IA[tF/(3) + |A |t cot(|Ar| )
. 2
! A Er (3 (3 2
2 |)\\nt (b+l+|)\\F( )= F'(3))+ (|A[tF (2)+M|TIICot(\)\r|7T))
L[ A L
6 (JA|m)2+ ((b+1+|A|F(6)) + A |mtcot(|A|m)*  T1+D)
|)\\rr
B arctan(bHHMF(%) 3WF’( 1)+ 3 |A|mreot(|Ar \n))
b+ 1+ AF () - &lF ()
3IAm
7ar°ta”(b+1+wF< DAF G >+zwncowr|n>>
b+ 1+ [A|F(3) - 2F/(3))
6lA|T 6|A|
arCtan(b+1+\A|F( 2)+ 20F/(3)+6/A| ot A |rr)) B arCtan(b+1+|/\\F(6)‘+6ﬂncot(\)\r\n))
mb+1+|A|F(3) - F(3)) m(b+1+[A[F(6))

mb+1+[A[F(6) mb+1)

For0< |A| < % we have cafjA,|1) > 1. We are therefore within the convergence domain
of the arctan series, and Leibniz’ criterion gives upper lametr bounds:
5
X

0<x<1 = x—x3<arctarx<xf +
- 3~ - 3 5°
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For the sake of transparence we abbreviate

B :lb)‘%]-}a y::COt(‘/\I’“T)v
S= R+ HF ). &=FG) -G, H=FG-F(3).
Wi=3F3)-ZF'(3), &=3FR)+xF' (3, &=3%F06).
Then
7'12 / 1- %
A (Tf (0)+ — 5 )
< 1 _ 1 n 1
= (2B+261+Y)(B+3) 3(2B+261+y)3(B+%) ' 5(2B+251+y)5(B+32)
1 1
T 2B 255 1y)(B13s) | 3(2B+285+y)3(B+d)
1 1 1
B I& ) (B0 3B 105 y3(B 1) | (BT iosty)(B 1)
1 1 |Ar|TT B |Ar|TT

TP Ie%y) (B %) 33B1L%iyB o) (Bt B
Sicoc(B - ﬁ)k
(B+1+3y)3(B+3+3)3(B+35+6y)5(B+36-+6Y)3(B+02) (B+34) (B+3%) B

In the last line, the coefficients; are polynomials iny, |A, ] and ﬁ One finds with
A cot(|A|mT) > % and|A;| —[A| > Oforall 0< [A| < &:

(@)

Cig = f|)\r‘7T56 = *3-53|)\r| s
Cr7 = —29.01\ | — 18374|A, | cot(|A, ) — 222 TT9AL
C16 = —10111A| — 131889, | cot(| A, |11) — 426494 A, | cof (|A,| 1)

5478\ |-4192]A| 15699\ |-56.11A| 99428\, |—35599A |
“TmE T W W cot(|A|),
1
Cis = 42699%;'")—71 —19162|A, | — 391461|A, | cot(|Ac| 70
— 262964 | COP(|Ar| ) — Ar| cOP (A | r) — 273AL  SORTOAL RSO,
210491]A,|—181303A 51493 A, |—-74.85/A
- 20 LB coy | ) - 4 TA5M]
671704\ |—221436|A 217211|A;|—719588/A
— STLIOA  ZEASOL cotf || mr) — ZTEHALTAEA o ([ )
1 1
14 = ~5408(|Ar| cot(| ) — }) — 2729MINIE _ g7qlrIcotim 4
Arlcot )

1
~ 17313 %A cot(|Ar| ) — 2071 | - 6511/ Ar| cot( || )

— 64754\, | cot(|A;|1T) — 301494, | cot’(| A |1T) — 517659, | cot*(| A, | )

B 1‘1)?4@4 _ 636‘3\:?3)\” B 33&(‘13/\4 cot(|Ar|71) — 1229Arl\/\—‘:2357.4|/\\ B 914\1;3'\)\4

13307A;|—10573A 34543A:|—34358A 18691, |—2338A
— L30T cot(| A | m) — 24 cof (|| ) — 2823 ot )
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All contributions are manifestly negative. That negagivdibntinues to alty, but the expres-
sions become of exceeding length. It does not make much sedigplay these formulae.
Instead we give in Figurﬂ 1 a graphical discription of thefficients cx. We confirm that all

R T T T o o e
1x10°F / -1x10" 7
2><10’“—,CI3" - -2x10°
/ / -3x 10"
3x10°
o
c / / 4x10°
waoel 2 / /
’/CG_ -6x10° / CG_
/ / o
/ ~5x 10"
sarl /) /
/ -6x 10"
ax10°f /
ox10°f [
005 o0 ‘ 005 010 o5
— o
_— ; 20 18
2000+ C/g// //// _ _ ”*’**777777,,,,,7%”” -
_— ~ d T—
_— - P —
— P 7z -0 " _—
4000 - — 2 03-4 —
4000 1" A — T
C/10 ~ C’13,, - _—
,, P ’ -60} _
7 - " -
-6000F - — ,,%‘7,77 _— -
— 80 —
I = P
_sooo 11~ 16
- -100F
: - . 17—k 7 . 17—k " . AN\ 17—k
Fig. 1 Plot of the rescaled coefficient§(A) := (200)"" "o, G (A) == (4A)™" "o, /(A) == (%) "o

andc’(A) == (%)lpkck. All of them are manifestly negative.

of them are negative for anyQ|A| < %, thus proving

Al
=

-1 1
(h) < — 24 > _Z<A<0.
Tf(b) < b forallb> 0 and any 6*)\*0

This finishes the proof that maps.z, into itself.

4 T is uniformly continuous on %, but not contractive

Takef,ge LBwith || f — g/ := 5. This means-2; < f/(x) —g/(x) < 1%; forall xe R.
Integration froma to x > a yields

1+x 1+4+x
_ < — — < P
6|091+a* f(x) —g(x) f(a)—i—g(a)75Iogl_i_a
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IN

or (l+a>5 ef(x) gd(@) (l+

1+x/ T ef@ed® — \1+a
equalities valid foix > a

max{(ﬂ)wfa (ﬂ)*‘sﬂ} - el

) . Together with 0) we deduce the following in-

1+a l1+a/ e ef@
(/14X 2l 14 x 6 69
< .
_m|n{<1+a> <1+a> e9<a)}
We subtractgg = (%\)“7l with [A] < p < 17‘};\')”- A careful discussion ofi versus

|A| 4 & shows that fox > a one has

Al Al

_<(ﬂ) 2% *l_(ﬂ) o 7571> _ ef0 o
1+a 1ta <

Al
l+X) 291 29)

l1+a a\o .
Conversely, foix < a we start from(lix) < —X) , Which together

with (Lg) leads to

‘/;\‘M (1+a) -5 g9(x) } ef(x)

l+a\1-¢
maxt (1) 1) @@/ =@
_ 1+a\1-Al /1+ay0edX
Smm{(l+x) (1+x) e9<a)}’
We subtract&s. —: (1*—"")17“ with |A| < p < AL A careful discussion oft versus
eg@ T \14x = F =12l
11/;‘)” — & shows that fox < a one has
_((1+a)l 2] <1+a)17|M75) < ef® _i")
1+x 1+x ~ef@ eo@
l1+a\1-Al  /1+4+a\1-1Al-9
< — .
(l+x) (1+x) (30)
With these preparations we can prove tﬁ%}%ﬂ varies slowly withf:
Lemma5 Forany f,ge % with|f —g|/Ls =8, henced < 1 ‘2||/\\ ,one hasfo0 <|A| < 1
the bound
A2l rg[ed®) 1 (1+aP—1-|Allog(1+a
ef@ ed(® \)\| A|(1+a)ll

+
12 1
_TTZ ( k+\/\| kllAZM)z)’




On the fixed point equation of a solvable 4D QFT model 15

Proof We take the Hilbert transform ong) anﬂSO). The principalue limit can be
weakened to improper Riemann integrals:

1+ x\IAI-1 14+ x\A+0-1
%m[ef<->}jg°[eg<->}’< /d_x () (1)
ef(® @ |~ Jo m (1+a) (1+x)

<1+X> g 2\)\\ -1 <1+X> g 2\)\\ —-6-1
/ dx \1+a l1+a
a T (14+x)—(1+4a)
l-¢ [A]-1 l-¢ [A]+0-1
_lim (/ dtt B dtt )

41t mo1-t

1
£—0 s

Al AL 5 q
dt tT 27 T —{T2A]
+/1 h — (32)
I2
The second integrdp known from ,§3.231.6-§3.231.5]:
A 1 A A
'2:C0t(1|2|‘/\\" 5")_0(“( ‘ Al )_E(lp(lJZ\‘M)_W(llZ\‘}\|_6))>
W(1- o +0) - wl- )
N T
1 i ( 1 1 )
T Al A
Mo k+1- oy k+1- g +8
02 1
< = > (33a)

A \2°
1 (k_ 1 ‘zm)
We have used the power series expans@ ﬁ&a63 3] for the difference of digamma

functions. The result is uniformly bounded for| < 2 3
The first integral; is evaluated with[(Z3b) to

e 1 LS 1 A+8
TlTl'L"o{%ZFl(fJ\AH - )’%2 1(11+|\A‘|15‘1’5>

=
Il

I, =
()" Al 1 (X5 LIA+6 | 1
Y 21<1+IM 1+a>+ A+ 0 21<1+|)\\+5 1+a>}

- (g 1 (g)H?

STRr (Ao (330)

+7_11k;{k+1\/\| (1* (1+;)k+|/\\> - k+|§\+5 (17 (1+a)}‘+\)‘|+5)} . (33c)

Here we have expanded the hypergeometric functions intorepseries and rearranged
them to differences which admit the lindit— 0. The line [33c) is monotonous &and thus
can be estimated by its liméi — c. The same argument gives a possible uniform estimate

of (B3h).

L)MIM

(B3W) <

Slo>

AR E3463)
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The last estimate is enough for continuity, but not for cactivity. We write ) asa
double integral:
1— (ﬁ)l/\\ 1—($=)AH0 g

1
1 Al-1 Al+0-1
A (\/\|++35) :E/ll_adt(t‘l e

:*—/1 dt/ dé tW+<S 1 711/ dt/ dE (—logt)th+é-1

1+ I+a

5 s(1+al —1—|Allog(1+a))
/dt (~logt)th-1 = IMZH( Gral ).

(34)

This gives together witH{ (3Ba) and the estimfte](33c’) themtd result. O
Puttingx=10n ) leads to

1 1

ef@ eo(@

< (1+at M —(@ayart-P-o= —/OadE%(lth)l*W*E

:/05d6 1+t P log(1+t) < 3(1+t)* Mlog(1+t).  (35)

Together with Lemm§] 5 we have thus proved for the mRafefined in [ga):

Proposition 3 Let0< [A| < $. Forany f,ge % with||f —g]|Ls = & one has the pointwise
bound

(RN(®) -~ (R < (AR (1) + (AR (1) + (AR 1),
(ARW(t) := (1+t)1 Allog(1+1), (36a)
(BRP(1) == 8- ]AInts) . (36b)

1+t)A—1—|A|log(1+1)

AT+ O (36c)

(AR)®)(t) —5.1. ¢

Proposition 4 The map T ., — %, is norm-continuous. More precisely, fer%) <A<O0
one has

Sif(147) (1— A1, 1412
IT6=Talho < | ~glho- a2 (1 T ). @)
cos( 1 7n7)

The rhs ranges fror.36788|f — g||.g for |A| = 0t04.09942|f —g||.g for |A| = =

Proof The definition @4) gives fof ,g € %)

[Tf-Tols

fsup|)\\ ® 4t (1+a)|Rg(t) — Rf(t)|(2a+Rgt) +Rf(t))
a>0 ((JAImt)2 + (a+RF(1))2) (| [1t)2 + (a+Rg(t))?)
3 il (1+a)(AR)(T(t)

< 5 sup2A| | dt o7 (38)
=120 O ((JA|t)2+ (a+ 1+ |A |7t cot( 2L '“" ) HAF(D))%)?
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where we have inserted the lower bouRd(t) > 1+ [A |7t cot( A7) + |A|F(t) derived

2]
in Lemmal[p. We write this as corresponding decompositirf — Tgjis < 32_; [T f —
Tglig-
We start with the easiest contributian= 2 where we substitute = |A |7t:

(1+a)dau
(w2 + (a+l+|)\\F(wn)+ucot(1“2||§‘)) )%

T Tal3 =sup?2 [“au
a>0 s

There is no doubt th& (t) is of positive mean also for this integral (the smaf#tegion is
suppressed) so that it is safe to put ) — 0. We postpone this proof and temporarily work

with the conservative estlmateHJMF(| A =) >hyi=1- 2l ‘ . This reduces the problem to
a standard integra] [293.252.7]:
2
ITf=Tali3
w 250, (1+a)sirf(1%4757) -
=sup A du — 3
az0 (W7 + 2usin( 72 2] )cos(l )@+ + (sm( |)(a+h,\)) )?
A
_qup2h atl sin(17957) _ 5.2 Si?(1%5517) (39)
a0 T a+h 14 cos 47 PATT1 4 cog( {2 o)

which becomes arbitrarily small far — 0.

The contributiont = 1 is more difficult, but can be controlled. Again we expEct)
to be of positive mean. We postpone the proof and temporevdisk with a conservative
estimate X [A|F(t) > h, :==1— ‘ for0<[A| < 3. Then(a+1) < a+ A and consequently

\/\\rr )

2/ |M1|7nz‘”(a+ h,\) (14+t)2Plog(1+1)

ITt-Tgld < sup> [
a h)\ 0

3 3
(t+(a+h)\) \i|721‘ ’ cos(1- 2\A|)>
Al

25]A|  SIM(z) oup [ "t A(8) (L0 Alog(1 1)
hAcos(l‘Azll’;‘) (A2 A Jo (t+A(a)° ’
(40)
Si”(lj‘z\/\\ Al

whereA, (a) := (a+hy)

R cos( 1= 2|/\\)' We use Young’s inequality

(A (@) 1+ R < QA (@) + (1-A)(1+1)
=(1-M)+@ DA (@ +(1-A)(t+A (@)  (41)

to write
@ 2810  Sir (g 1Al
ITf—Tdls <Sl;ph/\ 05(1|A2‘G|) (A2 (A (@)
(1-A)log(1+t) ((1—A)+(2A —1)A,(a))log(1+t)
< (S aar t+ 5 ()7 )
1Al (Al
s (1— Bl)-1 sirP(£57) -supC, (Ay (8)) , (42)

cog MZ‘I];\) (1Alm2 - 4,
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where (after integration by parts)

—AD) | (@A=JAD+(2A[=1)x
Ca () = A Ml/ dt Jrl)(t+x)jL (1+t)(t+x) )

—M|2+|M<1—2M|><x—1> 2 — (1A ])xlogx?
xAl(x—1) * (x—1)2 XAl

(43)

. . . A . 1
The maximum ofC, is governed by the functloi?f‘%“‘ which reache% atx = ell. For
the range ofA| under consideration, this becomes huge so that all otherstexcept for
xAl ~ e become negligible. Therefore we expect

A numerical investigation confirms this.

It remains the contribution fromn = 3. There is a short cut resulting from the crude

bound(AR)®)(t) < \itl = <|/\\gnz<) Inserting this relation intd (B9) gives

ITf-Tg|Y < (44)

2
Al y -
)* 1+cos(£%557)
We show that this naive bound is optimal. For that we starhfffaylor’s formula

— Ot(log(1+1))?
1+ 0O

(BR(1) = 3| / ag &

Up to an ordetA |2-error we may replacg (t) — 0. Then

ITf-Tal3
t(log(1+t 2|A126(1+a
=2 df/dt 1+t Rl , S IEIEE
> ((IA1m)2+ (a+ 1+ |A |7t cot(1577)) )
Al
sin 2 .
< 6|)\\rr ( ()\l|72-[)\|)> SUpC)\(A)\), (45)
cog 172M|) Ay>0
- e [Car A=A (log(1+0?) 1+ ORI
CA::2/\2/d/dt ,
A(AY) = 2A| A EO ETNE
whereA, = (‘1;'2) sin( 1'7’\2‘6‘ ) cog 1"\2‘6‘ ). Inserting Youngs's inequality (k1) we get:

Ei(a)=2A2 /Oldf /Owdt{
2 2
(1-&)aTOM (1 A1 - E))(Uc}(?(j;)tz)) (Io(?(jg)?>

)a2 (O] (|09(1+t))2}

+A-E)@A1-8) -1 ooy
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:Z/Wdt{aH’” 2012 a"\‘+2|)\\717\)\|(17\)\|))
0

(loga)3 * (loga)? loga
((Iog(l+t))2 (Iog(l+t))2>
(t+a)? (t+a)d
prdati—4 gl ap -1 A|(1-2A])y (log(1+1))?
+a’ ( (loga )3 (loga)? loga ) (t+a)3 } (46)
We need the following integrals
M forO<a<1
oo l1-a
/dt%— ( 2 ) fora =1
0 2 ; 1
(loga)s+2Lix(1—-3) fora 1
(a—-1)
—loga —Liz(1-a) forO<a <1
o (1-a)?
/ dt M = 3 fora=1
o (t+a) J(log(a))?—loga +Lix(1-3)
(a—1)?

We specify toa > 1 (the other cases are analytic continuations):

i a2 1 log(al Lio(1—2)
CA("):W{(“W“OAM )(+ Wm>

(- gAR1-F) 2|3 2\)\|(172|)\\))}

(logalAl)2 (logall) alAl

a AAPL-Z) 2M(-55) 21— A)

(0—1)2{( (loga™)Z ~ (logal) M )
21A[(1- 5ix) 1-2A|  (logaly(1—]A])
( (logalrl) —1+ alAl + alrl )

x (14 zwzi( 2 lf;))} (a7)

This shows liny_,C, (a) = 1. The next-to-leading terms turn out to beiﬂ + %SL
wherex := alAl. This function gets bigger 1 with a local maximusl + 1A] | for |A| < LA

closer numerical simulation confirms this bound $GR (a) < 1+7 Al for aII 0<|AI< < 1
Inserted |nto.5) gives no improvement compared with tlmelerbound.4) D

5 Equicontinuity and Arzela-Ascoli theorem

The remaining task is to prove a variant of the Arzela-Asit@orem which establishes that
if a subset7 C LB is equicontinuous and pointwise bounded, tt#ris compact. We start
with the equicontinuity:
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Lemma 6 The subset 77, C LB is equicontinuous in the norm topology of LB. More pre-
cisely, givere > 0 one has|(1+a)(T f)’(a) — (1+b)(T f)’(b)| < e for all f € % and all
a,beR; withja—b| < e.

Proof We estimate via[(24)

@ra) (T 6@ - @by b)| = | [“axd (@0 6e)]
A(14x)
)/ dx/ dtdx (A2 (X+Rf(t))2’
- A e A0 XERED)
M"/ dx/ at (JA|mt)2 + (x+ Rf(t))2 /odt ((|A[7)2 + (x+ RF(t ))2)‘

We have the following upper bound:

/dt 2 |(14%) (x4 RE(t)) /wt 2A|(1+x)
(A2 + (x+ RE)22 7 Jo = (A |m)2+ (x+1— L+ A |t cot47)2)2
2(1+X)Slnl‘}\2|‘7}\|

A A '
m(x+1— gh)2(1+cos A)

Al

%GR =

We ignore possible cancellations and add the upper bo}}j’hdt

)

I lé\‘)\l ﬁx established in the proof af. 7, C .7, . Taking also the supremum ionwe con-
clude

[(1+a)(Tf)(a) — (1+b)(T f)'(b))]

Al Aly-—2
sin—5 21— Al
S“"‘*"17M2‘\)\|'(” o
o7 (14C0St557)

The rhs is< [a—b| for any 0< [A| < £. O

The standard Arzela-Ascoli theorem concerns continuonstfons orcompactspaces.
This can largely be generalised#(X,Y) equipped with the compact-open topology rela-
tive to general Hausdorff spacisY, see @1]. The idea is to prove that for an equicontinu-
ous family.7, the compact-open topology and the pointwise topologyade Pointwise
compactness o/ (x) for everyx € X implies compactness @fy.x 7 (x) by Tychonoff’s
theorem, thus compactness of the equicontinuous fafiily the compact-open topology.
We cannot make use of this setting because to prove comntiolif we had to control the
Hilbert transform via the global behaviour of functions i, . It seems unlikely that this
can be replaced by a local control in the compact-open tgpolo

Being forced to work in norm topology, the only chance to uesérzela-Ascoli for
equicontinuous families ihB is to restrict to compact subsets®f . This is not unreason-
able because we worked originally over the cut-off spiicd?]. We find it necessary to
reprove the Arzela-Ascoli theorem for equicontinuoussaib oflB.

Lemma 7 The subset T#; C LB is relatively compact in thg ||_g topology if restricted to
any compact intervgl, A?).
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Proof Choose any\? > 0. The familyT.#; C LB is bounded and equicontinuous [@A?]
with respect tof — (14 x) f’(x). On metric spaces such BB, compactness is equivalent
to sequentially compactness. We thus have to prove thatemyesce( fy) € T.#; has a
|| ||lLs-convergent subsequence when restrictd@,142].

Givene > 0, there is for every & x < A2 an open%-neighbourhoodJ%(x) ={ye

Ry : ly—x < £} which by the equicontinuity of %) has the property that
|(1+9)f'(s)— (1+x)f'(x)] < % forall se Ug (x) and allf € T.%; .

These{U% (x)}0<x</\2 form an open cover o0, A?] which by the compactness @,A?]
can be reduced to a finite subcm{eU% (xi)},_,  (itis this step which does not work for

R.). It suffices to take; = &(2i — 1) and thusN = 22,

Start atx; and note thaf(1+x;) f(x1))ken is bounded for every member of the se-
quence( fy). By the Bolzano-Weierstra3 theorem there is a subsequeRd®: ) )i, cn such
that ((1+xq) flil(xl))kleN converges ax;. Repeat this to construct a subsequefigg)i,cn
of (fi Jiyen such that both{(1+xq) fi, (X1) Jieen and ((1+x2) fi, (X2) )i,en converge. And
so on. This eventually produces a subsequéfiggk,cn Of ( fk) which has the property that
((14+x) fﬁN(Xi))kNeN converges for every=1,...N. We renamg fi, )kyen = (f7)en for
simplicity.

Convergence implies that for every= 1,...,N there is &;(¢) € N such that

|(14+%) f(x) — (1+x) fo(x)| < = forall ,m>Ki(e) .

¢
3

Given anyx € [0,AA], choose one index € {1,...,N} such thaix € U%(Xj). Then for
any/,m> K(¢g) := max-1_.nKi(g) one has

(143100 — (142 T09] < [(14+%) T — (1+%7) F10x)]
+ (L) Fx) = (L+x5) Fn () |
+](L4+) fax) = (L4000 | < &

In other words, any sequencgéy)key in T-#) has a subsequendg.y such that((l+
X) fg(x))(,GN converges uniformly on any compact intery@lA2] to a differentiable limit
function which belongs to the closute; C .#;. This means thal .7, is || ||g-relatively
compact inLB if restricted to[0,A?]. O

6 Conclusions

In proving existence of a solution cﬂ (4) we closed a majorigaqur programme to construct
a solvable quantum field theory model in four dimensions.[Uif] [we have studied the
numerical iteration of|]4) in the spirit of the Banach fixedmaheorem and convinced
ourselves that the iteration converges numerically. Asvshim Figureﬂz there iperfect
agreemenbetween the numerical solution (&t= _%1) and the analytically established
fixed point domain exp’7,) ).
The numerical treatmenﬂll?] leaves no doubt that the sy, inside exy. 7)) is

unique. It would be very desirable to prove this also anedyty. As shown in the appendix
where we prove that algg, = 1 solvesﬂ4) fold < 0, the restriction to exp?) ) is essential.
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Fig. 2 Comparison between the numerical solutior> Gy, (obtained in [1{7]) of the equati0|ﬂ(4) far=
—%T (blue dots) with the domain exf; (shaded region, defined iH (7)) in which we proved existerice o
fixed point. Observe the big variation bfintervals and corresponding valu@gy,.

We slightly missed in Pro;ﬂ 4 the contractivity criteriontbé Banach fixed point theorem.
If we knew the asymptotic exponent lim., Bgﬁfg? then we could considerably improve
the bound b) by an integration from the other end. Anottieitegy would be to prove
that, starting with the very good estimaté (b) := logGY) = —(1—|A|)log(1+b), one
has (T f(M)(b) =: (™Y (b) > (M. Together with the boundedness proved here, such a
monotonicity would also imply uniqueness.

As discussed irmO] anﬂll?] it is very important to know tig, is a Stieltjes function
(see e.g.|E2]). We have no doubt that this is true, but thefgsanissing. The boundaries of
exp(.%, ) are Stieltjes and the numerical solution is parallel toeHasundaries (Figurﬂ 2).
We made recently some progress in this direction using tesfithis paper in an essental
way: We can prove thaany fixed point solutionGg, of () inside exg.#,) has a holo-

morphic continuatiorz — Gg, to complexz with Re(z) > —1+ % (in fact a bit more) and
satisfies the anti-Herglotz property (Bg;) < 0 for Im(z) > 0 in that half space. To prove
the Stieltjes property we have to extend these results toutplaneC \ | — », 0], see ].
The estimates proved in this paper will definitely be relé¥anthis step.

A The fixed point operator applied to the constant function

We have proved in seﬂ. 3 that the operatatefined in ) maps?, defined in [l7) into itself. We add a small
note showing the existence of fixed points outside. Concretely we show thatO converges pointwise to 0
for A2 — . We have to reintroduce a finite cut-¢ff to make sense of the Hilbert transform of é8p= 1,

namelya“?”‘{‘z(l) = %Iog Lp’p. We then have f04)

(TO)(b) [ dp
TO/(b)i= — o+ A |
1+b "o (A|mm)2+ (b+1- |A|plog 252
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1 1 e dq
1 . / : (A1)
1+b  |AIAZ Jo 7'12—~-(/\1—2+‘;\)|(1—~-q)—Iogq)2
where we have substitute{élzp’—p = ¢. We prove:
Lemma 8 Foru>0one has/ dq 5 = 1 .
Jo m@4 (u(1+q)—logg)® U(u+1)
Proof We have
/°° dq :/""E({ 1 N 1 }
0 2+ (ul+q)—logg)® Jo 2 \l-u(l+a)+loga—im " u(l+aq)
1 1
- - . A2
{—u(1+q)+logq+|n+ u(1+q)}> A2)

The termsuu—iq) are added to improve the deacy at infinity. We patqéd? in the first{... } andz= qd(?™ )

in the second... }. Then fore — 0 we have

[ 8 v aia)
Jo 2m \—u(14+q)+loggFim  u(1+q)
= lim E{ ! ‘
e-0Jc, 2m L —u(1+2)+log(ze'm)

+ u(11+z)}

with R chosen as the cut of I¢ége ™). The decay at guarantees that the intgral over the excdoes not
contribute. Therefore the residue theorem gives

® dg 1 1
/0 2+ (u(1+9)+logg)® 2 Res(7U(1+z)+Iog(zeri")+u(1+z))‘ A3

2eC\R+
Forz= |z with 0 < ¢ < rwone has In—u(1+2) +log(ze ™)) = —u|z|sing — (11— @) < 0. Therefore,
the residue equation € u(1+ z) + log(ze'™) has solutions only on the negative real axis= —x and
u(1—x) = logx with unique solutiorx = 1. This gives

o dq 1 1 1
/o 2 2:(_ I z:71+ﬁ>:u(u+1)' -
Jo 12+ (u(1+q) —logq) u+;
Insertion into ) gives
(T0/() =~ = = (TO)(b) =log (—5— (A4)
T AAZ+1+b -0 1+WDV\2 ' '

which is pointwise convergent to 0 fér? — o, This means thaBg, = exp(0) = 1 for all bis a solution of
M forr <o.

This solution is interesting in so far as the numerical itigagion in ] shows a phase transition at
critical coupling constanfi; ~ —0.39. ForA; < A < 0 we find qualitative agreement with €xf#), ), see
Figure[k, whereas fak < A¢ we haveGg, = 1 in a whole neighbourhood dif = 0. This suggests thal;
locates the transition between solutidbg, € exp(.%; ) andGg, = exp(0) = 1.
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