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Preface

This book provides an introduction to a mathematically rigorous renormalisation
group method which is inspired by Kenneth Wilson’s original ideas from the early
1970s, for which he was awarded the 1982 Nobel Prize in Physics. The method has
been developed and applied over the past ten years in a series of papers authored
by various subsets of the present authors, along with Martin Lohmann, Alexandre
Tomberg and Benjamin Wallace.

We present the general setting of the problems in critical phenomena that have
been addressed by the method, with focus on the 4-dimensional |@[* spin system
and the 4-dimensional continuous-time weakly self-avoiding walk. We give a self-
contained analysis of the 4-dimensional hierarchical |@|* model, which is simpler
than its Euclidean counterpart but still reveals many of the ideas and techniques of
the renormalisation group method. We comment on, and give detailed references
for, the extension of the method to the Euclidean setting in Appendix A. The book
is intended to be a starting point for a reader who may not have prior knowledge of
the renormalisation group method.

The book originated from lecture notes that were prepared for courses at several
summer schools. Subsequently the lecture notes were significantly developed and
rewritten. The courses were given at:

e the Summer School in Mathematical Physics, Analysis and Stochastics, Univer-
sitdt Heidelberg, July 21-26, 2014;

o the MASDOC Summer School on Topics in Renormalisation Group Theory and
Regularity Structures, University of Warwick, May 11-15, 2015;

e the Third NIMS Summer School in Probability: Critical Phenomena, Renormal-
isation Group, and Random Interfaces, National Institute for Mathematical Sci-
ences, Daejeon, June 15-19, 2015;

o the Workshop on Renormalization in Statistical Physics and Lattice Field Theo-
ries, Institut Montpelliérain Alexander Grothendieck, August 24-28, 2015;

o the EMS-IAMP Summer School in Mathematical Physics: Universality, Scaling
Limits and Effective Theories, Rome, July 11-15, 2016;
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e the Bilbao Summer School on Probabilistic Approaches in Mathematical Physics,
Basque Center for Applied Mathematics, July 17-22, 2017.

We are grateful to Manfred Salmhofer and Christoph Kopper in Heidelberg; to Ste-
fan Adams in Warwick; to Kyeong-Hun Kim, Panki Kim and Hyunjae Yoo in Dae-
jeon; to Damien Calaque and Dominique Manchon in Montpellier; to Michele Cor-
regi, Alessandro Giuliani, Vieri Mastropietro and Alessandro Pizzo in Rome; and
to Stefan Adams, Jean-Bernard Bru and Walter de Siqueira Pedra in Bilbao; for
organising these events and for the invitations to lecture.

We are especially grateful to Alexandre Tomberg who gave tutorials for our
courses in Heidelberg and Daejeon, and to Benjamin Wallace who gave tutorials
in Bilbao. Each has contributed in several ways during the early stages of the writ-
ing of this book.

This work was supported in part by NSERC of Canada, by the U.S. NSF under
agreement DMS-1128155, and by the Simons Foundation.
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Notation

Throughout this book, we use the following notational conventions.

e x=o(y) means that x/y — 0 as y — yo, where yy is supplied by the context.

e x = O(y) means that there exist C,  such that |x/y| < C for [y —yo| < 8, where
yo is supplied by the context.

e x = O,(y) means that x = O(y) as y — yo with z fixed, where yy is supplied by

the context.

A~ Bmeans A = B(1+0(1)).

A =< Bmeans C~'A < B < CA for a universal constant C > 0.

A o< B means A = ¢B for some constant ¢ > 0 (which can depend on parameters).

For x = (x;)ier and y = (y;)ier we write (x,y) = ¥y X;vi, where the index set [ is

supplied by the context.

Some commonly used symbols are listed in the index.

xi






Part I
Spin systems and critical phenomena






Chapter 1
Spin systems

1.1 Critical phenomena and the renormalisation group

The subject of critical phenomena and phase transitions has fascinated mathemati-
cians for over half a century. Interest in these topics is now as great as ever, and
models such as percolation, the Ising model, self-avoiding walk, dimer systems,
and others, are prominent in mathematical physics, in probability theory, and in
combinatorics. The physically relevant and mathematically most interesting aspects
of the subject centre on universal quantities such as critical exponents. These expo-
nents describe the large-scale behaviour of a system of strongly dependent random
variables as a parameter governing the strength of dependence, such as temperature,
varies near a critical value at which long-range correlations suddenly appear. The
critical exponents are independent of many details of how a model is defined, and
for this reason models which are crude in their treatment of local interactions can
nevertheless provide accurate information about the large-scale behaviour of real
physical systems.

An extensive but incomplete mathematical theory of 2-dimensional critical phe-
nomena has been obtained in recent decades, particularly with the advent of the
Schramm-Loewner Evolution at the turn of the century. In high dimensions, namely
dimensions d > 4 for spin systems and self-avoiding walk, there is a well-developed
theory of mean-field behaviour, based on techniques including reflection positivity,
differential inequalities, and the lace expansion. The physically most relevant di-
mension, d = 3, has proved intractable to date and remains an outstanding challenge
to mathematicians.

The upper critical dimension, d =4, is borderline in the sense that mean-field the-
ory predicts the correct behaviour in dimensions d > 4, but not d < 4, and typically
this borderline behaviour involves logarithmic corrections to mean-field scaling. Di-
mension 4 is also the reference for the €-expansion, which has provided heuristic
results in dimension 3 by viewing d = 3 as d =4 — € with € = 1. This book concerns
a method for analysing 4-dimensional critical phenomena and proving existence of
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logarithmic corrections to scaling. The method has also been applied to lower di-
mensions via a version of the €-expansion for long-range models.

In the physics literature, critical phenomena are understood via the renormal-
isation group method developed by Kenneth G. Wilson in the early 1970s. Wil-
son received the 1982 Nobel Prize in Physics for this development. Inspiring early
references include [85, 156]. Although Wilson’s renormalisation group method is
now part of the standard toolbox of theoretical physics, there remain serious chal-
lenges to place it on a firm mathematical and non-perturbative foundation. This book
presents a renormalisation group method, developed by the authors, which is appli-
cable to the 4-dimensional n-component |@|* spin system and to the 4-dimensional
continuous-time weakly self-avoiding walk. The latter is treated rigorously as a su-
persymmetric “n = 0" version of the former. To simplify the setting, we present the
method in the context of the 4-dimensional n-component hierarchical |¢[* model.
Discussion of the self-avoiding walk is deferred to Chapter 11.

Extensions of the methods used in this book can found in [18-20,25,26,118,143,
144] (for n > 0). Alternate approaches to the 4-dimensional |@|* model using block
spin renormalisation can be found in [95, 96, 104, 108] (for n = 1), and using phase
space expansion methods in [82] (for n = 1). We make no attempt to provide a thor-
ough review of the many ways in which renormalisation group methods have been
applied in mathematical physics. The low-temperature phase has been studied, e.g.,
in [14, 16]. Renormalisation group methods have recently been applied to gradient
field models in [5], to the Coulomb gas in [79, 80], to interacting dimers in [100],
and to symmetry breaking in low temperature many-boson systems in [15]. The
books [32,122,133,139] provide different approaches to the renormalisation group,
and [101] contains useful background.

Two paramount features of critical phenomena are scale invariance and univer-
sality. The renormalisation group method exploits the scale invariance to explain
universality. This is done via a multi-scale analysis, in which a system studied at
a particular scale is represented by an effective Hamiltonian. Scales are analysed
sequentially, leading to a map that takes the Hamiltonian at one scale to a Hamilto-
nian at the next scale. Advancing the scale gives rise to a dynamical system defined
by this map. Scale invariance occurs at a fixed point of the map, and different fixed
points correspond to different universality classes. The analysis of the dynamical
system at and near the fixed point provides a means to compute universal quan-
tities such as critical exponents. In the physics literature, the analysis is typically
performed in a perturbative fashion, without control of remainder terms. A mathe-
matically rigorous treatment requires full control of nonperturbative aspects as well.

This book presents a self-contained and complete renormalisation group analy-
sis of the 4-dimensional n-component hierarchical |¢|* model. We have set up the
analysis in a fashion parallel to that of its Euclidean counterpart in [18, 20]; the
Euclidean version involves additional ingredients which make its analysis more in-
volved. In Appendix A, we indicate the main differences and provide references for
the Euclidean analysis.
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A spin system is a collection of random variables, called spins, which we denote
(@x)xen Or (Oy)ren- In the examples we discuss, the spins are vectors in R”. The
spins are indexed by a set A, which we initially assume to be finite, but large, and
ultimately we are interested in the infinite volume limit A 1 Z¢. The distribution on
spin configurations is specified in terms of an energy H(¢) or H(o). We discuss four
examples of spin systems in this chapter: the Ising model, the mean-field model, the
Gaussian free field, and the |@[* model.

1.2 Ising model

The prototypical example of a spin system is the Ising model, which is defined as
follows. Given a finite box A C Z4, an Ising configuration is ¢ = (Oy),en, Ox €
{—1,1}, as depicted in Figure 1.1. With e one of the 2d unit vectors in 74, we
define the discrete gradient and Laplacian of a function f : Z¢ — C by

1
(Ve = fere = frr (Af)x=—5 Y vevee= ) ver (1.2.1)

e:le]=1 e:le|=1

An energy is associated to each configuration ¢ by

Hoa(o) =3 ¥ Y (Vo). (12.2)

e:le|=1x€A

together with a boundary contribution fixing the spins on the outer boundary of A.
Let E) be the set of edges {x,y} where x,y are nearest neighbour lattice sites. The
energy (1.2.2) is twice the number of edges in E (2) whose spins disagree. Up to an
additive constant, it can also be written as — ) {xy}eE® OxOy.

e e i T e S R
D e e O e
B e O e S e e T
e B e e S S
e B = B e SR
R e e e e e i
e e e e
e A e
B e e T e i
A e

Fig. 1.1 A configuration of the Ising model.

The probability of a configuration ¢ is given by the finite-volume Gibbs measure

Pra(0) o e A/ T (85,41 + 86,-1), (1.2.3)

XEA
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where T represents temperature, and where the constant of proportionality is such
that Pr 4 is a probability measure. The interaction is ferromagnetic: configurations
with more neighbouring spins aligned are energetically favourable (lower energy)
and have higher probability. The configurations with all spins +1 or all spins —1
have the lowest energy. For higher energies there is a larger number of configura-
tions realising that energy, leading to a greater weight—or entropy—of these in the
probability measure. The competition of energy and entropy, whose relative weight
is controlled by the temperature, leads to a phase transition at a critical tempera-
ture T.. For T < T, the dominant mechanism is the minimising of energy, while
for T > T, it is the effect of entropy that dominates. Typical configurations look
dramatically different depending on whether T is below, at, or above the critical
temperature 7;; see Figure 1.2.

Low temperature 7 < T Critical temperature T’ = T, High temperature T > T,

Fig. 1.2 Typical configurations of the 2-dimensional Ising model, with boundary spins fixed white
for the top half and dark for the bottom half.

To model the effect of an external magnetic field h € R, the Hamiltonian becomes

Hya(0) =Hoa(0)—h Y o= %Z Y (v¢o)i-nY o (1.2.4)

xXEA e xeA XEA

Associated to this Hamiltonian, there is again a finite-volume Gibbs measure with
Hy 4 replaced by Hj, 4 in (1.2.3). The infinite-volume Gibbs measure P, r is defined
to be the limit of the measures P, 74 as A 1 74 . There is work to do to show exis-
tence of the limit, which may depend on boundary conditions and fail to be unique.
Expectation with respect to P, 7 is denoted <~>h7T. See, e.g., [88,99, 141] for details
about Gibbs measures.

The magnetisation is defined by M(h,T) = (0o)s1, and the spontaneous mag-
netisation is My (T) = lim; oM (h,T). The phase transition for the Ising model is
illustrated in Figure 1.3. Above the critical temperature 7;, the spontaneous mag-
netisation is zero, whereas below T it is positive. The slope of the magnetisation
M(h,T) at h =0 is called the magnetic susceptibility; it diverges as T | T.. More
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M T) ML (T)
/M—//'
M4(T) T=T,
T>T.
h T. T
Fig. 1.3 Critical behaviour of the magnetisation.
precisely, for T > T, we define:
two-point function: 7o, (7) = (CoOx)o,r, (1.2.5)
correlation length:  &(T)™' = — lim n~"log 7o e, (T), (1.2.6)
n—soo
0
tibility: T)= T)=—MhT . 1.2.7
susceptibility:  (T) = ¥ wulT) = = M(LT)| . (127)

xezd

In (1.2.6), e; = (1,0,...,0) is a unit vector in Z4. The most subtle and interesting
behaviour occurs at and near the phase transition, where the spins develop strong and
non-trivial correlations. The scaling of these can be described in terms of various
critical exponents, as follows:

x(T)~ AT —T.)7 (T} T.), (1.2.8)
E(T) ~Ay(T—T.)"" (T} T.), (1.2.9)
To:(T2) ~ A @724 (Jx| = o0, (1.2.10)
M(h,T.) ~ Agh'/® (h10), (1.2.11)
M (T) ~As(T, —T)P (T1T). (12.12)

The critical exponents are conjectured to obey certain scaling relations, an example
of which is Fisher’s relation y = (2 — n)v. The critical exponents are predicted
to be universal. This means that they should depend primarily on the dimension d
and not on fine details of how the model is formulated. For example, the exponents
are predicted to be the same on the square or triangular or hexagonal lattices for
d = 2. The main mathematical problem for the Ising model, and for spin systems
more generally, is to provide rigorous proof of the existence and universality of the
critical exponents. The following is an informal summary of what has been achieved
so far.

There has been great success for the case of d = 2. For the square lattice Z2, it has
been proved that the critical temperature is given by 7" ! = %log(l +4/2), and that

1

the critical exponents 7, 3,8,1, v exist and take the values v = %, B =g, 0=15,
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n= %, v = 1. In addition, the law of the interface curve in the middle picture in
Figure 1.2 is the Schramm-Loewner Evolution SLE3. References for these theorems
include [29, 60,61, 129].

In dimensions d > 4, also much is known. The critical exponents ¥, 3,5, exist
and take the values y=1, 8 = %, 6 =3, n = 0. These exponents have the same
values as for the Ising model defined on the complete graph, which is called the
Curie—Weiss or mean-field Ising model. Precise statements and proofs of these facts
can be found in [7,9,89, 137]. We discuss the mean-field Ising model in more detail
in Section 1.4.

Logarithmic corrections to mean-field behaviour are predicted for d =4 [37,113,
151], and it is known that there cannot be corrections which are larger than logarith-
mic [9, 10]. It remains an open problem to prove the precise behaviour for d =4, and
in this book we address some closely related problems concerning the |¢|* model.
For the hierarchical Ising model in dimension 4, a rigorous renormalisation group
analysis is presented in [106].

Only recently has it been proved that the spontaneous magnetisation vanishes at
the critical temperature for Z> [8]. It remains a major open problem to prove the
existence of critical exponents for d = 3. In the physics literature, the conformal
bootstrap has been used to compute exponents to high accuracy [77].

1.3 Spin systems and universality

The Ising model is only one example of a large class of spin systems. A general
class of O(n)-symmetric ferromagnetic spin models can be defined as follows.

Let A be a finite set, and let B, = B,x be nonnegative spin-spin coupling con-
stants indexed by A X A. A spin configuration consists of a spin ¢, € R" for each
x € A, and can be considered either as a map ¢ : A — R” or as an element ¢ € R™.
The bulk energy of the spin configuration ¢ is

1
H@)==Y Byloc—o >+ Y h-o. (13.1)

4 X,YyEA xX€EA

The constant vector & represents an external magnetic field, which may be zero. For
a given reference measure y on R” called the single-spin distribution, a probability
measure on spin configurations is defined by the expectation

(P [ Flo)e ™ [Tu(dpn). (132)

XEA

The assumption f,, > 0 is the assumption that the model is ferromagnetic: it en-
courages spin alignment. When p is absolutely continuous it is usually convenient
to instead take u equal to the Lebesgue measure and equivalently add a potential to
the energy, i.e.,
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1
H(p) =7 X Boloc— @ + L h ot ) w(go). (133)

X,yEA XEA XEA

We associate to 3 the Laplacian matrix Ag, which acts on scalar fields f: A — R
by
(Aﬁf)x = Z ﬁxy(fy _fx)' (1'3'4)
yEA
For the case where fB,, = 1., is the indicator that x and y are nearest neighbours
in Z4, this recovers the standard Laplacian of (1.2.1). For vector-valued fields f =
(f',...,f™) the Laplacian acts component-wise, i.e., (Aﬁf)i = Aﬁfi. Then we can
rewrite H (@) as

H(p)= % Y oo (—Ap)oy+ Y hooe+ ) w(ey). (1.3.5)

XEA XEA XEA

Boundary terms can be included in the energy as well.

Examples are given by the following choices of ¢ and w. Since u and w provide
redundant freedom in the specification of the model, we either specify y and then
assume that w = 0, or we specify w and then assume that u is the Lebesgue measure.

e Isingmodel: n=1and u =86, +6_;.

e O(n) model: u is the uniform measure on §"~! C R”,

e Gaussian free field (GFF): w(¢@,) = m?|@,|* with m? > 0.

e [o[* model: w(¢y) = 1g|@:|* + T V|gx|* with g > 0and v € R.

The O(n) model is the Ising model when n = 1, and it is also called the rotator model
for n = 2, and the classical Heisenberg model for n = 3.

Examples for the choice of interaction 3 are:

e Mean-field interaction: fB,, = B/|A| for all x,y € A.

e Nearest-neighbour interaction: A C Z4¢ and fy = B 1,y

e Finite-range interaction: A C Z< and f3,, = f8 1jx_|<g for some R > 1.

e Long-range interaction: A C Z¢ and B,y < |x — y|~ (4% for some a € (0,2).
e Hierarchical interaction: discussed in detail in Chapter 4.

In appropriate limits |A| — oo, the above models typically undergo phase transi-
tions as their respective parameters are varied. As in the example of the Ising model,
the critical behaviour can be described by critical exponents. The universality con-
Jjecture for critical phenomena asserts that the critical behaviour of spin models is
the same within very general symmetry classes.

The symmetry class is determined by the number of components n, correspond-
ing to the symmetry group O(n), and the class of coupling constants. For example,
in Z4, the same critical behaviour is predicted when the spin-spin coupling 8 has
any finite range, or bounded variance ¥, ;4 |x|*Box (in infinite volume), as long as
U or w has appropriate regularity and growth properties. Also, the same critical be-
haviour is predicted for the O(n) and |@|* models. A general proof of the universality
conjecture is one of the major open problems of statistical mechanics.
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In the remainder of this chapter, we consider three of the above examples: the
mean-field model, the Gaussian free field, and the |@|* model. For both the mean-
field model and the Gaussian free field, a complete analysis can be carried out. We
present specific instructive cases that illustrate the general phenomena. The |¢p|*
model is a generic case, on which much of the remainder of this book is focussed.

1.4 Mean-field model

1.4.1 Critical behaviour of the mean-field model

Let n > 1 be an integer, and let A = {0,1,...,N — 1} be a finite set. As mentioned
in the previous section, the mean-field model corresponds to the choice B, = B/N
for the coupling constants. With this choice, the Laplacian of (1.3.4) is given by

—Ag=pBP with P=Id—Q, (1.4.1)

where Id denotes the N x N identity matrix and Q is the constant matrix with entries
Oy =N ~1. Note that P and Q are orthogonal projections with P+ Q = Id. The
energy of the mean-field O(n) model is then given by

H(G):%ZGX'(_AﬁG)x‘FZh'Gx- (1.4.2)

xXEA XEA

The finite-volume expectation is defined by

Fipav [ F(0)e ™ [T u(do,), (1.43)
(sm=1) XEA

where the single-spin distribution 4 is the uniform measure on the sphere §"~! C R”.
In particular, for n = 1, the sphere S"~! is the set {—1,-+1} and we have the mean-
field Ising model, or Curie—Weiss model. In terms of the temperature variable 7 used
in our discussion of the Ising model in Section 1.2, here f3 is the inverse temperature
B=1/T.

The mean-field Ising model is a canonical example which is discussed in many
books on statistical mechanics, including [28,78,88]. It is important for various rea-
sons: it is an example where nontrivial critical behaviour can be worked out exactly
and completely including computation of critical exponents, its critical exponents
have been proven to give bounds on the critical exponents of other models, and its
critical exponents are proven or predicted to give the same values as other models
in dimensions d > 4.

What makes the mean-field model more tractable is its lack of geometry. Apart
from an unimportant volume-dependent constant that is independent of the spin
configuration, the energy can be rewritten in terms of the mean spin 6 = N~' Y o,
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as

1 1
H(o) = _2£ZGX'G)7+Zh'Gx+COHSt:N<_2ﬁ6'6+h'6) + const.
X,y X

(14.4)
Thus H is actually a function only of the mean spin. This is the origin of the name
“mean-field” model.
The susceptibility and magnetisation are defined by

M(B.h) = lim (o0} - (1.45)
oM

For the results we focus on the Ising case n = 1, but we present the set-up for the
general O(n) model. We will prove the following theorem, which shows that the
critical exponents ¥, 8, B (for the susceptibility, the vanishing of the magnetisation
at the critical point, and the spontaneous magnetisation) take the mean-field values
y=1,8=3,B= % We have written B for the critical exponent of the sponta-
neous magnetisation rather than 8 as in (1.2.12), since here 8 represents the inverse
temperature. The theorem also shows that the critical value of 8 is . = 1.

Theorem 1.4.1. Let B, = 1.

(i) The spontaneous magnetisation obeys

M+(ﬁ){>g Eg Zg; (1.4.7)
and
M (B)~B(B—=BN"* (BB (1.4.8)
(ii) The magnetisation obeys
M(Be,h) ~ (3h)' (k] 0). (1.4.9)

(iii) The susceptibility is finite for B < B for any h, and also for B > B, if h # 0,
and

1 1

B.— B (B <Be), X(ﬁ>0+)“’w (BLB). (1.4.10)

x(ﬁvo):

1.4.2 Renormalised measure

We start with the following elementary lemma.
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Lemma 1.4.2. Let Ag = —BP be the mean-field Laplacian. There is a constant
¢ > 0 such that

1

o 3(0.-440) :c/ o5 (9-0.9-0) dp  (ce (R, (1.4.11)

where we identify @ € R" as a constant vector (@,...,¢) € (RN, and the paren-
theses denote the inner product on (R")N.

Proof. Let 6 = N~'Y 0, denote the average spin. We can regard both & and ¢
as constant vectors in (R")N. By the discussion around (1.4.1), Qo = &, and P =
Id — Q projects onto the orthogonal complement of the subspace of constant fields.
Therefore,

(p—0,9—0)=(¢-0.0(¢—0))+(¢—0.P(¢—0))
=N|p—6|*+ (o,Po). (1.4.12)

We take the exponential exp(—4f3(-)) of both sides and integrate over ¢ € R". The
term involving (o, Po) factors out of the integral and gives the desired left-hand
side of (1.4.11), and the remaining integral is seen to be independent of o after
making the change of variables ¢ — ¢ 4 &. [ |

The identity (1.4.11) allows us to decompose the measure of the mean-field
model v on (§" ")V into two measures, which we call the renormalised measure
and the fluctuation measure.

The renormalised measure Vv, is a measure on R" defined as follows. For ¢ € R",
we define the renormalised potential by

V(p) = —log 1e‘g(“’_")'(q’_“)”"’u(do). (1.4.13)
s
The renormalised measure is then defined by the expectation
Ey, (G) o s G(p)e M@ dg. (1.4.14)

The fluctuation measure |1, is a measure on (S"~")" but of simpler form than the
original O(n) measure. It is a product measure that depends on the renormalised
field ¢ € R”, and is defined by

1 o ) (9—0Ox)+h-0x
E”w(”:m/(wwl”(o)ﬂe 2 (0-0 (=000 (dG,).  (1.4.15)

XEA

Lemma 1.4.3. The mean-field measure (1.4.3) has the decomposition

(F)gun=Ev, By, (F)) forF: (8" "N >R (1.4.16)
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Proof. The proof is just a matter of substituting in definitions and using (1.4.11):

_1

Fipave [ Flo)e

(sn-1)N (0(=4p)0)(h0) H u(doy)

XEA

= /Rn /(sn—l W F(o) 97g((pfq‘)'“pfa‘)%‘cx#(do'x)d(P

XEA

= - eiNV((p)E’u(p (F)d(p

o By, (Ey, (F)). (1.4.17)

Since Ey (1) = 1 = Ey, (Ey, (1)), the proportional relation becomes an identity. ®

The above decomposition of the measure into a fluctuation measure and a renor-
malised measure can be seen as a toy example of the idea of renormalisation. This
is further discussed in Example 2.1.12.

1.4.3 Magnetisation and susceptibility: Proof of Theorem 1.4.1

To compute the magnetisation, we need the observable F (o) = 0. Let

1
G(¢) =Ey,(00) = p=—r) /S 00 e 5000 (9=00)+h 00 1y (40).  (1.4.18)
Then (1.4.16) and (1.4.14) imply that

_ Je G(@)e M Ddg
 freeNV(0)de

(00)g.nn = Ev.(G(9)) (1.4.19)

The right-hand side is a finite-dimensional integral, with dimension n independent
of the number of vertices N. Therefore Laplace’s Principle can be applied to study
the limit as N — c. The following exercise is an instance of Laplace’s Principle; for
much more on this kind of result see [158].

Theorem 1.4.4. Let V : R" — R be continuous with unique global minimum at
@0 € R". Assume that [gne™" d@ is finite and that {¢ € R" : V(@) < V() + 1} is
compact. Then for any bounded continuous function g : R* — R,

—NV(p)
N e Vel dg

g(9o). (1.4.20)

Exercise 1.4.5. Prove Theorem 1.4.4. [Solution]

Let G(¢) = Ey, (00) be as above. The critical points ¢ of the renormalised po-
tential V satisfy
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Fig. 1.4 The renormalised potential for < B, with 2 = 0 (left) and & # O (right). The renormalised
potential is convex and the minimum is assumed at a unique point in both cases.

0=VV(p)=p(¢—-G(9)), ie.,p=0G(9). (1.421)

The following lemma gives properties of V for the case n = 1. See Figure 1.4 for
part (ii) and Figure 1.5 for part (iii).

Lemma 1.4.6. Let n =1 and set B, = n = 1. Then the renormalised potential V and
the function G are given by

V(p) = g(p2 —logcosh(B¢ +h) + const, G(p) = —3—‘2 =tanh(B@ +h).
(1.4.22)
As a consequence:

(i) For h # 0, V has a unique minimum @o(,h) with the same sign as h.

(ii) For B < B, V is convex, the unique minimum of V tends to 0 as h — 0, and

V(@) = B(1—B/Bc) for any h € R.

(iii) For B > B, V is non-convex, the minima of V are £r for some r = r(f) > 0 if
h =0, and as h |. 0 the unique minimum converges to +r or —r.

(iv) The minimum @o(P,h) is differentiable in h whenever h # 0 or 3 < fB..

Proof. This is a direct computation. Note that when n = 1 the integrals in (1.4.13)
and (1.4.18) are just sums over two terms ¢ = +1, each with measure % [ ]

Proof of Theorem 1.4.1. For h # 0 or B < B, denote by ¢@o(,h) the unique mini-
mum of V. By Theorem 1.4.4 and (1.4.21), the magnetisation is given by

M(B,h) = lim (G s = lim By, (G(0)) = G(oo(B.h)) = go(B,h). (1423)

The susceptibility is by definition given by
oM X0
X(B.h) = —,-(B.h) = —=(B.h). (1.4.24)
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Fig. 1.5 The renormalised potential for § > B, with 2 = 0 (left) and & # 0 (right). For & # 0 the
minimum is unique, while for 4 = 0 there are two minima for n = 1 and a set of minima with O(n)
symmetry for general n.

(i) Lemma 1.4.6 implies @y(B,04) =0if B < fB. =1 and @y(B,04) > 0if B > B..
Since also ¢y(B,0,) — 0 as B — P, the asymptotics tanh(x) = x — 1x> + o(x*)
imply
(Pﬂ(ﬁa()Jr) = tanh(:B(pO(ﬁaO+))
= Bn(B.0)— 3 (Bov(B,0.)’ +o(Bu(B.0,))°,  (1425)

and therefore @y = @o(f3,0.) satisfies

(B=1)¢0 = %(ﬁ%)3+0(5%)3- (1.4.26)

Using ¢@y(,04) > 0 for B > 1, the claim follows by dividing by ¢y/3 and taking
the square root:

<p§~3ﬁﬁ31 ~3(B-B) (BLB)- (1.4.27)
(ii) Similarly, if B = 1 and & > 0,
(pg:tanh((p0+h):(po+h—%((po+h)3+o((po+h)3 (1.4.28)
implies
oo~ (303 (h]0). (1.4.29)

(iii) Note that 0 = Vé.h((po(ﬁ,h)) implies

(92 82 )
0= Fraq Bn(90(B:h)+ Wvﬁ,h(%(ﬁvh))%(ﬁ,h). (1.4.30)

Using that
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82

mVﬁﬁh((p):—ﬁ(l—tanhz(ﬁ(p—i—h)), (1.4.31)
82
9g2 pi(9) = B —P*(1 —tanh®(Bo+-1)), (1432)

and @y = tanh(B @y + h), therefore

d @ B 1

5, B = B wB T (1.4.33)
This implies
1 1 1
WO w0 T-p pop PP (4
1 1 1

WO s B0 260 PP
(1.4.35)
as claimed. ]

We conclude this section with two exercises concerning the extension of some of
the above ideas fromn=1ton > 1.

Exercise 1.4.7. Let n = 3. Show that

V(o) = Blo—tog (BT LB s

where V(@) was defined in (1.4.13). [Solution]
Exercise 1.4.8. Extend the results of Lemma 1.4.6 ton > 1. Let B, = n.

(i) For B < B, the effective potential V is convex and the minimum of V tends to
0 as h — 0. Moreover, HessV (¢) > B(1 —/f;) for any h € R".
(ii) For B > B., the effective potential V' is non-convex.

Hint: [76, Theorem D.2] is helpful. [Solution]

1.5 Gaussian free field and simple random walk

Another fundamental example of a spin system is the Gaussian free field (GFF). The
GFF is a spin system whose distribution is Gaussian. In this section, we indicate
that its critical behaviour can be computed directly, and establish its connection to
the simple random walk. We also introduce the bubble diagram, whose behaviour
provides an indication of the special role of dimension 4.



1.5 Gaussian free field and simple random walk 17

1.5.1 Gaussian free field

Let A be afinite set, and let B = (Byy)xyca be non-negative coupling constants with
By = Byx- As in (1.3.5), given a spin field ¢ : A — R", and given m? > 0, we define

1

H(p) =5 (9, (=4 +m)g). (1.5.1)

We then use H to define a probability measure on field configurations via specifica-
tion of the expectation

(F) o /( o F(@) T o (152)

xXeEA

where the integration is with respect to Lebesgue measure on (R")*.

Definition 1.5.1. An n-component Gaussian free field (GFF) with mass m > 0 on
A 1is a field distributed according to the above measure. An example of particular
interest is the case where A is a finite approximation to Z¢, and By = li~y. Then
Ag is the discrete Laplace operator and we simply write A.

Exercise 1.5.2. Show that (¢, —Ag@) > 0 for all @ € R*. In particular, (@, (—Ag +
m?)@) > m*(@, @) > 0 for all ¢ # 0, i.e., —Ag +m? is strictly positive definite if
m?* > 0 (and thus so is (—Ag +m?)~1). If 1 is the constant function on A, defined
by 1, =1 for all x € A, then —Aﬁ]l =0and

(—Ag+m*) "1 =m L. (1.5.3)

[Solution]

Definition 1.5.1 can be restated to say that the GFF is defined as the Gaussian
field on R™ with mean zero and covariance given by

(plo]) = 8ij(—Ag+mP)y,. (1.5.4)

For the particular case mentioned in Definition 1.5.1, for which the Laplacian is the
standard one on a subset A C Z4, we write the covariance as

Copa (M) = (=AM 4m?) ). (1.5.5)

See Chapter 2 for a detailed introduction to Gaussian fields. Rather than taking A as
a subset of Z¢, we can instead take it to be a discrete d-dimensional torus. The use of
a torus avoids issues concerning boundary conditions and also preserves translation
invariance. For m*> > 0 and for all dimensions d > 0, it can be proved that in the
limit as the period of the torus goes to infinity, the limit

Coy(m?) = lim Cyyp (m?) (1.5.6)

=1
A1Z4
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exists and is given in terms of the Laplacian A on £5(Z%) by
Cy(m*) = (—A+m?);. (1.5.7)

In addition, for & > 2 it can be proved that the limit Cy (0) = 1im,,2 o Cy (m?) exists.
The restriction to d > 2 is a reflection of the fact that simple random walk on Z¢ is
transient if and only if d > 2.

As in the corresponding definitions for the Ising model in (1.2.5)—(1.2.7), we
define

two-point function: & ijy(mz), (1.5.8)
correlation length: & (m?) ™! = — li_r)n n110g Co e, (m?), (1.5.9)
L ;
susceptibility: x(m*) = Y Coc(m®). (1.5.10)
x€zZ4

For the two-point function we allow m? > 0, whereas for the correlation length and
susceptibility we restrict to m*> > 0. The susceptibility diverges at the critical value
m? = 0. The relations

x(m?) =m2 (m*>0), (1.5.11)
E(m*) ~m™! (m?10), (1.5.12)
Cox(0) = (=A)g; ~ e(d)|x| =2+ (x| = o), (1.5.13)

respectively follow from (1.5.3), from [121, Theorem A.2], and from a standard fact
about the lattice Green function (—A)’] (see, e.g., [114]). The above relations show
that the critical exponents for the GFF assume the values

y=1, v=5, n=0. (1.5.14)

These are conventionally called mean-field values, although the exponents v and
involve the geometry of Z¢ and therefore are somewhat unnatural for the mean-field
model. The fact that Y = (2 — 1)V is an instance of Fisher’s relation.

1.5.2 Simple random walk

The GFF is intimately related to the simple random walk. In this section, we make
contact between the two models in the case of Z<.

Given d > 0 and x,y € Z¢, an n-step walk on Z¢ from x to y is a sequence ® =
(x=x0,X1,...,Xn—1,%, =) of neighbouring points (|x; —x;_1| = 1). We write |®| =
n for the length of o, and write YW (x,y) for the set of all walks from x to y. Let V
be a complex diagonal Z¢ x Z? matrix whose elements obey Rev, > ¢ > 0 for some
positive c. We define the simple random walk two-point function by
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||

V)
Wo'= Y Tl (1.5.15)
weEW(x,y) j= 02d+v0)}

The positivity condition on V ensures that the right-hand side converges. For the
special case where V has constant diagonal elements m?, we write

||

()
wo''= Y 5= (1.5.16)
WEW(x,y) J= 02d+m2

The next lemma shows that W, is related to the covariance of the GFF.

Lemma 1.5.3. For d > 0 and a diagonal matrix V with Revy > ¢ > 0,
Wy = (—A+V)g. (1.5.17)
In particular,
2
W) = Cop(m?) = (A +m?)5. (1.5.18)

Proof. We separate the contribution of the zero-step walk, and for walks taking at
least one step we condition on the first step, to obtain

Loso ]
2d+ve 7 2d 4wy,

wy = Y Wi, (1.5.19)

:le|=1

We multiply through by 2d + v, and rearrange the terms to obtain

(AW + v, W) = 6, (1.5.20)
which can be restated as (—A 4+ V)W) = I, and the proof is complete. |

With respect to the uniform measure on n-step walks started at x, let p,(x,y)
denote the probability that an n-step walk started at x ends at y. Equation (1.5.16)
can be rewritten as

(m (2d)
Wiy an x,) Qd+m2yT

=(—A+m?). (1.5.21)
When m? > 0, the sum in (1.5.21) is finite in all dimensions. When m? = 0,
Y oPn(x,y) is the Green function for simple random walk, which is finite if and
only if d > 2 (see Exercise 1.5.5).

The central limit theorem asserts that the distribution of p, is asymptotically
Gaussian, and the functional central limit theorem asserts that the scaling limit of
simple random walk is Brownian motion. For random walk, universality is the state-
ment that the critical exponents and limiting distribution remains the same, not only
for simple random walk, but for any random walk composed of i.i.d. steps X; having
mean zero and finite variance.
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1.5.3 The bubble diagram

The bubble diagram plays a key role in identifying the special role of dimension 4
in critical phenomena. It is defined by

B,a= Y (Co(m?)?, (1.5.22)

xeZd

with Cox(m?) = (—A +m?)~! as in (1.5.7). The Fourier transform is useful for the
analysis of the bubble diagram.

The Fourier transform of an absolutely summable function f : Z¢ — C is defined
by

fk)y=Y fee** (ke[-mn]). (1.5.23)

xezd

The inverse transform is given by

fo=(m)~ / k) e (xezd). (1.5.24)

[77r77r]d

With respect to the Fourier transform, —A acts as a multiplication operator with
multiplication by

d
A(k)=4Y sin*(k;/2) (ke [-ma]"). (1.5.25)
Jj=1
This means that -
(=AS) (k) = A(k)f(k), (1.5.26)
and hence the Fourier transform of Cp, (m?) is given by
Catk) =t (15.27)
m k) +m -
Therefore, by Parseval’s formula and (1.5.27),
1 dk
B ,= . 1.5.28
= | e G2 (1229

The logarithmic corrections to scaling for d = 4 in Theorem 1.6.1 arise via the
logarithmic divergence of the 4-dimensional bubble diagram.

Exercise 1.5.4. Show that By < oo if and only if d > 4, and that, as m? 10,

m~ 4= (d < 4)

1.5.29
logm™2 (d =4), ( )

B,» ~ by x {
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with by = §, by = 77, b3 = gz, ba = 12— [Solution]

4r> 87t’

The following exercises review the fact that simple random walk is recurrent in

dimensions d < 2 and transient for d > 2, and relate the bubble diagram to intersec-
tions of random walks.

Exercise 1.5.5. (i) Let u denote the probability that simple random walk ever returns
to the origin. The walk is recurrent if u = 1 and transient if u < 1. Let N denote the
random number of visits to the origin, including the initial visit at time 0. Show that
EN = (1 —u)~", so the walk is recurrent if and only if EN = co.

(i) Show that
EN=Y p,(0)=2d / L
n=0 ) l

Thus transience is characterised by the integrability of C‘o(k) =1/A(k).
(iii) Show that simple random walk is recurrent in dimensions d < 2 and transient
for d > 2. [Solution]

(1.5.30)

Exercise 1.5.6. Let S! = (S}),>0 and §? = (52),>0 be two independent simple ran-
dom walks on Z¢ started at the origin, and let

1= Z Z Iy _g (1.5.31)

m=0n=

be the random number of intersections of the two walks. Show that
EI = (2d)*By. (1.5.32)

Thus ET is finite if and only if d > 4. [Solution]

1.6 |¢|* model

1.6.1 Definition of the |@|* model

As in Section 1.3, the n-component |@|* model on a set A is defined by the expec-
tation

_ —H(p)
Flava =7~ [ @) " do (16.)
with
1
prx —ApP)x +Z( 8|« +2vq>x|2>. (1.6.2)
xEA XEA

Here ¢ > 0, v € R, and d@ = [[,cp d@, is the Lebesgue measure on (R")A.
The partition function Z,y 4 is defined by the condition (1)gy 4 = 1. An exter-
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nal field 4 can also be included, but we have omitted it here. We are primarily
concerned here with the nearest-neighbour interaction on a d-dimensional discrete
torus, for which Ag = A is the standard Laplacian. The single-spin distribution is

e~ glon +3vied) g ¢,. For the case v < 0, which is our principal interest, we have a
double-well potential as depicted for n = 1 in Figure 1.6. For n > 2, it is sometimes
called a Mexican hat potential.

With v = —gf3, the single-spin density becomes proportional to e 18(od=p)*,
In the limit g — oo, this converges to the O(r) model, whose single-spin distribution
is the uniform measure on the surface of the sphere of radius \/B in n dimensions.
By rescaling the field by 1/ \/B , this definition is equivalent to the more usual one,
where spins are on the unit sphere and an inverse temperature parameter 3 multiplies
the spin coupling term @ - (—A@). Conversely, the |@|* model can be realised as a
limit of O(n) models [72, 142].

Fig.1.6 Forn = 1, the density of the single-spin distribution is shown at right, with its double-well
potential at left.

The Ising model Gibbs measure of (1.2.3) is equal to

1
Pr s () o< e~ 1 Ziea ox(-40) ] 5 (8.1 +8a,-1) (1.6.3)
XEA

Let ¢y = T_l/zo'x. Then

1
Pra(@) o o= 3 Leea 0:(—49); [158 112 +8, _7-12)- (1.6.4)

XEA 2

Suppose that we replace the single-spin distribution %(S%T, 12+8; p-1p)bya
smoothed out distribution with two peaks located at +7 /2. It may be expected
that, as 7 is decreased, such a model will have a phase transition with the same
critical exponents as the Ising model. This is qualitatively similar to the |@|* model
with v < 0. Now v plays the role of T, and there is again a phase transition and
corresponding critical exponents associated with a (negative) critical value v, of v.
Alignment of spins is observed for v < v, but not for v > v,, as illustrated schemat-
ically in Figure 1.7.



1.6 |@|* model 23

General results on the existence of phase transitions for multi-component spin
systems in dimensions d > 3 are proved in [90]. For d = 2, the Mermin—Wagner
theorem rules out phase transitions for n > 2. It is predicted that the |@|* model is in
the same universality class as the O(n) model, for all n > 1. In particular, the critical
exponents of the n-component |¢|* are predicted to be the same as those of the O(n)
model.

Fig. 1.7 Typical spin configurations for v < v, (spins aligned) and for v > v, (spins not aligned).

We write (F;G) = (FG) — (F){(G) for the covariance of random variables F,G.
Five quantities of interest are the pressure, the two-point function, the susceptibil-
ity, the correlation length of order p > 0, and the specific heat. These are defined,
respectively, as the limits (assuming they exist)

p(gv) = lim |T1N|long,v,AN, (1.6.5)

(@o9:)ew = lim (9400 )ev.ay- (1.6.6)

x(g,v) = lim erAN<(p& P evay (1.6.7)
1/p

&g v) = ( Tav) A, EZAL 217 (@4 <p£>g,v,AN> . (168)

| 2 2
cr(g,v) = 7 Jim erAN<|(p°| 0 Pgvay, (1.6.9)

for a sequence of boxes Ay approximating Z¢ as N — 0. In making the above
definitions, we used the fact that (¢,) = 0 for all x due to the O(n) invariance.

In general, the limit defining the pressure has been proved to exist and to be
independent of the boundary conditions for the n-component |¢[* model for any
d>0,n>1,g>0and v € R [117]. For n = 1,2, correlation inequalities [83]
imply that the pressure is convex, and hence also continuous, in v, and that for the
case of free boundary conditions the limit defining the susceptibility exists (possibly
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infinite) and is monotone non-increasing in v. Proofs are lacking for n > 2 due to a
lack of correlation inequalities in this case (as discussed, e.g., in [83]), but it is to be
expected that these facts known for n = 1,2 are true also for n > 2.

1.6.2 Critical exponents of the |¢|* model

Dimensions above four

For d > 4, the |@|* model has been proven to exhibit mean-field behaviour. In par-
ticular, it is known [7,89] that forn = 1,2, withv =v.+¢€and as € | 0,

1
x(g,v)xg whend >4, n=1,2. (1.6.10)

The proof is based on correlation inequalities, differential inequalities, and reflection
positivity. Also, for n = 1,2, the specific heat does not diverge as v | v, [83, 145].
More recently, the lace expansion has been used to prove that for d > 4 and small
g > 0, the critical two-point function has the Gaussian decay

1
(@3 o) v, ~ CW as |x| — oo, (1.6.11)

for n =1 [138] and for n = 1,2 [41]. The above equations are statements that the
critical exponents ¥, 1 take their mean-field values y=1and n =0 for d > 4.

Dimension four

For dimension d = 4, logarithmic corrections to mean-field critical scaling were pre-
dicted in [37,113,151]. In the early 1980s it was established that the deviation from
mean-field scaling is at most logarithmic for d = 4, for some quantities including
the susceptibility [7,10,89]. A number of rigorous results concerning precise critical
behaviour of the 4-dimensional case were proved during the 1980s using rigorous
renormalisation group methods based on block spins [95,96,108] or phase space ex-
pansion [82]. The following theorems were proved recently via an approach based
on the methods in this book.

Theorem 1.6.1. [I8]. For d =4, n > 1, L large, and g > 0 small, there exists
Ve = Ve(g,n) <0 such that, withv = v, + € and as € ], 0,
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1
1(8,v) ~ Agp_(loge™") /), (16.12)
(logs’l)(4’”>/(”+8) (n<4)
cH(g,V) ~ Dgpn x { logloge™! (n=4) (1.6.13)
1 (n>4).

As g 10, Ay, ~ ((n+8)g/(16x2)) 2/ 48) and v, (g,n) ~ —(n+2)gNy (with
Na=(~A))

Theorem 1.6.2. [26]. Ford =4,n>1, p >0, L large, and g > 0 small (depending
onp,n), withv=v.+¢€andas € 0,

Ep(g,v) ~ Cg,n,pﬁﬂogs‘lﬁ“*”/ (n+8), (1.6.14)

Theorem 1.6.3. [144]. Ford =4, n > 1, L large, and g > 0 small, as |x| — oo,

/

A
(P3P g ~ @ (1.6.15)
nAy , 1

2' 2 ~ 2 _
(lool*: [@e")g.v. (log 2 D79 [ (1.6.16)

Related further results can be found in [18, 26, 144]. In the above theorems, the
infinite-volume limits are taken through a sequence of tori A = Ay = Z¢ /LNZ for
sufficiently large L, and it is part of the statements that these limits exist. In Theo-
rem 1.6.3, the left-hand sides refer to the limits taken in the order limy, |y, limy_c.

For n = 1, Theorem 1.6.3 was proved thirty years earlier, in [95, 96], and the
analogue of (1.6.15) was proved for a closely related 1-component model in [82].
The logarithmic correction (log 8’1)1/ 3 in (1.6.12) was proved in [108], along with
other results including for the correlation length.

This book describes techniques developed to prove the above theorems, with
focus on the susceptibility. To keep the focus on the main ideas and avoid further
technicalities, we will prove a statement like (1.6.12) for a hierarchical version of
the |@|* model; the precise statement is given in Theorem 4.2.1.

Dimensions below four

Dimensions 2 < d < 4 are studied in the physics literature using expansions in di-
mension and number of components. In a seminal paper, Wilson and Fisher initiated
the study of dimensions below 4 by expanding in small positive € =4 —d [155].
Dimensions above 2 have been studied via expansion in € = d — 2, and it is also
common in the literature to expand in 1/x for a large number n of field components.

An alternative to expansion in € =4 —d is to consider long-range interactions
decaying with distance r as r~(@+® with & € (0,2) [86, 146]. These models have
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upper critical dimension 2¢, and the € expansion can be carried out in integer di-
mensions d = 1,2,3 by choosing o = %(d+ €). Then 200 = d + €, so d is slightly
below the critical dimension when € is small and positive.

Extensions of Theorems 1.6.1 and 1.6.3 to the long-range setting have been ob-

tained in [118, 143]; see also [1, 3, 39, 52]. In contrast to the above theorems, the
long-range results involve a non-Gaussian renormalisation group fixed point, with
corrections to mean-field scaling that are power law rather than logarithmic. An ex-
ample of a result of this type is the following theorem. The theorem pertains to the
|@|* model defined with the operator —A in (1.6.2) replaced by the fractional power
(—A)*/?, with o = %(d + €) for small € > 0. The kernel of this operator decays at
large distance as —(—A)g/z = |x—y| @+,
Theorem 1.6.4. [[143]. For d = 1,2,3, n > 1, L sufficiently large, and € =20 —
d > 0 sufficiently small, there exists § < € such that, for g € [gs', %E], there exists
V. = V.(g,n) and C > 0 such that for v =V, +t with t | 0, the susceptibility of the
long-range model obeys

C R G0N < y (g, vin) < Cr (H R &€, (1.6.17)

This is a statement that the critical exponent Y exists to order €, with

n+2 e 2
—+0 . 1.6.18
n+8a+ (&%) ( )

y=1+

1.7 Self-avoiding walk

The self-avoiding walk on Z? is the uniform probability measure on the set of n-
step simple random walk paths on Z¢ with no self-intersections. It is a much studied
model of linear polymers [98, 109, 149] and is of independent mathematical interest
(see, e.g., [23,110, 121]). It has long been understood that at a formal (nonrigorous)
level, the critical behaviour of the self-avoiding walk is predicted from that of the
n-component |@|* model by setting n = 0. For example, the asymptotic formula for
the susceptibility of the 4-dimensional |¢|* model given by (1.6.12), namely

x(8,v) ~Ag,né(log£")("“)/ (8), (1.7.1)

predicts that the susceptibility of the 4-dimensional self-avoiding walk should obey
2(8,V) NAg,oé(logs”)l/“. (1.7.2)

An advantage of the renormalisation group method presented in this book is that

it applies equally well to a supersymmetric version of the |@|* model which corre-
sponds exactly (and rigorously) to a model of weakly self-avoiding walk. In particu-
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lar, (1.7.2) can be proved in this setting [20]. In Chapter 11, we define the supersym-
metric version of the |@|* model and prove its equivalence to the continuous-time
weakly self-avoiding walk. This provides a basis for the application of the renor-
malisation group method. We also comment in Chapter 11 on the sense in which the
supersymmetric model corresponds to n = 0 components.






Chapter 2
Gaussian fields

In this chapter, we present basic facts about Gaussian integration. Further material
can be found in many references, e.g., in [43, 139].

2.1 Gaussian integration

Throughout this chapter, X is a finite set, we write RX = {¢ : X — R}, and (@, y) =
Y.ex OV for @,y € RY. We call ¢ € RX a field, and a randomly distributed ¢ is
thus a random field. We do not make use of any geometric structure of X here, and
only use the fact that RX is a finite-dimensional vector space.

Let C = (Cyy)x,yex denote a symmetric positive semi-definite matrix, where pos-
itive semi-definite means that (¢,C@) > 0 for every ¢ € RX. If the inequality is
strict for every nonzero ¢, we say that C is positive definite. This stronger condition

implies that the inverse C~! exists. The following is the higher-dimensional gener-

. . N 2 . .
alisation of the probability measure \/zlfme’x /29 4x of a Gaussian random variable

with mean 0 and variance 2.

Definition 2.1.1. Let C be positive definite. The centred Gaussian probability mea-
sure Pc on RX, with covariance C, is defined by

Pe(dg) = det(2nC) " 2e 2(0C7'0) g, 2.1.1)

where d @ is the Lebesgue measure on R¥ .

To see that Pc really is a probability measure, it suffices by the spectral theorem
to assume that X = {1,...,n} and that C is diagonal with C;; = A, !. In this case, as
required,

29
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i=1
n —Lg? n 1 1
-1 / e W% dg =[]2rA)} =det(2nC)i. (2.12)
i=1 i=1

In the case that C is positive semi-definite, but not positive definite, C has a
kernel K which is a subspace of RX. We construct a degenerate Gaussian probability
measure on RX as follows. We set C’ equal to the restriction of C to the orthogonal
complement K+ of K in RX. By the spectral theorem K is spanned by eigenvectors
of C with positive eigenvalues and therefore is represented by a positive definite
matrix in any orthogonal basis for K. We define P to be the probability measure
on RX that is supported on K and which equals the Gaussian measure P when
restricted to K+. To define this construction concretely, we choose an orthonormal
basis of eigenvectors vy, ...,v, in RX labelled so that K is spanned by v, ...,v; for
some k < n and define

Pe(d@) = det(2nC')"2e 2 0OC100) TT8(dry) ] dro, (2.1.3)
i<k i'=k+1

where @(r) = Y7, t;v;. Because of the 0 factors the random variables (¢,v;) with
i < k are a.s. zero according to this probability law. Thus it is straightforward to
verify that C continues to be the covariance of @: e.g., Var((@,v;)) =0 = (v;,Cv;)
fori=1,... k.

Definition 2.1.2. The centred Gaussian probability measure Pc on RX, with covari-
ance C, is defined by Definition 2.1.1 when C is positive definite and by (2.1.3) if C
is positive semi-definite. We refer to ¢ with distribution Pc as a Gaussian field with
covariance C. The expectation of a random variable F : RX — R is

EcF = /F((p) Pe(dg). 2.1.4)

Exercise 2.1.3. Verify the Gaussian integration by parts identity

oF
y

yeX

by writing Ec((C~!¢).F) as a derivative (C is invertible when restricted to ¢ in the
support of Pc). [Solution]

Example 2.1.4. The |¢[* model is defined in terms of vector-valued fields ¢ =
(0)) e Ai=1,..n- These are fields ¢ € RX with the special choice

X=nA={(xi):xeAi=1,. .. n} (2.1.6)

Given a positive semi-definite matrix C = (Cyy)xyena, We define an X x X matrix
(CA'(X),-Myﬁj)) by é(x,i),(y,j) = §;;Cyy. We refer to the Gaussian field on RX with covari-
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ance C as the n-component Gaussian field on R with covariance C = (Cyy)yyea-
We denote its expectation also by E.

Definition 2.1.5. The convolution of F with the Gaussian measure P is denoted

EOF(9) = [ F(o+{) Pe(dS) (pe€RY), 2.1.7)

always assuming the integrals exist. The above defines Ec0 as a single operation,
but we also view it as the composition of a map 6 : F — F(-+ {) followed by the
expectation E¢ which integrates with respect to {. The map 6 is a homomorphism
on the algebra of functions of the field ¢.

The following proposition demonstrates an intimate link between Gaussian inte-
gration and the Laplace operator

Ac =Y Cy0p0p,. (2.1.8)
x,yeX

Since we are eventually interested in large X (the vertices of a large graph), this
Laplace operator acts on functions on a high-dimensional space.

Proposition 2.1.6. For a polynomial A = A() in ¢ of degree at most 2p,

1
EcOA = e24cA = <1+;AC+---+WA({3)A. (2.1.9)

Proof. Set v(t,p) = E,cOA(@) and w(t, @) = e%AfCA((p). It can be seen that v,w
are both polynomials in ¢ of the same degree as A and that both satisfy the heat
equation

du=YAcu, u(0,9)=A(p). (2.1.10)

(For v, it is convenient to use v(z,9) = [A(¢ + ty) Pc(dy) and Gaussian integra-
tion by parts.) Since u = v,w are polynomials in ¢, the heat equation is equivalent to
a finite-dimensional system of linear ODE, with unique solution, and we conclude
that v(z,-) = w(t,-) for all > 0. n

In particular, for a polynomial A = A(¢@),
EcA = BcOA|p—o = e22CA| p_y, 2.1.11)
and thus

EC((px) = 07 EC((px(Py) = nya EC((px(py Ou (pv) = nyCuv + Cxucyv + vacyu-
2.1.12)

Exercise 2.1.7. By definition, the covariance of random variables Fi, F; is

COVC(Fl,Fz) ZEcF1F2—(EcF1)(EcF2). (2113)
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By symmetry, Cov(¢f, (pf,/) =0if p+ p’ is odd. Show that if p+ p’ is even then

|C0V((p,f,(pf,,)| < M, ||C||P*+P)/2 where ||C|| = max,Cy and M, , is a constant
depending on p, p’. [Solution]

Proposition 2.1.6 is a version of Wick’s Lemma; it allows straightforward eval-
uation of all moments of a Gaussian measure, in terms only of its covariance. The
inverse of this formula for expectations of polynomials is Wick ordering. The Wick
ordering of a polynomial A with respect to a Gaussian measure with covariance C is
commonly denoted by :A:c.

Definition 2.1.8. Let A = A(¢) be a polynomial. The Wick ordering of A with co-
variance C is |
(Aic = e 24¢A. (2.1.14)

Thus, essentially by definition,
EcO:A:c =A. (2.1.15)

Note that while the heat semigroup ¢74¢ is contractive on suitable function spaces,
and can thus be extended to much more general non-polynomial A, Wick ordering
can be interpreted as running the heat equation backwards. For general initial data,
this is problematic, but for nice initial data (and polynomials are extremely nice) it
is perfectly well-defined. For example, in the proof of Proposition 2.1.6, for poly-
nomials the heat equation is equivalent to a linear ODE, and any linear ODE can be
run either forward or backward.

A fundamental property of Gaussian measures is their characterisation by the
Laplace transform, also called the moment generating function in probability theory.

Proposition 2.1.9. A random field ¢ € RX is Gaussian with covariance C if and
only if
Ec(eV9) = 2SN forall f € RX. (2.1.16)

Proof. Suppose first that C is positive definite. By completion of the square,

—Ho.CTlo)+(f,0) =—L(o—Cf.C (9—Ch)+%(f.CF). (2117

Then (2.1.16) follows by the change of variables ¢ — ¢ + Cf, which leaves the
Lebesgue measure invariant. This proves the “only if” direction, and the “if” direc-
tion then follows from the fact that the Laplace transform characterises probability
measures uniquely [34, p. 390].

If C is positive semi-definite but not positive definite, the Gaussian measure is
defined by (2.1.3). The restriction C’ of C to the support K- of P¢ is invertible, C’
and its inverse are isomorphisms of K, and Cf € K. The reasoning used for the
positive definite case thus applies also here. ]

The “only if” direction of Proposition 2.1.9 has the following generalisation
which we will use later.
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Exercise 2.1.10. For Zy = Zy(¢) bounded,

Ec(e9)Zy(p)) = e2"CH(Ec0Z0)(Cf) forall f € RX. (2.1.18)

[Solution]
Proposition 2.1.9 also implies the following essential corollary.

Corollary 2.1.11. Let ¢ and @, be independent Gaussian fields with covariances
Ci and Cy. Then @1 + @, is a Gaussian field with covariance C + Cy. In terms of
convolution,

Ec,00Ec, 0 =Ec¢,4c,0. (2.1.19)

Proof. By independence, for any f € RX,

E(e(faq’l-*-(l’z)) — E(e(f"pl))E(e(f’%)) — e%(ﬂ(CH—Cz)f)_ (2.1.20)

By Proposition 2.1.9, ¢; + ¢, is Gaussian with covariance C; + C;. [ |

Corollary 2.1.11 is fundamental for our implementation of the renormalisation
group method, whose starting point is a decomposition C = 27:1 C; of the covari-

ance C = (—A +m?)~!. This allows us to rewrite a Gaussian convolution Ec6Z,
that is difficult to evaluate, as a sequence of convolutions

Ec6Zy =Ec,60---oE¢, 62, (2.1.21)

where each expectation on the right-hand side is more tractable.

Example 2.1.12. Let Ag be the mean-field Laplacian matrix (1.4.1). Since P and Q
are orthogonal projections with P+ Q =1d,

—Ag+m* = (B+m*)P+m*Q. (2.1.22)
For m? > 0, it then follows from the spectral theorem that

1 I B
R L1 s o7 S L R

(—Ag+m?)~!

The left-hand side is the covariance matrix of a Gaussian field and the two matrices
on the right-hand side are each positive definite. This provides a simple example to
which (2.1.21) can be applied, with N = 2. In fact, Lemma 1.4.2 can be regarded as
a limiting case of this fact, where one of the Gaussian measures becomes degenerate
in the limit 72 1 0. For Euclidean or hierarchical models, we use the more elaborate
covariance decompositions discussed at length in Chapters 3 and 4.

The following exercise establishes properties of the n-component Gaussian field
of Example 2.1.4.
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Exercise 2.1.13. Let C = (Cyy)xyea be a positive semi-definite matrix on RA.

(1) Verify that the components of the corresponding n-component Gaussian field are
independent and identically distributed Gaussian fields on A with covariance C.

(ii) Let T € O(n) act on R™ by (T¢), = T, for x € A, and on F : R"™ — R
by TF(¢) = F(T¢@). We say that F is O(n)-invariant if TF = F for all T € O(n).
Prove that the n-component Gaussian field is O(n)-invariant, in the sense that for
any bounded measurable F : R™ — R and T € O(n),

Ec(F((p)) :Ec(F<T(p)), EcOoT =T oEq6. (2.1.24)

In particular, if F is O(n)-invariant then so is EcOF, and if Fy,F; are both O(n)-
invariant then so is Cov¢(6F;, 0F). [Solution]

A second consequence of Proposition 2.1.9 is the following corollary.

Corollary 2.1.14. Let Y C X. The restriction of Pc to RY is the centred Gaussian
probability measure with covariance Cly xy.

We are ultimately interested in the infinite-volume limit for the |@|* model. For
this, we work with finite sets approximating Z¢, with the aim of obtaining estimates
that hold uniformly in the size of the finite set. For Gaussian fields, a construction
in infinite volume can be made directly, as a consequence of Corollary 2.1.14.

Exercise 2.1.15. Let S be a possibly infinite set. By definition, an S x S matrix C is
positive definite if C|xxx is a positive definite matrix for every finite X C S. Let C
be positive definite. Use Corollary 2.1.14 to show that F¢|, ., (X C S finite) forms a
consistent family of measures. Use the Kolmogorov extension theorem (or the nicer
Kolmogorov—Nelson extension theorem [87, Theorem 10.18]) to conclude that there

. oy d . . .
exists a probability measure P on RZ with covariance C. [Solution]

2.2 Cumulants

Definition 2.2.1. Let Aj,...,A, be random variables (not necessarily Gaussian)
such that E(e'4) < oo for ¢ in some neighbourhood of ¢ = 0. Their cumulants, or
truncated expectations, are defined by

n

E(Ar;---3An) log (/141 ndAn) : (2.2.1)

oty -0, t1==1y=0

The truncated expectation of a single random variable is its expectation, and the
truncated expectation of a pair of random variables is their covariance:

COV(Al ,Az) = ]E(Al;Az) = E(A]AQ) — E(Al)E(AQ). (2.2.2)

The assumption of exponential moments is not necessary to define cumulants. In-
stead, the logarithm of the expectation on the right-hand side of (2.2.1) may be
regarded as a formal power series in #, upon which the derivative acts.
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Exercise 2.2.2. Show that the truncated expectations up to order n exist if and only
if the expectations of the product of up to n of the A; exist, and that the latter up to
order n determine the truncated expectations up to order n and vice-versa. Hint: Let
I={ij,...,in}. A partition 7 of I is a collection of disjoint nonempty subsets of /
whose union is 1. Let II(I) denote the set of all partitions of I. Then if we define
M = E(Ail . -A,’n) and K = IE(A,'I IR ;A,'n),

w=Y JIx- (2.2.3)

This system of equations, one for each /, uniquely defines «; for all /. [Solution]

The next exercise shows that a collection of random variables is Gaussian if and
only if all higher truncated expectations vanish.

Exercise 2.2.3. Use Proposition 2.1.9 and Exercise 2.2.2 to show that a random
field @ on X is a Gaussian field with mean zero and covariance C if and only if for
all p e Nand x,...,x, €X,

_ Ciixy (p=2)
E(@y: «px,,)—{o ), (22.4)

[Solution]

In the case of Gaussian fields, with A; = A;(¢), it is useful to define a convolution
version of truncated expectation, by

"
EC(GA[, . ’GAVL) = mlogEce(ellAl+ +tnAn> — _0. (225)
n —ln=

In particular,
Ec(0A;0B) = Covc(0A,6B), (2.2.6)

where, since 8(AB) = (0A)(6B),
Covc(0A,0B) =EcO(AB) — (EcOA)(EcOB). (2.2.7)
If A, B are polynomials, then, by Proposition 2.1.6,
Ec(0A;0B) = e24¢(AB) — (¢24CA) (e3¢ B). (2.2.8)
Exercise 2.2.4. For A, B polynomials in ¢, let
Fe(A,B) = e3¢ ((e734cA) (e 7%CB)) — AB. (2.2.9)

Then Ec(6A;0B) = Fo(EcOA,EcOB). Show that, if A, B have degree at most p,
then
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R =Y 5 T F G

1

n=1"""x1,)1 XnsYn

[Solution]

: an In

2 Gaussian fields

0"A J"B

. (2.2.10)
Py, 9Py, 0Py, -0y,



Chapter 3
Finite-range decomposition

Our implementation of the renormalisation group method relies on the decomposi-
tion of convolution by a Gaussian free field (GFF) into a sequence of convolutions,
as in (2.1.21). This requires an appropriate decomposition of the covariance of the
Gaussian field into a sum of simpler covariances. Such covariance decompositions,
in the context of renormalisation, go back a long way, early examples can be found
in [30,31].

In this chapter, we describe covariance decompositions which have a finite-range
property. This property is an important ingredient in our renormalisation group
method for models defined on the Euclidean lattice [57]. We begin in Section 3.1
by defining the finite-range property and elaborating on (2.1.21) and its role in pro-
gressive integration. In Section 3.2, we motivate the finite-range decomposition by
first discussing it in the much simpler continuum setting. In Section 3.3, we give
a self-contained presentation of a finite-range decomposition of the lattice operator
(—A +m?)~! on Z¢ following the method of [17] (a related method was developed
in [48]). This easily gives rise to a finite-range decomposition on the discrete torus,
as discussed in Section 3.4.

After this chapter, we do not return to Euclidean models until Appendix A, so in
a sense this chapter is a cultural excursion. However, the finite-range decomposition
of Proposition 3.3.1 provides a useful motivation for the hierarchical model that
becomes our focus after this chapter.

3.1 Progressive integration

Recall from (2.1.21) that a decomposition
C=C1+---+Cy (3.1.1)

of the covariance C provides a way to evaluate a Gaussian expectation progressively,
namely,

37
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EcOF =FE¢, 60 oFc, OF. (3.1.2)

This is the point of departure for the renormalisation group method. It allows the
left-hand side to be evaluated progressively, one C; at a time. For this to be useful,
the convolutions on the right-hand side need to be more tractable than the original
convolution, and therefore useful estimates on the C; are needed.

In this chapter, we explain a method to decompose the covariance C = (—A +
m?)~! for three different interpretations of the Laplacian: the continuum operator on
R? (with m? = 0), the discrete operator on Z¢, and finally the discrete operator on
a periodic approximation to Z¢. In each case, we are interested in decompositions
with a particular finite-range property.

Definition 3.1.1. Let { be a centred Gaussian field on A. We say { is finite range
with range r if
Ec(8:8y) =0 if [x—y[i >r. (3.1.3)

The following exercise demonstrates that the finite-range property has an impor-
tant consequence for independence.

Exercise 3.1.2. Let ¢, ¢, be jointly Gaussian random variables which are uncor-
related, i.e., E(¢.¢,) = 0. Use Proposition 2.1.9 to show that ¢, and ¢, are inde-
pendent. (For general random variables, independence is a stronger property than
being uncorrelated, but for Gaussian random variables the two concepts coincide.)
[Solution]

In view of (3.1.2), decomposition of the covariance C = (—A +m?)~! as C =
Y. ;Cj, where the matrices C; are symmetric and positive definite, is equivalent to a
decomposition of the GFF ¢ as

020+ +0n, (3.14)

where the {; are independent Gaussian fields. Explicitly, for C = C; 4+ C,, we have

(EcOF)(¢') =EcF (¢ +¢') =Ec,Ec,F({i1 + &+ ¢'), (3.1.5)
where in the middle the expectation acts on ¢, while on the right-hand side each
expectation with respect to C; acts on {;. The fields {; have the finite-range property
with range r = 1L/ if and only if Cj.,, = 0 for [x—y|; > JL/.

3.2 Finite-range decomposition: continuum

In this section, we work frequently with the Fourier transform
f(p) = /R f)e P dy (3.2.1)

of functions f : R? — R defined on the continuum. The inverse Fourier transform is



3.2 Finite-range decomposition: continuum 39

1 7 ipx
fx) = n) /]R ,f(p)e™dp. (3.2.2)

Definition 3.2.1. A function f : R? — R is positive definite if it is continuous and
has the property that for every integer n and every sequence (x1,...,x,) of points in
R" the n x n matrix f(x; — x;) is positive semi-definite.

Exercise 3.2.2. For any / € C.(R¢,R) with h(—x) = h(x), the convolution / * & is
positive definite. More generally, if f has Fourier transform obeying f > 0, then
f is positive definite. (The converse is also true; this is Bochner’s theorem [132,
Theorem IX.9].) [Solution]

Proposition 3.2.3. Given L > 1 and o > 0, there exists u : R — R which is smooth,
positive definite, with support in [—%7 %]d, such that

x|~ = Z L~ %u(L/x) (x #0). (3.2.3)
JEz

For d # 2, and o = d — 2, the left-hand side of (3.2.3) is a multiple of the Green
function of the Laplace operator ):?:1 Biz on R?. A similar representation exists for
d = 2. The right-hand side of (3.2.3) provides a finite-range decomposition of the
Green function, in the sense that the j™ term vanishes if |x[ > $L/. This is an
unimportant departure from the definition in terms of |x|; given below (3.1.4). The
scales j < 0 which appear in the sum are absent for a lattice decomposition. The

proof shows that there is considerable flexibility in the choice of the function u.

Proof of Proposition 3.2.3. Choose a function w € C.(R) which is not the zero func-
tion. By the change of variables 7 — |x]t,

/O (] /z)? — e, (3.2.4)

with ¢ = [y 1 %w(1/ t)%. After normalising w by multiplication by a constant so
that ¢ = 1, we obtain

- d
x|~ = /0 f“w(|x|/t)7t. (3.2.5)

Now choose w with support in [—71, 1] such that x — w(|x|) is a smooth, positive
definite function on R?. By Exercise 3.2.2, a function w with these properties exists.
Given L > 1, set

L dt
u(x) = / = w((xl /0L (3.2.6)

1/L t
It is not hard to check that this is a positive definite function. By change of variables,
(3.2.3) holds, and the proof is complete. ]

A statement analogous to Proposition 3.2.3 for the lattice Green function is more
subtle. The proof for the continuum exploited in a crucial way two symmetries,
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homogeneity and rotation invariance, which are both violated in the discrete case. To
motivate and prepare for the construction of the finite-range decomposition for the
lattice, we now present another proof of (3.2.3). As in the previous proof, it suffices
to show that (3.2.5) holds with w a compactly supported positive definite function.
We will create a radial function w whose support is a ball of radius 1 instead of
%; this is an unimportant difference. Our proof exploits a connection with the finite
speed of propagation property of hyperbolic equations that originated in [17].

Let f : R — [0,00) be such that its Fourier transform is smooth, symmetric, and
has support in [—1, 1]. We assume that f is not the zero function. By multiplication
of f by a constant, we can arrange that

1 = dt
— :/ Pf(kl) =  (keRY, k| #0). (3.2.7)
k> Jo t

Indeed, (3.2.7) is just (3.2.4) with w = f and a = 2, after change of variables from
tto 1/t. For d > 2, the Green function |x|~(¢~2) has Fourier transform proportional
to 1/|k|?. By inverting the Fourier transform, we obtain

o d
x| 772 o /0 w(t,x)Tt (3.2.8)

where
w(t,x) = (21) 4 /R PPk k. (3.2.9)

Define w(x) = w(1,x). By change of variable, w(t,x) = t~(@~2w(x/t) in (3.2.8).
We have achieved a decomposition like (3.2.5) with oo = d — 2, where w(z,x) has
the desired positive definiteness because f > 0; it remains to prove that w(x) is
supported in the unit ball.

By hypothesis the (1-dimensional) Fourier transform f is symmetric and suppf C
[—1,1]. Therefore

FUK) = (2m) ! /_ 11 7(s) cos(|kls)ds. (3.2.10)

By inserting this into (3.2.9) and setting t = 1 we read off the d-dimensional Fourier
transform

1 A
wk) = (27)"! [ 7(s) cos(kls)ds (3.2.11)

That w has support in the unit ball is a consequence of the finite propagation
speed of the wave equation, as follows. It suffices to show, for any smooth func-
tion up on R?, that the support of w *ug is contained in the 1-neighbourhood
{x € R | dist(x,suppug) < 1} of suppuo, because we can replace uo by the ap-
proximate identity € @uo(x/€) and let € | 0. Let u(s,x) be the solution to the (d-
dimensional) wave equation

— =Au, u(0,x) =up(x), (%M(Qx) =0. (3.2.12)
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The solution to this equation is
u(s,x) = (2m) ¢ / io(k) cos(s[kl)e** . (3.2.13)
R

By combining this with (3.2.11) we have

1 A
wxug(x) = (2m) ! /;]f(s)u(s,x) ds. (3.2.14)

By the finite propagation speed of the wave equation, the support of u(s,-) is con-
tained in the |s|-neighbourhood of suppug. Since the range of the s integral is s < 1
we have proved that the support of w *ug is contained in the 1-neighbourhood of
supp ug as desired.

The formula (3.2.7) generalises to a representation for |k|~% for other values of
o by using a different power of ¢ inside the integral, so that finite-range decompo-
sitions for |x|*~¢ can also be constructed by this method. Furthermore, the method
applies to the Green function in dimension d < 2 with the correct interpretation of
the domain of function on which the Green function acts.

Exercise 3.2.4. Use the Schwartz—Paley—Wiener Theorem to deduce from (3.2.10)
that w has support in the unit ball without referring to the finite propagation speed
of the wave equation explicitly. [Solution]

3.3 Finite-range decomposition: lattice

We present a construction of the finite-range decomposition for the lattice Green
function which is based on the wave equation perspective of the continuum de-
composition explained in (3.2.7)—(3.2.14). The wave equation is now replaced by a
discrete wave equation. For the discrete wave equation, the Chebyshev polynomials
T; play a role analogous to the functions cos(+/-t) for the continuous wave equation.

3.3.1 Statement of the decomposition

In this section we state a proposition which provides a decomposition of (—A;+ +
m?*)~! for all d > 0 and m? > 0. The proposition gives the existence and properties
of covariances C; on Z4 such that

(Aga+m*)"' =Y ¢, (3.3.1)

™

1

J

where C; depends on m? > 0 and the sum converges in the sense of quadratic forms,
ie.,
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8

(f:(Aga +m) ) = Y (£.Cif) (f €(ZY). (3.3.2)

Jj=1

In particular, by polarisation (choose f = 8, + J, and f = &, — J,), it also implies
convergence of the matrix elements Cj.,,. The covariances C; are translation invari-
ant, and have the finite-range property that Cj.,, = 0if [x—y[; > JL/.

Finite-difference derivatives are defined as follows. For i = 1,...,d let ¢; be the
unit vector (0,...,1,0,...,0) whose ith component equals 1, and let e_; = —e; so
that, as i ranges over {—d,...,—1,1,...,d}, e; ranges over the unit vectors in the

lattice Z?. For a function f : Z¢ — R define V¢ f, = Jxt+e; — fr. For a multi-index
ac{—d,...,d}" define
VO f =Vea ...V f, (3.3.3)

For example, for a = (1,-2),

Vafx = (Ve] Vefzf)x = (V€72f)x+e1 - (thf)x = fx+e1—e2 - fx+el _fx—e2 +fx-
(3.3.4)

2 is captured in terms of the parameter ¢ defined, for

Dependence of C; on m
s,t,m*>0and j > 1, by

2 m*® \ "~ 2 i 2
B(t,m";s) = . Oj(m7ys) =0(L,m%;s).  (3.3.5)

1
2d +m? ( T d

Proposition 3.3.1. Let d > 0 and L > 1. For all m*> > 0 there exist positive semi-
definite matrices (C;) j>1 such that (3.3.1) holds, and such that for all j > 1,

Ciny=0 iflx—yji > %Lj (finite-range property). (3.3.6)

The matrix elements Cj..y, are functions of x —y, are continuous functions of m? and
have limits as m* 4 0. Moreover, for all multi-indices & and all s > 0, there are
constants cqs such that, for all m* € [0,0) and j > 1,

IVOCjoy| < casfa(L) ;1 (mP;s)L~@2HADU=D  (sealing estimates), (3.3.7)

with fy(L) = 1 for d > 2, fo(L) =logL, and f;(L) = L**¢ for d < 2. The discrete
gradients can act either on x or y.

Estimates on derivatives of C; with respect to m? can be found in [17]. We
prove Proposition 3.3.1 using the construction of [17]. Finite-range decomposi-
tions for the lattice Green function were first constructed in [48], using a differ-
ent method. Yet another method, which is very general, is used in [4,42, 59, 135].
Such decompositions have also been obtained for fractional powers of the Lapla-
cian [48, 124,125, 143].
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3.3.2 Integral decomposition

The decomposition we use is structurally similar to that discussed in connec-
tion with the wave equation in Section 3.2. Roughly speaking, the Fourier multi-
plier |k|? of the continuum Laplacian is replaced by the Fourier multiplier A (k) =
42;2 ,sin?(k;/2) of the discrete Laplacian given in (1.5.25).

Let f be as in (3.2.7). Fort > 0, we set

ffix)= Z fxt —2mnt) (x €R). (3.3.8)

nez

Since f is smooth, f decays rapidly and therefore the sum on the right-hand side is
well-defined for t > 0. Moreover, f; > 0 since f > 0.

Lemma 3.3.2. Forx € R\ 27Z,

1. 5,1 " s e, dt
Jsin 2 (50) = /0 Phw < (3.3.9)
Proof. The left-hand side is a meromorphic function on C with poles at 2xZ. Its
development into partial fractions is (see e.g. [6, p. 204])

1,1 B _2
2 sin (Ex)_n);_‘z(x 27n)~*  (x€ C\27Z). (3.3.10)

From (3.2.7) with || replaced by x — 27n, it follows that

Y /()mtzf((%Zﬂn)t) a (3.3.11)

nez t

1
—sin 2(ix) =

By hypothesis, f is symmetric, so (3.2.7) holds when |k| in the right-hand side is
replaced by the possibly negative x — 27n. The order of the sum and the integral can
be exchanged, by non-negativity of the integrand, and the proof is complete. [ |

Fors > 0and { € [0,4], we set

R =1 (arCCOS(l—;C))- (3.3.12)

Since f;* > 0, also P ({) > 0.

Lemma 3.3.3. For { € (0,4),
1 o
! :/ e, (33.13)
¢ Jo t

Proof. Letx=arccos(1—1¢), so that § =2(1 —cosx) =4sin*(1x). By (3.3.9) and
(3.3.12),
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1_ . dt_ ® 5 ﬂ
Z_./o tf‘(x)T—/o R (3.3.14)

and the proof is complete. [ |
We wish to apply (3.3.13) with { = A (k) +m? for k € [—x, 7t]?, but for m? large

this choice may not be in (0,4). Therefore let M?> = 2d +m? and set { = (A(k) +
m?*)/M?; then ¢ € (0,2] provided m|k| # 0. By (3.3.13),

1 ° d
with 5
Ww(t,k) = #P, (A;Z(it(k) +m2)) (k € [-m,7]%). (3.3.16)

Here and below, k € [, 7]¢ denotes the Fourier variable of a function defined on
the discrete space Z¢ whose points are denoted by x € Z¢. We use the same letter w
to denote the discrete analogue of the function (3.2.9) (which is on the continuum).
By (1.5.27), inversion of this d-dimensional discrete Fourier transform gives

(—Aga —&-mz)axl = /Nw(t,x)?, (3.3.17)
0
where |
_ - A ik-x d
w(t.3) = /[_mﬂ]dw(t,k)e Ak (xez9). (3.3.18)

The identity (3.3.17) is the essential ingredient for the finite-range decomposi-
tion. We decompose the integral into intervals [0, 1L] and [$L/~!, LL/] (for j > 2),
and define, for x € Z¢,

1y d
cmx:/2 w(t,x)Tt, (3.3.19)
0
17i
2 dt .
Cj;0x=ﬁ T wien S (j>2). (3.3.20)
QL/
By (3.3.15), this gives, for k € [—m, z]¢ and m? # 0,
—— =V Cik 3.3.21
A (k) +m? Z i(k), ( )

where € ;7 > 01is the discrete Fourier transform of C;. Thus, for any f € Ez(Zd ),

(f.(=Aga +m*) 7' f) = Y (£.Cif), (3.3.22)
j=1
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which proves (3.3.1). Furthermore, by (3.3.16), (3.3.19) and (3.3.20), the inequality
P,(&) > 0 implies that this decomposition is positive semi-definite.

In Section 3.3.3, we will prove that P;({) is a polynomial in § of degree at most
t. This implies the finite-range property (3.3.6). In fact, by (3.3. 16) up to a scalar
multiple, w(¢,x —y) is the kernel that represents the operator P,(M~2(—A +m?)),
which is then a polynomial in —A + m? of degree at most . Since —A,y vanishes
unless |x —y|; < 1, it follows that w(¢,x) = 0 if |x|; > ¢. By (3.3.19) and (3.3.20),
this gives the finite-range property (3.3.6).

The integration domain for the covariance C differs from the domain for C; with
J > 2. It is therefore natural to decompose it as Co + Ci with

1

1 dt 2L dt
Co;oxz/o w(t,x)T, 1;0)5:/1 w(t,x)T. (3.3.23)

Then Ci is of the same form as C; with j > 2. We show in Section 3.3.4 that the
integral Cop.ox can be computed exactly:

1 f(0)
2d+m? 2x

Co.ox = x=0- (3.3.24)

In summary, we have proved that there exist positive semi-definite matrices
(Cj)j>1 such that (3.3.1) holds as asserted in Proposition 3.3.1 and reduced the
finite-range property (3.3.6) to the claim that 7;({) is a polynomial in { of degree at
most .

3.3.3 Chebyshev polynomials

We now obtain properties of P; defined in (3.3.12). In particular, we show that P, ({)
is a polynomial in { of degree at most ¢. At the end of the section, we discuss
parallels with the finite speed of propagation argument in Section 3.2. Now it is the
discrete wave equation that is relevant, as is the fact that its fundamental solution
can be written in terms of Chebyshev polynomials.

Recall the definition of () in (3.3.12). It involves the function f;*. By its def-
inition in (3.3.8), f;* is periodic with period 27. By Poisson summation, it can be
written in terms of the continuum Fourier transform of f as

frx)=0@r) " Y ' f(p/t)cos(px) (x€R). (3.3.25)
PEZL

Exercise 3.3.4. Prove (3.3.25). [Solution]

The Chebyshev polynomials 7}, of the first kind are the polynomials of degree
|p| defined by

T,(0) = cos(parccos(0)) (0 €[-1,1], peZ). (3.3.26)
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Lemma 3.3.5. For any t > 0, when restricted to the interval § € [0,4], P,({) is a
polynomial in §, of degree bounded by t.

Proof. By (3.3.12), (3.3.25), (3.3.26), and supp(f) C [~1,1],

=5 Zt f(p/t) cos(parccos(lffé’))

pEZ

=— Y rlf(p/z)Tp(l—%g). (3.3.27)

pEZN[—1,t]

This shows that P, (&) is indeed the restriction of a polynomial in § of degree at most
t to the interval § € [0,4]. ]

The following lemma provides an identity and an estimate for the polynomial
P;(§). Note that P; is constant for # < 1, by Lemma 3.3.5.

Lemma 3.3.6. For any s > 0, there exists ¢y > 0 such that, for € [0,4],

ro)=2 <), (3328)
R() <c(1+215)° (t=>1). (3.3.29)

Proof. Let { € [0,4] and setx =arccos(1 — 1) € [0, 7]. By (3.3.12), B ({) = £ (x).
Caset < 1. By (3.3.25),

1 s
51 F0), (3.3.30)

B(O) = 5= X F(p/n)cos(pr) =
because the sum reduces to the single term p = 0 by the support property of f which
implies p <t < 1. This proves (3.3.28).

Caset > 1. It suffices to consider integers s > 1. Since £ is smooth and compactly
supported, f decays faster than any inverse power, i.e., for every s > 1, | f(x)| =
O; (|x|~*) as |x| — co. Therefore, by (3.3.8), there exist ¢}, ¢; such that for x € [0, 7],

BOI<e Y (I4tlx—27n)) " < Y (1+mx+1zin])™
nez nez

G +x) 2 Y (1+1m|n]) ™ < co(1+1x) 72, (3.3.31)

nez

since the last sum converges. Since § =4 sinz(g) < x?, we have x > /C. Therefore,

IP(8)] < cs(141/0) ™% <es(14128)7 (3.3.32)

and the proof is complete. ]
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Lemma 3.3.5 can be understood as a consequence of the finite propagation speed
of the discrete wave equation

Upy1+up—1 —2up =—Cu,, uggiven, u;—u_; =0, (3.3.33)

which is analogous to (3.2.12), with derivatives in s replaced by discrete derivatives
in p and with —A replaced by . Its solution is given by

1
up = Tp(1 =3 Ouo. (3.3.34)

The Chebyshev polynomials 7}, satisfy the recursion relation 7}, (0) + T,—1(0) —
20T,(0) = 0 so that (3.3.34) solves (3.3.33).

The equation (3.3.27) is analogous to (3.2.10) with the continuum wave operator
cos(v/—As) replaced by the fundamental solution 7,,(1+ $A) to the discrete wave
equation.

3.3.4 Proof of Proposition 3.3.1

To complete the proof of Proposition 3.3.1, the main remaining step is to obtain
estimates on the function w(#,x) defined in (3.3.18). The next lemma provides the
required estimates.

Lemma 3.3.7. Fix any dimension d > 0. For any x € Z%, any multi-index o, and
any s > 0, there exists cg o > 0 such that

_t fo
Wt = 555 Sl (1<), (3.3.35)
IVOW(t,%)| < €500 (t,mP;8) @72 (> 1), (3.3.36)

Proof. Caset < 1. By (3.3.16) and (3.3.28),

w(t,x) = (2m) / e p (A;Z(A(k)+m2)) e gk

[t M2
r 1 4
= 5370 L. (3.3.37)

This proves (3.3.35).
Case t > 1. Recall from (3.3.5) that

2.2\ S
B(t,mPs) = — (1 n ””) . (3.3.38)

By definition,
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2 .
V%w(t,x) r1 /[ ]dP,( ! (l(k)—i—mz)) Ve, (3.3.39)
—TT,7T

T M2 (2m) . M2

We use |V | < Cq|k|!®l1, and apply (3.3.29) with s = 5’ + 5" to obtain

M2

P,( 1 (),(k)—i—mz))‘ <O(1+2A(k) /MY~ (1+1m* /M*) ™. (3.3.40)

Elementary calculus shows that A (k) < |k|? for k € [~, m]?. Also, with s’ chosen
larger than | | +d/2, we have

|kH05|1 il u
ey *=0(M PAmoh 3341
/[—zr,n]d (1422|k|2/M?)s (( /t) T ) ) ( )

where the first option on the right-hand side arises from extending the domain of
integration to R and making the change of variables k ~— (M /t)k, and the second
arises by bounding the integrand by 7%/, With the choice s” = s+ (d + |a|;) /2, it
follows that

[V |w(t,x)| < O(1 +12m? /M?) s~ @+l 29, ((t/M)Z*d*‘“‘l A (t/M)2> :
(3.3.42)

For m?> < 1, we have M? =< 1 and (3.3.36) follows immediately by choosing the
first option in the minimum on the right-hand side. For m? > 1, we have instead
M? = m?, and by choosing the second option in the minimum we now obtain

12 1
[V&w(t,x)| = Oq ((1 +r2)—f—(d+“h>/22> =04 (mz(l +12) sl )

m
(3.3.43)
This completes the proof for ¢ > 1. [ |
Proof of Proposition 3.3.1. As in (3.3.19)—(3.3.20), we define
3L dt
Cron= [ Wit T (3.3.44)
0
22 dt
Cirox = /Iz Cwin = (j>2). (3.3.45)
1pi-1 t
By (3.3.15), this gives
1 A
—— =) Cjik 3.3.46

where C ; > 0 s the discrete Fourier transform of C;. Thus, for any f € ﬁz(Zd )s
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(f,(=a+m®) 7' ) =Y (£.Cif), (3.3.47)

J

s

which proves (3.3.1). Continuity of Cj,o, in the mass m? can be seen via an ap-

plication of the dominated convergence theorem to the integrals (3.3.44)—(3.3.45).
Since w(z,x) = 0 for |x|; > ¢ (as pointed out below (3.3.22)), C; has the finite-range
property (3.3.6).

It remains to prove (3.3.7), which we restate here as

IVOCy| < casfa(L)Oj1(m?;s)L~(@=2HeADG=1) (3.3.48)

with f;(L) =1 ford > 2, f5(L) = logL, and f;(L) = L*~ for d < 2, and with

1 120-0,2\ °
) 2.0y
®j_1(m?;s) ST Ene <1+ G| (3.3.49)

By (3.3.36) and the change of variables T = L/~ ¢,

i dt LI dt
‘V‘x/z- witx—3) 5| < 0/2. Ot m? sy () = (3:3.:50)
Jipi- t 2 !

1y
Sc’ﬁj,l(mz;S)L*(.i*1)((4’*2+|06\1)ﬁ2 T*(dflﬂah)df’
2

where the constants can depend on ¢, s. The T integral is bounded by f;(L) in the
worst case & = 0. By (3.3.45) the left-hand side equals [V*Cj.,| for j > 2, which
proves the desired bound for j > 2.

For j = 1 the left-hand side is not equal to Ci;,, because the lower bound on the ¢
integral is 1 instead of zero. The above argument does provide the desired estimate
on the contribution to C; due to integration over [1, %L} The remaining contribution
to Cy is Cy defined in (3.3.23), i.e.,

1 dt
CO;Ox:/ W(t’x)T' (3.3.51)
0
According to (3.3.35),
t f0)
t,x)= —21,— r<1 3.3.52
W( ,)C) 2d+m? 21 x=0 ( < ), ( )
and therefore, as claimed in (3.3.24),
i)
Ox = —21,—0. 3.3.53
Co:ox Yl am =0 ( )

This contribution to C; also obeys (3.3.48) with j = 1. Indeed, since ¥ (m?,s) >
275(2d +m*)~!, we have
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/(0
|VECo.0x| < 2%90(m2;s)%r)|vanx:0|. (3.3.54)

This completes the proof. ]

3.4 Finite-range decomposition: torus

For L>1,N>1,m?> >0, and d > 0, let Ay = Z%/IN7Z“ be the d-dimensional
discrete torus of period LV. Define

CNjuwy =Y, Ciuyravy  (J<N). (3.4.1)
ze74
We also define
CNNwy =Y, Z S (3.4.2)
zez2d j=N
Since
2 —
(=An+m*) ) = ZZI( Aga+m?) Ly (34.3)
z€Z4

it follows from Proposition 3.3.1 that

(—Ap +m?) Z Cyj+Cnn- (3.4.4)
j=1

In this finite-range decomposition of the torus covariance, the dependence of Cy ;
on N is concentrated in the term Cy n in the following sense: by the finite range
property (3.3.6), for a given x,y and j < N, at most one term in the sum over z
in (3.4.1) contributes; another way to say this is that the Gaussian process with
covariance Cy ; restricted to a subset of the torus with diameter less than LV /2 is in
distribution equal to the Gaussian field on 74 with covariance C ;. Estimates on Cy v
can be derived from Proposition 3.3.1.
The following is an immediate consequence of (3.4.4).

Corollary 3.4.1. Let N > 1, and let ¢ be the GFF with mass m > 0 on Ay. There
exist independent Gaussian fields ; (j = 1,...,N), such that §; = ({jx)xeay are
finite range with range %L/ and

020+ + . (3.4.5)

Proof. This follows from (3.4.4) and Exercise 3.1.2. ]



Chapter 4
The hierarchical model

In Section 4.1, we define a hierarchical Gaussian field as a field that satisfies a
strengthened version of the finite-range decomposition of Chapter 3. The hierar-
chical Gaussian free field (hGFF) is a hierarchical field that has comparable large
distance behaviour to the lattice Gaussian free field. We explicitly construct a ver-
sion of it and verify that it indeed has the desired properties. In Section 4.2, we
define the hierarchical |@|* model, and in Theorem 4.2.1 state the counterpart of
the asymptotic formula (1.6.12) for the hierarchical model’s susceptibility. In Sec-
tion 4.3, we reformulate the hierarchical |¢|* model as a perturbation of a Gaussian
integral, in preparation for its renormalisation group analysis.

4.1 Hierarchical GFF

4.1.1 Hierarchical fields

Periodic boundary conditions are not appropriate for hierarchical fields. Throughout
our discussion and analysis of the hierarchical field, Ay is the hypercube [0,L" —
1]x---x [0,LN —1] € Z%, with L > 1 fixed. As illustrated in Figure 4.1, we partition
Ay into disjoint blocks of side length L/, with 0 < j < N.

Definition 4.1.1. For 0 < j <N, B; is the set of disjoint blocks B of side length
L’/ (number of vertices) such that Ay = Upen;B. An element B € B; is called a
block, or j-block. We say that two j-blocks B, B’ do not touch if any pair of vertices
(x,x') € Bx B has |x — x/|e > 1.

The sets B; are nested, in the sense that for every j-block B € B and k > j, there
is a unique k-block B’ € BBy such that B C B'.

By Proposition 3.3.1, the Gaussian fields {; in the finite-range decomposition of
Corollary 3.4.1 have the following two properties:

51
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° ° O 0 ° 0 . 0-blocks
° o o . ° o o L of
0 0 0 . 0 0 . 0
1-blocks
° L L Ld o L Ld o 2—b10CkS
0 0 0 . 0 0 . 0
. . . . . . . .
»
+—3-block
L ) L ) L ) L] L) L) L] L)
. . . . . . . .

Fig. 4.1 Blocks in B, for j =0,1,2,3 whend =2, N =3, L =2.

(i) Given two blocks B,B' € B; that do not touch, {;|p and {j|p are independent
identically distributed Gaussian fields.

(i) Given any block b € B;_1, the field {;|, is approximately constant in the sense
that the gradient of the covariance obeys an upper bound that is smaller by a
factor L~(/=1) than the upper bound for the covariance itself.

A hierarchical field is a Gaussian field on Ay with a decomposition ¢ = {; +
---+ Ly in which the two properties (i) and (ii) above are replaced by the following
stronger versions (i) and (ii’).

Definition 4.1.2. A Gaussian field ¢ on Ay is hierarchical if there exist independent
Gaussian fields (i, ...,y on Ay, called the fluctuation fields, such that

028+ + 0y, 4.1.1)

where the fields {; obey:

(i’) Given two blocks B, B’ € BB; that are not identical, {;|p and {j|p are indepen-
dent identically distributed Gaussian fields.

(ii’) Given any block b € B;_1, the field (|, is constant: {; . = {;, almost surely
for all x,y € b.

The replacement of (i—ii) by (i’—ii’) is a major technical simplification for the
study of the renormalisation group. Condition (ii’) means that when x,y are in the
same block, {, — {, has zero variance and therefore the covariance of ¢ is not pos-
itive definite; we have allowed for this in Definition 2.1.2. The condition (4.1.13)
that appears below implies other linear combinations also have zero variance.

Exercise 4.1.3. The nesting of blocks can be represented as a rooted tree, in which
the root is given by the unique block Ay € By, the blocks B € B; are the vertices
at distance N — j to the root, and the children of B € B; are the b € B;_| with
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b C B. Represent the hierarchical field in terms of independent Gaussian variables
associated to the edges of the tree. [Solution]

Remark 4.1.4. The finite-range decomposition of Corollary 3.4.1 is a represen-
tation of the GFF in which property (i) is as close to its hierarchical version (i’)
as possible. The price is that property (ii’) needs to be weakened to (ii). There is
an alternative decomposition of the GFF such that property (i) is replaced by de-
pendence that decays exponentially with distance, and property (ii) holds. In this
alternate decomposition, known as the block spin decomposition, {; has the hier-
archical features that it is a function of LY independent Gaussian fields per block,
subject to a zero-sum rule as in (4.1.13) below. The block spin decomposition was
used, e.g., in [91,95, 104, 108].

4.1.2 Construction of hierarchical GFF

The hierarchical GFF is defined in terms of the hierarchical Laplacian, which is
itself defined in terms of certain projections. We start with the projections.

Let d > 2. Given a scale j =0,1,...,N and x € A, we write B, for the unique
Jj-block that contains x. Then we define the matrices of symmetric operators Q; and
P;, acting on (2(A), by

L% B,=B,
ey = i=0,1,...,N), 4.1.2
Q],xy {0 Bx?’éBy (] ) ( )
Pi=Q;j-1—0Q; (j=1,...,N). (4.1.3)
Lemma 4.1.5. The operators Pi,...,Py,Qn are orthogonal projections whose

ranges are disjoint and provide a direct sum decomposition of 1>(A):

P (j=k)

N
P+ =Id. 4.1.4
0 (j#k), ,:ZI i+ N @19

a&:&g:{

Proof. The second equation is an immediate consequence of the definition (4.1.3)
of P;, together with the fact that Qg = Id. For the other properties, we claim that

00k = Qjvk = OxQj. (4.1.5)

In particular, the case j = k shows that Q; is an orthogonal projection. To prove
(4.1.5), it suffices to consider j < k. We use primes to denote blocks in the larger
scale By, and unprimed blocks are in ;. Then the x,y matrix element of the product
is given by
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—d(j+k —d(j+k
Y 0Oy =L U N g p Iy =L U Y Ty
z z ZE€B,

=L Mpcp =L g _p = Ot (4.1.6)

as claimed. Thus {Q;}j—o,. n is a sequence of commuting decreasing projections
that starts with Qg = Id. By (4.1.5) it readily follows that Py,..., Py, QO are orthog-
onal projections that obey (4.1.4). ]

The next exercise identifies the subspaces in the direct sum decomposition given
in Lemma 4.1.5.

Exercise 4.1.6. For j =0,...,N, let X; denote the subspace of /*(A) consisting
of vectors that are constant on blocks in Bj, so Xo = 2(A) D X; D -+ D Xy =
span(l1,...,1). For j=0,...,N, show that the range of the projection Q; is X;. For
J=1,...,N, show that the range of the projection P; is the orthogonal complement
of X;in X;_1, i.e., the set of vectors constant on (j — 1)-blocks whose restriction to
any j-block has zero sum. [Solution]

Definition 4.1.7. The hierarchical Laplacian Ay y is the operator on £2(A) given
by
N .
—Apn=Y L7207 Vp; (4.1.7)
j=1
The hierarchical Laplacian generates a certain hierarchical random walk; this

point of view is developed in the next exercise (see also [40]). Its decay properties
mirror those of the Laplacian on Z¢, and this fact is established in Exercise 4.1.13.

Exercise 4.1.8. Let j, be the smallest j such that 0 and x are in the same j-block;
we call j, the coalescence scale for the points 0,x. Show that

14 —
Annox = { A MLN) =0 (4.1.8)
V30X 2_ _ ; _7—d _ .
l_i—(d1+2) L (@+2)ix + le}(d+2) L (2N ()C ?é 0)

In particular, Ay y.00 < 0 and, for x # 0, Ag n.0x > 0. Show also that Y, c y Ax N:0x =
0. This implies that Ay  is the infinitesimal generator (also called a Q-matrix [128])
of a continuous-time random walk. What steps does it take? [Solution]

Given m? > 0, we set

12G-1)
¥ = R (4.1.9)
and for j = 1,...,N define matrices
1
Cruo (M) = ViPiys i (m’) = — Oy (4.1.10)

It follows from Lemma 4.1.5 that
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CiCi=0 (j#k). (4.1.11)

Note that Cj.y(m?) is actually well defined for all m> > 0, and is independent of
N in the sense that the C; defined in terms of any N > j are naturally identified.
In contrast, CN;X),(mz) is not defined for m*> = 0 and does depend on N. In fact,
Ciy(m*) = m™ 2L~ for all x,y € A because A is a single block at scale N.

The special role of Cy is analogous the the situation for the Euclidean torus de-
composition (—A, +m?)~! = Z?’;ll Cj+Cnn of (3.4.4). There the term Cy y is
special as it is the term that takes the finite-volume torus into account. Similarly, in
the hierarchical setting we isolate the finite-volume effect by writing the decompo-
sition in the form ley:] C; +Cy, with CN the field that takes the finite volume into
account.

Proposition 4.1.9. For m*> >0, x,y € Ay and j=0,...,N—1,

1 d—2)i _

Ciita(m?) = mL @21 17, (4.1.12)
Y Citioc=0, (4.1.13)
X
Ciy(m*) =L~ Nm ™2, (4.1.14)

The matrix C = (m> — Ay x)~" has the decomposition
C=Ci+ - Cn+Cy. (4.1.15)

Let i be independent fields, Gaussian with covariance C;. Then the field ¢ = G+
-+« + Oy + Cy is a hierarchical field as in Definition 4.1.2.

Proof. The variance statement (4.1.12) is immediate by setting x =y in the defini-
tion (4.1.3) of P;. The identity (4.1.13) follows from (4.1.2)—(4.1.3), since

Y Piior= Y Qjox— Y, Qjsron = LYL™V —LIVHIL7UT) = 0. (4.1.16)

XEA XEA XEA
Also, (4.1.14) follows from the definition (4.1.10) of Cy.

The decomposition statement (4.1.15) and C = (—Ay y +m?*)~! follow from the
independence of the fields in the decomposition ¢ = §; +--- + {y + 4 and from
(4.1.4) which together with (4.1.7) shows that Py, .., Py, Oy are spectral projections
for —Ap y. Infact, let £(¢) = (t+m?) " and A; = L~2U~1). By the spectral calculus,
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N
(—Agn+m*)"" = f(~Aun) = f <Z AjPi+0 QN>
=1

|
M=

f(A;)Pi+ f(0)On

~.
I

Cj(m?) +Cy(m?), (4.1.17)

I
™M=

1

J

because f(1;) = y; and f(0) =m2.

The independence required by Definition 4.1.2(i’) holds by construction, and (ii”)
follows from the easily checked fact that Var;({j.. — {j.,) = 0 if x,y both lie in the
same block b € B;_;. This completes the proof. ]

Although we have the explicit formulas (4.1.10) and (4.1.7) for the covariances
C; and for Ag y, for our purposes these explicit formulas are not very important
because almost everything in the following chapters uses only the properties listed
in Proposition 4.1.9 and Definition 4.1.2. However, to be concrete, we call the par-
ticular random field ¢ defined by these explicit formulas the hierarchical Gaussian
free field (hGFF). The justification for this terminology is that (4.1.12) has the same
scaling as its counterpart for the Gaussian free field, according to (3.3.7). Similarly,
Ap n has properties in common with the standard lattice Laplacian. Note that we
use C for both the hierarchical and usual covariances. It should be clear from con-
text which is intended.

Equation (4.1.13) holds both for block spins and for the hierarchical model, and
this leads to simplifications in perturbation theory. However, it does not hold for
the Euclidean model with finite-range decomposition, and perturbation theory is
therefore more involved [21]. Not all authors include the Ay x properties or property
(4.1.13) when defining massless hierarchical fields.

4.1.3 Properties of hierarchical covariances

Exercise 4.1.10. Show that ¥, Co.(m?) = m~2. (Cf. Exercise 1.5.2.) [Solution]

By (4.1.10), the hierarchical covariance is given, for j < N and for x,y in the
same (j+ 1)-block, by

L™ @=2i(1+m?L) " (1-L7)  (by=by)

: . 4.1.18
—L~@=2i (1 4w~ (by # by), ( )

Cj+1;xy(m2> = {

where b, denotes the j-block containing x; if x,y are not in the same (j+ 1)-block
then Cj 11,y (m*) = 0. We write the diagonal entry as
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¢;j=Cjir0(m?) = L7214+ mP L) (1 - 179, (4.1.19)
and for n € N define
A=Y (Creron(m®))". (4.1.20)
XEA

The fact that C; is positive definite and translation invariant implies that c§.1> > 0.
For our specific choice of Cj1, if follows from (4.1.13) (or directly from (4.1.18))

that cﬁl) =0.

Exercise 4.1.11. Use (4.1.18) to show that, for j <N,

Cﬁ?) =L i+ P2 (1LY, (4.1.21)

) = L0 (1 4 2 12) (1307 2L, (4.1.22)

W = LG8 P24 (1 4L 6L —3L73), (4.1.23)
[Solution]

Exercise 4.1.12. Recall the bubble diagram B, = ¥, 74 ((—A +m?);)? defined
in (1.5.22). The infinite-volume hierarchical bubble diagram is defined by

B, = lim Y ((—Aun+m?)g, ), (4.1.24)

NH%XGAN

where Ay y is the hierarchical Laplacian on Ay. Prove that, for m? >0,
BL=Y P, (4.1.25)

2

with ¢ f
whereas B is finite if and only if d > 4. Prove that, as m> | 0,

given by (4.1.20). In particular, BZZ is finite in all dimensions for m> > 0,

D (4 <4
Bl ~ {Cons " (d<4) (4.1.26)

_p—d _
o logm™' (d=4).
[Solution]

The asymptotic behaviour for the hierarchical bubble in (4.1.26) is analogous to
that of Exercise 1.5.4 for the bubble diagram of the GFF. Another correspondence
between the hGFF and the GFF is that in the critical case m? = 0 in the infinite-
volume limit, the covariance of the hGFF has the same large-|x| decay as the GFF.
This is shown in the following exercise.

Exercise 4.1.13. (i) Verify that
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N—1
Cm*) =100+ Y. (vi1—¥)Q;+ (m™? — w)On. (4.1.27)
j=1

(ii) Using the result of part (i), prove that as |x| — oo the hierarchical covariance
obeys

N = — d=1)
lim 1im [Coy (m?) — Coo(m? 1 ( 4128
leiONl*}w[ Ox(m ) OO(m )} {: —(1 —Liz)IOgL ‘X‘ =+ 0(1) (d = 2) ( )
and
lim lim Coe(m?) =< |x|7@2)  (d>2). (4.1.29)
m2[QN—re0
[Solution]

On the other hand, the effect of the mass m > 0 is not as strong for the hierarchi-
cal covariance as it is for the Euclidean one. The Euclidean covariance with mass
m decays exponentially with rate ~ m as m | 0, while the hierarchical covariance
decays only polynomially in m|x|. This results from the fact that —Ag is not local;
its matrix elements decay only polynomially.

4.2 Hierarchical |¢|* model

Recall from Section 1.6.1 that the n-component |@|* model on a set A is defined by
the expectation
1

(Fgva =
v Zgv.A

/R o F(@)e "9dg 4.2.1)

with

H(p) = % Y o (—App)t )

XEA XEA

o, 1
(4g|¢x| + 3 VIe] ) (4.2.2)

Here g >0, v € R, d@ = [Iyc d@; is the Lebesgue measure on (R")4, and § is a
A X A symmetric matrix with non-negative entries. The GFF is the degenerate case
w(p) = %m2|(p|2. The commonest short-range spin-spin interaction is the nearest-
neighbour choice Ag = A, .

Our topic now is the hierarchical |@[* model, in which Ap is replaced by the
hierarchical Laplacian Ay of Section 4.1. This choice significantly simplifies the
analysis in the renormalisation group approach. According to Exercise 4.1.8, —Ay
is ferromagnetic. Moreover, for x # 0, and in the simplifying case of the limit N —
oo, Ap.0x 1S proportional to L~(d+2)jx where Jx is the coalescence scale. Therefore
Apr0x is bounded above and below by multiples of |x — y|~¢~2. Thus, although the
matrix Ay is long-range, it is almost short-range in the sense that its variance is only
borderline divergent. Although it does not respect the symmetries of the Euclidean
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lattice Z¢, but rather those of a hierarchical group, it nevertheless shares essential
features of the Euclidean nearest-neighbour model.
We denote expectation in the n-component hierarchical |@|* model by

<F>g,v,N = Zg_,‘l’ﬁN /I;n/\ F((P)eizxeA(%‘Px'(*AHﬁo)xJF%K\(PxﬁJF%V“Px|2)d(P. (4.2.3)

The finite-volume susceptibility is

av(gv) =Y (@ ol)evn, (4.2.4)

XEA

and the susceptibility in infinite volume is

2(gv)=lim Y (94@:)evn- (42.5)

XEAN

Existence of this limit is part of the statement of the following theorem. The theorem
provides the hierarchical version of (1.6.12). Its proof occupies the rest of the book.

Theorem 4.2.1. Letd =4 andn > 1, let L > 1 be large, and let g > 0 be small. For
the hierarchical |@|* model, there exists v, = v.(g,n) < 0 such that, with v = V. +¢€
and as € | 0,

X(8,V) ~ Agn—(loge™")(mt2)/(nt8), (4.2.6)

— | =

In particular, the limit defining x (g, V) exists. Also, as g | 0,

Agn <(1 —L N (n+8)g

logL > L Velgm) v —(n+2)8(=An)gy - (42.7)

The L-dependence present in (4.2.7) is a symptom of the fact that in our hierar-
chical model the definition of the model itself depends on L. This is in contrast to the
Euclidean case, where the corresponding formulas for Az, and V. are independent
of L in Theorem 1.6.1.

Hierarchical fields were introduced in 1969 by Dyson [75] for the study of the
1-dimensional Ising model with long-range spin-spin coupling with decay r~% (o €
(1,2)). Three years later, the hierarchical model was defined independently by Baker
[13]. In the context of the renormalisation group, the idea was taken up by Bleher
and Sinai, who investigated both the Gaussian [35] and non-Gaussian regimes [36].

Since then, the hierarchical approximation has played an important role as a test
case for the development of renormalisation group methods. The hierarchical 1-
component qo4 model is studied in [92,152,153] ford =4, and in [112,154] for d =
3. An analysis of the hierarchical 4-dimensional Ising model appears in [106]. The
hierarchical version of the 4-dimensional weakly self-avoiding walk is analysed in
[40,49,50]. The e-expansion in the long-range (non-Gaussian) hierarchical setting
is developed in [36,64,94].
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Hierarchical models are remarkably parallel to Euclidean models, and our anal-
ysis is designed so that the Euclidean proofs closely follow the hierarchical proofs.
An alternate approach to hierarchical models is explored in depth in [3]. In [3], con-
tinuum limits of hierarchical models are defined with p-adic numbers playing the
role of RY, and spatially varying coupling constants are permitted. The search for
parallels continues in [2] where hierarchical conformal invariance is studied.

4.3 GFF and |¢|* model

Now we make the connection between the n-component hierarchical |@|* measure
and an n-component Gaussian measure. The exponent

Lo (—Auno)+ Sglol* +1v]of? 4.3.1)

in (4.2.3) has two quadratic terms, so it is tempting to use these two terms to define

a Gaussian measure and write the |@|* measure relative to this Gaussian measure.

However, the corresponding Gaussian measure does not exist when Vv is negative,

and we are interested in the critical value v, which is negative. Also, the hierarchical

Laplacian itself is not positive definite, so it is not possible to define a Gaussian

measure using only the ¢(—Ag y @) term, without restriction on the domain of Ay .
Given a mass parameter m”> > 0, we define vy = v —m? and

Voo (9) = J8lol* + Svolol*. 4.3.2)

Leaving implicit the volume parameter N on the right-hand side, and writing C =
(—Aun+m?)~!, we have

EcFe Lxea Vevo (@0)

(Flgvn = (4.3.3)

Ece_vg"’()

The finite-volume susceptibility corresponds to the choice F(¢) = ¥, ca @l @)
on the left-hand side of (4.3.3). It can be studied using the Laplace transform, as in
the next exercise. We define

Zo(p) = e Vex(®) (4.3.4)
and, for f : R — R”, '
En(f) =Ec (e 9Zy(p)). (4.3.5)
By Exercise 2.1.10,
1
In(f) = 2V (Eco20)(C). (4.3.6)

Derivatives of functionals of fields, in the directions of test functions #;, are defined
by
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dn
F(f+sthy +--suhy) . (430)

D'F(fihy,... hy) = ———
(f ! n) dSl”'dSn sp=-=5,=0

Exercise 4.3.1. For vo = v — m?,
1 D*Ey(0;1,1)
Al Zn(0)
1 1 D?Zy(0;1,1)

=— 4.3.8
m T m*A]  Zg(0) (4-38)

Z <‘P(§ (P)}>g,V7N =

XEA

where 1 denotes the constant test function 1, = (1,0,...,0) forall x € A, and where
Zy = Ec0Zy with Zj given by (4.3.4) and the convolution Ec8 is given by Defini-
tion 2.1.5. Hint: use Exercise 4.1.10 for the second equality in (4.3.8). [Solution]

Using the renormalisation group method we will compute the effective mass
m? > 0, as a function of v > V., with the property that the term involving Zjs, on the
right-hand side of (4.3.8) goes to zero as N — oo. By Exercise 4.1.10, this expresses
the infinite-volume susceptibility of the interacting model at v as the susceptibility
of the free model at m 2.

Much of the literature on the triviality (Gaussian nature) of the 4-dimensional
|@|* model has focussed on the renormalised coupling constant gey, €.g., [10,89].
This is defined in terms of the truncated four-point function ii4, which for simplicity
we discuss here for the 1-component model. In finite volume, let

in= Y ((00000)n — (900N (00

X,),2€A
— (@) (@ez)y — <qoo<pz>zv<<px¢y>zv)
= Y (9000)n—3|A|xy. (4.3.9)
X,),2EA

Then we define 714 = limy_. it4 y (assuming the limit exists), and set

1 i1y
8ren = _EW (4310)
where & is the correlation length. The % is simply a normalisation factor.
Exercise 4.3.2. (i) In the setup of Exercise 4.3.1 with n = 1, prove that
1 [ D*Z4(0;1,1,1,1 D*Z4(0;1,1)\°
4N = — il )—3( il )) ) 4.3.11)
mP|A| Zy(0) Zx(0)

Here 1, =1forallx € A.

(i) As discussed below Exercise 4.3.1, we will prove that in infinite volume the
susceptibility is ¥ = m~2. As in Theorem 1.6.2, for d = 4 we expect the correla-
tion length to have the same leading asymptotic behaviour as the square root of the
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susceptibility. Thus, for d = 4, we define

. la 1 5.
8ren = _8;1 = _6m8u4' 4.3.12)
If Zy is replaced in (4.3.11) by e ™"V ) with Vi (A) = Len (v @d + Lvn @2 +uy),
prove that the right-hand side of (4.3.12) then becomes g.. = limy_;« gn (assuming
again that the limit exists). This explains the name “renormalised coupling con-
stant.” [Solution]



Part I1

The renormalisation group: Perturbative
analysis






Chapter 5
The renormalisation group map

The proof of Theorem 4.2.1 uses the renormalisation group method, and occupies
the remainder of the book. An advantage of the hierarchical model is that the analy-
sis can be reduced to individual blocks (recall Definition 4.1.1); this is not the case
in the Euclidean setting. We explain this reduction in Section 5.1. The renormalisa-
tion group map is defined in Section 5.2. It involves the notion of flow of coupling
constants (u;,g;,V;), as well as the flow of an infinite-dimensional non-perturbative
coordinate K. The flow of coupling constants is given to leading order by perturba-
tion theory, which is the subject of Section 5.3.

5.1 Reduction to block analysis

5.1.1 Progressive integration

Our starting point for the proof of Theorem 4.2.1 is a formula for the finite volume
susceptibility xn (g, V) of (4.2.4). It can be rewritten, as in Exercise 4.3.1, as follows.
Given (go, Vo) and m? > 0, we write C = C(m?) = (—Ay y +m?)~! and

Zy =Ec0Zy, Zo(@) = e*erA(%go\fpx|4+%volfpx|2)’ (5.1.1)

where the convolution Ec0 is defined in Definition 2.1.5, and we emphasise that
it here refers to an n-component Gaussian field as in Example 2.1.4. Then, for any
m2 >0, and for go = g and v = vV —m?2,

1+ 1 D?Z4(0;1,1)
m?>  m*A] Zg(0)

(g, V)= (5.1.2)

where 1 denotes the constant test function 1, = (1,0,...,0) forall x € A.
Thus, to compute the susceptibility, it suffices to understand Zg. The formula
(5.1.2) requires that vy = v —m?, but the right-hand side makes sense as a function of

65
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three independent variables (m?, go, Vo), with m?> > 0, gg = g > 0, vy € R. Although
(5.1.2) no longer holds without the requirement that vy = v — m?, it is nevertheless
useful to analyse Zg as a function of three independent variables for now, and to
restrict Vg later. We will do so.

The starting point for the renormalisation group is to evaluate Z, as the last term
in a sequence Zy,Z1,...,Zy,Zs generated by

Zj+1 ZECjHQZj (] <N)7 Z]V = ]ECNQZN; (5.1.3)

where C = Zl}lzl C;+Cy is as in Proposition 4.1.9. It follows from the above recur-
sion and Corollary 2.1.11 that

ZN :ECNQOECNGO"'O]ECI QZOZEC(mz)QZ(), (514)

consistent with (5.1.1). The effect of finite volume is concentrated entirely in the
last covariance Cy.
The first equation of (5.1.3) can be rewritten as

Zi1(9) =Ec,, , Zi(9 + ), (5.1.5)

where the expectation on the right-hand side integrates with respect to { leaving @
fixed. By the definition of the hierarchical GFF in Definition 4.1.2,

e the restriction of x — {, to ablock b € B ;s constant;
e the restriction of x — ¢, to a block B € B is constant.

The fluctuation field ¢ is Gaussian with covariance C; 1, while the block-spin field
@ is Gaussian with covariance Cj 5 +---+Cy + Cy.

From now on, we often fix a scale j and omit it from the notation. We then write
+ instead of j+ 1. In particular, we write C. for C;41, B for B;, and B for B;11.
We also abbreviate E = Ec;,,, and we typically use b to denote a block at scale j
and B to denote a block at scale j+ 1 when blocks at both scales are being used.

5.1.2 Polynomials in the hierarchical field

We use the notation | .
2 2 4
= _ = — 5.1.6
t=5lol%, T =lol, (5.1.6)

and write, for example, 72 = 1| ¢, |*.

Definition 5.1.1. We set ) = R?, 1/ = R3 and write their elements as V = (g, v) € V
and U = (u,V) € U. We identify V and U with the polynomials V = g7> + v and
U=gt+vt+u GivenV €VorU €U and X C A, we set
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VX,0)=Y (st +Vv1), (5.1.7)
xeX

UX,9)=Y (872 +Vvictu). (5.1.8)
xeX

Furthermore we set Uy (@) = g2 + VT, + u and similarly for V,(¢).

Exercise 5.1.2. Show that, for an arbitrary covariance C, Ec0 acts as amap U — U
identified as polynomials in the field by setting X = {x} in (5.1.8). (Recall Proposi-
tion 2.1.6). [Solution].

Recall that the set B; of j-blocks is defined in Definition 4.1.1. We use multi-
index notation: & = (o,...,q,) is a vector of nonnegative integers, and we write
la| =Y o5, al =TT, o!, and §* =TT, (§)% for § € R™.

Lemma 5.1.3. [fU,U’' € U and B € B, then there exist coefficients p,q,r,s € R,
bilinear in U,U’, such that

Cov (0Uy,8U'(B)) = p+qT, + 11> +577. (5.1.9)

if ) =0 as in (4.1.13) then s = 0, and hence Cov.+(6Uy,0U'(B)) identifies with
(p,r,q) €U via (5.1.8).

Proof. By Taylor’s theorem, Ux(¢ + &) = ¥ |q|<4 iU("‘) (p)CZ, so
1 1

P
oo | <4 & @ B

Cov_ (6U,,0U’(B)) = U @U@ Y Covy(¢2.6%). (5.1.10)

X/

Terms with |a| = 0 or || = 0 vanish since the covariance does. The same is true
when |a| + |¢f| is odd, due to the § — —& symmetry. When |a| = || = 1, the
covariance vanishes unless @ = ¢/, and in this case the sum over x’ is cﬂ). When
c$) is nonzero, the O(n)-invariance of the covariance ensures that the resulting ¢-
dependence is of the form |¢|°.

This leaves only terms where |ct| +|a’| € {4,6,8}. Such terms respectively pro-
duce contributions which are quartic, quadratic, and constant in ¢. The fact that the
covariance is O(n)-invariant ensures that the quartic and quadratic terms are multi-
ples of |@|* and |@|?, and the proof is complete. [

5.1.3 Functionals of the hierarchical field

Definition 5.1.4. For B € 3}, let J(B) denote the set of constant maps from B to R”,
and let jp : J(B) — R”" be the map that identifies the constant in the range of a map
inJ(B), i.e.,

jB(@) = ¢: (xeB,¢cJ(B)). (5.1.11)
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Let N'(B) be the vector space of functions that have the form F o jp : J(B) — R,
where F : R” — R is a function with pxr continuous derivatives. In the proof of
Theorem 4.2.1, we take par = oo, though the proof also works for any finite value
pn > 10.

Definition 5.1.5. Let F = F; C EBBelng (B) be the vector space of functions
F (B, @) that obey the following properties for all B € B;:

e locality: F(B) € N (B),

e spatial homogeneity: F(B) = F o jp where F : R" — R is the same for all blocks
Be Bj,

e O(n)-invariance: F(B,@) = F(B,T @) for all T € O(n), where T acts on J(B) by
(Te),=To, forxeB.

The property locality is already included in the condition that F is a subspace of
@z N (B), and is written for emphasis only. For X C B;, let B;(X) denote the set of
Jj-blocks comprising X. For F; € @pc B N (B), in particular for F; € F;, we define

Ff= ] F®). (5.1.12)

5.1.4 Global to local reduction

LetVy = gorf + vy T,. We define Fy € Fo by
Fo({x},0) = e (@), (5.1.13)
By definition, Zy of (5.1.1) can be written in the notation (5.1.12) as
Zy=Fg (5.1.14)

The product F§* = T,es Fo({x}) in (5.1.14) is the same as the product over 0-blocks
B € By, because a 0-block B equals {x} for some lattice point x. A principal feature
of the hierarchical model is the stability of a product form for Z; for every j, anal-
ogous to (5.1.14), as in the following lemma. In its statement, in accordance with
(5.1.12) we write F® = [Iyep, (5) Fk () for B € Byy1, and F{* = [1pep, Fj(B).

Lemma 5.1.6. The sequence F; defined inductively by
Fes1(B) =Eq,, , 0FF (B € Biy), (5.1.15)

with initial condition (5.1.13), defines a sequence F; € F; when F(B) = F(B, @) is
restricted to the domain J(B). Moreover,

Zj=F} (5.1.16)
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Proof. For j =0, the claim (5.1.16) holds by (5.1.14) and Fy € Fo as remarked
above. We apply induction, and assume that (5.1.16) holds for some j with F; € F;.
In particular, for B in B;, F;(B) depends only on ¢|p and this field is constant on
B. Following the definition of Ec;,, 6 we replace F;(B, ) by F;(B,¢ + {) where
¢ is Gaussian with covariance Cj; and the expectation is over {. The covariance
Cj41 is such that {|p and {|p are independent for distinct blocks B,B' € Bj, .
Consequently, by the inductive hypothesis

Ec,,,0Zj=Fc,,,0 [] F/ = [ Ec. 0F =Ff, (5.1.17)
BEBj+1 BEBJ'+]

as claimed. To prove that F;| € F;;1 as in Definition 5.1.5 we use the inductive
hypothesis F; € F;, the recursive definition (5.1.15) and that ¢; is constant on
B. These immediately imply that Fj satisfies locality and homogeneity. By Ex-
ercise 2.1.13, ToEc, 0 =Ec, 00T for any T € O(n). This implies that Fj,;
is O(n)-invariant, which completes the proof that Fj € Fj4i, and completes the
proof of the lemma. ]

According to (5.1.16) the sequence Z; is determined by the sequence F;. A key
point is the simplifying feature that Fj is local, i.e., F(B) depends only on ¢, for
x € B, while Z; is global, i.e., it depends on @, for all x € A.

In order to define the renormalisation group map, we make a conceptual shift in
thinking about Lemma 5.1.6. Namely, we broaden our perspective, and no longer
consider the input to the expectation Ec,, 6 as necessarily being determined by a
specific sequence Z; with initial condition Zy. Instead, we consider a generic F € F,
define Z = FA, and assume that Z is integrable. Then we consider E, 6 = Ec; 0 as
a map acting on this class of Z. The calculation in (5.1.17) shows that the map F
F, defined by F, (B) = E, 6F2 is a lift of the map Z ~+ Z, =, Z. See Figure 5.1.
As discussed above, this is a global to local reduction.

E, 6

Fig.5.1 ThemapE 60 :Z+— Z, islifted to F — F.
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5.2 The renormalisation group map

5.2.1 Local coordinates

To describe the map F + F, defined by F, (B) = E, F2 for integrable F € F,
we introduce coordinates. Ideally, we would like to replace F by e~V with U € U.
This is not exactly possible, as we will need more degrees of freedom for a typical
F than just three real parameters (, g, V). In particular, it is in general not the case
that there exists Uy € U such that Ec, 8¢~V (%) will be equal to e~U+(). So instead,
we make an approximate replacement of F by ¢~Y, and keep track of the error in
this replacement.
In detail, given U = (u,V) € U, we define I € F by

1(b)y=e""), (5.2.1)
and write F € F as
F(b) = e “Pl(1(b) + K (b)), (5.2.2)

where K is defined so that (5.2.2) holds: K (b) = ¢"|F (b) — I(b). Then (5.2.2) rep-
resents F by local coordinates

with u € R, V € R?, and K € F. We can turn this around: given coordinates (U, K),
the formula (5.2.2) defines F. If we define Z = F*, then (U, K) also determines Z.
Note that Zy of (5.1.14) is of this form, with F = ¢~V corresponding tou =0,K =0.

Given any Uy €U, a simple algebraic manipulation shows that F (B) =Ec, 6F8
can be expressed in the same form

F.(B)=E.0F% = ¢ Bl(1,(B)+ K. (B)), (5.2.4)
with I, € F, defined by I, (B) = ¢+ and with K, uniquely defined by
K (B)=e"BIE, 0(I+K)®—1.(B). (5.2.5)

It is straightforward to check that this is the solution that makes the diagram com-
mutative in Figure 5.2. With Z, =E.,0Z=E, 0F* = F* (we used (5.1.17) for the
last equality), we obtain

Zy=e I 1K) = MBI+ K)) =B, 0Z. (5.2.6)

To be useful, we will need to make an intelligent choice of U,. Our choice is
made in Section 5.2.4. It is designed in such a way that we will be able to prove
that if K = Kj; is third order in the coefficients of U, then K will be third order in
the coefficients of U, uniformly in the scale j. The coordinate K is thus an error
coordinate which gathers third order errors. Detailed second-order information is
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retained in the polynomials U and U, and this is the information that is primary in
the computation of critical exponents.

We emphasise that the remainder coordinate K is not written in the exponent,
i.e., we use the form F(b) = e “l(e7V®) 1 K (b)) instead of e~#IPI=V()+K(®) Since
K (b) contains contributions that are, e.g., degree-6 in the field ¢ and of uncontrolled
sign, it is useful not to exponentiate them. Note that requiring that K (b) be O(|¢|°)
as @ — 0 would be a natural condition to fix the choice of V and K; however, we
do not impose it and allow K (b) to contain sufficiently small contributions of lower
order in ¢. This gives a somewhat more flexible representation whose generalisation
is particularly useful in the Euclidean setting.

F >
Ec, 6(-)®

Fig. 5.2 The map F — F, is lifted to map (U,K) — (U, K, ). The lift is not unique.

5.2.2 Localisation

A crucial idea for the renormalisation group method is to choose V. so that the
coordinate K in (5.2.3) contracts under change in scale. A full discussion of this
contraction involves the introduction of a norm to measure the size of K. We defer
this to future chapters. In this section, we restrict attention to the definition of a map
which extracts from a functional of the field, such as K, a local polynomial in the
field which represents the parts of the functional which do not contract. This map is
called Loc.

The monomials which comprise the range of Loc are those which do not contract
under change of scale, in the following sense. For dimension d = 4, by (4.1.12)
the approximate size (square root of the variance) of the fluctuation field |{;, | is
L~J.ForV =|{;;1|P, the size of V(b) is approximately L*/L P/ = L4=P)J because
this is the number |b| = L% of fields in b times the approximate size L™?/ of the
monomial |{j1.|7 at a point x € b. Under this measure of size, the monomial grows
exponentially with the scale if p < 4, it neither grows nor contracts if p =4, and it
contracts with the scale if p > 4. This motivates the following definition.
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Definition 5.2.1. A homogeneous polynomial in § of degree p is relevant if p < 4,
marginal if p =4, and irrelevant if p > 4.

For a functional F of the field, we will use Taylor expansion to define LocF
as the projection onto the relevant and marginal monomials of F. For this, we first
develop the theory of Taylor expansion.

Recall that for a sufficiently smooth function F : R* — R and a point ¢ € R",
the p derivative F (”>((p) of F at ¢ is the p-linear function of directions ¢” =

(1. 9p) € (R")? given by

, 0 0 .
FP)(g;¢P) = ETE XF(¢+Zi:1,...,pti(pi)a (5.2.7)
P

with the derivatives evaluated at ) = --- =1, = 0.

Definition 5.2.2. For smooth F : R*" — R and k > 0, we define Tay,F to be the
k"-order Taylor polynomial at 0, i.e., for ¢ € R”,

k

1
Tay, F (@)=Y ;F“”(o; ), ' =9,...,9. (5.2.8)
p=0£"

For b € B and F(b) = F o j, € N'(b), and for a field ¢ that is constant on b, we
define
Tay, F (b) = (TayF) o jp. (5.2.9)

We define the localisation operator Loc by
LocF (b) = Tay,F (b). (5.2.10)

By definition, Tay, is a projection. More generally, Tay, Tay,F (b) = Tay,,,F (b).
We need Loc = Tay, only for O(n)-invariant F (b), and in this case it simplifies.

Lemma 5.2.3. Let b € B and suppose that F(b) = F o j, is in N'(b) and is O(n)-
invariant. Then, for constant ¢ on b,

1 1
LocF(b,p) = F(0) + EF(Z) (0;¢1)| @] + EF(“) (0;¢])|0]*, (5.2.11)
where e; = (1,0,...,0) inR" and e} =ey,...,ey in [l _,R". In particular, there

is a unique element U of U such that Loc F (b) = Ug (b), and we identify Loc F with
this element Up.

Proof. By hypothesis, F(T @) = F(¢) for every T € O(n). With the choice T = —I,
we see that F(®) (0) = 0 for all odd |a|. With T chosen so that T = (|¢|,0,...,0)
(a rotation), we obtain (5.2.11). |

Example 5.2.4. Consider 1-component fields ¢ defined on R4 which are constant
on the block b € B.
(i) Let
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F(b,gp)=Y o:. (5.2.12)
x€b
This is an element of A (b) as in Definition 5.1.4. In particular, F(b) = F o j,
with F (1) = b|u?, so Tay,F (u) = |b|u?. Therefore (Tay,F) o ju(¢) = [b| (js(@))’.
Equivalently, (Tay,F) o j,(¢) = ¥.1cp ¢2. By Definition 5.2.2,
LocF(b,9) =Y ¢f =F(b,9). (5.2.13)

xeb

Similarly, Loc F (b, ¢) = F (b, @) if

1 1
F(b,p)=Y (gfpff +ovel+ u) . (5.2.14)
xeb 4 2
(i) Let
F(b, ) = eLeer V%%, (5.2.15)

Then F(b) = F o j, with F(u) = el so Tay,F (u) = 1+ |b|vu® + L[b?vZu?.
Therefore (Tay,F) o j,(@) =1+ \b|v(jh((p))2 + %|b|2v2(jh((p))4. Equivalently,
(Tay,F) o jp(9) = 1+ Y, VO + 3|b| Lrcp, V2 9L By Definition 5.2.2,

1
LocF(b,¢) =Y <b|+v<p§+;|b|v2<p;‘). (5.2.16)
xeb

In (5.2.13) and (5.2.16), the output of Loc has been written as a local polynomial
in the field, summed over the block b. For the hierarchical model this could be
seen as a redundant formulation, since the field is constant on » and hence, e.g.,
Yoeh (pf = |b| @. However, in the Euclidean model the field is no longer constant on
blocks, and (5.2.13) and (5.2.16) have direct Euclidean counterparts. This illustrates
the general theme that Euclidean formulas specialised to the case where fields are
constant on blocks reduce to hierarchical formulas.

Ultimately, the proof that K, contracts relative to K requires an estimate on 1 —
Loc. A general version of this crucial estimate is given in Section 7.5, and its specific
application occurs in Section 10.5.

5.2.3 Perturbative map

In this section, Cy is any covariance with the property that the corresponding fields
are constants on blocks in b € B. It will be taken to be either C;, for some j < N,
or Cy when j = N. We sometimes write [ in place of Ec, .

As discussed in Section 5.2.1, it is in general not the case that there exists U} € U
such that B e~Y®) will be equal to e~V+(P). The perturbative map is amap U + Uy
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such that, in a sense to be made precise below, E, e~Y®) is approximately equal to
e Un(B) The map is defined as follows.

Definition 5.2.5. Recall that E(6A; 6B) is defined in (2.2.6); it is the same as the
covariance Cov(0A, 6B). Given U € U, we define

Upt(B):]EQGU(B)—%LOC]EQ(GU(B);GU(B)) (BEBj1). (5.2.17)

Exercise 5.1.2 shows that Ec, 0U (B) determines an element of ¢/, and the range of
Loc is also U, so Up(B) determines an element of &/. We define the perturbative
map Py : U — U by setting Py (U) to be this element. Then (5.2.17) can also be
written as

@, (U;B) =Ec, 6U(B) — %LOCJEQ (6U(B);6U(B)). (5.2.18)

We also define |
W, (B) = 5(1 —Loc)Ec, (6U(B);0U(B)). (5.2.19)

By Lemma 5.1.3, if ¢(l) = 0 then the definition of Uy (B) is not changed if Loc
is removed from the right-hand side of (5.2.17). Also by Lemma 5.1.3, W(B) is
proportional to ¥, T2, and is in fact zero if ¢(!) = 0.

The polynomial Uy, € U can be calculated explicitly, and the result of this cal-
culation is given in Proposition 5.3.1. The coefficients of Uy are explicit quadratic
polynomials in the coefficients of U, and the coefficients of these quadratic polyno-
mials are explicit functions of the covariance C...

The sense in which the expectation E,0e~U is approximately e~ Un(V) is made
precise by Lemma 5.2.6. Given U, we define
SU = U — Uy (U). (5.2.20)

The following lemma illustrates what the definition of Uy achieves. It shows that the
difference between Ee %Y and e~Urt is the sum of three terms. The term involving
W is second order in U but is zero as long as D = 0, which does hold for all scales
except the last scale by (4.1.13). The term involving (LocVar(8U ))? is fourth-order
in U, and there is a term that is formally third order in §U, defined in terms of

1

A3(B) = 5

1
/0 (—8U(B))2e VB (1 —ar. (5.2.21)

In Section 10.3.2, we provide a careful analysis of the term involving As.

Lemma 5.2.6. For any polynomial U € U such that the expectations exist, and for
Be B+,

E e 0U(B) — o~Un(B) (1 + W, (B) + L (LocVar(0U (B)))* + E+ A3 (B)) . (5.2.22)
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In particular, if the covariance satisfies the zero-sum condition ¢V =0, then
E, e VB) = ¢~Un(B) (1 + 1 (Var(6U(B)))? +E A3 (B)) . (5.2.23)

Proof. We drop the block B and subscript + from the notation. Then we can rewrite
the desired formula (5.2.22) as

Ee %V = 1+ W + L (LocVar(U))* + EA;. (5.2.24)
By the Taylor remainder formula,
e U 18U+ %(5(])2 +As. (5.2.25)

By Definition 5.2.5,
ESU = 1LocVar(6U). (5.2.26)

Also, Var(8U) = Var(8U) and W = % (1 —Loc)Var8U, so

E(-8U +1(8U)%) = ~E(8U) + i Var(8U) + L (E(8U))*
= —1LocVar(6U) + 3 Var(0U) + § (LocVar(8U))?
=W + 1 (LocVar(6U))>. (5.2.27)
By (5.2.25), this leads to (5.2.24). Finally, (5.2.23) then follows immediately since

when ¢(!) = 0 we have W = 0 and LocVarU = VarU. This completes the proof.
|

A more naive idea would be to expand e %Y into a power series before com-
puting the expectation Ee~%Y, but such expansions can behave badly under the
expectation, as illustrated by the following exercise.

Exercise 5.2.7. Observe that, for any g > 0,

1 i 4 1.2
—_— e e M dx <1, (5.2.28)
vV 2T /;oo -
whereas, on the other hand, the series
o 1 1 “ A\ —142
gaﬁlw(—gx yre 3 dx (5.2.29)

is not absolutely convergent for any g # 0. [Solution]
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5.2.4 Definition of the renormalisation group map

We now have all the ingredients needed to define the renormalisation group map.
We define the map P, with Cy = Cj4; as in Proposition 4.1.9. As before, the scale
Jj 1s fixed and omitted from the notation. We assume here that j < N. In particular,

this means that ciLl) = 0 holds so that Loc can be dropped from (5.2.18) and W,. = 0.

Definition 5.2.8. For m? > 0, the renormalisation group map

D, 1 (V.K) = (Us,Ky) = (u4, Vi, Ky) (5.2.30)

is defined by
Uy = @ (V —Loc (e"K)), (5.2.31)
K. (B)=e“PE, 6(I+K)® —1.(B), (5.2.32)

where I = e, and I, = e~"*. The domain of @, consists of those (V,K) € V x F
such that Ec, 0(I(V) +K)? is defined. We write the components of @, as

@, = (Y, dK) = (%, 7, &) = (¢*, d)). (5.2.33)

Note that in (5.2.30) the input polynomial is V € V rather than U = u+V € U.
The reason why it is sufficient to consider the case u = 0 is discussed in Re-
mark 5.2.9. Note also that U (b) = V(b) — Loc(e"?)K (b)) in (5.2.31) defines a b-
independent element U € U, due to the spatial homogeneity imposed on K € F by
Definition 5.1.5. The formula (5.2.32) for K is identical to (5.2.5), with the specific
choice (5.2.31) for U, and with u = 0.

Remark 5.2.9. The domain of &, involves V € V instead of U € U, i.e., has u =0,
while the output of &, has a u-component. This is because the dependence of the
expectation on u is of a trivial nature. Let U = (u,g,v) = (u,V). Then U = u +
V and Up(U) = u+ Uy (V), and thus U, (U,K) = u+ U (V,K) and K+ (U,K) =
¢“IBIK | (V,K). The effect of nonzero u can thus be incorporated in this manner. We
refer to the transition from U = (u, g, V) to Uy = (uy, g+, V4 ) as the flow of coupling
constants.

Remark 5.2.10. We emphasise that, while the hierarchical model is originally de-
fined only for m? > 0, the covariances C| ,-++,Cy (but not Cg ) are well-defined also
for m> = 0. This allows us to define the renormalisation group map also for m> = 0,
as in Definition 5.2.8. Furthermore, the maps ®; for Ay are the same for all N > j.

There are two aspects to our choice of U, which is the basis for the definition of
the renormalisation group map &, with K given by (5.2.5).

Nonperturbative aspect. In eV + K = e~V (14 €' K), the term " K can contain rel-
evant and marginal contributions, so we isolate these as K =Loce"K + (1-
Loc)eVK . We wish to absorb LoceVK into V, which is in the exponent, SO we
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approximate e~ (1 + Loce”K) by e~V with U = V — Loce" K. This approximate
transfer of the marginal and relevant terms turns out to be sufficient since we will
impose a hypothesis that the remainder K is higher order and therefore does not
significantly affect the evolution of V.

Perturbative aspect. The expectation Efe~V is approximately e , in the sense
that is made precise by Lemma 5.2.6. The occurrence of @y in (5.2.31) is for this
reason.

—Upt(0)

5.2.5 The last renormalisation group step

The final renormalisation group step concerns the integration with covariance Cy, =
m~2Qy. This step is special. There is no more reblocking because after the integra-

tion with covariance Cy only the one block B = Ay remains. Also, 65\}) =m2#0
so Wy, is not zero, where Wy, is given by (5.2.19) to be

Wy (B) = %(1 —Loc)Ec, (6V(B); 0V (B)) (B=A). (5.2.34)

Definition 5.2.11. The final renormalisation group map (V,K) — (Ug,Ky) is the
map from V x F to U x F defined by

Uy =Un(V), (5.2.35)

Ky(B) = ¢ V3(®) (% (LocVar(6U))? +Ec, A3 (B)) +eIPEe OK(B), (5.236)

where B = Ay, Uy = ug + Vg with Vi € V, 6U and Az are as in (5.2.20) and (5.2.21).
We assume the expectations in (5.2.36) exist.

The formula for Uy in Definition 5.2.11 does not have the Loc term present in
(5.2.31), because it is not necessary to remove expanding parts of K when there are
no more renormalisation group steps to cause K to expand.

The following proposition shows that Definition 5.2.11 and CA](\}) #0lead to a
revised version of the representation (5.2.6) where now Iy, is given by e Vi (1+ Wx)
rather than simply by e~"#¥ as in all earlier renormalisation group steps.

Proposition 5.2.12. With Uy and Ky as in Definition 5.2.11, with B = Ay, and
assuming that the expectations exist,

Ec, <e—9"(3> + eK(B)) —— (e—va(‘”(l + Wy (B)) +KN(B)) . (5.237)

Proof. We drop B from the notation. By Lemma 5.2.6, the left-hand side of (5.2.37)
is equal to

e Us (1 + Wy + & (LocVar(0U))? + ECNAg) +Ec, OK. (5.2.38)
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After an algebraic reorganisation, this is seen to equal the right-hand side of (5.2.37).
|

Remark 5.2.13. As discussed further in Chapter A, for the Euclidean finite-range
decomposition it is the case that ¢(!) # 0 for all covariances. This creates a need for
aterm W in all renormalisation group steps, not just in the last step as we have here
for the hierarchical model.

5.3 Perturbative flow of coupling constants: the map P,

In this section, we explicitly compute the map Py (V) = @Y (V,0), which by defini-
tion is the map V + Uy, of (5.2.17). Note that &, depends only on V, and not on K.
We allow nonzero u in this section, so that, as discussed in Remark 5.2.9, @, acts
on U = u+V €U rather than on V € V. As we show in Chapter 6, @, represents
the second-order part of the map @, , whose remaining parts are third-order. We
write the image of U under Py as (upt, &pts vpt). Thus our goal is the calculation of
(upt, &pt Vpt) as a function of (u,g,v). This functional dependence of the former on
the latter is referred to as the perturbative flow of coupling constants.

5.3.1 Statement of the perturbative flow

The perturbative flow of coupling constants is best expressed in terms of the rescaled
variables:

p=r%v, =1ty By = LU (uy — ). (5.3.1)

We generally omit the scale index j, and regard variables with index pt as scale-(j +
1) quantities. The powers of L in (5.3.1) correspond to the scaling of the monomials
on a block as discussed above Definition 5.2.1: v@? scales like VL?/, u¢® scales like
ul | and g is unscaled since ¢* is marginal.

Proposition 5.3.1. Lerd =4, y= (n+2)/(n+8), and suppose that ¢(V) = 0. Then
the map U — Uy of (5.2.17) can be written as

g =8—Bg’, (5.3.2)
tpe = L? (u(1—yBg)+ng—&g), (5.3.3)
Ey=L" (Kog + Kult — Kought — Koe8® — K',u,ul.Lz) , (5.3.4)

where B,1,&, k. are j-dependent constants defined in (5.3.10)—~(5.3.12) below.

Ultimately, the coefficient ¥ in (5.3.3) will become the exponent of the logarithm
in Theorem 4.2.1. To define the coefficients that appear in (5.3.2)—(5.3.4), we recall
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the definitions (4.1.19)—(4.1.20), namely

¢j=L i1+, LY) (1 - L7, (5.3.5)
= Y (Crrro(m?))". (53.6)
XEA

We define the coefficients

ni=n+2)c;, Bi=m+8)c”, & =2n+2)c +(n+2)%e;c?,

(5.3.7)
Ky p=4n(n+2)c3, K| ;=3inc;, K= %n(n—&-Z)ch;z), (5.3.8)
Ko j = gn(n+2) (c§4> + (n+2)c?c§-2)) . Ky = %ncgz). (5.3.9)

The primes in the above definitions indicate that they refer to unscaled variables;
these primes are dropped in rescaled versions. For d = 4, the rescaled versions are
defined by

ny=L*nj, Bj=B) & =LY¢, (5.3.10)

Ko j = [44/-1([2,’1.7 Ky, j = szK'(,.j, Kou,j = LZjK(;v,jv (5.3.11)

Koo =LY Kg o Kupj =Ky - (5.3.12)
2

All the above coefficients depend on the mass m~ occurring in the covariance.

The coefficient f3; is of particular importance. The use of the Greek letter f8 is
not entirely consistent with the term “beta function” in physics, which in our con-
text would represent the difference between the coupling constant at two successive
scales. In our formulation, B represents the coefficient of g in the beta function.

Remark 5.3.2. A term corresponding to Kév was incorrectly omitted in [18, (3.27)—
(3.28)]. Its inclusion does not affect the conclusions of [18].

Definition 5.3.3. For m > 0, let j,, be the greatest integer j such that Lim <1, and
set j, = oo if m = 0. We call j,, the mass scale.

The mass scale is the scale j at which the effect of the mass becomes important
in estimates. For the mass-dependent factor in (4.1.18), for L > 2 we have
(1 _i_mzLZj)fl < L7 20im+ < 4= Umim)s — 19]2 <0, (5.3.13)
where the equality defines o
O =2 Uil (5.3.14)

The advantage of ©; over the stronger upper bound L~20=/n)+ is that ©¥; is indepen-
dent of L. We often use 9 as an adequate way to take into account decay above the
mass scale.

Lemma 5.3.4. Ford =4,
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nj=ng(L+m* L)~ B = Bg(1+m*L¥)72, (5.3.15)

E=E1+m L), ko j=0((1+m*LY)™), (5.3.16)

where B = Bo(m*> =0) = (n+8)(1 — L), and analogously for & and 1. In par-
ticular, each of 0, B, &, K., j is bounded above by O(1)).

Proof. This follows from the definitions and Exercise 4.1.11. ]

An essential property is that ﬁ(()) > (. Recall from Exercise 4.1.12 that the hierar-
chical bubble diagram BZZ is given by

B, = Z ¢t (5.3.17)

Therefore,

Z = (n+8)B7,, (5.3.18)

which is finite for d = 4 if and only if m? > 0, and diverges logarithmically as m? |, 0
ford =4.

5.3.2 Proof of the perturbative flow

The flow of coupling constants is stated in Proposition 5.3.1 in terms of rescaled
variables, but for the proof we find it more convenient to work with the original vari-
ables. Also, although W of (5.3.6) is equal to zero by (4.1.13), the final covariance
Cy, does not sum to zero. We allow for nonzero ¢ in the following proposition, so
that it also handles the case of Cy. For this, we introduce the two coefficients

S =4(g(n+2)c;+gv)c)!), (5.3.19)
5 ;= (82 (n+223 +2gv(n+2)c; +v?)elV, (5.3.20)

()

which each vanish when ¢’
Proposition 5.3.5.

= 0. Proposition 5.3.1 is an immediate consequence of

Proposition 5.3.5. For U = u+ gt> + v1, the polynomial Uy defined in (5.2.17)
has the form Uy, = gptrz + Vi T+ Upy, with
gpt:g_ﬁj/'gz_S;ZJJ (5.3.21)
Voo = V(1 —1Bjg) +1jg —&jg® — ¢, (5322)
Upt = U+ Ky 8+ K| [V — Kby 8V — Kpg 18° — Ky V7, (5.3.23)
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with ﬁj’, n;, j’-, K,’w- defined in (5.3.7)~(5.3.9). Also,
W, = —acMg?73. (5.3.24)

In particular, if ¢ =0, then W, =0, Uy contains no term proportional to 73, and
hence Uy € U.

Recall the definition of Uy from (5.2.17) and recall Exercise 5.1.2. The following
lemma computes the terms in Uy, that are linear in V.

Lemma 5.3.6. For U =u+ iglo|*+ ]

Ec,.,0U = 3glo[* + 5 (v+njg) o> + (u+ K, jg+ K, ;v). (5.3.25)

Proof. We write C = Cj, 1, and sometimes also omit other labels j. Recall the for-
mula EcOU = e%AC U from Proposition 2.1.6. Using this, we obtain

EcOU = U+ 3Ac(38l9|* + 3vI0[*) + §AG1¢l0l*. (5.3.26)

The 1’ term in (5.3.22) arises from the coefficient of 1|¢|? in 1Ac1|¢|*. By defini-
tion,

=

Aclo|* =

(5.3.27)

Since

2 i\2 2
a(¢)? s (197)" = aq,,(\wl ¢') =8(¢)* +4(p/?, (5.3.28)

this coefficient is n} given by (5.3.7), as required. The constant terms are kj, =

1Aclo|? and K}, = 5 A2||*. We leave the verification of the formulas for kj, k in
(5.3.9) to Exercise 5.3.7. [ ]

Proof of Proposition 5.3.5. The definition of Uy is given in (5.2.17). We again write
C = Cj;1 and omit other labels j. The linear terms in (5.3.21)—(5.3.23) are given by
Lemma 5.3.6. Let x € B € Bj;1. For the quadratic terms, we must compute

ZEC(QVxQGVy) = Z (T1682]EC(9|(PX|4;9|(Py|4) +%8%V]EC(9‘(P)C|2 9|‘Py‘ )

yEB yEB
%600,%) ).
(5.3.29)

4;9|(Py|2) + £V2E0(6|(Px

+ %g%VEC(GkPx

By Exercise 2.2.4, Ec(6P;00Q) = Fc(EcOP,Ec0Q), and hence it follows from
Lemma 5.3.6 that the summand in (5.3.29) is equal to
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168 Fe (ol +20'|ou*: 1y [* +21" |9, )

+igsvEc(lo:lilol* +2nloy?) + ez vic(lod* +21" |l oy )

+ 3V Fe (o |9yf?). 4330

The above is equal to
168 Fe(lodd*:oy[*)
+ (%82(277’)2 +38v2n’+ ivz)Fc(prx\z; o[?) (5.3.31)
+ (tg2n + hedv) (Fe(lo sl ) + Fe(louls ) ).

This can be evaluated using the formula from Exercise 2.2.4:

21 . IPP; PQy
Fe(PiQy) =}, ¢ty X }

1 P s 9%’;1 ...a(P)l;p 8([);1 ~~~3(p)’;p'

(5.3.32)

In the following, we examine an important sample term, and leave most details for
Exercise 5.3.7.

Consider the term FC(|(p (p|4). For p = 2, four of the eight fields are differen-
tiated and this produces a |@|* term. Calculation as in (5.3.28) gives

4.

n et gyl

2 —16(n+8)|9[ (5.3.33)
i=100.0¢{ didep]

where the subscript has been dropped on ¢ on the right-hand side to reflect the fact
that the field is constant on B. This shows that the contribution due to p = 2 that

arises from —%%gz Yyen Fe(loul*; |goy|4) is
2
- (%1%82%65 )16(n+8)) lo* = —Bjg* ol (5.3.34)

which is a term in (5.3.21). The p = 1 term gives rise to —4cgl)g273 in Up. The
p = 1 term from the third line of (5.3.31) gives rise to s’Tz. No other |@|* terms can
arise from (5.3.31), and the proof of (5.3.21) is complete. For p = 3, a contribution
to &’ results, and for p = 4, a contribution to Kg,g results. We leave these, as well as

the contributions due to Fc(|@|*;|@|?) and F¢(|@[*;|@|*), for Exercise 5.3.7. n

Exercise 5.3.7. Verify the formulas given for the K’ coefficients in (5.3.9), and the
omitted details in Proposition 5.3.5 for the coefficients in (5.3.7). [Solution]



Chapter 6
Flow equations and main result

In Section 6.1, we provide a detailed and elementary analysis of the perturbative
flow of coupling constants, i.e., of the iteration of the recursion given by Proposi-
tion 5.3.1. We denote this flow by (g}, ;). In particular, we construct a perturbative
critical initial value fiy for which [i; approaches zero as j — oo,

In Section 6.2, we state extensions of the results of Section 6.1 to the nonper-
turbative setting, in which the recursion of Proposition 5.3.1 is corrected by higher
order terms, and show that these extensions imply the main result Theorem 4.2.1.
The proof of the nonperturbative versions is given in Chapters 8—10.

6.1 Analysis of perturbative flow

In this section, we study the perturbative flow of coupling constants U, defined as the
solution to the recursion Uj;| = @Y (U;,0) = Py (U;). The analysis of the suscep-
tibility does not require the sequence u;, so we do not study i; here though its anal-
ysis is analogous. Moreover, since itj1 — if; is a function of V}, ii; can be computed
once V; is known. Thus, we are concerned only with the V; part of U; = (i1;,V;). We
study the rescaled version (g;, fi;) of V; = (g}, V;), with fi; = L*v;.

According to (5.3.2)—(5.3.3),

gj+1 =8~ Big}, (6.1.1)
fijp1 = L7 (11— vB;g;) + 8 — §;&5) - (6.12)
By Lemma 5.3.4, B; = B9(1 +m?L?)~2. In particular, f; is constant when m* = 0.
The system of equations (6.1.1)—(6.1.2) is triangular since the first equation only
depends on g. Thus the equations can be solved successively; and they are so simple

that we can calculate anything we want to know. Triangularity no longer holds when
the effect of K is included, and the analysis of Chapter 8 is used to deal with this.

83
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6.1.1 Flow of 2

The flow of the coupling constant g; under the renormalisation group map is fun-
damental. This flow adds a higher-order error term to the perturbative sequence g;.
The analysis of the flow is the same with or without the error term, so we include
the error term from the outset here.

Thus we generalise (6.1.1) by adding an error term, and for the moment consider
a general sequence of coefficients a; for the quadratic term:

gj+1:gj—ajg%+ej, (6.1.3)
where we assume
0<a<aj<A, |ej|<Mg,, M;<M. (6.1.4)

The recursion for g; is the case M = 0 and a; = B;, and all of our analysis in this
section applies also when M = 0. The above recursion appears in many applications
and has been studied by many authors, e.g., [38, Section 8.5] for the case a; = a for
all j.

Exercise 6.1.1. Suppose that 0 < a < A < . Prove that if go > 0 is sufficiently
small (depending on a,A, M) then 0 < %gj < gj+1 < gjforall j> 0. It follows that
the limit lim,, .. g; exists and is nonnegative. Prove that this limit is zero. [Solution]

Recall that the mass scale j,, is defined in Definition 5.3.3, and that
§; =2~ Umim)+ (6.1.5)

is defined in (5.3.14). In our context, a; = ﬁj is independent of j when m? =0,
and when m? > 0 it begins to decay exponentially after the mass scale. This decay,
which is an important feature in our applications, violates the hypothesis a > 0 in
Exercise 6.1.1 and requires attention. Its principle effect is that the flow of g j(mz)
resembles that of g;(0) for scales j < j,,, whereas the flow effectively stops at the
mass scale so that g;(m?) resembles g;, (0) for scales j > ji.

As we show in the next proposition, the solution of the recursion is essentially
the sequence 7; defined by

o 80
Ai= 2 ti=—"—. (6.1.6)
J l:ZOﬁ’ J 1+g0AJ
In particular, when m? = 0,
. 80
Ai(0)=BYj,  1;(0) = —>—. (6.1.7)
SO =B 10 =

Exercise 6.1.2. For m2 > 0,
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Aj(m*) = BJ(j A jm) +O(1), (6.1.8)
() =<t (0 :L 6.1.
t](m) t.//\]m( ) 1+goﬁ(§)(j/\jm)’ ( 9)
j

Y o < O(Jlogt]). (6.1.10)

=0
[Solution]

The following proposition gives the asymptotic behaviour of the solution to the
recursion (6.1.3) when a; = fB; and M; = M¥;. The leading behaviour is not affected
by the error term e; in the recursion, as long as |e;| <M 19]~g§. In particular, g; and
gj have the same asymptotic behaviour as j — oo.

Proposition 6.1.3. Let m*> > 0 and consider the recursion (6.1.3) with a = Bjand
M;=MUv,. Let go > 0 be sufficiently small.
(i) As j = oo,

gj=1;+0(t7|logt;]), (6.1.11)
with the constant in the error term uniform in m* > 0. Also, g; = O(go) and gj+1 €
[387:28)]-
(ii) For m*> = 0, we have g;(0) ~ 1/(BYj) — 0 as j — o. For m*> > 0, the limit
Goo(m?) =1im 00 g (m?) > 0 exists and obeys geo(m?) ~ 1/(B jm) as m? | 0.
(iii) Suppose that e; is continuous in m? > 0. Then g..(m?) is continuous in m* > 0
and the convergence of g; 1o g- is uniform on compact intervals of m?* > 0.

Proof. (i) We assume by induction that g; < 2¢;. The induction hypothesis holds for
Jj = 0since gg = fo. The recursion gives
1 1 1

1
= =—+a;+0(a;+M))g;. (6.1.12)
giv1 gil—ajgitei/e; g s

We solve by iteration to get

1 1
= — 4 A +Ej, (6.1.13)
8j+1 80
with |Ej1| < Z{:o O(a;+M;)g;. By the induction hypothesis and (6.1.10), |E ;| <
!_, O(04t;) < O(|logtj|). This gives

80
1+g0A 11+ 80Ej+1

gj+1 = =tj1(1+0(tj11Ej41)), (6.1.14)

which in particular allows the induction to be advanced. It also proves the desired
formula for g;.

Finally, (6.1.9) implies that r; = O(go), and by g; < 2t; this proves that g; =
0(go). For the proof of g; 1 € [78/,2g,] see Exercise 6.1.1.
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(i) For m? = 0, (6.1.13) becomes

1 1 0
—— = —+BYj+0(log)), (6.1.15)
e By.j+O(log )

which proves that g;(0) ~ 1/(B{j). For m* > 0, (6.1.13) becomes instead

| o
1 ) +0(1)+0(1 ), 6.1.16
o) g0+5o(J/\J )+O0(1) +O(log(j A jm)) ( )

which proves that the limit g..(m?) exists and is asymptotic to 1/(B jn) as m* | 0.
(iii) By definition, f8;(m?) is continuous in m?> > 0, and e;(m?) is continuous by
hypothesis. On a compact subinterval of m? € (0,), both 3; and e; are uniformly
bounded by exponentially decaying sequences. Consequently the sums A;;; and
E; 1 which appear in (6.1.13) converge uniformly to limits, and these limits are
continuous by dominated convergence. This proves the uniform continuity on com-
pact mass subintervals. The continuity at m> = 0 follows from the fact that the
j — oo limit of the right-hand side of (6.1.16) tends to infinity as m? | 0, and hence
lim,,2 | geo(m?) = 0 = go.(0). This completes the proof. |

The next exercise provides an extension of (6.1.10).

Exercise 6.1.4. Each of the sequences g;,5;,7; obeys gj4+1 = g;(14+0(go)), as well
as the inequalities ©;(m?)g;(m?) < O(g;(0)) and

Yol <owigl™)  (p>1), (6.1.17)
=)
j
Y tigr < O(Jloggj)). (6.1.18)
=0

(The combination ¥¥;§; typically appears in our upper bounds.) [Solution]

Given 2 > 0, we define the mass domain

0,L7% m2 =0
I;(7%) = {Emz,zr}#] Enﬁz N o;. (6.1.19)

The next exercise implies that any of the sequences g}, g;,t; are comparable in value
when evaluated at m? or 7i? if m? € I;(10?).

Exercise 6.1.5. For 7i> > 0 and m? € 1;(7#?), each of the sequences g;,&;,t; obeys
gj(m?) = g; (%) + O(g,; (1*)?). (6.1.20)

[Solution]
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6.1.2 Perturbative stable manifold

In this section, we obtain a simple 2-dimensional version of an infinite-dimensional
counterpart in the next section. It is useful for illustrative purposes, though we do
not use the 2-dimensional version later. We do however use the following lemma
both for the two-dimensional and infinite-dimensional results.

Lemma 6.1.6. Assume that the sequence g satisfies the recursion (6.1.3) with a; =
Bj and M; = M;, and with e continuous in m?* > 0. For any fixed vy € R, let
J
;= [T = vBrew)- (6.1.21)

k=i

There exists c; = 1 + O(;g;), which is a continuous function of m* > 0, such that

. Y
11 j = (g’“ ) (ci+0(8g;))- (6.1.22)

8i

Proof. By Proposition 6.1.3 the sequences g; and g; are comparable; we use g; j for
error terms. Since (1—x)? = (1 —yx)(14+0(x?)) as x — 0, there exist sy = O(g7)
such that

J
H 1 _ﬁkgk +Sk). (6.1.23)

k=i

By (6.1.3), and since gj;1 € [%gj72gj] by Proposition 6.1.3,

1 — Brge = Sk 851 (14 o(9,82)). (6.1.24)
8k 8k

Therefore, there exist vy = O(%g7) such that

j Y J
H<gk+1> ) (gm) [T+, (6.1.25)

k=i

Since log(1 +x) = O(x), the product obeys
J J
H (1+v;) =exp Z O(vy) | =exp| O(1) Z ﬁkgﬁ . (6.1.26)
k=i f=i k=i

By (6.1.17), the infinite product converges and we can define

=

ci =11 +w) =1+0(9). (6.1.27)
k=i

We then obtain the desired formula for IT; ; from
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j .
H(l + Vi) = ciexp (— Z log(1 +vk)> =ci+0(9gjt1)- (6.1.28)

k=i k=j+1

Finally, the continuity of ¢; in m? follows from the uniform upper bound v <
0((81(0))?) by Exercise 6.1.4, the continuity of the f; and r, x and therefore of the
gk and f, and the dominated convergence theorem. This completes the proof. [ |

The next proposition constructs an initial condition i for which the perturbative
flow (g;, ;) satisfies fi; — 0. For m> = 0, the set (g, i5(g)) plays the role of a stable
manifold for the fixed point (0,0) of the dynamical system (g,fi) — (g+,f+)- A
schematic depiction of the stable manifold is given in Figure 6.1.

\ g

=

F5(2)

Fig. 6.1 Schematic depiction of the stable manifold for the perturbative flow (g;, fi;).

Proposition 6.1.7. Given m*> > 0, and given go > 0 sufficiently small, there exists a
unique 1§ = 5 (go,m?) such that if Vo = (go, [i§) then the solution to the recursion
(6.1.1)—(6.1.2) satisfies

8 —+8->0, @—0. (6.1.29)

More precisely, it obeys fi; = O(9;;), and §e ~ c(logm=2)~" as m* | 0 (for some
c>0).

In particular, if m? = 0, then Z. =0 and \7j — 0. This is the famous observation
of infrared asymptotic freedom, and inspires the prediction that scaling limits of the
model near the critical point are described by the free field.

Proof of Proposition 6.1.7. Given an initial condition gy, a sequence g; is deter-
mined by (6.1.1), and this sequence obeys the conclusions of Proposition 6.1.3. For
the sequence i}, we rewrite the recursion (6.1.2) backwards as
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aj=(1—-vBig) (LR —Mjg; +&;8))- (6.1.30)

By iteration, with II; ; given by Lemma 6.1.6, it follows that

k
l'_Lj = L*2<k+17]>njikl fig1 + ZL72(Z*])H;11 (_nlg_l + 51(5;[2) (6.1.31)
i=j
Motivated by this, we define
fp =Y L7200 (—mig + &) (6.1.32)
I=j

Since g, = O(1) and, by Lemma 6.1.6, IT Jfll is slowly varying compared with
L20-)) the above sum converges, and fl; = O(¥;g;). It is easy to check that fi;
given by (6.1.32) obeys the recursion (6.1.2), and that fiy is the unique initial value
that leads to a zero limit for the sequence. [ |

Given any initial condition (go, flp), the equations (6.1.1)—(6.1.2) can be solved
by forward iteration. This defines sequences g;, fi; for arbitrary initial conditions,
and the sequence fi; can be differentiated with respect to fip. This derivative is con-
sidered in the next proposition; its value is independent of the initial condition fiy.

Proposition 6.1.8. Given any small gy > 0,

oW 2 (&Y 5 ; 5
—= =LY 22 ) (c+0(8g;)) with c¢=140(go). (6.1.33)
dfi 8o

Consequently, there exists ¢’ > 0 such that

I
lim L*ZJT‘_‘/ ~ c(logm™)" asm? | 0. (6.1.34)

Jreo Ho

Proof. By the chain rule, g—gé = Hi;(l) ag—ﬁzl. We compute the factors in the product
by differentiating the recursion relation (6.1.2) for fi. Since g; is independent of i,
we obtain

IMj 11,2 .
7o kl;!) (1 —7Be&r)

Now we apply Lemma 6.1.6 for (6.1.33), and Proposition 6.1.3(ii) for (6.1.34). =
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6.2 Reduction of proof of Theorem 4.2.1

In this section, we prove Theorem 4.2.1 subject to Theorem 6.2.1 and Proposi-

tion 6.2.2. Theorem 6.2.1 is a non-perturbative versions of Propositions 6.1.7-6.1.8,

with no uncontrolled remainder. Proposition 6.2.2 is a relatively minor result which

incorporates the effect of the last renormalisation group step, corresponding to the

Gaussian integration with covariance Cg . Their proofs occupy the rest of the book.
Throughout this section, we fix

80 =28 (6.2.1)

and drop g from the notation when its role is insignificant. Our starting point is
(5.1.2), which asserts that for m?> > 0 and for

Vo=V —m?, (6.2.2)
the susceptibility is given by

1 1 D?Z4(0;1,1)
=— 2.
A= Al 00 (629

with Zy = Ec0Zy and Zy = e~ Lrea (0T +0%) - Ag discussed below (5.1.2), we can
regard the right-hand side as a function of two independent variables (m?, vq), with-
out enforcing (6.2.2), even though the equality in (6.2.3) is guaranteed only when
(6.2.2) does hold. We define a function )ZN(mz, Vo) by the right-hand side of (6.2.3)
with independent variables (m?*,vy). Thus fy is a function of two variables (with
dependence on g left implicit), and

av(Vo+m?) = In(m?,vp). (6.2.4)

To prove Theorem 4.2.1, the general strategy is to prove that for m? > 0 there
is a critical initial value vy = vo(m?) (depending also on go but independent of the
volume parameter N) such that starting from the initial condition V = gy 2+ Wt
and Ky = 0 it is possible to iterate the renormalisation group map indefinitely. This
iteration produces a sequence (Uj,K;) = (u},V;,K;) which represents Z; via (5.2.6)
as long as j < N. The sequence (U;,K;) = (u;,V},K;) is independent of N for j <N,
and thus in the limit N — oo is a global renormalisation group trajectory. For finite
N, (Uy,Ky) represents Zy. Finally, there is the step of (5.1.3) which is the first and
only step where a finite volume system deviates from the global trajectory. This
step maps Zy to Zg with Zg represented by (Uy,Ky) = (ug,Vy,Ky) from which
)ZN(mz, Vo) is computed with (6.2.3). The critical initial value is intimately related
to the critical point V.. The global trajectory has the property that V; and K; both go
to zero as j — oo, which is infrared asymptotic freedom. This property characterises
vo(m?) uniquely.

Given m? > 0, we can regard Vy as a function vy(go) of the initial value gy = g.
The construction of vy(go) corresponds schematically to the construction of the
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stable manifold depicted in Figure 6.1 for the perturbative flow. However, the dy-
namical system here is more elaborate than the perturbative 2-dimensional dynam-
ical system. Now it is instead infinite-dimensional due to the presence of the non-
perturbative coordinate K, and it is also non-autonomous because K lies in differ-
ent spaces . (which will be equipped with different norms) for different values of j.
The dynamical system is nonhyperbolic, with expanding coordinate (i}, contracting
coordinate K, and with coordinate g; which is neither contracting nor expanding.
Its local phase diagram is shown schematically in Figure 6.2. The fixed point is
(g,u,K) = (0,0,0). Given small gy and Ky, the flow of the dynamical system is
towards (0,0,0) when vy = vo(go,Kp) is chosen correctly (we focus on the case
Ko = 0 which is the only case we need). This choice defines the stable manifold,
which has co-dimension 1 corresponding to the variable u;. If vy were chosen off
the stable manifold, the flow of tt; would explode exponentially taking the trajectory
outside the domain of our RG map.

stable manifold fixed point
S

unstable manifold

Fig. 6.2 Phase diagram for the dynamical system.

The sequence U; is determined recursively from
Ujs1 (U, Kj) = uj+ U1 (V, Kj) = uj+ D7 (V) Kj), (6.2.5)

with Uj1(V},K;) = @p(V; — Loc(e"iK;)) as in (5.2.31). We have already anal-
ysed the map @ explicitly and in detail. It is defined by (5.2.18), and its explicit
quadratic form is given in Proposition 5.3.1. Thus, to understand the sequence Uj, it
suffices to analyse the sequence

RY(V,K) = (rg.js7v.js Fuj) (6.2.6)

defined by
RY, (V) K)) = @7, (V) K)) — D (V)). (6.2.7)

The following is a non-perturbative version of Propositions 6.1.7-6.1.8. Its proof
is given in Section 8.4.
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Theorem 6.2.1. Fix L sufficiently large and go > O sufficiently small.

(i) There exists a continuous function Vv (m?) of m* > 0 (depending on go) such that
if Vo = V§(m?) then, for all j € N,

rej=0(9]g)), LYr,;j=0(8g), LYr.;=0(9g)), (6.2.8)
and
LYvi|=0(8;g;),  |K;j(0)|+L ¥ |D*K;(0;1,1)| = 0(g}).  (6.2.9)

(ii) There exists ¢ = 1+ 0(go) such that for m*> > 0 and j € N, and with all deriva-
tives evaluated at (m*,v§(m?)),

Wi a8\ - g (20l
1] K;(0)|+L % 2 DK;(0;1,1)| =0 933 ( &2 ’ (6.2.11)
vy’ Vo A 127\ go ' -

From the first bound in (6.2.8) and Proposition 6.1.3, it follows that

lim g;(m*) = gu(m®)  (m* >0), (6.2.12)

J—reo

where g..(0) = 0, goo(m?) > 0 if m> > 0, and the limit is uniform on compact inter-
vals of m? > 0. Also by Proposition 6.1.3,

1

The first N renormalisation group steps correspond to integration over the co-
variances C| + --- + Cy. In finite volume, we are left with the final covariance Cy.
Unlike the other covariances, it has Y, Cy. y # 0. The next proposition shows that
its contribution is negligible. The proof, which requires only slight modifications to
the analysis of a typical renormalisation group step, is given in Section 10.7.

Proposition 6.2.2. Fix L sufficiently large and go > 0 sufficiently small, and sup-
pose that m*L*N > 1 (i.e., that the last scale N is beyond the mass scale j,,). The
expectations in Proposition 5.2.12 do exist at scale N for (V,K) = (Vy,Kn) and
(5.2.37) holds, i.e.,

Ec, (e’eVN(A)—kKN(A)) “N‘Al( Vi) (14w, (A))+KN(A)), (6.2.14)

with Wy = — 3\ g% |9|C. The estimates (6.2.9)-(6.2.11) hold with j replaced by

j =N on the left-hand sides and j = N on the right-hand sides, and gv=2en(1+
O(Yngn)).
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The following corollary shows that the susceptibility x (VS (m?) +m?) is simply
the susceptibility of the hierarchical GFF with mass m (recall Exercise 4.1.10). Thus
v§(m?) has the property that

%(g, V6 (m*) +m*) = 2(0,m?). (6.2.15)

In other words, m? represents the deviation from the critical value v§(m?,g) such
that the susceptibility of the interacting model is equal to the susceptibility of the
noninteracting model with mass m?”. Physicists refer to m? as an effective or renor-
malised mass and v§(m*) +m? as a bare mass.

Corollary 6.2.3. Fix L sufficiently large and g > 0 sufficiently small, and let m*> >
0 and vy = v§(m?). The limit % (V§(m?) +m?) = limy_e0 v (VS (m?) +m?) exists,
uniformly on compact intervals of m* > 0, and

x(V§(m*) +m?) = # (6.2.16)

Proof. We will in fact prove the finite volume estimate

O(Yngn)

1
VL‘ 2 2 [ 1
(v )= (14

which implies (6.2.16). By (6.2.3), to prove (6.2.17) it is sufficient to show that, for
vo = Vg (m?),

1 D?Z4(0;1,1) oy

Al Zg(0)
At scale N, A is a single block, so Zy = e’”N‘A‘(IN + Ky ), where by definition
Iy = e ") (14 W4 (A)). By Proposition 6.2.2, Wy, is proportional to g |¢|°. Since
Vi (A) = Wg(A) =0 when ¢ =0, we have Iy = 1 when ¢ = 0. Also,

1
WDZIN((/) =0;1,1) = —vg, (6.2.19)

and hence

1 D°Z4(0;1,1)  —vg+L 9"D*Ky(0;1,1) oy
— = =0(L Y, 6.2.20

where the final estimate holds by Proposition 6.2.2 (with the final scale version of
(6.2.9)). This proves (6.2.18). The convergence is uniform in compact intervals of
m? > 0, due to the factor L=V, This completes the proof. [ |

Corollary 6.2.4. Fix L sufficiently large and g > 0 sufficiently small. There exists
B = By, > 0 such that
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o ~B— 1w Lo. (6.2.21)
dv v=v§(

m2)+m? m? (log miz)y

Proof. By (6.2.4), the finite-volume version aa—v xn of the left-hand side of (6.2.21) is
equal to alvo v (m?*, vo) evaluated at vo = v§(m?). All vy derivatives in the proof are
evaluated at this value, and we denote them by primes. We compute aiv() v (m?,vo)

by differentiation of the right-hand side of (6.2.3), using Zz, = e AL '« +Kjy) with
I as in the proof of Corollary 6.2.3. This gives

dxw 1 9 DZg(0;1,1)
v m*LiN vy ZN(O)

_ 1 D*Z},(0;1,1) B Z(0)D°Z(0;1,1)
m*LAN Z(0) Z(0)?

(6.2.22)

The factor e “#4| cancels in numerator and denominator of (6.2.3), and in particular
need not be differentiated. We view Vy, and Wy, as functions of vp. As in (6.2.19),

1
Iy(p=0)=1, WDZIN(q):o;]l,]l) =—vyg, (6.2.23)
and hence |
I (p=0)=0, WDzl;v(qa =0;1,1) = —v§. (6.2.24)

With some arguments omitted to simplify the notation, this leads to

(6.2.25)

v mt 1+Kyg (1+Kg)?

dan 1 (—v;v +LNDKY Ky(—vy +LdND2KN)>
By Proposition 6.2.2, as N — oo the derivative 9{%\' has the same limit as —m_4v1’v,

and the omitted terms go to zero uniformly on compact intervals in m> > 0 because
Uy does. Therefore, by Proposition 6.2.2 with (6.2.10), and by (6.2.12),

oy [g=\]

The limit is again uniform on compact mass intervals, since the same is true of the
limit in (6.2.12).
Since

a _ a I 2 .,c 2
Sy (V)= TVOXN(’" V5 (m?)), (6.2.27)

and since V{j is a continuous function of m2, the limit imy_, e % xn (V) converges
uniformly in compact intervals of v in the image of m? + V5 (m?,g0) for m*> > 0.
Therefore the differentiation and the limit may be interchanged, so that
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d . d c [go\’

EX(V) = lim EXN(V) l— <go) : (6.2.28)

By (6.2.13), there is a positive constant By , such that

Y

8 Bgn 2
— | ~— == 0). 6.2.29
‘ <go> (logm-2y7 " +0) (0229
This proves (6.2.21), and the proof is complete. [ |

Finally, we need the next lemma which establishes that v§(m?) +m? is an in-
creasing function of small 2.

Lemma 6.2.5. Fix L sufficiently large and g > 0 sufficiently small. For § > 0 suf-
ficiently small and for m* € [0, 8], v§ (m?) +m? is a continuous increasing function
of m>.

Proof. Set v*(m?*) = v§(m?) +m?. The continuity of v* in m? € [0, §) is immediate
from Theorem 6.2.1. For m? > 0, (6.2.16) and (6.2.21) imply

xX(Vi(m?)) = — <o, (6.2.30)

9
8vx

We used the hypothesis m? € [0, §] with § small to obtain (6.2.31). Let I = {v*(m?) :
m? € [0,8]}. By continuity of v* in m?, and since continuous functions map an in-
terval to an interval, / is an interval (which cannot be a single point due to (6.2.30)).
Since x (V) is decreasing in v € I for small m? by (6.2.31), and since the composi-
tion x(v*(m?)) = "1—2 is decreasing in m? > 0, it follows that v*(m?) is increasing

(v*(m?*)) <O0. (6.2.31)

in small m?2. n

Now we can complete the proof of Theorem 4.2.1, subject to Theorem 6.2.1 and
Proposition 6.2.2, using Corollaries 6.2.3 and 6.2.4 and Lemma 6.2.5.

Proof of Theorem 4.2.1. Define
ve = v§(0). (6.2.32)

By Lemma 6.2.5, the function m* — v§(m?) +m? is continuous and increasing as
a function of m? € [0, ). It therefore has a continuous inverse. Its range is a closed
interval of the form [V,, v, + €'] for some &’ > 0. The inverse map associates to each
v = V. + ¢, for € € [0,€'], a unique m?. Using this relationship, we see from (6.2.21)
and (6.2.16) that, as m? J 0 or equivalently v | v,

0 2 —y
W%(&") ~ —BW ~ —Bx(g,v)~(logx(g,v)) " (6.2.33)
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It is now an exercise in calculus to deduce that, as € | 0,
11 “lvy
x(g,ve+€)~ EE(IOgg ). (6.2.34)

This proves (4.2.6) with A = B~
The constant B arises in (6.2.29), and by Theorem 6.2.1,

B=(1+0(g))(logL)"(gBy) " (6.2.35)

with B0 = (n+8)(1 — L) given by Lemma 5.3.4. This proves that A = B~! ~
(gB3/(logL))?, as claimed in (4.2.7).

It remains to prove the asymptotic formula for the critical point in (4.2.7). For
the rest of the proof, we set m? = 0. To begin, we note that it follows from Proposi-
tion 5.3.1, (6.2.7) and (6.2.8) that g; and u; are determined recursively from

gjr1=gj—Bigi+0(d}g}), (6.2.36)
tje = L* (ui(1— vBjg;) +njg; — &ig5) + 0(97¢3), (6.2.37)

with initial condition (go, o) = (g, V.). Just as (6.1.32) defines a solution to the
perturbative flow with zero final condition, backwards solution of (6.2.37) gives

o =—Y LI (g + O(91g7))- (6.2.38)
=0

By (5.3.7), (5.3.10), and (4.1.19),
m = (n+2)L*Cp,100(0). (6.2.39)

By Lemma 6.1.6, we obtain from (6.2.38)—(6.2.39) that
Ho = —(n+2)(1+0(20))8 Y (Crvroog) T+OL g 7). (6240
=0

Since C(0) = Y77 Ci+1:0,0, this gives

o = —(n+2)C(0)g0(1+ 0(g0)) — (n+2)(1+ 0(g0))sl Y. Cruron(el " — &b )
=0

+glY oL g ). (6.2.41)

We show that the last two terms are O(g3). This suffices, as it gives the desired result

1o = —(n+2)C(0)g0 + O(gp)- (6.2.42)
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The last term in (6.2.41) is O(g3), since g, = O(go) by Proposition 6.1.3(i). For
the more substantial sum in (6.2.41), by Taylor’s theorem, and again using the fact
g1 = 0(go), for any y < 1 we have

g -2 "=(81-20)0(g,") (6.2.43)

By the recursion (6.2.36) for g; and C;11.00 = O(L™?'), this gives

=) oo )
1- 1- -
80 Y. Crioo(g "—g N=00)Y, LY tgi=0(gp). (6.2.44)
1=0 1=0 k=0
This completes the proof. u

Exercise 6.2.6. Use (6.2.33) to prove (6.2.34). [Solution]
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Chapter 7
The 7,-seminorm

“...1 went to the hotel, quite tired, and I went to sleep. I dreamed I was in a very long
corridor, with no ceiling, and nothing in front of me, only two very long walls extremely
high. Then I woke up and understood immediately that I was trapped inside a norm!!”!

In order to analyse the renormalisation group map defined in Definition 5.2.8, we
use certain seminorms. The seminorms are designed to measure the size of the non-
perturbative coordinate K (B) defined in (5.2.32), which is a function of the field ¢
and also of (V,K). Since K (B) is a function of fields that are constant on blocks B as
in Definition 5.1.4, it is natural (and sufficient) to define the seminorm on functions
of the constant value @ € R". We encode estimates of K (B), and of its derivatives
with respect to the three variables ¢,V K, in a single seminorm.

In this chapter, we define the seminorm that will be used for this purpose, the 7;-
seminorm, and the Tp-seminorm which is a special case. The T-seminorm is defined
on functions of a variable z that lies in a product Z = Z; x Z, x Z3 of three normed
spaces Z; (s =1,2,3). The space Z; = R" is a space of values of field configurations
¢. The space Z, =V is the space of interactions V as in Definition 5.1.1 and Z3 =
N (b) is the space of K as in Definition 5.1.4. These choices motivate this chapter,
but the results are valid for arbitrary normed spaces Z,, Z3.

7.1 Definition of the 7;-seminorm

Let X be a normed vector space, and let X” denote the Cartesian product of p copies

of X. Given x; € X, we write X = Xp,...,X,. A function M : X” — R is said to be
p-linear if M(x") is linear in each of its p arguments X1,...,x,. The norm of M is
defined by

! From an email from Benedetto Scoppola in 2005

101
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M|x = sup [M(i")], (7.1.1)
xPex(1)p

where X (1) is the unit ball in X centred on the origin.
Given a function F : X — R, the Fréchet derivative F(?) (x) of order p, when it

exists, is a symmetric p-linear function of p directions x¥ = X1,...,%,. It obeys, in
particular,
oP
FP (gP) = ——— F(x+Y i), (7.1.2)
dty -9ty f=emty=0
tpl ’
[FOe+18) = Y —FP) (xk,..,2) ||y = o(e?), (7.1.3)
p<pt

where o(¢) is uniform for x € X (1)”. For differential calculus of functions on Banach
spaces see [65], and for the more general setting of normed vector spaces, see [35,
Appendix D.2].

Example 7.1.1. Let M be a symmetric k-linear function on X, and let F(x) =
M(x,...,x), i.e., F is M evaluated on the diagonal sequence whose k-components
are all equal to x. Then the pth derivative F(P)(x) at x is zero for p > k, and other-
wise is the p-linear form %,...,%, — (kf—!p)!M(xl,...,x,,,x, ...,X) (there are k — p
entries x). The combinatorial factor arises via the symmetry of M. By the definition
(7.1.1),

IEP () 1x < g 1ML ]2 (7.1.4)

Given normed spaces Z; (s = 1,2,3), let Z=2Z1 x Z; x Zz,and let F : Z - R
be a function on Z. Consider the Fréchet derivative of order p; with respect to zj,
of order p, with respect to zp, and of order p3 with respect to z3. Let p = p1, p2, p3.
Then the Fréchet derivative

F (720 287 28°) (7.1.5)

of F at z € Z is p;-linear in 2], ps-linear in 5%, and ps-linear in z{°, where 2} =
Zs1se++s2s,p, € 2ZPs for s = 1,2,3. The norm of this derivative is, by definition,

IFP@Iz= s [FP@dRgnE) 316
ez (1)ps,s=1,23

We use this three-variable formalism in preference to uniting arguments using a
larger normed space, in order to avoid testing differentiation in unwanted directions
such as ¢ +V.

Let h be a positive number and let |- | be the Euclidean norm on R". For the
remainder of Chapter 7, we set

Zy = Rf = R"withnormh~'[-. (7.1.7)
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LetY = Z, x Z3 so that Z = Rg x Y. We write z = (¢,y) € Z. We use multi-index
notation, in which we write p! =[], p;!, we write p < p’ to mean that p,; < p/, for
each s, and we use multi-binomial coefficients defined by

/ /) /9
Ol Mty oo

p (p'=p) A pst(ph— ps)!

Definition 7.1.2. Let pz = (pz,,pz,,pz,) Where each pz_ is a non-negative inte-
ger or oo, and define pys = pz, and py = (pz,,pz,). Given a function F : Z — R
with norm-continuous Fréchet derivatives of orders up to pz we define the 7, =
T;(h)-seminorm of F by

1
=) EHF(”)(Z)HZ- (7.1.9)

P<pz

g -seminorm is defined by
the same formula with py = (0,0), and is denoted by ||FHT¢ |7, (5)- The Top-
seminorm does not examine derivatives with respect to y, and is deﬁned on functlons
F:Z; — R, or on functions F : Z — R with z = (¢,y) where y is held fixed.

Later in this chapter and also in subsequent chapters, in a slight abuse of notation
we apply the T;-seminorm to elements of the space A (B) of Definition 5.1.4. An
element F(B) € N'(B) determines a function F : R" — R via the relation F(B) =
F o jp, and when we write ||[F(B)||7, we mean ||F||z,.

We only need the case pz = (0,0, ), but we include finite choices to emphasise
that there is no need for analyticity in @, V, K in this chapter. For pz = (0,0,0), the
T,-seminorm is simply the absolute value of F(z) € R. The name T, refers to the
Taylor expansion at z. Just as the Taylor expansion of the product of two functions
is the product of the Taylor expansions, the seminorm of Definition 7.1.2 shares with
the absolute value the following product property. A more general product property
is proved in [54].

Lemma 7.1.3. For F,G: Z — Rand z € Z,

IFGll7, <

(7.1.10)

Proof. 1t is a consequence of the definition of the norm and the product rule for
differentiation that, for p < pz,

IFG)P Rz < ¥ ( )|F DNz167 ) ()] z. @.1.11)

/<p

where we have used the notation (7.1.8). Therefore,
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IFGl< ¥ Ijz( )F @I6" P @)z

PSPz
1 /
=) || Dz Y 16" @)z
p<pz P P:p/épépz (p=p)!
=) || DRz Y q,H ()| 2
p<pz P 9<pz—r'
Glz., (7.1.12)
and the proof is complete. ]

The product property simplifies control of smoothness. For example,
le" |17, < elFlz. (7.1.13)

This follows by expanding the exponential in a Taylor expansion and applying the
product property term by term.
Given b > 0, we define the function

Py()=1+1|/h (t€R). (7.1.14)

Exercise 7.1.4. Let M be a symmetric k-linear function on Rf that does not depend
on the variables y € . Let F(¢) = M(¢,..., @) denote the result of evaluating M
on the sequence @, ..., ¢ with kK components. Then

. < M| zP;(9). (7.1.15)

Combine this with the product property to prove that, for a nonnegative integer p,

(@ - @)Pll7. < (J@|+h)?". Similarly, for a vector & € R™, |(§-¢)(¢- @)P|1. <
IC[(l@]+b)27+!. [Solution]

Let F : Z — R and recall that Z =R} x ) with elements denoted z = (¢, y). We
define the norm
[|Flr.., = sup [|F||z, (7.1.16)
peR?

where, in z = (@,y), y is held fixed. The T,-seminorm and the T..-norm are monotone
decreasing in the norms on Rg and ) and therefore monotone increasing in f. The
product property for the 7.-seminorm immediately implies that the T..-norm also has
the analogous product property. When py = (0,0) the norm (7.1.16) is equivalent to
the CPN norm, but is preferable for our purposes because it has the product property.

The following lemma provides an estimate which compares the norm of a poly-
nomial in @ for two different values of the parameter h for the norm on Z; = R?; of
(7.1.7), with the norm on Y unchanged.

Lemma 7.1.5. For a function F : Z — R, which is polynomial of degree k < p z, in
@, and for h,h' >0,
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h k
Pl < (1) 11,0 7.117)

Proof. A unit norm direction in Z;(h) is a direction in Z(h’) with norm %,
whereas, for s = 2,3, norms of directions y in ), are the same in Z(h) and Z,(b').
Consequently, HF(”)((O,y)HZ(m = (%)”' ||F<”)((O,y)||z(h/). Therefore, with a@ =

%VL

1
I N7y, (0) = Z *,HF(IJ)((OJ)HZ(h)

p<(k,py) "
1
< Y =IFPON )z = I F g, @) (71.18)
p<(k,py) ¥"
and the proof is complete. [ |

7.2 Control of derivatives

The following two lemmas indicate how the T.-seminorm provides estimates on
derivatives.

In the statement of the next lemma, for F : Z — R, we define F (p) (y) to be the
function @ — F(P)(¢@,y) with y held fixed.

Lemma 7.2.1. For F : Z = R, for p < py, and for directions y1 = (25*,25*) which
have unit normin Y = Z, x Z3, for any (@,y) € Z,

1FOP23) (3:59) |17, < pa! 3! |IFlzy,, (72.1)
Proof. By Definition 7.1.2, the Ty y-seminorm obeys the inequality
1
Y —IFP @)z < @llIF ||z, (7.2.2)
p P1-
where ¢ = (p2, p3) and q! = py! p3!. This implies that, for any fixed unit directions

¥,
1

Y— sup  |[FP9(z9m 59) <q!||F|z,,, (7.2.3)
P PLgrez (n '
and this is (7.2.1) by the definition of the T}, norm and of F(P1:49)(y). n

Lemma 7.2.2. Let F : Z — R be polynomial in ¢ of degree k < par. Then forr <k
and for directions Q" which have unit norm in R",
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1, 7 r!
1F00 (97 Iz,,, < 2"EIIFIIT(,,J- (7.24)
Proof. By Definition 7.1.2 and the hypotheses,

IF0 (N7, < Y, — 1

1 |
pi<k-r P 7°q 4

1 1

|[FPHra) ()| 27" (7.2.5)

The h~" factor in the right-hand side occurs because the Z norm on the right-
hand side is defined in (7.1.6) as a supremum over directions with unit norm in
R whereas in the left-hand side we are testing the derivative on directions with unit

norm in R”. We shift the index by writing p} = p; +r, and use (p,£ = %(pq)
1 r) 1* r
followed by (/1) < ¥,< (71) =271 < 2%, and obtain

k
1 R
F(0,0) o)z, < — |19 lzb"

| (@) Iz, ,,flzzr(p’l—rﬂ)q:q!” @

1 / _
<ri2t Y m\lF("lm(z)th " (7.2.6)

P14

The right-hand side is 7125 ~"||F"9) ||, . as desired. [

7.3 Expectation and the 7-seminorm

In (5.1.5), we encounter an expectation (E;0Z)(¢) =E.Z(¢ + {), where the in-
tegration is with respect to § with ¢ held fixed. Similarly, in the definition (5.2.32)
of K (B) we encounter (E; 8F8)(¢) =E ([Ipes F (b; 9 +{)). The field ¢ is con-
stant on blocks b € B, while ¢ is constant on blocks B € B... In this section, we
show in a general context how such convolution integrals can be estimated using the
T,-seminorm.

Given a block B, an n-component field ¢ which is constant on B, an n-component
field  which is constant on blocks b € B(B), and given F(-,{) € N(b) with {
regarded as fixed, we define Fy € N (b) by F¢(¢) = F(¢,{). Similarly, we define
0. F € N'(b) by (6:F)(¢) = F(¢ + £). Although F is a function of (¢,y) € Z,
we do not exhibit the dependence of F on y in our notation. We can take the Tj -
seminorm of F¢, obtaining ||F¢ ||z, , which depends on the variable { that is held
fixed. Also, with ¢ fixed, we can integrate F (@) with respect to {. These last two
facts are relevant for the interpretation of (7.3.2) in the following proposition.

Proposition 7.3.1. For b € Band F € N(b),

HGCFHT(py = HF”T(PJrC,y' (731)
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For B € B, for § a field which is constant on blocks b € B(b), and for F = F(¢,{)
with F(-,§) € N(B),
|EcFy |7, < EcllFllz,,- (7.3.2)

For a family F(b) € N (b), where b ranges over B(B) with B € B, and for F? =
[pes F(b) as in (5.1.12),

IECOFE|,, <Ec< I1 ||F(b)||r(,,+¢b7y>. (7.3.3)

beB(B)

Proof. The identity (7.3.1) follows immediately from the definition of 6; F, by com-
muting derivatives with the translation @ — @ + {. The inequality (7.3.2) is obtained
by commuting derivatives past the expectation,

‘ECF )’ <Ec (7.3.4)

IPFy (@)
X0l -

der

and then the desired result follows from the Definition 7.1.2 of the Ty y-seminorm.
For the inequality (7.3.3), we first use (7.3.2), then that 0 is a homomorphism, then
the product property of the 7;-seminorm, and finally (7.3.1), to obtain

IE6:F®||z,, <El6:F|1,, =E|(6:F)"z,,

<E (oI, ) =E< [1 IIF(b)rg,,%),), (7.3.5)

beB(B)

as required. ]

7.4 Exponentials and the 7. -seminorm

As a consequence of the product property, the 7;-norm interacts well with the expo-
nential function. The following lemma, which is based on [54, Proposition 3.8], is
an extension of (7.1.13). It improves on (7.1.13) when F(z) < 0.

Lemma 7.4.1. ForF: Z — R,
||6FHTZ < FO+(IFI~FE)I) (7.4.1)

Lemma 7.4.1 is an immediate consequence of the following proposition, which
holds in any unital algebra A with seminorm obeying the product property ||FG|| <
||IF||||G|| for all F,G € A. To deduce (7.4.1) from Proposition 7.4.2, we simply take r
to be the value F(z) (not the function) and use the fact that ||F — F(z)||z,
|F(z)| by definition of the T,-norm.
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Proposition 7.4.2. Let A be a unital algebra with seminorm obeying the product
property. Forany F € Aandr € R,

[l || < ertIF=l, (74.2)
Proof. Tt suffices to show that
e[| < timinf |1+ F /n||", (7.4.3)
since, for any r € R and n > |r],
I1+F/n||=|1+r/n+(F—r)/n| <1+r/n+|F—r|/n, (7.4.4)

and hence, by (7.4.3) and the fact that €* = lim,, (1 +x/n)",

lle || < li;gigf(l +r/n+||F —r||/n)" = & IF= (7.4.5)

To prove (7.4.3), it suffices to restrict to the case n > ||F |, so that (1+F /n)~ ! is
well-defined by its power series. We first use the product property to obtain

e | =|(eF /)" (1 + F fmy (1 4 F /my”

n

< HeF/n(l_~_F/n)71HnH(1_~_F/n) (7.4.6)

Let R, = /" — 1 — F/n. By expanding the exponential, we find that ||R,| =
O(n™2). Therefore,

le"/"(1+F/m) " | = |1+ F/n+R)(1+F/n) "' | =1+ 0(n?).  (74.7)

Since (14 0(n2))" — 1, (7.4.3) follows after taking the liminf in (7.4.6). |

7.5 Taylor’s theorem and the 7,-seminorm

As in Definition 5.2.2, we write Tay,F for the degree-k Taylor polynomial of F :
Z — Rin ¢ € R}, withy € Y held fixed, i.e.,

1
Tay,F(.y) = Y, FU"0(0.y:9"). (7.5.1)
r<k '

The following lemma relates the seminorms of Tay, F and F. Given ) > 0, we write
Py(t) =1+]t|/b fort € R, asin (7.1.14).

Lemma 7.5.1. For F: Z = Randk < pys,
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I Tay,F |7, < |F |z, Py (@) (1.5.2)

In particular,
[Ty, Fllzy, < [1F |z, - (7.5.3)

Proof. According to (7.5.1), Tay,F is a sum of terms M, (z) = F(#%9)(0,y; ¢") with
r < k, where all the components of the sequence ¢@" are equal to ¢. We therefore
begin with an estimate for the 7.-seminorm of M, obtained by generalising Exam-

ple 7.1.1 to include y-dependence. If p; > r then Mﬁp) = 0. For p = (p1,q) with
p1 <rand g = (py,p3), and for unit norm directions z”,

‘M,(p)(z;z"’ﬂ ‘F rq) O QP @ P yq)’

(r—p1

< (riHF "0 2Nl (7.5.4)

We take the supremum over z” and obtain

1M (9.9)|| 5 < (7HF” 0.9 2l 9l (7.5.5)

By dividing by p! = p1!q! and summing over p with p; < r, and by Definition 7.1.2
of the T,-seminorm, this gives

1 .
z( ) 2l 0ol
P1g ’

Z IF000.5)]| P (9), (75.6)

where we evaluated the sum over p; < r by the binomial theorem, obtaining (1 +
||(p||Rr;])’ which equals Py (¢) by (7.1.7) and (7.1.14). We replace P" by P¥, which
is larger because r < k, and insert the resulting bound into the definition (7.5.1) of
Tay, F, to obtain

Ty, Fllz,, < Z 1Mr 7y, < IF |17, Py (). (7.5.7)
r<k

This completes the proof. [ |

Exercise 7.5.2. Suppose that F(z) is a polynomial in ¢ of degree k < pys, with
coefficients that are functions of y. Then

IF |7, < IFlz, PE(@). (1.5.8)

[Solution]
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Lemma 7.5.1 shows that the Taylor polynomial of F is effectively bounded in
norm by the norm of F. The following lemma shows how the Taylor remainder
(1 —Tay, )F can be bounded in terms of the norm of F. In the remainder estimate, an
important feature is that the norm of (1 —Tay, )F is computed for the field ¢ € R’hz+
whereas in the norm of F the field lies in Rﬁ. In our applications, the change from
b to b corresponds to a change in scale, with small ratio b /h. The small factor
(%*)k‘H present in the upper bound of (7.5.9) is ultimately what leads to the crucial
contraction estimate for the renormalisation group map; see Proposition 10.5.1. In
the lemma, we make explicit the h dependence of the norm on Z by writing T;(h)
and || [|z(n)

Lemma 7.5.3. Fork < pa, b <h,and F: Z — R,
by ket k+1
|0 =Tay)F |1y, <2 (%) PEF(0) sup [1Flr, ), (7.5.9)
0<r<1
withz=(@,y) and z; = (1@, y).

Proof. We write R = (1 —Tay,)F and F = supy.,, [|F (|7, (), so that our goal be-
comes

By definition, with ¢ = (p2, p3) and ¢! = p2!p3!,

k+1
b k+1 ”
o) <2 (ﬁ) P (g)F. (7.5.10)

PN
IRllz,q5..) = Z L gk @lze0+ XX pglf O @lze,).

p=0g<py p=k+19<py
(7.5.11)

where the replacement of R by F' in the second sum is justified by the fact that p -
derivatives of Tay, F' vanish when p > k. We estimate the two sums on the right-hand
side of (7.5.11) separately.

For the first sum, we fix p < k and use the fact that the first k — p @-derivatives
of R, evaluated at zero field, are equal to zero. Let f(r) = R4 (z,; ¢pP;y7), where
¢P;y? are Z(h;) unit norm directions of differentiation in R?N x Y. The Taylor
expansion of f(z) at t = 1 to order k — p about r = 0 vanishes, so by the integral
form of the Taylor remainder, and again replacing R by F' as in the second sum of
(7.5.11), we obtain

R(P ‘1 Z (PP / g B 1 —l (kJrl,q) (Zt;(pp, (karl*P;yq)’ (7.5.12)

where *1=P =@, ... @ € (]R”)k“’p . We take the supremum over the directions
and apply the definition (7.1.6) of the Z-norm of derivatives. This yields

1 1—t¢ k—p _
IR @)z, < [ G ST IFE G g (73 7 0513
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Since
Y LIFSD @) 2y < (k+ DIF Iz, ) < (k+1)!F, (7.5.14)
q<py
this gives
S P,q) k+1\ p kel —p
Y Y aHIRPD(9) 2, < k+1): i lol
p=0g<py b P
< (bT*)kHPﬁl((p)F. (7.5.15)

In the last step, we extended the sum to p < k4 1, applied the binomial theorem,
and used the definition of Py, from (7.1.14).

For the second sum in (7.5.11), we observe that the definition 7.1.6 of the Z-
norm implies that HF(P*q)((p)HZ(m) = (hf)pHF(P’q)((p)HZ(m). Since hT* <1, we
obtain

PN N b
Y Y LHIEPY9lzen= Y X mmllFP @)z (5"
p=k+1g<py p=k+1q<py

< (B IF - (7.5.16)

Since Py (@) > 1 and ||F||,() < F, the above estimate, together with (7.5.11) and
(7.5.15), completes the proof of (7.5.10). [ |

In subsequent chapters, we will make use of two choices of h, namely ¢ and h
with ¢ < h. The following corollary shows that the Tp ,(¢)- and T, ,(h)-seminorms
together also control the T} ,(¢)-seminorm.

Corollary 7.54. Fork < pay and0<h <h,

k+1
1F (17 6) < B3 (9) (IIFITO,,@ +2(%) IIFIITW)) (7.5.17)

Proof. Let k < pys. With Tay,, defined by (7.5.1), we write
F = Tay,F + (1 — Tay, )F. (7.5.18)

Then (7.5.17) follows from Lemmas 7.5.1 and 7.5.3 with h = h and h = . ]

7.6 Polynomial estimates

In this section, we obtain estimates on the covariance of two polynomials in the field
¢, and on 8U = OU — Uy (U ). Here OU (B) is defined by
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GCU(B) - ZU((px+€x) = ZU(¢+CX)a (7.6.1)

xeB xEB

where ¢ is constant on B € B and { is constant on smaller blocks b € 5.
Given a covariance C.., we write

2 = max |Cyyy| = Cionre (7.6.2)
X,yEA

The second equality follows from the fact that since Cy.x,, is positive-semidefinite,
C%r;x_y is bounded by CyxC.yy, and C,.., « = C;,, for our covariances.

Lemma 7.6.1. There exists ¢ > 0 such that for h > ¢, >0, for U =u+V and
U' =u' +V' polynomials of degree 4 with constant parts u,u’, and for x € B € B,

ILoc Cov(8Ux, 0U'(B)) Iz, (1)
4
< (%) Il V' B, P (0). (763

Proof. Without loss of generality, we can and do assume that u = ' = 0 since con-
stants do not contribute to the covariance. Recall the multi-index notation from
above Lemma 5.1.3. Let S = {(a,a') : |a| < 4, |d/| <4, |o| + |a'| € {4,6,8}}.
As in the proof of Lemma 5.1.3,

Loc Cov, (6V,,0V'(B)) = Y ﬁvW)v’(“”ZCow( “0%). (1.6.4)

(a,a")es x'eB

If U is a polynomial in ¢ of degree at most 4, and if || = p < 4, then it follows
from Exercise 7.5.2 and Lemma 7.2.2 that

Uiz, < U@ |5, B (9) < OO )|U 17, Py " (9). (7.6.5)

Therefore, with p = |a| and p’ = |/

[Loc Cov, (6Vy,6V'(B))]I1,,
<OV, IV'lln, ¥ 677 P (9) Y

(o,0)eS x'eB

Cov, (¢2,£F) ‘ '
(7.6.6)

It follows from Exercise 2.1.7 and the definition of ¢ that the covariance is bounded

by O(Cffrp l). After inserting this bound, there is no dependence on x” so the sum over
' becomes a factor [B| which together with [[V'[|7, = equals [|[V'(B)||z,, because ¢

is constant on B. Also, ngpfpl((p) < PJ(¢), and since b > ¢, the proof of (7.6.3)
is complete since Zw‘a/)es(q/h)“ﬂ < O(cy/h)*. This completes the proof. ®
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Exercise 7.6.2. By adapting the proof of Lemma 7.6.1, and with the same hypothe-
ses, show that

IEc, (6U(B) ~UB) ) < (%) VB, mPlo).  (T67)

[Solution]

The next lemma and proposition include as hypothesis ||V (B)||z, (5) < 1. The
upper bound 1 serves merely to avoid introduction of a new constant, and any finite
upper bound would serve the same purpose. In both the lemmas and proposition, U
can be replaced by V in the statement and proof. For the lemma this is because if
U =u+YV then Uy (U) = u+ Uy (V) so u cancels in the left-hand side. Likewise, for
O0U = 0U —Uy(U) asin (5.2.20), we have SU = OU —Up (U) = OV —Up (V) = 6V.

Lemma 7.6.3. There exists ¢ > 0 such that, for ) > ¢, >0, and for allU = u+V
with ”V(B)”T()y(h) <1,

1Upt(B) = U (B)l7,.,(6) < c(FV (B)ll5, (1) Py (@)- (7.6.8)
Proof. As discussed above, we can replace U by V. By Definition 5.2.5,

Un(B)—V(B) =Ec,,, (6V(B) -V (B)) — %LocVau (6V(B)). (7.6.9)

The desired inequality then follows from Exercise 7.6.2 and Lemma 7.6.1, together
with P < P and G < 1. n

Proposition 7.6.4. There exists ¢ > 0 such that, for h > ¢, > 0, and for all m > 1
and allU = u+V with ||V (B) |z, 5 < 1.

1

18UB)¢I7, ) < "OCH)" IV (BT, P4’"(<P)|B|

Y P&, (7.6.10)

xEB

Proof. As discussed above, we can replace U by V. Also, it suffices to prove the
case m = 1, since this case implies the general case by Jensen’s inequality in the
form (1B Lyep lax))” <[B! Lyeplas™. Letm=1.

By the triangle inequality,

18V (B)c Iy, = 10V (B) =V (B, + IV (B) ~ Un(B)l,,.  (7.6.11)

The second term obeys the desired estimate, by Lemma 7.6.3.
For the first term, it suffices to prove that

1561 Vallzy, < OCH)IV I Py (@) P (L), (7.6.12)

since integration over ¢ € [0, 1] and summing over x € B then leads to the desired
estimate. For j =1,...,n, let e; denote the multi-index which has 1 in j™ position
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and 0 elsewhere. We apply the chain rule, Proposition 7.3.1, and (7.6.5) to obtain

n n

() j () i

”%GTCVXHTM < Z,l HBICVXEJ ||T¢,)~|ij‘ = Z,l ||Vxe_/ HT¢+1§,y|ij‘
j= j=

<O ) IVellz, Py (@ +180)1&l. (7.6.13)

For 1 € [0,1], Py(@ +18) < Py(9)Py({) < Py(@)Pc, (£), where we used h > ¢ in
the final inequality. Also, || < ¢;Pc, (). This gives (7.6.12) and completes the
proof. ]



Chapter 8
Global flow: Proof of Theorem 4.2.1

The main theorem proved in this book is Theorem 4.2.1, which provides the asymp-
totic behaviour of the susceptibility of the 4-dimensional hierarchical model. Chap-
ter 6 proves Theorem 4.2.1 subject to Theorem 6.2.1 and Proposition 6.2.2. In this
chapter, we state the two main theorems concerning the renormalisation group,
namely Theorems 8.2.4-8.2.5, and use these theorems to prove Theorem 6.2.1. This
then proves Theorem 4.2.1 subject to Theorems 8.2.4-8.2.5 and Proposition 6.2.2.
The proof of Theorem 8.2.5 is given in Chapter 9 and the proofs of Theorem 8.2.4
and Proposition 6.2.2 are given in Chapter 10.

We begin in Section 8.1 with a discussion of fields and domains for the renormal-
isation group coordinate V. Our choice of norms for the coordinate K is introduced
in Section 8.2.2. The main theorems about the renormalisation group map, Theo-
rems 8.2.4-8.2.5, are stated in Section 8.2.3. In Section 8.3, we apply these main
theorems to construct the critical point and a global renormalisation group flow
started from the critical point. Finally, in Section 8.4, we apply the main theorems
to prove Theorem 6.2.1.

8.1 Fluctuation and block-spin fields

8.1.1 Hierarchical field

For the analysis of the renormalisation group map ®; defined in Definition 5.2.8,
the scale 0 < j < N is fixed, and we often drop the subscript j and replace the
subscript j+ 1 by +. Thus we write (V,K) — (Uy,K,) when discussing the map
&, . All results are uniform in the scale j. We write B for an arbitrary fixed block in
B (A), whereas blocks in B(B) are denoted by b.

We recall the decomposition of the covariance C = Cy +--- +Cy—1 + Cy v from
Proposition 4.1.9. For the last step, we further divide Cy y = Cy +Cy. Given j, only
the covariances C;y and Cj13 + - -+ Cy y are of importance.

115
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By definition of the hierarchical GFF,

e the restriction of x — {, to a block b € B is constant;
e the restriction of x — @, to a block B € B.. is constant.

When attention is on fields {, with x restricted to a specified scale j block then we
often omit x and write { instead. For the same reason we write @ instead of ¢, when
x€B.

The analysis of @, relies on perturbation theory and Taylor approximation in
powers of the field ¢ about ¢ = 0. These are only good approximations when fields
are small. Large fields are handled by non-perturbative estimates which show that
large fields are unlikely. Implementing this apparently simple idea leads to notori-
ous complications in rigorous renormalisation group analysis that are collectively
known as the large-field problem. The subsequent chapters provide a way to solve
the large-field problem in the hierarchical setting, where the difficulties are fewer
than in the Euclidean setting.

Two mechanisms suppress large fields, one for the fluctuation field and one for
the block-spin field.

e The fluctuation field suppression comes from the low probability that a Gaussian
field is much larger than its standard deviation.

. . 2 . ..
e The block-spin suppression comes from the factor e €% in e~". This is more
subtle because it is a non-Gaussian effect.

8.1.2 Fluctuation field

By (4.1.12), for j+ 1 < N, the variance of the fluctuation field {; = {1 at any
point x is . .
Citra(m?) = (1 +mPL¥) ' L-@=2i( — =), (8.1.1)

Given m > 0, the mass scale j,, is defined in Definition 5.3.3. As in (5.3.14), the
exponential decay beyond the mass scale due to the factor (1+m?L*)~! is encoded
by the larger sequence ¥, with

O = 7= (=jm)+ (8.1.2)
We fix an L-dependent constant
by =L/ (8.1.3)
and define the fluctuation-field scale
(=10; =L 7d=D/2, (8.1.4)

Then C,..; x is bounded by 19266 2(2. Therefore, with ¢ given by (7.6.2), a typical
fluctuation field has size on the order of
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¢, =C2 <ot < D0y, (8.1.5)

+3X,x

where we used (8.1.3) and L > 2 for the last inequality.

We use ¢ to control the covariance when it is important to know its decay as a
function of the mass. The parameter ¢; is an upper bound for the covariance which
is independent of the mass and which we use in the definition of norms.

8.1.3 Block-spin field

For the block-spin field, we fix strictly positive parameters § = &; and &, = g1
obeying
g+ € (38,28, (8.1.6)

and also fix a small constant ko > 0 whose value is determined in Proposition 10.2.1.
Then we define the large-field scale

h=hj=ko(LYg;)~"/*. (8.1.7)

The definition of /2; is arranged so that if g < §; and |@y| < h;, then ¥, g|@|* < k3
is positive uniformly in all parameters j,L, g. In other words, the exponential decay

due to e~ 18X 91 becomes significant once || exceeds the large-field scale /;,
provided that the coupling constant g is close to its reference value g. The latter
condition is encoded by the stability domain for the coupling constants, defined by

DY = {(g,v,u) Tkogj < g <ky'@js IV < &%, |u] < g,-h;?}. (8.1.8)
Indeed, the domain D* is defined to make the following estimate work.
Exercise 8.1.1. Show that if U € D" then
U(p) > skoglo|* — 3L, (8.1.9)

3,3
and hence, if kg is chosen small enough that e2% < 2, then

—dj

35 1,5 ALY 15 N\
eV < <ezk0e—s"o‘l’/h-f| ) < (2e‘8"o<”/”-f > . (8.1.10)

[Solution]
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8.2 Main estimate on renormalisation group map

8.2.1 Domain for V

In addition to the stability domain, which ensures the stability estimate (8.1.10), we
define a smaller domain D which puts constraints on the coupling constants. These
constraints ensure that the non-perturbative flow remains close to the perturbative
flow defined by the map Py of (5.2.18). Thus we estimate @ (V,K) for V in the
domain in V defined by

D;={(g,V):2kog; < g < (2ko)~'gj, |V| < (2ko) ' g;L~ =2}, (8.2.1)

The following lemma shows that D is contained in both D* and D).

Lemma 8.2.1. For d = 4, and for each scale j,
D;C D;'-t ﬂD;tH. (8.2.2)

Proof. To see that D C D%, we examine the three coupling constants one by one.
The inclusion for g is immediate from the definition of the domains. For v, the D
condition is |v| < (2kg)~'gL~%/. For g small depending on kg this implies |v| <
kg 1/ 2g‘/ 2]-2j which is the desired D condition. For u, since u = 0 for elements
of Dj, there is nothing to check. The inclusion D C DS follows similarly, using
(8.1.6). For v we must take g small depending on L. [ |

8.2.2 Norms

Our estimates on the renormalisation group map are expressed in terms of certain
norms. These norms are constructed from the Ty (h)-seminorm of Definition 7.1.2.
At present, we do not use any auxiliary space ); that will become advantageous
in Chapters 9-10. To obtain estimates that are useful for both the fluctuation-field
scale ¢ and the large-field scale h, we use the two choices hh = £ and h = h. We fix
the parameter p s, which guarantees sufficient smoothness in ¢ in Definition 7.1.2,
with

pn > 10, where par = oo is permitted. (8.2.3)

The choice pas = oo provides analyticity, whereas the choice of finite pxr shows
that analyticity is not required for the method to apply. For the fluctuation-field
scale h = ¢, we usually set ¢ equal to O for all estimates, i.e., we use the Tp(¢)-
seminorm. The following exercise, in particular (8.2.5), shows that the Tp(¢) norm
of the polynomial V (b) is O (max{g, |it|}), where u = L?/ v was defined in (5.3.1).

Exercise 8.2.2. For U = 1g|¢[*+ 1v|¢|*+u and h > 0 prove that
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1Uxll7y() = 51816* + Z1v[6> + [ul- (8.2.4)

Therefore, by (8.1.4), for b € B,
IV O)lze) = 360l8IL™“ + 365 . (825)

In particular, by (8.2.1) and (8.1.7), for V € D,

" i3
V(D)7 0) < zTgog, V)l < §0~ (8.2.6)

Hint: find the norm of each monomial separately. [Solution]

On the other hand, estimates in the large field scale fj = & will be uniform in ¢,
i.e., we use the T, (4)-norm of (7.1.16).
The input bounds on K we require for &, are:

1K (B)|I7(0) < O(8°), (8.2.7)
1K (D)l < O(°8). (8.2.8)

A hint of the choice of powers of g in the above two right-hand sides can be
gleaned from the intuition that K captures higher-order corrections to second-
order perturbation theory, and is dominated by contributions containing a third
power of 8V = 0V — Uy (V). According to Proposition 7.6.4, the Ty (h)-seminorm
of (8V(b))? has an upper bound that includes a factor [(c+/h)||V(b)HT0<h)]3. By
(8.2.6), and by the fact that ¢, < ¢ by (8.1.5), this factor is order &> for h = £ and is
order g3/ 4 for h = h.

Recall the definition of the vector space F in Definition 5.1.5. We create a norm
on F that combines (8.2.7)—(8.2.8) into a single estimate, namely (for any b € B)

Kl = IK®)Imy0) + 81K (B) 12 - (8.2.9)

Then the statement that ||K]|yy < M®3g> implies the two estimates ||K (b)||T0(g> <
M3 and ||K (b]|7n) < MO3g3/4, as in (8.2.7)~(8.2.8).

The W-norm does not obey the product property, whereas the Tp-seminorms do.
For this reason, our procedure is to first obtain estimates for 7 (¢) and Ty (h), and
to then combine them into an estimate for the VV-norm. The next lemma shows that
the YW-norm also controls the T (¢)-norm for nonzero ¢.

Lemma 8.2.3. ForK € Fandb € B,

1K (D) 7,0 < P (@)[IK |- (8.2.10)

Proof. The inequality is an immediate consequence of Corollary 7.5.4 with k =9 <
par by (8.2.3), since (2%)10 is 0(g%/%). |
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8.2.3 Main result

The renormalisation group map @, depends on the mass m?> > 0. Our estimates for
@ would be most easily stated for a fixed m>. However, to prove the continuity
of the critical point as a function of the mass as in Theorem 6.2.1, we regard &
as a function jointly in (V,K,m?). Because &, has strong dependence on m?, this
requires care to obtain estimates that are uniform in (V, K,m?). To achieve this, we
fix > > 0 and employ the mass domain I;(7#?) defined in (6.1.19), and regard the
renormalisation group map as a function of m? € I, (?). Then m? is essentially
fixed to /2, but can still be varied. We also define the sequence

B =27 Uin)+, (8.2.11)

By our assumption that m? > %ﬁzz, we have ¥; < 21§j.
Given Crg > 0, for ¢ > 0 and 7 > 0, the domain of &, is defined to be the set
of (V,K) in
D=Dx{KcF:|K|w<Crc¥&’}, (8.2.12)

where the norm of V € D is ||V (b)| 1,(r)- We will write V(£) to denote the vector
space V with norm ||V (b)| 7 (). Note that the norm on W and the domain D are
defined in terms of both g > 0 and /> > 0 (through 1%). We sometimes emphasise

this dependence by writing
D = D%, §%). (8.2.13)

We always assume that ¢ and g have bounded ratios as in (8.1.6).

The following theorem is proved in Chapter 10. Besides providing estimates on
@f , the theorem also specifies the constant Crg occuring in ID. The first case in
(8.2.16) shows that ||K|yy < Crg®3g® implies that ||[Ky ||y, < Crg®3&>. This
shows that K does not expand as the scale is advanced. The proof of this crucial fact
is based on the third case in (8.2.16), which shows that the K-derivative of the map
taking K to K can be made as small as desired by a choice of sufficiently large L,
so the map @F is contractive.

To formulate bounds on derivatives, we consider maps F : V(¢) x W — X’ taking
values in a normed space X, where here X is U (¢4) or W4. For y = (V,K) €
V(¢) x W, the derivative DP2DP3F (V,K) at (V,K) is a multilinear map V(¢)?2 x
WP — X. We write

1Dy DEF (V. K) vy cw—x (8.2.14)

for the norm of this multilinear map. In the next theorem, and for other statements
that are uniform in all (V, K) considered, we typically omit the argument (V, K) from
the notation.

Theorem 8.2.4. Let > > 0, let L be sufficiently large, let § be sufficiently small
(depending on L), and let p,q € Ny. Let 0 < j < N. There exist L-dependent
CrG, M, 4 > 0 and k = O(L™2) such that the map

X DI, - W, (8.2.15)
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satisfies the estimates

CRG’§+§+ (p=0,9=
3 ~3—p
My 0018 (p>0,9
ID) DY DX [y 0y w—w. < (p=0.q
(p>0,q

0)
=0)

. _p) (8216
>1).

9
-p—z(q—1)
Mpq8." *

In addition, <Df and all Fréchet derivatives D{;D%d’f are jointly continuous in all
arguments V,K,V K, as well as in m* € 1.

The map <Pé{ (V) is the same as @Y (V,0), and it has been analysed explicitly in

Section 5.3. Thus, to complete the understanding of the map @V, we recall from
(6.2.7) the definition

RU(V,K) = @Y (V,K) — ®V(V,0). (8.2.17)

By definition, RY (V,K) is an element of /. Similar to the notation V(¢) we intro-
duced for the vector space V) with norm ||V (b) ||z (), we write U, (€. ) for the vector
space U with norm ||U(B)|| (¢, ) for B € B.. The following theorem is proved in
Chapter 9.

Theorem 8.2.5. Let > > 0, let § be sufficiently small (depending on L), and let
D,q € No. Let 0 < j < N. There exists an L-dependent constant M, ;, > 0 such that
the map

RU:DxIy — U (y) (8.2.18)

satisfies the estimates

Mpodig, (p=>0,9=0)
||D€D?<RZHV(Z)XW—>M+(Z+) < Mpﬁ,q (P >0,q9= ]»2) (8.2.19)
0 (p>0,q9>3).

In addition, Rﬂjr and all Fr