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Abstract

The goal of the present paper is to reconcile the so-called P(¢)s model from classical constructive quantum
field theory (CQFT) with (metric version of) geometric and categorical axioms proposed by G. Segal [66] in the
90’s, in showing that the P(¢)2 model satisfies these axioms, appropriately adjusted. The approach is based
on previous works of Dimock [16] and Pickrell [52], while we give a new proof to a key step using what we
call “the Bayes principle” of conditional probabilities in the infinite dimensional setting. We also give a precise
statement and full proof of the locality of the P(¢)s interaction. After that, we note that the so-called “transfer
operator” associated to a cobordism has strictly positive kernel, this implies the operator has a spectral gap
and allows to define a P(¢)s Gibbs state on non-compact periodic curved surfaces (namely, with discrete “time
translations”) by analogy with 1-dimensional spin chains. This also implies asymptotic properties of the P(¢)2
partition function on periodic covers of large degrees.
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1 Introduction

In the classical approach to quantum field theory (QFT), a central role is given to the representation of the
Lorentz group as one can easily recognize if one looks at the Wightman axioms which were among the first
attempt to axiomatize QFT. It was later realized by Feynman, Symanzik [69], Nelson [19] in the 60’s that one
could describe most objects of QFT using the functional integral, in imaginary time, which started the Euclidean
approach to QFT. This allows to recover many computations and predictions of interest in quantum field theory.

In the 80’s, motivated by works of Atiyah and Witten on the relation of QFT with geometry and topology,
there was an attempt to give an axiomatic definition of QFT based on geometry that would capture the main
properties of the functional integral representation. The two important notions at the foundation of QFT are the
concept of locality and unitarity. The first notion of locality is intuitively captured by the functional integral
representation whereas the second notion will be encoded in certain symmetries of our manifolds under reflection
called reflection positivity. The notion of reflection posivity plays a central role in constructive quantum field
theory since the works of Osterwalder and Schrader, Glimm and Jaffe and also plays an important role in
statistical physics.

The geometric axioms for QFT are due to Atiyah, Segal [66] and more recently Kontsevich and Segal [10]:
instead of viewing QFT as representation of some space-time symmetry group, we rather view them loosely as
linear representations of some geometric bordism category. In the following subsection we give the example of
the 1 dimensional spin chain which contains the key phenomenology of the QFT model we will describe in the
present work. It can be understood as linear representations of some discrete geometric bordism category and
we will also explain why our spin chain admits a unique Gibbs measure (in the sense of Ruelle [63]) and the
shift map acting on the chain is exponentially mixing for the Gibbs measure.

1.1 Example of 1D Spin Chain and its Transfer Operator

Our example illustrates the gluing properties by the transfer operator for discrete spin systems. Consider
Zy := Z./NZ as a 1-dimensional chain of size N, consider the space R now as the space of maps Zy — R,
namely a discrete path space. The lattice site is denoted by i € {1,..., N} and call ¢ € R" a spin configuration,
whose value at the site i reads o(i) € R. We impose periodic boundary condition, which means o(N + 1) = o(1).
Thus the chain could be considered as circular. We are given an action functional on the configuration space
RY that reads

N N

Sn(0) €3 Jo(i+1) — o)) + Y P(o(i) (1.1)

i=1 i=1

where P is a polynomial bounded from below, the interaction is nearest neighbour. Given a configuration o €
RY, Sy (o) may be thought of as its “energy” and the statistical behaviour of the system is described by the
probability measure called Gibbs measure,

1
dpip(oy (o) & %e*&v@d%, with Z(N) = /R Ne’SN(“)dNU (1.2)

called the partition function of the system.
Now we would like to express this partition function Z(N) in terms of elementary building blocks. The main
idea is to slice the action functional as

N

Sn(@) =3 [loi+1) = o) + 5(Ploi + 1)) + P(a(i))

i=1
so exponentiating gives

N

exp (=Sn(0)) = [[ K (o(i +1),0(i)) (1.3)

=1

where

K(z,y) = e 1o —2(P@)+P(y)) (1.4)

which is the Schwartz kernel of an operator on L?(R) that is smoothing.



1.2 Main results and Comments

Definition 1.1. Define the transfer operator T to be exactly the operator with kernel K (z,y), that is,

/K (z,y)F(y)dy, (1.5)

for any function(al) F' € L*(R).

Then we see immediately from (1.3) that

/H o(i+1),0(i))do(i)] = trpe@)(TV), (1.6)

remembering that (N + 1) = o(1), since for a smoothing operator A : L?(R) — S(R) we have trpz2(r)(4) =
[ Ka(z,z)dz with K4 being the integral kernel.

More generally we would like to express the kernel of TV in terms of exp(—S(c)) using the relation (1.3).
This means instead of letting the boundary condition be periodic we let (1) = gin, 0(N + 1) = 0oyt given two
boundary conditions (i, 0out) € R2. Then the kernel Ky of TV is

N
Kn(0out, Oin) = / K(oout; 0(N)) -+ K(0(2),0in) H do(4) (1.7)

N
= /RN?1 e~ 9N (a]Tin,T0ut) H do (i), (1.8)

=2

with the conditioned interaction Sy (o|oin, oout) defined as

SN (0|0ims Tout) = Z lo(i+1) — o(i)]* + Z P(o P(om) + P(0out)), (1.9)

=1

with o(1) = oy, and o(N 4+ 1) = oo Now if Ny, Ny are two integers and we define the kernels Ky, , K,
using (1.8) and (1.9) with NV replaced respectively by Ni, N, then it follows “trivially” from the composition
property T2 o TNt = TN2+N1 that

KN2+N1 (O'out; Uin) - / KN2 (Uouta U)KNl (0'7 Uin)do'- (110)

However, such a relation becomes remarkable (rather than trivial) if we do not have the “unit” transfer
operator T to start with; that is, if we do not have (1.7) but define Ky, and Ky, directly with an expression
of the form (1.8) and (1.9). This corresponds to the idea of a path integral in quantum mechanics and quantum
field theory. Alternatively one could consider the Gibbs measure (1.2) and take K as the transition probability
of a certain stochastic process. Then (1.10) is the Chapman-Kolmogorov equation which relies heavily on the
fact that the underlying process is Markovian. In a sense, for both interpretations a crucial condition is that the
interaction S(o) be local; that is, very roughly speaking, if one chops the sites [1, Ny + Na] := {1,2,..., N1 + Ny}
into [I, N1JU[N1 + 1, Ny + Na] then Spp ny 4351 (0) & Spaonag (0]1,317) + Sivi 1,848 (O] (v 1,8, 4+ 85])-

The main result of this article concerns a 2-dimensional “continuum” version of this story where lattice sites
are replaced by the continuum of points on a 2D surface (considered as space-time) and a configuration is
replaced by a distribution. See the section below for a more precise description. In the final section, we also
show that when the space-time admits a periodic translation symmetry then a more precise analogy with the
spin chain described above can be restored, in particular, there exists a Gibbs state in the thermodynamic limit.
Further discussion of the above example continues in the separate introduction to this latter part in section 7.2.

1.2 Main results and Comments

Main results. Let Q be a Riemannian surface whose boundary has two components 9Q = i, U Xgus.
We will define probability measures pin, fiout respectively on the spaces of distributions D'(Xi,), D' (Zout) and
put Hiy := L2(D'(Zin), ftin), Hout = L2(D'(Zout), Hout) Which play the role of L?(R) above. We then define the
“transfer operator” associated to €2 to be given by the integral kernel which is formally

Ao(#in, Pout) = o™ Jo 2(VOlHm* 6P+ P@)AVa (@) £ ] (1.11)

/{q5|8§2—(<pin,@out)}



1.2

Main results and Comments

where the formal integration is over the space of all distributions subject to the boundary condition ¢|s, = @i
and ¢|s.,, = Pout, With respect to the non-existent Lebesgue measure [L£¢] on the space of such distributions.
Here P(¢) is a polynomial bounded below just like the one considered in (1.1). If 4, Q5 are two Riemannian
surfaces of the kind as above where the “out” boundary of € is isometric to the “in” boundary of €25 via an
isometry p, then one can glue them along p and obtain the surface Q22 U, €2;. This article then seeks to prove the
analogue of (1.7) for operators defined by (1.11) in such a situation, after making rigorous sense of the formula
which is in fact a large part of the work. The main development is carried out in section 6 and the proof is
completed in subsection 6.5.

After that, we point out that the operator Uq defined by (1.11) has the Perron-Frobenius property, namely
it has strictly positive kernel (this could already be seen from the above heuristic expression). This has the
consequence that Ug in fact has a spectral gap and together with the composition property obtained above
implies that the P(¢)s theory on periodic space-times behaves very similarly to the spin-chain example discussed
above. In particular, we are able to construct a P(¢)s Gibbs state on some periodic infinite volume surface in
perfect analogy with the 1D spin chain, we refer to section 7.3 for further details.

Concrete illustration. For a concrete illustration of our results, we state an informal theorem which is a
consequence of the Segal gluing of P(¢), amplitudes developed in the present work.

Theorem (asymptotics of the partition function on large degree periodic covers). Let (M,g) denotes a compact
Riemannian surface, Mo, —> M a Riemannian Z-cover of M and y the generator of the deck group. We can
think of My, as the infinite composition of some given cobordism ), which serves as the “fundamental domain”
of the deck transformations on My,. For every N € N, denote by My := My, /vN the cyclic cover of degree N
of M and Ay is the Laplace-Beltrami operator on My. We define the partition function of the P(¢)s theory on
My heuristically as

2yt / ¢ Py POENAV(@) (=5 [y (IVRHm* )V 1 ) (1.12)
D'(My)

where AV is the Riemannian area form, D'(My) is the space of real distributions on My and [L@] is the
non-ezistent Lebesque measure on D' (My).

Then the renormalized sequence of free energies % log (Zn) has a limit Ay when N — 400, moreover this
limit Ao can be interpreted as the leading eigenvalue of some transfer operator Ug which is the quantization of
the cobordism 0 mentioned above.

Rigorous sense of the expression (1.12) will be made in sections 2 and 3.

Remark 1.1. The above theorem is an interacting QFT version of a result of Naud on the asymptotics of
zeta determinants on large degree random covers of compact surfaces [40], the main difference is that he treats
random covers whereas our sequence of covers is deterministic and he only deals with the partition function of
free fields whereas we treat the interacting case.

Other parts. Insections 2 and 3 we retrace the classical rigorous construction due to Nelson of the integrand
of (1.11), and adapt the argument for showing locality of the interaction in subsection 5.5. Section 4 aims to
derive the behavior of a Gaussian field under the trace map (restriction to hypersurface); these results are
classical but our treatment still gives a somewhat new perspective based on elementary adjoint relations of
various geometric operators (see subsection 4.3). Section 5 discusses the Markov property that culminates in
the Bayes principle (see below) for the GFF and proving locality of the P(¢) interaction. In between, we give
comments on reflection positivity which is not strictly related to the aim of the article but, the author believes,
integrates organically into the discussion (subsections 4.5 and 5.4).

Comments. Firstly we point out that the exact same problem has been treated some 15 years ago in Pickrell
[52], and a partial treatment (trace axiom for free field) also appears in Dimock [16]. The present article aims to
offer a new proof (to a core proposition, see below) based on the following simple idea. We also tie up many loose
ends around this problem; especially we precisely state and prove the locality of the P(¢) interaction, which is
widely believed to lie behind a property such as Segal’s gluing rule and, as we shall see in our case in section
5.5, lies behind the very possibility of defining (1.11) over a domain with boundary. Indeed, since the definition
of the P(¢) interaction requires renormalization, the verification of Segal’s rules provides an important testing
ground that the renormalization procedures can actually be made local, which is in general a deep question.
See also remark 3.1.

The idea (observation) is that Segal’s gluing axioms for the scalar QFT actually follow from the Bayes principle
applied to the functional measure of the QFT. What we mean by the “Bayes principle” here is the following, in
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its simplest form: suppose two real random variables X and Y have joint probability law P(x y); then we have
two equal expressions for their joint density p(z,y) = (dIP’(Xy)/dAC%?)(a:, y), namely

d(miPxyy) , \APyix—r, . d(mPxy)),  dPxjy—y,

p(x,y) = ALa (z) ALx y) = ALa (y) iLx (z),

(1.13)

where 7%, 7¥ are respectively the projections onto the x- and y-axes, Py|x—, denotes the conditional law of Y’
knowing “X = 27, and vice versa for Px|y_, (more rigorously these are expressed using transition kernels). In
other words, one could evaluate p(x, y) by conditioning in two alternative ways: on X or on Y. In what follows we
put forward a version of (1.13) for the Gaussian Free Field (GFF) measure on D’(M) for M a closed Riemannian
surface, where the projections 7% are replaced by trace maps (restrictions) onto embedded Riemannian circles.
By the spacial Markov property of the GFF, the expressions for the conditional laws simplify nicely. Since the
transition amplitudes (1.11) are given by the square roots of the densities of the trace-induced measures with
respect to fixed background Gaussian functional measures on the circles (corresponding to p(x,y) above), we
obtain a proof of Segal’s gluing axioms for the GFF and, by the locality of the P(¢) interaction, the result
extends immediately to the interacting case for this interaction.

Presumably in general, if one has a local interaction such that the QFT Gibbs measure (2.1) is well-defined
and absolutely continuous with respect to the free field measure, then Segal’s rules for the interacting theory
hold based on that of the free theory. See, for example, Guillarmou, Kupiainen, Rhodes and Vargas [28] for the
case of the Liouville theory (which is conformal). In Pickrell [52], the argument for free field (presumably) used
composition formulae in the oscillator semigroup!, and proceeded by analogy with the finite dimensional case
(see Howe [34]). In [28] there is a counterpart of the treatment based on computations of Dirichlet forms. The
proof here is different from both [28] and [52], which is geometric and in fact conceptually transparent. More
precisely, this is proposition 6.9 below which corresponds to proposition 3 on page 16 of [52] and (the second
part of )% lemma 5.3 on page 30 of |25].

An important ingredient taken from (inspired by) Pickrell [52] is the definition of the amplitude as the
square root of the Radon-Nikodym density comparing a trace-induced measure to a fixed background Gaussian
measure. This hints at an infinite-dimensional analogue of the notion of “half-densities”, and is actually what [52]
considered. This latter notion has the advantage of being intrinsic. But due to insufficient literature discussing
half-densities in the infinite-dimensional setting®, we adopt here the equivalent approach of fixing a background
measure. Indeed, there is only one correct amplitude to consider, prescribed by physics, and the reader would
see that the expression we obtain from this definition agrees, for example, with the one of [28] in its form and
exactly for the free field. In fact, this definition of the amplitude “derives” naturally from a special case of Segal’s
trace axiom (see section 6.3).

Remark 1.2. We consider real scalar fields, namely a field configuration ¢ (on M) is a real distribution (on M).
In yet other words, this means if we pair ¢ with a potentially complex test function f, then

o(f) = o(F), (1.14)

the bar denoting complex conjugation. Without loss of generality, all function spaces are assumed real unless
otherwise stated.

Remark 1.3 (role of symmetries). One primary aim of the present work is to reconcile the model (2.1) with the
axiomatics proposed by G. Segal [66]. However, a significant difference between our model and the theories [(6]
principally tries to target is that we do not have and consider symmetries beyond the simplest one of reflecting
across a hypersurface. In particular the model (2.1) will not be conformally invariant, and not even the free case
(P =0) as m > 0 and we do not include any “conformal anomaly” accounting effects of a conformal change in
the metric. A linear term involving the Gauss curvature could have been included in the exponential of (1.11)
— our situation corresponds to the case of “minimal coupling”, see discussion of Jaffe and Ritter [37] around
equation (7).

In fact, we lack a basic symmetry which is present in the Euclidean (R?) case of the same model (2.1): since
we deal with general compact surfaces, there are no distinguished “time translations” (in the form of a generating
Killing vector field). In the Euclidean case, the “canonical” time direction helps to fix a definitive Hilbert space

this is a semigroup consisting of operators with Gaussian kernels, and the reader could see that (1.11) with P = 0 is analogous to
such a kernel. The author is however not very familiar with this object and refers the reader to Howe [34] and Folland [22] chapter 5.

Zthe first part corresponds to a combination of corollary 2.15 and proposition 4.9 of this article, the first of which is largely a known
result concerning quadratic perturbation of Gaussian fields (see references in section 2.3).

3D. Pickrell confirmed with the author that he did not know of a reference which discuss infinite-dimensional half-densities other
than the appendix of [52]. The author agrees with him that this notion might be a helpful one worthy of a detailed development.



1.3 Notations

of quantum states, and eventually allows one to obtain an explicit expression of the Hamiltonian operator
generating time evolution of the theory. This would also be the case if 2 is a cylinder equipped with cylindrical
metric, for example, but for general €2 the notion of a “Hamiltonian operator” is not very well-defined. It is
nevertheless interesting to think of a definition perhaps in terms of categorical limits as in Kontsevich and Segal
[10] section 3. Basic constructions of a Euclidean (Riemannian) field theory on curved space-times equipped
with a time translation have been considered in Jaffe and Ritter [38].

Last but not least, in the last section 7 of this article we explore a crucial property of the operator Ug
representing the “evolution” across the cobordism 2 (more suggestively it could be written as e [SH ), namely
that it is Perron-Frobenius. This would imply that it nevertheless has many properties in common with an actual
time evolution (i.e. e~*), especially it has a spectral gap.

Remark 1.4. In hindsight, the author feels that a proof following (1.13) is a natural one regarding the intuition
behind the path integral as “summing over histories”; and (1.13) simply says that such a sum “conditioned” on
different intermediate points in history? produce equivalent results (the proof of (1.13) itself is trivial!). However,
a still more ideal version of the proof would perhaps be one that puts the free field and interacting field on equal
footing, where Segal’s axioms follow from a generalized version of “Nelson’s axioms” as explained on section IV.1
of Simon [71], based on the Markov property and uses a “nonlinear version” of the transition operator M}\L?
(see section 5.3).

1.3 Notations

In this paper, unless stated otherwise,

M 1 eans “heuristically equal to”;

(M, g) = closed Riemannian surface with metric g;

(©,9) = compact Riemannian surface with metric g, boundary 9, seen as isometrically embedded in M,
the induced metric on 912 is still denoted g;

¥, = disjoint union of Riemannian circles (of different radii), usually ¥ = 99Q; hypersurface in M;

Q° = interior of €;

m = mass parameter, m > 0, fived throughout paper;

D'(M), D'(Q2°) = real distributions on M and ;

C>™(M), C(92°) = smooth functions on M, smooth compact support functions on °;

A = Laplacian on (M, g), Af := — div(Vf), therefore it is defined to be nonnegative, the same applies below;

Ay = Laplacian on X;

Agq.p = Laplacian on 2 with (zero) Dirichlet boundary condition (see also remark 4.1);

Dy = (Ax +m?)Y/?

Ts; = trace operator (restriction) onto the hypersurface ¥;

(Q, O) = general probability sample space with o-algebra O;

C = general positive self-adjoint elliptic pseudodifferential operator on M, Q, 3, which is Hilbert-Schmidt
on the corresponding L? spaces;

peend = /42?{‘? = Gaussian measure on D'(M), D'(2°), or D’'(X), equipped with their Fréchet Borel o-algebra,
with covariance Ec[o(f)o(h)] = (f, Ch) -, under some conditions;

(i = massive GFF measure on D' (M); piopn = massive Dirichlet GFF measure on D'(Q°);

E4 = expectation under ;4;

&(f) = the random variable ¢ — (¢, f) - indexed by f € C®(M), C*(Q2°) or C*(X);

W#(M) = the L? Sobolev space on M, with inner product (—, —ws(m) = (=, (A+m?)*=)

L27
Wi(M), W5 (M), W#(U) = see appendix C.1;
U™(M), U7 (X) = pseudodifferential operators (¥DOs) on M or ¥ with order r;
[L£¢] = hypothetical Lebesgue measure on a space of distributions;
-l 1o ||-||jp, |-l .2 = trace norm, Hilbert-Schmidt norm, 7, ideal norm (see appendix A.1), operator

norm acting on L? or L?-norm on function;

PI%B = Poisson integral operator extending from X to 2, with boundary conditions B imposed on boundary
components other than X (see also remark 4.1);

DNé’B = Dirichlet-to-Neumann operator or the jumpy version defined using PI%B (jumpy version is under-
stood when X is in the interior of  rather than a boundary component);

»,Q,B . / . . S,B\—1.
upN '~ = Gaussian measure on D'(X) with covariance (DNg™™)™';

ug%l? = Gaussian measure on D’'(92) with covariance %(DNgQ)_l;

“In our case, history is circular!
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M}w,z =Ts, Plf/} is the transition operator defined in section 5.3.
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2 Gaussian Fields on a Riemannian Manifold

In this and the next section we define rigorously a probability measure on D’(M), as well as certain variants
on D'(Q°), which heuristically bears the form

A

eu 1 — . — =
dpp(g) " ¢ Jas P@@)AV () g =3 [o, IV @lG+m* 6 )aVar (£ g (2.1)

B

where P is a polynomial bounded from below, such as P(¢) = ¢* — ¢?, [L#] denotes the nonexistent Lebesgue
measure on D’'(M) and

Zu heu / e~ o P(¢(I))dVM(I)e—% Ja (IVoI24+m>¢?)dVas [£¢] (2'2)
D/(M)

is the normalization factor, also called the partition function.

The idea is that while [£¢] is nonexistent, together with the factor exp(—3 Sy (IVo|2 + m2¢?)dVyy) the
expression B can be given a rigorous meaning as a Gaussian probability measure scaled by a (finite) volume
constant, and the measure (2.1) can be constructed if, after defining part A rigorously, one proves that it is L!
with respect to the measure B. This construction of (2.1) was done on R? essentially by Edward Nelson |15]
and the argument is already a classic, very well-understood (see Simon [71], Glimm and Jaffe [26], Dimock [17]
chapter 13 or Hairer [31] section 9). We will build on this method.

For us, the argument must be carefully adapted to show locality of the P(¢) interaction, in the curved surface
setting (see remark 3.1). Leaving details to section 3, we stress here the main theme of the subject: since powers
of a distribution is generally not defined, renormalization is needed, and the polynomial P(¢) must in fact be
replaced by the so-called Wick-ordered polynomial :P(¢): for A to exist.

In this section we construct the measure B. This construction is a classical one in probability theory,
usually called the Gaussian free field. Here we collect some essential concepts and results, and refer, for example,
to Sheffield [67] and Powell and Werner [54] for more information.

The starting point is that for a real positive symmetric N x N matrix C~! on R", one has

N/2
7%(x,C_1x)d£N _ (271—) 2.3
/RN ¢ ) = et (2:3)
and the measure . »

(det C~1)Y/2emz(xC g N (2.4)
is a Gaussian measure with covariance matrix C' (in the standard basis), where we absorb (27)~ into the
Lebesgue measure. Thus we should define

o2 Pu(IVOlstm DAV L] B2 dot (A + m?) "2 dpuhop(9) (2.5)

where plop is a Gaussian measure on D'(M) with covariance operator (A + m?)~!, and “det” is an infinite
dimensional generalization of the determinant of a matrix, called the (-regularized determinant. The Gaussian
measure and the determinant are two issues to be treated separately (in sections 2.1 and 2.2).
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2.1 The Massive Gaussian Free Field

2.1.1 Definition and Representations

Let (M, g) be a closed Riemannian manifold of dimension d with metric g, and Q@ C M an open domain with
smooth boundary 9, both equipped with the metric induced from g (same notation). Fix m > 0 as the mass
parameter.

Definition 2.1. The massive Gaussian Free Field (GFF) with mass m on M is the Gaussian random process
indexed by C°(M), consisting of random variables {¢(f) | f € C°°(M)} such that

E[o(£)6()] = (f.(A+m?) 7 h) 0+ ElO()

0, (2.6)

for any f, h € C>(M).

Definition 2.2. The Dirichlet massive Gaussian Free Field with mass m on Q is the Gaussian random process
indezed by C°(°), consisting of random variables {¢(f) | f € C°(Q2°)} such that

E[¢(f>¢(h)] = <f7 (AQ,D + mz)_1h>L2(Q) = <Pﬁ\Q° f7 P]\L4\Q°h>w—17 ]E[(b(f)] = 07 (2'7)

for any f, h € C°(Q°). See appendix C.1 and in particular lemma C.4.

Remark 2.1. There is also a technical requirement: the family of random variables {¢(f) | f € C>®(M)}
(respectively, C°(€°)) should generate the o-algebra of the underlying sample space. This makes the corre-
sponding random processes full, per the probabilitic terminology. We will take this requirement for granted in
the sequel.

We have chosen to start with these rather abstract definitions due to the fact that there are many choices of
sample spaces ((Q)-spaces) on which to realize those Gaussian processes. These realizations are all equivalent in
the sense explained in appendix B.2. For the sake of concreteness, we point out that one choice for the sample
space is D'(M) (or D' (Q°)).

Proposition 2.1 (Bochner-Minlos, [11] theorem 5.11, page 266). There exists a Borel probability measure pop
on the Fréchet space D'(M) such that ¢ — (¢, f>L2(M) =:¢(f), f € C®(M), realizes the random variable ¢(f)
of the massive GFF on M.
Similarly, there exists a Borel probability measure ug’FE; on the Fréchet space D' (Q°) such that ¢ — (¢, f>L2(Q), fe
C°(92°), realizes the random variable ¢(f) of the Dirichlet massive GFF on .

Remark for proof. The key point is that D/(M) (respectively, D’(Q2°)) is the dual of a nuclear space C>°(M)
(respectively, C2°(£2°)). There are other approaches, see remark 2.2 below and appendix B.2. O

Notation. Denote by EXL and EgFDF the expectations under pip and M%FDF respectively.

Remark 2.2. Based on the spectral theory of A, let {¢p; };’;0 be its complete orthonormal eigenfunctions with

(real nonnegative) eigenvalues {)\j};io, 0=MXx <A1 <A <... <Ay < -+, counted with multiplicity. Then
the GFF with mass m on M could also be represented as the random formal series
[ee]
= & (2:8)
j=0
where the sequence (§;) has the law
per = [N, (A +m?)™), (2.9)
j=0

where N(0, \) is the standard centered Gaussian measure on R with variance A. Similarly, the Dirichlet GFF
on (2 could also be so represented using eigenfunctions of A p, which are complete for L?(£2). See also appendix
B.2.

We also consider a slightly more general situation where (A +m?)~! is replaced by an operator C.

Definition 2.3. We say that a bounded self-adjoint positive elliptic pseudodifferential operator C' of order —s
on M (s> 0) is a Gaussian covariance operator of order —s.
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The same results go through (proposition 2.1 and remark 2.2), and one obtains a measure uc on D'(M).

Definition 2.4. The Gaussian Field on M with covariance operator C' is the Gaussian random process indexed
by C°°(M), consisting of random variables {¢(f) | f € C°°(M)} such that

Elp(f)p(h)] = (f,Ch) oary»  Elo(f)]

for any f, h € C°°(M). We denote the corresponding measure on D’(M) by uc and the expectation with respect
to this measure by Ec.

0, (2.10)

Remark 2.3. For C satisfying the assumptions, the inner product (f, k) — (f,Ch) ;. (ar) defines an equivalent
norm for W—°(M).

2.1.2 Essential Properties

It follows directly from the definitions that

Lemma 2.2. The Gaussian Hilbert space of piep is W=1(M), and that of y&% is W=1(Q). O
From (iii) of lemma B.3 and (iii) of lemma C.3,
Lemma 2.3. The Cameron-Martin space of pliy is W(M), and that of pgisy is W(M). O

Remark 2.4. There is a tacit assumption in the way we defined our fields: we expected the random variable ¢( f)
to come from the distributional pairing (L?-pairing) between D’(M) and C°°(M) (respectively, Q). Other
pairings may also be used. For example, let ¢(f) be (—, f>W1(M) instead of (—, f>L2(M). One then needs to
alter the covariances accordingly. Indeed, they are related by

E[(0, £y (6. hyys] = E[(0: (A +m2)F) (6, (A + m2B) 1] = (F1) 0 40 .11)

This way of definition is noticeably used by Sheffield [67]. The Gaussian Hilbert space in this case is W!(M) (re-
spectively, Wd (M)). Since we are nevertheless defining the same measures on D’'(M) and D’'(Q°), the Cameron-
Martin spaces are the same. This pairing is more natural in view of the abstract Wiener space construction of the
Q-space of a Gaussian process indexed by a Hilbert space (now both the indexing and the pairing are provided
by W1). See appendix B.2, and also remark C.4.

Similarly,

Lemma 2.4. The Gaussian Hilbert space of pc is W—°(M), equipped with (—,C—) ., and the Cameron-Martin
space is W*(M), equipped with (—, C~1=) 2. O

Corollary 2.5 (cf. proposition B.2). Let ¢g € W*(M) and denote by (¢o).pc the measure image of uc under
the shift ¢ — ¢ + ¢o. Then the Radon-Nikodym density between (¢o)«puc and pe is

d((@o)erc) () _ e o0r-bioncane . [ (2.12)
duc
Finally we say about the supports of the measures in the closed manifold case.
Lemma 2.6. We have pc(W=°(M)) =1 for any § > (d — s).
Proof. We rely on lemma 2.17. Pick ¢t € R. Note that the real power C~2!/% is a positive elliptic DO of

order 2t, and hence (—, C~2!/5—) ;> gives an equivalent representation of H'”?/Vt(M)' Thus whenever C~ %+ is
trace class,

2 —9t/s _zt
Ec (|91l ary) = Eo[(9: C2/°0) ] = trez (CT5H1) < o0, (2.13)
and it then follows puc(W*(M)) = 1. Since now C~ %1 is a WDO of order 2t—s, it is trace class when 2t—s < —d
namely ¢ < —3(d — s), finishing the proof. O

Remark 2.5. We point out that puc(W=%(M)) = 1 for any § > 0 in the following two cases:

(i) dimM =2 and pc = pépr;
(ii) dim M =1 and C has order —1.

Last but not least, we make the following innocent but useful observation.

Lemma 2.7. If Q = Q1 U Qy (possibility of non-empty boundary in either or both components), then GFFs

(indeed, Gaussian fields) over Q1 and Qo are independent and ug’fF = pg%’g ® ,ugZF’f where B = D when the

corresponding 2, 1 or Qo has boundary and B = & when either is closed. O
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2.2 Determinants

In this section we discuss (two) generalizations of the notion of the determinant (of a matrix) to infinite dimen-
sional operators. Their starting points are as follows. Suppose A is a matrix (acting on V') with eigenvalues Ay,
..., An counted with algebraic multiplicity. Firstly, one has the equality

N
det A = H N =exp (—0.(A\T7 + -+ Ay7)(0)) = exp (—0. tr(A7%)(0)) , (2.14)

j=1

which suggests defining det A, when A acts on infinite dimensions, as exp (—0, tr(A~%)(0)) when both A~ (as
a function of z € C) and the derivative of its trace (at z = 0) makes sense; this is called the zeta-regularized
determinant. Secondly, if 1 is the identity, one also has

N

N
det(1+A4)=JJA+x)=>" > Aoy =

j=1 k=0i1 < <ig

trany (AR A), (2.15)

M=

>
Il

0

where A¥A is the k-th exterior/antisymmetric product of A, acting on the exterior product space A*V. This
suggests defining

det(L + A) "= Y tr(AFA) (2.16)
k=0

in infinite dimensions when all of A¥ A are trace class and the infinite sum converges, and is called the Fredholm
determinant.

General references include Kontsevich and Vishik [41], Shubin [68] sections 9-13, Simon [70] chapter 3 and
finally Gohberg, Goldberg and Krupnik [25]. See also Dang [15] for a quick acquaintance of the physical-geometric
context and Quine, Heydari and Song [55] for an interesting discussion of zeta-regularization of infinite products.

2.2.1 Zeta-regularized and Fredholm Determinants

The zeta-regularized determinant was first introduced by Ray and Singer [56]. The first step is to define the
zeta function of a (rather special) pseudodifferential operator A over a manifold M with or without boundary,

Ca(z) ¥ tra (A7) (2.17)

as a function of the complex variable z and study its meromorphic extension over a region that includes z = 0.
For our purposes A is A+m?, (A+m2)1/2 or a Dirichlet-to-Neumann operator. These are positive elliptic YDOs
of positive order such that the principal symbol o 4(x, &) is strictly positive whenever £ # 0. In particular their
spectra are in Ry and does not intersect B,(0) C C for some p > 0. This enables one to define the complex
power A~% using the Cauchy integral representation

e def 2i / e 108X (4 _ \)~Ld), (2.18)
i
v

where v is the contour (with parametrization traversing in order)
y={re™ | r>ptU{pe? | —m <O <a}U{re”™ | r>p}, (2.19)
and log A taken to be the principal branch defined on C\ (—o0, 0] with log1 = 0.

Proposition 2.8 ([68] proposition 10.1, theorems 10.1, 13.1, 13.2, also [65]). We have

(i) For the operators A under consideration, we have the bound
1A =27 0 < elAI™! (2.20)

for X\ € v, and the integral (2.18) defines A=* as a holomorphic function valued in bounded L? operators,
for Re(z) > 0. It continues as such a holomorphic operator function to all z € C via

A gk gk (2.21)

where k is any integer with Me(z) > —k so that A=*=F is defined by (2.18), and the definition (2.21) does
not depend on k.



2.2 Determinants

12

(i) If A has order s then A™% defined as above is a classical VDO of order —zs. In particular it is trace class

on L?(M) when Re(z) > d/s, d = dim M, for which (a(2) is well-defined by (2.17). Moreover, for these z,

Calz) = Z A5 (2.22)

J=0

where {\; }j‘?‘;o are the eigenvalues of A, and the sum converges absolutely, and uniformly in z over {Re(z) >
d/s+ e} for any e > 0.
(iti) Finally, a(z) can be meromorphically continued over C with simple poles possible at {2, 9= 4=2 ...} \

Z<o, and holomorphic elsewhere. In particular, it is holomorphic at z = 0. O

Definition 2.5. For an operator A under consideration, we define its zeta-regularized determinant as

dete A% exp (—0,¢4(0)) (2.23)

where (4(0) is the zeta function of A given by (2.17) and (2.18).

Remark 2.6. An alternative way of defining the zeta function and its meromorphic continuation is to use the
heat kernel and the Mellin transform. See Gilkey [24] section 1.12. This way of definition also gives (2.22) over
the same region, defining therefore the same function as ours.

Remark 2.7. From (ii) of proposition 2.8 we see that if A is self-adjoint and strictly positive, then (4(z) is
real-valued for z € (d/s, +00). But Jm((4) is real analytic and hence (4 remains real-valued on R before crossing
a pole, and by (iii) it is in particular real-valued on an interval around 0. Thus 0.(4(0) is real and det; A is
positive.

Now we move on to the second notion of determinant. Let H be a Hilbert space and A € L(H). Denote
by A¥H and A¥ A, respectively, the k-th exterior product of # and A (see Simon [70] section 1.5).

Proposition 2.9 ([70] lemma 3.3). If A is trace class on H, then AFA is also trace class on A*H with bound
on trace norm

1 k
k
In particular, putting
detpr (1 + zA) def Z 2P trpng (AR A) (2.25)
k=0
for z € C defines an entire function, and
|detr(1+ 24)| < exp(l2] [|14],). O (2.26)

Definition 2.6. Let A be a trace class operator on the Hilbert space H. Then the determinant detg (1 + A)
given by (2.25) for z = 1 is called the Fredholm determinant of 1 + A.

Lemma 2.10 ([70] theorem 3.4). The map A — detp, (1 + A) defines a continuous function on the trace
ideal Jy with ||-||,,. More precisely,

|detp: (1 + A) — detre (1 + B)| < [[A = Bl|,, exp([|Al|,, + | Bll,, +1). O (2.27)

Finally we include the next commutativity result which is relatively more advanced.

Lemma 2.11. If A, B € L(H) are such that both AB and BA are of trace class, then we have
detp (1 + AB) = detp (1 + BA). (2.28)

Proof. The proof is based on the Hadamard product formula for (2.25). See Simon [70] theorem 3.7 and the
proof of corollary 3.8 (AB and BA have the same nonzero eigenvalues), and the references therein. 0
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2.2.2 Factorization Lemma

Lemma 2.12. Suppose A and K are ¥ DOs such that both A and A(1+K) satisfy the assumptions of proposition
2.8 and that det¢(A) and det¢(A(l + K)) are defined. Suppose moreover K is trace class and there exists
smoothing operators {K;}2, such that AK; — AK in ||-||,, (in particular, AK is also trace class). Then

dete (A(1 + K)) = det¢(A) detp (1 + K). (2.29)

Proof. We follow Kontsevich and Vishik [41] proposition 6.4 and take for granted that (2.29) holds with K; in
place of K. Our assumptions are tailor-made so that as i — oo,

det (A(1 + K;)) — detc (A(1 + K)). (2.30)
Indeed, by (2.20) we have
(A1 + K) = \)TTA(K; — K)(A(L+ K) = A7), < dA?AK; - K., (2.31)

with ¢ independent of i since a fortiori AK; — AK under |[-|| .. This in particular shows when 9Re(z) > —1 the
integral expression for A(1+ K)~% — A(1 + K;)* is a converging Bochner integral valued in the trace ideal J;
(note |A7%| < |A|77¢(#) as A\ — —o0) and since trz2 is a continuous functional on Jj,

[ trr=(A(L+K)* — A(L+ K;)%)| S / AR 2| A(K; — K|, . (2.32)
Y

Now by (iii) of proposition 2.8 there is % > 0 > 0 so that (a(14x,) Ca(14+k) are both holomorphic over B;(0)
(for example, 6 < 1/|s| where s is the order of A). Thus by (2.32) and Cauchy’s estimate

1

|Cf4(11+1<) (0) — C,/4(]1+K7;)(0)| < 5 ‘Su:p [Car+:)(2) = Caqare) (2)]
< 1

z|=46

< bowp [ IO a0, 10,
0 |z1=5 J~

Sl - K, [ e
:

S A - B,

This shows ‘Czlﬁl(]l-&-K)(O) - <1/4(11+K1-)(0)| — 0, as we have desired. O

2.2.3 The Gluing Formula of Burghelea-Friedlander-Kappeler

Let (M, g) is a closed Riemannian manifold and ¥ C M an embedded closed hypersurface with induced metric.

Assume proposition 5.7 and decompose ¢ = ¢x + ¢J\D4\E corresponding to ,ugFF = ugF\E Le ug,}]}% . In view of

equation (2.5), and in parallel
e 3 (PDN@) 2 [£0) M det (DNY,) " 2dupi, (2.33)
if we assume a “formal Fubini theorem” with respect to the heuristic expressions involving £, namely

[eteemtioaigg e [[otonamton e teho s et am o (Lof ), (280

then we are led to the following relation of the corresponding determinants (volumes) which were first rigorously
proved by Burghelea, Friedlander and Kappeler [9].

Proposition 2.13 ([9] theorem B, [42] theorem 1.1). Let (M, g) is a closed Riemannian surface and ¥ C M
an embedded closed hypersurface with induced metric. Then
dete(An + m2) = detg(AM\Z,D + m2) detc(DNﬁ). t (2.35)

The following version where X dissects M such that M \ ¥ = M¢$ L M? is also useful.

Corollary 2.14. In the situation as above, we have
dete(Aps +m?) = dete(Aar, ,p +m?)dete (A p +m?)dete(DNy;). O (2.36)

As we base our analysis on background Gaussian probability measures, the formulae (2.35) and (2.36) con-
stitute separate ingredients (constants) that needs to be “tuned” for the final gluing result to hold exactly. In
fact, it is also reasonable to consider “projective gluing” which allows the freedom for an arbitrary (nonzero)
constant to appear in the equation (see remark 6.2 and Segal [66] page 460).
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2.3 Quadratic Perturbation = Radon-Nikodym Density

Let C be a Gaussian covariance operator of order —s on a closed Riemannian manifold 3, and denote by uc

the Gaussian measure on D'(X) with covariance (—,C'—) (5. Let V be another bounded formally self-adjoint

operator on L%(X) (it could be given by a real symmetric Schwartz kernel). In this section we look at the Gibbs

measure Lo Veia

autp) & IO ducle)
[e 3@ Verzdque

(2.37)

which is a Gaussian measure (see proposition 2.16).

From another perspective we consider Radon-Nikodym densities between mutually absolutely continuous
Gaussian measures on D'(X). See Bogachev [12] section 6.4 for a general treatment from this perspective. We
shall reproduce a proof following Glimm and Jaffe [20] section 9.3 for reader’s convenience and adaptation to
the current situation.

A principal corollary of the results of this section is the following.

Corollary 2.15. Let ¥ be the disjoint union of Riemannian circles, embedded in an ambient Riemannian
surface M (with or without boundary). Let /‘%1\11\4 and p3p be the two Gaussian measures constructed on D' ()

with covariance operators (DNM)_ and (2Dyx)~t (if M has boundary, specify the boundary condition to be B
as in section 4.2). Then MDN and p3pn are mutually absolutely continuous with Radon-Nikodym density given
by

dd/ff () = (detc(2D5))~ 3 (dete DNy )b e 34 ONE =2P2)e) o (239)
The proof is at the end of this section. First we come back to the general case.
Proposition 2.16 (cf. [26] section 9.3). Let V : L2(X) — L?(X) be as above and moreover assume
C~' 4+ V is positive, (2.39)
and that
VY Crves s trace class. (2.40)
Then

(i) the random variable (p,V ) 2 can be defined in L*(uc) and Ec[{p, V) a] = tr(V),
(ii) Z :=Eg[em 20V ?r2] = detp (1 + V)2, and
(iii) the Gibbs measure (2.37) is Gaussian with covariance (C~! + V)~!
Note that since C~! + V is positive and C is also positive, 1 + V=C3 (C—1 + V)C% is positive.
Lemma 2.17. There exist an orthonormal basis { f; 521 of the Gaussian Hilbert space W=2(X) of uc equipped
with (—,C—) ., such that

(0, V)2 = ZAM )%, (2.41)

for all ¢ belonging to the Cameron-Martin space W*(X), where {\;} are the eigenvalues of V on L3(X), and
the series converges absolutely in L'(uc). Thus we define the random variable (¢, V) 2 with this converging
series. Consequently, (i) of proposition 2.16 holds.

Proof. The key is to seek {C’ f;} as complete L?-orthonormal eigenfunctions of V with eigenvalues {\;}, which

exist since V' is self—adJ01nt and trace class on L?(X). Now {f;} C W~*(X) and is complete orthonormal
with respect to C—) 2. This also means the random variables {¢(f;)} are mutually independent. Note

(=
for p € W5(X), C~ %go € L*(X), and
(0, Vo), =(CT3p,VC 2p),

=Y N[ (CcTEgct ) L

j=1

= Z AJSD(fJ)2
=1
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Since V is trace class,

ZEC I\l (f5)?] ZP\ | < oo, (2.42)

j=1

and we obtain the result. U

Remark 2.8. We thus defined (¢, V), . as a Wiener quadratic form and it lies in the second Wiener chaos
of e, a fortiori in L?(uc). See Bogachev [12] pages 257-261 for more information and in particular proposition
5.10.16 for the same result in the context of Malliavin calculus. In fact,

VCfj=C3VC f; =\, (2.43)
and hence V is trace class on W#(X) with eigenbasis {C'f;}.
Remark 2.9. We have \; > —1 by the assumption (2.39).

To treat (ii) and (iii) of proposition 2.16 we adopt some approximations.

Lemma 2.18. Proposition 2.16 (i) and (i) is true in the case V has finite rank.

Proof. In this case the series in (2.41) is finite with { f]} ; for some N € N. Thus

1 1 2 1 2
673 2 M em 3 2 %5 N
RN

= oo
_H (14,)7% =det(14 V)2,
by projecting onto RY via ¢ — (¢(f1),...,o(fn)) =: (z1,...,2x). For the covariance, we orthogonally decom-
pose W—*(X) as
W=*(%) = Span{f; | 1 <j < N} @ Span{f; | 1 <j < N}, (2.44)

let IIy and IT; be the corresponding orthogonal projections (in order), and for any f € C*°(X) write

o(f) = arp(f1) + - +anve(fn) + el f), (2.45)

then (I, f) is independent of both ¢(f;), 1 < j < N, and (p, V) ;.. It is now clear that (2.37) is Gaussian
because we could now express u({¢(f) € A}) for any Borel set A C R as a Gaussian integral over RV *1. Apply
C2 to (2.44) we get the L?-orthogonal decomposition

L2(3) = C (Span{f; | 1 <j < N})@C?(Span{f; | 1 <j < N}H). (2.46)

=L2(%)o —L2(%),

Clearly V leaves this decomposition invariant and is zero on L2();. Hence (1 + V)~! is block-diagonal,

{CE Y L2(D)
(14 7)0 = (dag{y+ D70\ {CEAH (2.47)
0 1 L?(%),

Thus
Z 7 Eolp(f)?e 20V R) = 27 Befp(Ilgf)%e 2 2 e’ ) 4 2 B (L f)?Ecfe™ 3 V)
=> a2\ + 1)+ (I f, CTL f)
J

(C3of, (14 V)T C3 o f) o + (T f,CH (L + V) T'C3IL f)
= (T + V)T ) s

where we perform again a Gaussian integral on RY in the second line. O
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Proof of proposition 2.16 (ii) and (iii). For general V we impose spectral cut-off at N,

N
() ST N (o, i) e fi (2.48)

Jj=1

Then C2VyC% =: Vy — V under the trace norm ||l;, (acting on L?(X)). Hence (p,Vny),2 = (0, V@) 2
in L'(uc) by lemma 2.17 and after passing to a subsequence

67%<5‘77VN§0>L2 — 67%<5‘;7V¢>L2 (249)

in Ll(uc) and (ii) for V follows, since detg (1 + VN) — detpr(]l + V) by lemma 2.10. To prove (iii), we note
that Vy — V a fortiori under the operator norm, then C'z 3(1+ Vy)~'C% — C2(1+ V)"'C? in norm and

Ec[eiw(f)e*%W,V@)Lz} i Ec[eitp(f)ef%«pJ/N(p)LQ]
Ec [e—%w,vmz] e Ec[e—%w,VNsz]
— —1 —1
_Z\}gnooexp( <f, (C™+VN) f>L2)
]' — —
:exp(—5<f»<0 L)),
for f € C*°(X), showing that (2.37) is Gaussian with the right covariance. O

Proof of corollary 2.15. Remember now that dim¥ = 1. Write for short D := 2Dy, and DN := DNJEW. Set-
ting C = D! and V = DN —D in proposition 2.16, we are left to prove the determinant identity

det¢ (D) detpy (1 + D~ 2 (DN —D)D~?) = det¢ (DN). (2.50)
Indeed, this is now immediate as
LHS = det¢ (D) detg, (1 + D' (DN —D)) = RHS (2.51)

by lemma 2.11 and lemma 2.12. We point out DD~!(DN —D) = V can be approximated in ||-||,, by smoothing
operators (by lemma 4.4 (iv), V = DN —D is L?-trace class), so the conditions of lemma 2.12 is satisfied.
Indeed, as above, {C'f;} C W!(X) are W!-complete eigenfunctions of V. If the corresponding eigenvalue \; # 0,
then the bootstrap argument shows C'f; € C°°(X) since V € U<(X). Thus Vy, where Vy is as in (2.48),
approximates V in ||-||,, and is smoothing. This concludes the proof. O

Remark 2.10. Though it is probably true, we do not claim DN —D is elliptic.

3 Variants of Nelson’'s Argument

The goal of this section is to define part A of (2.1) which culminates in Nelson’s theorem. The principal obstacle
in achieving this is the fact that powers of a distribution such as ¢2, ¢* etc., are generally not defined. Even

as a random variable under puXon, we have (formally) EXon[o(z)é(y)] hen G(atm2)(z,y) from (2.6) for z # y
but this implies E&pp[¢(2)¢(2)] = G(atm2)(z,2) = co. This necessitates a procedure of renormalization which
subtracts away oo and makes EM.p[o(z)¢(x)] < oc.

Example 3.1 ([21] page 288). A simplest example of such a procedure is defining the product distribu-
tion x’ll(om) on R (here #7! is the principal value distribution). Note x~! and 1(0,00) have a common
singularity at 0, their product is not naturally a distribution over R. However, keeping € > 0 away from 0,
for any test function ¢ € C2°(R) we have by integration by parts

T

[ e = [ @ osta)de - ol 0ge). (3.1)

The point is that, since log(z) is locally integrable, the distribution ¢ — — fooo ¢ (x) log(x)dx is nevertheless
well-defined and agrees with 2711 ) for ¢ € C°(R\ {0}) since for small enough e away from supp(y) the
boundary term disappears. Therefore this latter distribution could be taken as a renormalized version of =1 1(0,00)
and formally corresponds to x’ll(o,oo) — 00 - 0p by taking e — 0 in (3.1). (In fact, taking the principal value is
in a broad sense another renormalization.)



3.1 Regularizations

In our case the natural renormalization strategy is provided by the Gaussian probability theory. Let {K. | e >
0} be a family of smoothing operators® on M, for which K. — 1 as e — 0 (in a sense to be specified later), and
consider the mollified random field ¢. := K.¢. Instead of ¢.(x)*, say, we look at

def
1P (x )4 (bs(x) [¢s($)2}¢5(1’)2 + 3E[¢5(1‘)2]2

def
= pe(2)* — 6C.(2)9-(x)? + 3C.(z)2.
It happens that for any x € C°°(M), the integral [, x(x):¢-(x)*:dVa(z) converges as a random variable
in L?(pep) to a definitive limit, and defines [, x(2):¢(z)*:dVy(z) as a random variable in L?(udfpp). Note
that C.(z) — oo as € — 0, so we have subtracted “infinities”.

Remark 3.1. The crucial point in our adaptation of Nelson’s argument is to realize the locality of the
interaction [, x(z):P(¢(x)):dVas(x) (see section 5.5). To this end we must allow a sufficiently large class of
regqulators K. (in particular, local ones) and show that they define the same interaction (proposition 3.5). In
addition, the Wick ordering also needs to be local (see section 3.4), so that the interaction on a domain with
boundary could be defined without reference to the ambient closed manifold where this domain “caps”. See
Brunetti, Fredenhagen, Verch [6] and Guo, Paycha, Zhang [30] for more information and perspective on locality.

Remark 3.2. The method adopted here is restricted to dimension two. In three dimensions, the target measure
bearing the heuristic form (2.1) becomes mutually singular with respect to pX4r and hence cannot be expressed
as an integrable function multiplied by ugFF. A recent phenomenal method to treat this case is developed in the
framework of stochastic PDEs, called stochastic quantization, providing an alternative to older results outlined in
[26] section 23.1. See the introductions in [27], [32], [1], [45] and [4] for reviews of the literature and pedagogical
discussions.

3.1 Regularizations

In this subsection we describe an admissible class of regulators K. which would eventually produce the same
random variable [, x(x):¢(2)*:dVas(x) as will be proved in the next subsection. Basically, they are smoothing
operators such that K. — 1 in WO(M) in the symbol sense for any § > 0 (see definition below). A compact
notation is to say K. — 1 in WO (M).

Definition 3.1. Let r € R we say that operators K. — K in U"(M) in the symbol sense if for any coordinate
chart k : U — R? and cut-off x € C2°(U), the full symbol of YK.x (considered acting on C°(x(U))), converges
to that of xKx in the ST (k(U) x R?) topology.

Now we describe the first candidate for K. satisfying the above assumption (the proof is in appendix C.2).
This was introduced in Dyatlov and Zworski [19] and has the advantage of being local, realizing the locality of
the P(¢) interaction eventually in section 5.5. Consider ¢p € C2°((—1,1)) with 0 < ¢ < 1 and equal to 1 near 0.
For € > 0 we define the operator

def . 1 d (.’L‘ y)
E.( y)dV, th E = g0 . 3.2
/ (@, y)u(y)dVy(y), with E.(z,y) FE(I)w( E (3.2)
Here F.(z) = [ ¢(d(z,y)/e)dy so that [ E.(z,y)dy =1, and d, denotes the Riemannian distance. One observes

that E. ( z,y ) is smooth for each € > 0 so E. : D'(M) — C’OO( ). Observe also that ¢?/C < F.(x) < Ce? for
some C' > 0, and this C' could be made dependent neither on € nor on = as M is compact.

Lemma 3.1. For any § > 0 we have E. — 1 in W°(M) in the symbol sense.
Proof. See appendix C.2. O

Note that KX (z,y) = K.(y,z) for real smoothing operators (and their symbols are related in a simple
manner), K. — 1 in the symbol sense is equivalent to K — 1 in the symbol sense.

Lemma 3.2. Let {E. }./~o be another family of smoothing operators such that E., — 1 in U (M) in the

symbol sense for any &' > 0. Then the net EX(A+m?)~Y(E., — E.), (¢/,¢) € Ry x Ry (we say (¢',¢) < (¢],1)
iff e’ > €| and ¢ > £1), converges to zero in W20 (M) in the symbol sense for any & > 0.

Sthat is, each K. maps D'(M) — C*(M).
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Proof. Note that following essentially the same arguments as above the W%/ 2(M) seminorms of E. can be
bounded uniformly in €. This said, the result follows essentially from the continuity of the twisted product
(composition product) of symbols as a map Sf ; x S{:O — S;‘gr, with respect to the symbol topologies (see
Folland [22] page 105 theorem 2.47). O

We shall consider another set of seminorms on ¥"(M) in the case —d < r < 0 which suits better our
purposes. They are defined as follows. Let M C C*°(M x M,T(M x M)) denote the C*°(M x M)-module of
smooth vector fields tangent to the diagonal in M x M. We fix a finite coordinate cover {U;}X; of M, with
charts r; : U; — R?, and a partition of unity {x:} subordinate to this cover.

Definition 3.2. For any K € C>°(M x M \ diag), 1 <i< N and Ly, ..., L, € M, we define the seminorms
def r
iy, (K) S sup (ki X K)s (6 @ Xa)Ln - LpK) (2, y)] - dg (2, )7, (3.3)
(2,y)€U; xU;

while on U; x Uj, i # j, which does not touch the diagonal, we use the C*°(U; x U;) seminorms. By the kernel
topology on U (M), —d < r < 0, we mean the topology induced by these seminorms on the Schwartz kernels K 4
of A e U"(M). Here d, is the distance function.

Proposition 3.3. In the case —d < r < 0, the above kernel topology is equivalent to the topology induced by
symbols ST o(T*M) on V"(M). In particular, if A — A as e — 0 in W' (M) in the symbol sense then Ac — A
also in the above kernel topology.

Proof. Essentially in Taylor [77] page 6, proposition 2.2, page 7, proposition 2.4 and page 10, proposition 2.7.
See also Bailleul, Dang, Ferdinand and T6 [5] proposition 6.9 for a more detailed treatment. O

Finally, we observe that the heat operator K. = e~=(A+m%) g also a valid candidate:
Lemma 3.4 ([15] lemma 4.15). We have P, ) WO (M) in the symbol sense for any § > 0. O

Some properties of the heat operator is summed up in appendix C.2.

3.2 Integrability of Interaction and Regularization Independence

Proposition 3.5. Let (K.).~o be any family of real smoothing operators such that K. — 1 in WO (M) in the
symbol sense for any 6 > 0. Define ¢.(x) and :P(¢:(x)): as above and let x € C°(M) be a test function. Put

Suen(d) = [ X@):P(o-(0)dVi. (3.4)

This is a random variable on D'(M) equipped with uMupp. Then {Sa .} converges in L*(udagp) as e — 0,
and the limit is independent of the specific smoothing (K.) chosen, provided they have the convergence property
described above. B

More precisely, for any other smoothing family (K./) satisfying the same condition and defining the random
variable SVM,E/,X, we have a quantitative bound of the form

5 2
E[[Sarex = Suer x| ] <O(le = 'NCnllx|l7s,
where O(|le — €'|) is a function going to zero as |e — &'| — 0, depending only on M.
A particularity of the dimension two is seen in the following elementary lemma.

Lemma 3.6. If dim M = 2 and g is a smooth Riemannian metric on M then

// |log(dg(z,y))|PdVmxm < Cp < 00 (3.5)
MxM

for any 1 < p < oo and
// dg(z,y)°dVarenr < Cs < 00 (3.6)
Mx M

or any 0 < § < 1, d, denoting the distance function. O
J Yy , dg g
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Consequently, since in two dimensions G(z,y) = O(log(d(z,y))) as y — « (see lemma 3.12), a simple
argument with partition of unity shows

/ / X@XWIG@ )P AVarar < Cyllx|I2 = vol(supp(x))? < o0 (3.7)
M x M

for some C), > 0, for all 1 < p < co. When p = 2 this is the familiar fact that in two dimensions the Green
operator (A 4+ m?)~! is Hilbert-Schmidt, which may also be shown using Weyl’s law.
We will denote

def
= Ge,s(zvy)v (3'8)

C @ o, y), (3.9)

G (z,y). (3.10)

Ecrr [0 (2)e(y)] = (60, KX (A +m?) T KLy)
GFF [¢a( )¢5 (y)] <6$7K:(A+m2)71f€6/6y>l/2
IEG.FF [¢6’ (x)(bs’ (y)] = <5x7 [?;’ (A + m2)7lf~(s’5y>

Note that G¢ . has a different regulator on the second variable! For fixed ¢ > 0, we have by lemma B.9,

1o ()2 = G o (2,2) " hog (2 (2) G o (2, 2)2) = =01 G (2, 2)", (3.11)
for some constant b; > 0 independent of ¢, since the even-degree Hermite polynomial hso, is bounded below.

Proof of proposition 3.5. We shall prove the proposition for the case P(f) = 62", n € N, the general case is
similar. For fixed ¢, ¢’ > 0, we compute
2 }

5| [] x@olas o)V v
- |://Z\4><M ()" er (y)*" X(y)dVM@)dVM}

FE| [ @@ o0V @ Vi
— [ (B @@ 6. (0] - 2B [xla)ide (@ 260 sx(v)]
MxM

||SM,5 - SM’EI||§I2(HGFF) = E|: ‘/ X1¢5($)2nZdVM — / XI¢5/($)2n2dVM
M

+E [x(@)i (@)2": 16 (1)*"x(v)] ) dVrxar (Tonelli)
= (2’(1)' //JWXM X(x)X(y) (GE,E(x7 y)2n - 2G£,6’ (1'7 y)Q” + Gg’,g’(x, y)Q") dVirsm
(lemma B.9)

We will control the integral [[,,. 1, X(@)X(¥) (Gec(2,9)*" — Geor(@,y)*™) AVarxns for x € C°(M) and x > 0.
Indeed,

|this integral| < // Y) |Ge ez, y) — Geor(x,y)| - |Gs,s($7y)2n71
M><M

+ GE’S(.’IJ, y)2n 2(;5,6'(x7 y) +o GE,E/ (277 y)Qn_l ‘dVMXM

<2l o) x ([[ (Guctnn) = Gt
M x M

Remember that G, ./ (z,y) is the kernel of K*(A+m?2) K. and G, o (x,y) — Ge «(x,y) is the kernel of K*(A+
m?)~ (K. — K.). By lemma 3.2, definition 3.2 and proposition 3.3,

|Gz er(,9)| < Chrady(w,y)~°, (3.12)
uniformly in (g,¢’) and by lemma 3.2,
|Geer(@,y) = Gee(m, )| < Onrs(le — ')dy(z,9)~° (3.13)

for any § > 0. If we restrict moreover to § < 1, then we prove our result, thanks to lemma 3.6. O
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3.3 Integrability of the Exponential of Interaction
In this subsection we will adopt the heat regulator K. = IN{E 1= e—e(A+m?),

Lemma 3.7. Let deg P = 2n. Then Sy x.e, € > 0, and hence the resulting limit Sy, 1s in the (2n)-th Wiener
chaos of the GFF, that is, Pan(H), where H = W ~1(M) is the Gaussian Hilbert space of the GFF.

Proof. We shall show it for P(§) = 0* and the general case is similar. Here we use the spectral representation

of remark 2.2 (using the notations thereof) and take K. := e~s(A+m*)  Thus we can write

¢e(T) :(2 (j, Kbg) 2 & ) (Ze—s(A+m) ()£>

= Z e EQIFAAAAN D) o, (1) o ()00 ()0 (2)E R Eep,

J.k.lp

the series converging absolutely in L?(uXhr). Now each individual term is clearly in P4(H). Since
/ loj(@)or(z)pe(x)pp(x)|dVar(z) S vol(M) - [polynomial in A;, Ak, A¢, A, with fixed degree] (3.14)

as one has sup,; |¢;| < (1+ A;)? in two dimensions which follows essentially from the Sobolev embedding (see
Sogge [74] page 43 equation (3.1.12)), thus

[ x@.@ V(o) = 3 et g, (3.15)
3ok, bp
with the series converging absolutely in L?(uXwr) and the result is in Py (H). O

Proposition 3.8 (hypercontractivity, [39] theorem 5.10, [71] theorem 1.22). Let H C L*(Q, O,P) be a Gaussian
Hilbert space on some probability space (Q, O,P), and let n > 1, 2 < p < oo. Then
1

E[|X[7]» < (p—1)2E[X?)? (3.16)

for all X € P,,(H). O
Combining lemma 3.7 and proposition 3.8, we have

Corollary 3.9. The convergence of {Sn y,c}, as well as the limit Sary, is in LP(ugrr) for all 1 < p < oo.
Moreover, if x — 0 in L*(M) then
f iy 110 =0
as random variable in LP (NGFF) for all 1 < p < co. Moreover E[e~%M.<x] remains uniformly bounded along the
limit. In particular Sy is defined for x € L*(M). O
We single out a calculus computation which will be used in the sequel:
Lemma 3.10. Let a, b be positive real numbers. Then the real function a(x) = 2?2 > 0, attains its

be laq /P —la—l/b. O

minimum value e~ atx = e

Theorem (Nelson). We have for x € L*(M),
e_SM*X € Ll(,U,GFF) (317)

and hence
1

Zy = det (A, +m?)2 / e Ju P@dVin g M () < oo, (3.18)
D'(M)

Proof. For any € > 0, by (3.7) and (3.11),

Sny.e = —bvol(supp(x))Ix|l = sup(|Ge (z, 2)|"). (3.19)
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From formula (C.16), for € small,

Geg(xx)=/2:opt:rxdt (/25 /)ptxx (3.20)

Now by (iii) of lemma C.5 part A is O(log(2¢)); since our field is massive (m > 0), by (iv) of lemma C.5 part B
is bounded. Therefore one has overall G, .(x,z) = O(log(2¢)). As a result Sas .. = —bo|log(2e)|” for € small.
Now we compute that

P(e™ 51 > o2 l10sEITHL) = P (Syr, < —by|log(26)|" — 1)

SP(ISmx = Smxel 2 1)

< ||SM,X - SM,)(,E IZ‘p(MGFF) (Chebyshev)
<(p—1)FCres ||, (proposition 3.8 and 3.5)
S IXlap?r(Cre?)r,

for all 2 < p < co. The last line as a function of p has the form dealt with in lemma 3.10 and attains a minimum
of exp (— Cs (e2|Ixllpa)~ 1/m), with some absorbed constant C5 > 0 which does not depend on y. Thus we obtain

P(G_SM’X > eb2|log(28)|"+1) 5 exp ( _ C2 (5% ||XHL4)_%) (321)

Now we may conclude with the formula

0o 1
E[e_SM’X} _ / P (e—SM,X > t) dt = / P (e_SM,x = t) %‘d{f
0 0

where the last integral involves a change of variable t := eb21108(28)["+1 " This gives
s ' 1 - 1 1 cl1 n_1
Ele™"Mx] < 1+/ exp (— Co(e2||x||p1) ™) Cae™n|log(e)|" el loe®" ~1qe
0

which is finite since integrable near ¢ = 0. Moreover, we see that the bound is uniform when ||x||z2 < Cy for
some given Cy > 0.

3.4 Change of Wick Ordering

In order for the proof of proposition 3.5 to work as it is written one has to insist on the Wick ordering : e
provided by /ﬂgFF, since we desire convergence in L? (ugFF) and with a different Wick ordering the Feynman
rules (lemma B.9) are not exact. Nevertheless, in order to define the interaction over a domain €2 independently
of its embedding in an ambient manifold M, one must employ a Wick ordering independent of M, or in order
words, one that is local.

Let d denote the Riemannian distance function of M. This function is local in the sense that d(x,y) (asy — z)
depends only on the restriction of the Riemannian metric on any geodesic convex neighborhood containing x
and y. The local Wick ordering :e:q is provided by the log-measure uf‘gg which is the Gaussian measure on D' (M)
with covariance

Buelo(10(0)] = | 1(0)( = 3= og(m - d(e.5) Jh(0)aVas(0)dVas ) (3.22)

for f, h € C°°(M), thanks to lemma 3.6. Here m is the mass used for (A+m? ) . We denote — 5~ log(md(z,y)) :=
Co(z,y) and the corresponding operator by Cy. We emphasize here that ulog is used only ab a tool to produce
a linear change of random variables with deterministic coefficients, no random variables will be actually defined

on ufgg.
Lemma 3.11. If C1, Cs are two covariance operators on M, then
[n/2] nl , 4
G0 = 3 g (O = CONaqan " e, (3.23)

=0

for f e C®(M).
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Proof. Follows readily from Wick’s theorem. O

The reason why the new Wick ordering works is the following. Let G(a4m2)(z,y) denote the integral kernel
of (A +m?)~ 1.

Lemma 3.12. For each x € M, the limit
. def
limn (G (2,) — Cola,y)) 2 5G() (3.24)

exists, and that G € LP(M) for all 1 < p < 0.

Remarks for proof. The function dG is called in our context the (point-splitting) tadpole function (see Kandel,
Mnev and Wernli [30] section 5.4, in particular lemma 5.20 for a precise expression), which can be seen as a
renormalized diagonal value of the Green function G(a{m2)(x, ). The asymptotic of the Green function along
the diagonal is a classical subject and we have in fact G(am2)(z,y) — Co(z,y) € C*(M x M). The function 6G
is also important in the context of conformal geometry where it is called the mass function, if more precisely we
do not include the constant —logm/27 in Cy but rather in 6G. See Hermann and Humbert [33], Ludewig [14]
or Schoen and Yau [64] for more information. O

It follows that

(E.b,, (A+m?) ™" = Co) E€5w>L2(M) — 0G() (3.25)
as € — 0 and through the limiting process of proposition 3.5 we find
) 2n, N (2n)! . 2n—2j.
/M x(2):p(x)*":0d Vi (x) = Z @n—2j)j127 / X(2)0G(x):¢p(x) V:arrdViy (), (3.26)

=0

which exist as a random variable in LP(udhy) for all 2 < p < oo since each term on the RHS are such by
proposition 3.5 and corollary 3.9.

4 The Trace Operator and the Poisson Integral Operator

In this section we obtain a series of rather elementary relations between various geometric-analytic operators
on M and on Q. The moral is that, the so-called “sharp-time localization” map js (see lemma 4.5), induced
probability laws of Gaussian fields under the trace 75 (see section 4.4), and finally the Green-Stokes formula,
are largely different aspects of the same thing.

4.1 Summary of Essential Properties

Definition 4.1. Let (M, g) be a closed Riemannian manifold, and ¥ C M a smooth embedded hypersurface
(codimension one submanifold). Then we call the map

Ts: C® (M) — C®(%), (4.1)
fo— f‘Xb .
the trace map (or restriction map) from M onto 3.
Lemma 4.1 ([76] page 334, [20] page 57, example 13.3). Let (M, g) and ¥ be as above. Then
(i) the map 75 extends uniquely to a continuous operator T : W5(M) — W=z (%) for each s > 1
(ii) the map 1 : W5(M) — W~ 2(X), s > 1, is surjective.

Remark for proof. For (ii), the case of M = R? and ¥ = R4~! C R? is treated in [20] as indicated above. One
could then supply a partition of unity argument to extend to the current case, remembering that ¥ is smoothly
embedded. O

Now let (€2, g) be a compact Riemannian manifold with boundary 9. It is well-known that for f € C*°(99),
the (Helmholtz) boundary value problem

{ (Aq +m*)u =0, inQ,

ulon = 1, on 00, (4.2)

admits a unique solution u € C*°(§)) which is extendably smooth upto 9.



4.1 Summary of Essential Properties

23

Remark 4.1. In this paper, a function v € C>(Q) is said to satisfy the Dirichlet condition (respectively
Neumann) if u|sq = 0 (respectively (0,u)|aq = 0, v the outward unit normal). The f appearing in (4.2) is called
a Dirichlet datum.

Definition 4.2. We call the operator

PIJ? . C®(0Q) — C=(Q),

. (4.3)

where u is the unique solution of (4.2), the Poisson integral operator (or Harmonic extension operator) from 952
to 2, with mass m > 0.

Lemma 4.2 ([76] page 361, proposition 1.8). Let (2, g) be as above. Then PIgQ extends uniquely to a continuous
operator )
PIS? - W*(8Q) — W52 (Q) (4.4)

for eachs}—%. O

We shall need a variant of the Poisson integral operator that works for embedded hypersurfaces in closed
manifolds. Let (M, g) and X be as in definition 4.1. Pick f € C°°(X). This time we look at the boundary value
problem

{ (Ap +m*u=0, in M\,

uly = f, on X. (4.5)

Indeed, one should view M \ ¥ as a manifold with two boundaries ¥ LI ¥, and as a result one obtains a unique
solution u which is smooth on M \ ¥ and one-sidedly smooth upto X respectively on its two sides.

Definition 4.3. We call the operator

PIy : C®(X) — C®(M\YX),

T (4.6)

where u is the unique solution of (4.5), the Poisson integral operator from ¥ to M, with mass m > 0.

Definition 4.4. More generally if {2 has boundaries and X is either one component of 92 or embedded in
the interior of {2, then we denote by PIS%’B f the solution with its restriction equal to f on ¥ and boundary
condition “B” (Dirichlet or Neumann) on all components of 9Q except ¥. Such notations raise no ambiguity
when the situation is understood from context.

Lemma 4.3. Let (M, g) and ¥ be as above. Then PI%{ extends uniquely to a continuous operator
PI, : W2 (X) — W(M). (4.7)
Proof. Let f € Wz(¥) and u := PIy; f. We know that u € W' (M\X) C D'(M\X), this means u € L2(M\X) =

L2(M), and Vu € L3(T(M \ X)), as a distribution over M \ ¥. The problem is to compute Vu as a distribution
over M. For this, one picks a testing vector field X € C*°(M,TM) and applies the Green-Stokes formula to get

def .
<VU7X>L2(M,TM) = —(u, leX>L2(M)

_ /M\E (Vau, X), dVay — /2 f(X,v), dVs - /Z FX,—v), AV,

:/ <VU,X>ngM
M\Z

Here v is any one of the two possible unit normal vector fields along . This shows that, nevertheless,
My = M\, (4.8)

and hence [[ully1n) = Vull p2(pansy) + 1l 200y = lullns ans)- O
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4.2 The Dirichlet-to-Neumann Operator and its Jumpy Version

Definition 4.5. Let (€2, g) be a compact Riemannian manifold with boundary 092 # @, and PIZ? : C(8Q) —
C>(Q) the Poisson operator defined previously. Put

DNJ?: C®(8Q) — C®(8Q),

f o 0PI ), (4.9)

where v = outward unit normal along 0f2, called the Dirichlet-to-Neumann operator on 9f) with respect to 2.

Remark 4.2. As its name suggests, DN?—ZQ computes the associated Neumann data of the solution to the
Helmholtz equation with given Dirichlet data. By the well-posedness and regularity of the Neumann problem,
one could also do it the other way round: compute the Dirichlet data out of a Neumann data. In this way one
sees that (DN2?)~! can be defined and maps C°(9) — C>(9Q).

Definition 4.6. Let (M, g) be a closed Riemannian manifold, ¥ C M an embedded hypersurface, and PI3; :
C>(0Q) — C>=(M \ X) the hypersurface Poisson operator. Put

DN3, : C®(0Q) — C®(09),

4.10
fos 0P s, + 0o, (PI s, (4.10)

where v is any one of the two unit normal vector fields along ¥, extended over a cylindrical neighborhood of X.
Here ¥_ and ¥, means that we are taking one-sided derivatives, respectively, from the backward-time and
forward-time directions with regard to the flow of v. We call DNE the jumpy Dirichlet-to-Neumann operator on
Y. with respect to M.

Definition 4.7. Similarly if 2 has boundaries and ¥ is either one component of 0€2 or embedded in the interior
of €1, then we denote by DNg’B the corresponding operator with PI% replaced by PIé’B in the definition (see
definition 4.4).

Remark 4.3. If we see M \ ¥ as a manifold with boundary X LI %, then DNY; f is also the sum over ¥ of the
two outward unit normal derivatives of PIE f along XU 3. Intuitively, DNE f describes the “jump” of VPI%, f
across Y, whence its name.

We summarize in the following lemma the essential properties of DNgQ and DNY,. Parallel results also hold
for DNSZ)’B (3 being either one component of boundary or embedded in interior) but we shall not discuss them
in order to simplify the presentation. The same applies to everything below this section.

Lemma 4.4. Under their respective settings, DNgQ and DN%I are such that

(i) their quadratic forms are given respectively by the Dirichlet energies of their harmonic extensions:
(f,DNZ? ) raom = /Q (IVPIZ? £I2 + m* (P15 £)?)dVa, (4.11)
(£,DNY f) o) = /M (IVPIY fI2 + m?(PIy, £)?)dVar, (4.12)

for f € C®(0Q);
(ii) they are formally self-adjoint, strictly positive, and L?-invertible;
(ii1) they are elliptic WDOs of order 1, with principal symbols being |§|, and 2|§|, respectively;

1

(iv) they afford a finer comparison with Dgg = (Asq + mQ)% or 2Dy, = 2(Ax, + m?)2: the operators
DN&? -Dyo, DN}, —2Dy, D,3DNS? -1, and (2Dx) ' DNY, -1, (4.13)

are WDOs of orders at most —2, —2, —3, and —3 respectively. A fortiori, they are all of trace class
when dimQ = dim M = 2 and dim ¥ = dim 90 = 1.

Proof. See Taylor [78] and the references therein. For (iv) see Kandel, Mnev and Wernli [36] proposition A.3. [

4.3 Two Consequences of the Green-Stokes Formula

Let (M, g) be a closed Riemannian manifold and ¥ C M an embedded hypersurface. Formula (4.12) in a slightly
more general form allows one to obtain an expression for the “distributional adjoint” of the trace map onto X.
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Lemma 4.5. Let 75 : C®(M) — C®(X), ¢ — ¢|s be the trace map. One has, for any ¢ € C°(M) and f €
C>=(%),
(720, ) L2(00) = (62 72F) L2 (an (4.14)

where jz, = (A +m?2) Ply (DNY,) . Moreover, this equality can be extended to ¢ € W*(M) and f € W—2(%).

Proof. First suppose h € C*°(X), then applying the Green-Stokes formula to M \ ¥ with boundary X U Y gives
(r6,DNF; h) 2y = / ((V, V PLas B) +m?¢(PLa h))dVag
M\S

= / ((V,V Py h) + m?p(Plys h))dVay (lemma 4.3)
M
= (¢, (Aps +m?) PI%, h>L2(M) . (#)

We remark that step (#) is the definition of the action of (Ays +m?) on the distribution PI3; h. By lemma 4.1,
lemma 4.3, and (iii) of lemma 4.4, then, this equality can be extended to ¢ € W1(M) and h € W2 (X). Finally,
replacing h by (DNY;)~'f, with (DN%;)~! being a ¥DO of order —1, yields the desired relation (4.14) as well
as its domain. O

Remark 4.4. One is advised to compare lemma 4.5 with the fact in one dimensions that the distributional
derivative of the Heaviside function H, = a - 1(9 ) (a € R) is the delta function multiplied by the jump of H,
across 0, that is,

(HY, ) o sy = [Ha(04) = Ha(0-)] - 9(0) (4.15)

for any ¢ € S(R). In our case the role of the Heaviside function is played by the vector field V P13, (DNY,)~*f.
Indeed, following remark 4.3, the “jump” of V PIE(DN%/[)’1 f across ¥ is exactly f, as the directions tangential
to ¥ does not contribute to the jump with (DNIZ\/[)_lf being smooth. This comparison in mind, it is also
customary to write jxu f as f ® dx, as for example, in Carron [13].

Corollary 4.6. For f, h € C*(X), we have

<f7 (DNIZVJI)_lh>L2(Z) = <j2f7 (A + mz)_1j2h>L2(]w) . (416)
In other words, (DNY,)™' = 7(A + m?) "'y (= 7(A +m?)~17%).
Proof. This is immediate by noting that 75 PI3, is the identity on L?(X). O

Remark 4.5. Indeed, noting that the Schwartz kernel K, of 7y is the delta distribution on the diago-
nal {(z,2)} C ¥ x M, and that jy is the distributional adjoint of 7%, corollary 4.6 allows one to deduce
immediately the Schwartz kernel of (DN%;)~!, denoted Gy

<fa (DNﬁ)_lh>L2(g) = //EXM //EXJM f(x)KT(x’Z)G(A+m2)(z,w)KT<va)h(y)ddedydw
:/ f(:c)G(Aerz)(w,y)h(y)dxdy,
X3

that is, G5y = G(a+m?)|zxs, where G(a4,2) is the Helmholtz Green function on M, which is a well-known
result. Of course, assuming this result, one could also work backwards to give lemma 4.5 another proof, using
the Poisson integral formula (lemma 4.7 below) for PIY,.

Now we move to the second consequence of the Green-Stokes formula. Let (€, g) be a compact Riemannian
manifold with boundary 09Q. Recall that (Aq p + m?)~1 denotes the Helmholtz Green operator with Dirichlet
conditions on 9f).

Lemma 4.7 ([77] page 46). We have, for ¢ € C*(9Q) and f € C(Q°),
<PISaZQ ®s f>L2(Q) = <901 _au(AQ,D + m2)_1f|3Q>L2(3Q)7 (417)

where v, again, denotes the outward unit normal vector field along OS. 0
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Corollary 4.8. For (M, g) a closed Riemannian manifold and ¥ C M an embedded hypersurface, for o € C*°(X)
and f € CX(M\ %),
<PI§/I ¥, f>L2(M) = <907 —(&,U‘EL + 8*VU‘E+)>L2(E) ) (4'18)

where u = (Apyps,p + m?2)~Lf, and the notations ¥_ and ¥, have the same meanings as in definition 4.6.

Proof. See M \ ¥ as a manifold with two boundaries ¥ U 3, and we note

PIY, ¢ = PIRS, m , (4.19)
as well as ool
2 vU|>
_ = —(9, O_, , 4.20
<[<ﬂ]’ {8_yu|z+} >L2(2u2) <SD’ (Dvuls + u|z+)>L2(E) ( )
while applying lemma 4.7. O

4.4 Induced Laws

Let (M, g) be a closed Riemannian manifold and ¥ C M an embedded hypersurface. Lemma 4.5 then says that,
for each f € C*°(X), the random variables

mo(f) and  6(jnf), (4.21)

while ¢ ~ ,ugFF, are (surely) equal on the Cameron-Martin space W1 (M). By proposition B.6 then, they are
almost surely equal over D'(M). Subsequently from corollary 4.6 we deduce

Edrrrd(f)msd(h)] = E&pp(o(isf)e(sh)] = (f, DN h) oy - (4.22)

Taking into account lemma 2.4 and (iii) of lemma 4.4, we have proved the following.

Proposition 4.9. If ¢ € D'(M) follows the law of pllep, then the random field ¢ € D'(X) can equivalently
be realized as the (centered) Gaussian field ¢ on ¥ with covariance

E[3(1)(h)] = (. (ON5) ') g, - (4.23)

for f, h € C®(X). In other words, the measure image Ts, (uiep) of p&sp under any measurable linear exten-
sion 75 of 7v : WHM) — W2 (2) coincides with the measure ug’l\y on any D'(X) for the field & satisfying
(4.23). O

Next we study induced random fields in the other direction, by the Poisson integral operator. Namely,
for 2, 0N as in lemma 4.7, given a Gaussian random field ¢ on 02, what is the law of the field PlgQ ©? From
another perspective one solves the Helmholtz (Laplace) equation with random boundary conditions. We write
in shorthand

(PIZ)* € —9,(Aq.p +m2) 1 (=)loq. (4.24)

Thus lemma 4.7 says
o0 O\ *
<PIQ P, f>L2(Q) = <<P7 (PIQ ) f>L2(6Q)’ (425)

for p € C®°(8Q), f € C>°(Q°). Suppose ¢ has covariance operator C' of order —s (s > 0). Note PI> is always
well-defined on the Cameron-Martin space W#(912). By the same token as above, for f € C°(Q°),

(PIF? @)(f) and  o((PIg")*f) (4.26)
are surely equal on W#(9Q). Moreover,
EZ[(PIG? @) () (PIG? ) (h)] = (f, PIG? C(PIG?) h)

. (4.27)

‘We deduce
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Proposition 4.10. If ¢ € D'(09Q) is a (centered) Gaussian random field with covariance operator C, then the
random field PlgQ v € D'(Q°) can equivalently be realized as the (centered) Gaussian field ¢ on Q with covariance

E[6(f)e(h)] = (f,PIG CPIEM) DY 11 e (4.28)

for f, h € C®(0R). In other words, the measure image PIgQ*(ﬂgQ) of p& under any measurable linear
extension PI2Y of PIS® : W*(0Q) — Wtz (Q) coincides with the measure for the field b satisfying (4.28). O
Remark 4.6. What is strictly needed for showing Segal axioms is not the full proposition 4.10 but rather this

innocent observation: by (4.19), if the random field ¢ € D’'(X) follows a fixed probability law, then the induced
random fields PIy; ¢ and Plf/f"{zz[ﬁ] in D'(M \ X) follows the same law.

4.5 First Comment on Reflection Positivity

As the names would suggest, the positivity of the Dirichlet-to-Neumann map (itself the consequence of the
positivity of the Dirichlet energy) gives an interesting inequality comparing the resolvants of Laplacians with
Dirichlet and Neumann conditions (corollary 4.12), via the Poisson integral formula (lemma 4.7). Let 2, 99 be
as in lemma 4.7. We adopt the shorthand notations

Cp Y (Agp+m?)t, Oy (Agn+mH)7, (4.29)

where, similar to Cp, Cn f for f € C°(Q°) solves the Neumann boundary value problem

(A+m)(Cxf) = f, in (130)
8V(CNf)|6Q =0, on 0N). ’
There is the following simple, elementary relation:
Lemma 4.11. In the situation as above, we have the operator equality on C°(2°),
PIZ® (DN~ (PIZ®)* = Oy — Cp. (4.31)

Proof. Pick f € C(Q°), let u := Cpf and put w := PIZ*(DNI?)~(=d,ulsq). Then, by the definition
of DNgQ, w solves the following boundary value problem:

(A +m?)w =0, in 0,
{ dywlag = —0yulaq, on . (4.32)
However,
(A+m?)u=f, inQ, ) . (A+m)(utw) =f, nQ,
{ ulon = 0, on 0%}, implying Ay (u+w)|aq = 0, on 9Q, (4.33)
namely u +w = Cy f, that is, w = Cy f — Cp f. We obtain the result. O

Now the positivity of DNgQ (lemma 4.4) implies Cy > Cp, namely (f, (Cy — CD)f>L2(Q) > 0 for all f €
C2°(Q2°). One step further,

Corollary 4.12. We have Cy > Cp as operators on L?(Q). O

It is emphasized in Jaffe and Ritter [37] section 3 that Cy > Cp is the crucial relation that leads to the
so-called reflection positivity (RP) of the GFF (see definition 5.2). At this point let us explain its geometric
incarnation. Let now 092 C Q be totally geodesic, Q* a copy of Q (reversing the coorientation of 92), |Q2|? :=
QO Upq Q, the isometric double which is a closed Riemannian manifold, and © : |Q> — |Q2]? an isometric
involution fixing 99, such that ©(Q) = Q* and O(Q*) = Q.

Remark 4.7. Such Q is named in Gibbons [23] (in the 4-dimensional case) as a real tunnelling geometry (see
[23] section 4). The isometric double [©2|? and the involution © exist, the latter being a reflection, dissecting |Q|?
into © and Q*, its fixed point set being 92 (see also Ritter [58] section 2.1.1).

The action of © extends in the usual way to C°°(|Q2|?) and D’(|Q|?) by pulling-back. This set-up brings in
another resolvant operator which is
C Y (Agp+m?)h (4.34)
Denote also by I, : L2(|Q?) — L2(f2) the orthogonal projection. Below we reprove lemma 3 of Jaffe and
Ritter [37].



28

Lemma 4.13. Let |Q)?, ©, IL; and C be as above. Then
1
II,ec = §(CN —Cp) (4.35)

on C(Q°) and L?(Q).

Proof. As in [37], the key idea is the method of images, that is, with the help of reflection symmetry under O,
we have

Cnf=1,C(f+0f), and Cpf=IIL.C(f-0Of), (4.36)

for any f € C°(02°), since the functions (potentials) C(f + ©f) and C(f — Of) satisty, automatically and
respectively, the Neumann and Dirichlet conditions along 92 (note, first, that [©, C] = 0 since © is an isometry,
and second, for z € 99, 9,|, is the eigenvector of eigenvalue —1 of dO, on T,|Q2|?). We obtain the result
immediately. O

In summary,

Corollary 4.14 (equivalent formulations of RP). In the situation as above, we have
2(f,0CF) 12 apz) = (f+ (CN = CD)I) 12y = ((PIGY)" £, (DNG®) T (PIEY) ) 2 o (4.37)

for all f € C°(Q°), and all of the above quantities are nonnegative. O

Remark 4.8. Note that the 3 quantities in (4.37) make sense respectively on the spaces L2(|Q?), L?()
and L2(99). While the first quantity is the original view of RP, the second quantity offers a one-sided view and
the third provides a view within the boundary 9. Nevertheless, the map DNgQ reflects the geometry of the
bulk, see for example Paternain, Salo and Uhlmann [50] section 11.5.

5 Markov Property and Consequences

Materials in sections 5.1, 5.2 and 5.4 are largely classical with an excellent source being Dimock [16] which we
follow roughly. See also Simon [71] section III.3 and see Powell and Werner [54] section 4.2 for a probabilistic
point of view.

5.1 Decompositions of Sobolev Spaces

Let (M, g) be a closed Riemannian manifold. Recall from Appendix C.1 the definitions of the spaces W3 (M)
and W5 (M) for A € M closed and U C M open. Recall also (lemma C.1) that we have the isometric
isomorphism (A +m?) : WH(M) = W~Y(M) as we endow W'(M) and W~1(M) respectively with the inner
products (—, (A +m?)=)rz and (—, (A +m?)~1=) ..

Lemma 5.1 (cf. [16] section 2). Let A C M be a closed set. Then W(M) and W=1(M) decompose orthogonally
as

Pi{\a Py A

SN

WHM) = Wi 4 (M)t & Wy 4 (M)
(A+m2) ~ (A+m2) ~ (A+m2) ~ (51)

W-HM)= Wi (M) & Wi (M),

A pAL

which is preserved by the isometric isomorphism A 4+ m?. In particular, we have
Pa(d+m?) = (A+m2pkn s and PHA+m?) = (A+m?)pana, (52)

where pJM\A, pan\a, Pa, and Py are the corresponding orthogonal projections as indicated in the diagram.
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Proof. We just need to show that the image of Wzlu\A(M) under A +m? is precisely W' (M)*. Indeed, by our
definition of the inner products we have

(A +m)u, v)yw-1 () = (u, V) 2 () (5.3)

for all u € WY(M), v € W~1(M), where the RHS denotes the duality (distributional) pairing. However, the
annihilator of W (M) under the duality pairing is exactly W]b\ 4 (M), see lemma C.3. This translates as

{ue W' (M) | (A +m2)u,’u)W71(M) =0forallve W' (M)} = W&\A(M), (5.4)
which is what we desired. O

Corollary 5.2. (5.1) and (5.2) holds for A = ¥ C M an embedded closed hypersurface (codimension one
submanifold). O

Indeed, the crucial relation (5.3) together with (5.2) gives
Corollary 5.3 (adjoints). We have

<pJJ\_4\AuaU>L2 = <U7PAU>L27 and <pM\Auav>L2 = <u?Pi_U>L27 (55)

forue WY(M) and v e W=1(M). O

Remark 5.1. Denote U := M \ A. Recall from (C.4) that W=Y(U) := W;'(M)*. In fact, corollary 5.3
shows P]\%[\U coincides with the restriction map pap : D'(M) — D'(U), since if already u € WE(M)

then pyu = i,u, i, : Wh(M) — W(M) being inclusion.
We are thus lead naturally to the following and eventually corollary 5.5.

Corollary 5.4. Let U C M be an open set and F C U be a closed set. Then Wi (M) and W= (U) decompose
further as

W[}(M) = Wé\F(M)L ® Wé\F(M)
(A+m?) |~ (A+m?) |~ (A+m?) |~ (5.6)

W=HU) = Py g (Wg (M) & Wg' (M)*,

where the orthogonal complements are taken respectively inside W,}(M) and W=Y(U), which is preserved by the
isometric isomorphism A +m?. Also, we have commutation relations similar to (5.2).

Proof. The only point needing explanation is
(A +m?) (Wi p (M)~ N W (M) = Pipy (W' (M)). (5.7)
Indeed, since A + m? is bijective, by (5.1) we have

LHS = W} (M)YN Wt (M)*

FU(M\U) M\U
= (Wing(M) & Wi (M) N Wi, (M)* (F and M \ U disjoint)
= RHS,
where the direct sum in the second line is non-orthogonal. O

Now let (€, g) be compact with (smooth) boundary, smoothly and isometrically embedded in closed M (if ©
is a real tunnelling geometry, then one choice for M is the “isometric double”, see remark 4.7) and ¥ be embedded
in Q°. Then in particular

Corollary 5.5. Corollary 5.4 holds for U = Q° and ¥ C Q° an embedded closed hypersurface. O
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Again suppose (M,g) is a closed Riemannian manifold and ¥ C M an embedded closed hypersurface with
induced metric. A probabilistic point of view of the results in this section is provided in Powell and Werner [54]
section 4.1.

Lemma 5.6. We have
pf\‘/[\E =PIy, ots (5.8)

on W(M), where p]ﬁ\z cWHM) — VV]%/[\A(M)L is the orthogonal projection as in lemma 5.1.
Proof. We show that for f € C*°(M), pJM\E f solves the boundary value problem

{ (A+m?)u=0, in M\, (5.9)

uly =15 f, on Y.

Indeed, the first condition holds since supp((A+mQ)pJ]\‘/l\Z f) € ¥ by lemma 5.1. To show the second, notice 75, =

0 on W}W\E(M) by its definition (C.3). Hence
Py = 7o(l - pans) = 73, (5.10)
on W(M). We conclude the proof. O

Proposition 5.7. Suppose ¢ € D'(M) follows ngF, Then there is a stochastic decomposition

-1 def

¢ = pJA}[\Eﬁb +m¢ = ox + ¢1\€[\27 (5.11)
into independent random fields ¢s; and (;5’1\3/[\2. More precisely, for f € C°(M) we define the random variables

def

def
¢2(f) = o(Pof), and oyns(f) = 6(Ps f). (5.12)
Then, ¢]%\2 follows the law of ugF\FE’D, while ¢y solves the boundary value problem

{ (A4+m?)ps =0, in M\, (5.13)

¢E|E = TEQSa on Ea
almost surely.
Remark 5.2. The term “stochastic decomposition” is borrowed from Bogachev [12]| remark 3.7.7.

Proof. Firstly, ¢y and qﬁﬁ\z are independent since by (5.12) their Gaussian Hilbert spaces are respectively Wy ! (M)

and Wy '(M)+ = W=1(M \ ¥). The latter also means fbﬁ[\z follows MAG/IF\E’D. The last fact about ¢y follows
from lemma 5.6 and the uniqueness of the measurable linear extension (proposition B.7). O

In the same vein using corollary 5.5, we have also a decomposition for the Dirichlet GFF on a domain 2 with
smooth boundary, with respect to a hypersurface ¥ (isometrically) embedded in the interior Q°.

Proposition 5.8. Suppose ¢85 € D'(Q°) follows ;L%P%. Then there is a stochastic decomposition
1 lef
(rb = péEO\Ed) + pQ"\E(rZS = (¢5)2 + ¢£\E7 (514)
into independent random fields s an . ore precise or f € W~ we define the random
into independ dom fields (63)) d ¢G\5- More precisely, for f € WH(Q°) define th d
variables ot et
€ €
(66)s(f) = 06 (Paf), and o4\5(f) = 68 (Ps f). (5.15)

Then, ¢£\E follows the law of pg\FEF’D, while (¢5)s: solves the boundary value problem

(A +m?)(dF)s =0, inQ°\3,
(96)sls = 7506, on X, (5.16)
(¢8)slaa =0, on 99,

almost surely. O
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The following version of proposition 5.7 in the case of a dissecting (smooth isometrically embedded) hyper-
surface ¥ C M such that M \ ¥ = M$ U M?, will be useful in definition 5.4.

Lemma 5.9. We have Wy,' (M)*= C Wy,! (M) and thus Wy,' (M) = Wy, (M)*eWg ' (M). Similarly Wy,' (M) =
Wi, (M)*= @ Wl (M).

Proof. By lemma 5.1 with A = M_ we see that W;,' (M)* = (A + m2)(W}Vi(M)) These distributions are
supported in M, since A + m? is local. O

Corollary 5.10. Suppose ¢ € D' (M) follows uup. Then there is a stochastic decomposition

-1 def

¢ = Pipg® + DAz d + P ¢ = b+ drpe + Do, (5.17)

into independent random fields. More precisely, for f € C°°(M) the random variables are defined by

on(f) = o(Psf),  ohe (F) = o(Pir_f), and 65 (f) = o(Piz, f), (5.18)
and with ¢x, the same as in proposition 5.7, qbﬁ[i and ¢1\D/13 follows respectively ugFil;D and ,ungiF,D. More-
over, (¢s + 6o )(f) = ¢(Par f), (5 + oo () = ¢(Par_f).- O

5.3 The Bayes Principle Applied to GFF

Let now M be a closed Riemannian manifold and ¥;, ¥ C M non-intersecting isometrically embedded smooth
closed hypersurfaces. The goal of this section is to derive the Bayes principle relating the probability laws of
the two random fields 75, ¢ and 7s,¢ where ¢ is the GFF on M. To avoid convolving with nomenclatures of
conditional probabilities we prefer a direct measure theoretic argument, although these are clearly equivalent.
Throughout this section we identify continuous linear maps of Cameron-Martin spaces with their measurable
extensions to distributional Q-spaces, as well as their induced actions on measures.

To begin with, by proposition 5.7 we have a stochastic decomposition

¢ = 3, + Pinx, (5.19)

for ¢ ~ yé/[FF, the two components independent of each other. Then, apply s, we get

5,6 = T2, 0%, + 9,0, = 5, PI} 7,0 + TS, Oh s, (5.20)
- M}\4,2721¢+722¢1\D4\21- (5.21)

Here we define
M=o rr { 100 20N 622

called the transition operator/propagator. Define accordingly

Glio  WE(S1) x W2(E2) — W2(51) x W(y),

5.23
(1) = (prh+ M), (>:23)
called the graph operator.
Lemma 5.11. We have s
5, M M\E,

7,0, (0fee) = (Ghr o) (ipi™ © ipilp ™). (5.24)
where ugi\fM and ugf\}f\é\zl are Gaussian measures on D'(X1) and D'(Xs) with covariances (DN3) ™" and (DN%\’gl)_l,
respectively.

S, M\ 34

Proof. Following (5.21), 7x, (;5]\%\21 =Ty,0 — /\/l}\472721¢ is independent of 75, ¢, and follows the law upy p'™,

while 75, ¢ follows the law 5™, both by proposition 4.9. O

We could also define the operators M?M,l and 912\4,1 with the roles of ¥; and Y5 switched. Note that lemma
5.11 is entirely symmetric under the switching of ¥; and 5. Recall the measures u3y from corollary 2.15.
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Proposition 5.12 (Bayes Principle for GFF). Let now M be a closed Riemannian manifold and X1, ¥o C
M non-intersecting isometrically embedded smooth closed hypersurfaces. We have equality of Radon-Nikodym
densities

N o, M\Z
drs,um, (4rw) () dupy™ (%)d((MM?“DI)*“Df“D ) (¢2) (5.25)
dpppy ’ dpisty dpsd
T, M\S
_ d/-‘]%i}jw ((pz)d((M?wJ@Q)*/JDN,D\ 2) (801) (5 26)
dping dpsty

Here (). denotes the shift induced by ¢ on measures as in corollary 2.5.

Proof. We just need to prove (5.25). In other words, (M}w,z@l)* ugf\;%\zl is the conditional law of 7x;, ¢ provided

“rs, = ¢17. The proof is straightforward. For positive (Borel) measurable functionals F € LT (D'(3)), G €
LT(D'(3,)), we have by lemma 5.11, the change of variables formula, and Fubini’s theorem,

/ (F® G)(p1, 02)drs,us, (1ep) = / / (F®G)oGhalpr, p2)dupy™ ® dupi ™
=/F(wl)dugiv’M(wl)/G(wz+M&,2w1)du§§%\zl(<ﬂz)
:/F(wl)dugﬁM/G(tpz)d(MiJ,z<p1)*u§§,Aé\zl~

as F' and G range over all positive measurable functionals, we obtain the result. O

Remark 5.3. Applying corollary 2.15 and the Cameron-Martin formula (2.12), one obtains a relation between
quadratic forms (the corresponding relation for determinants also works out by BFK),

<|:S01:|7DN§/11L|22 [%D
x x L2(32,U%5)
= <@1,DN21 gal> + <x,DNZ2’D x>
M L2(s0) M\ZL Y/ a5,

.,D 1 1 2,D 1
-2 <gc, DNMZ\El MM’2¢1>L2(22) + <MM,28017 DNMQ\El MM,2$01>L2(22)

which, of course, can also be obtained directly noting
DN} 1) - <[ 7t }DNEluEz { 7 ]> :
<<p1 M ¥ L2(S1) My o1 M My o1/ L2(5108,)

0 0
DNZ2.D > :< DNE1LE2 >
<a:, MY/ s,y A x|/ r2(z,usy)’

et cetera, and expanding the left hand side by writing [%}] = [M}\f;w} + [m_/\,l(%mgp1 ].

Remark 5.4. In the case M = ¥ x R with ¥; := X x {0}, X5 := ¥ x {t}, and Dirichlet condition at ¥ x {fo00}
(namely decay at co), we have the explicit expression

My, =e P (5.27)

where Dy, = (Ax 4+ m?)'/2. Also, in this case Dy, = DNEW M, =3 x [0,+00).

5.4 Nelson’s Markov Property and Reflection Positivity

Let M be a closed Riemannian manifold. We consider a family of o-algebras on D’'(M) generated by the GFF
random variables. Recall that for all f € W—!(M), we have defined ¢ — (¢, f);. as a random variable. Now
for A C M closed, we define the o-algebra
def _
Oa = a(o(f) | feWy (M)). (5.28)
Note since D’(M) is a separable Fréchet space, its Borel o-algebra is generated by ¢(f) for f € C°°(M). The
GFF o-algebra O := Oy is thus finer than the Borel o-algebra.
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Remark 5.5. What we discuss here is only a preliminary consideration based on the GFF. The theory of Markov
random fields is a well-developed subject and we refer to the monograph of Rozanov [(1] for thorough treatment.
See also the interesting result of Gu and Mourrat [29] theorem 2.1, as well as the comments thereafter.

Definition 5.1 ([71] theorem II1.9). A probability measure p on (D'(M), O) has the domain Markov property if
for all closed sets A, B C M such that A° N B = @, and all F € L?(D'(M), O, 1), we have
Eu[ B, [F|O5] [O4] = E,| B, [FIO5] |Ooal. (5.20)

In other words, for all O-measurable L2-functional F' we have E,[F|O4] = E,[F|Og4].

Proposition 5.13 ([16] theorem 1). The measure udap has the domain Markov property.

Proof. For details see Simon [71] section II1.3 and Dimock [16]. The crucial point being that by locality of
the Wl-inner product we have C°(A°) C W&\A(M)l. Therefore by corollary 5.3 if AN B = @ and v €

W5l (M), u € C(A°) then
(Pav,u),, = <v,p*/[\Au>L2 = (v,u),, =0. (5.30)

This shows P4 Pp = PyaPp. The result then follows by applying the It6-Wiener-Segal isomorphism. O

Suppose we have a dissecting (smooth isometrically embedded) hypersurface ¥ C M such that M \ ¥ =
M UM,
Lemma 5.14. Let the probability measure p on (D'(M),O) have the domain Markov property. If real func-
tionals F € L*(D'(M),Owm,, 1), G € L*(D'(M),On_, i) are such that E,[F|Os] = E,[G|Ox] almost surely,
then
E,[FG] > 0. (5.31)

Proof. The closed sets M and M_ are such that M{ N M_ = &. Also OM = OM_ = ¥X. We have

EL[FG] =E,[ F-ELG|OMm,] ] (F is Oz, -measurable)
=E,[ F -E,G|Os] ] (domain Markov and G is Oys_-measurable)
=E,[E,[F|Os]EL[G|Os] ] > 0, (E,[G|Ox] is Ox-measurable)

by our assumption. O

Remark 5.6. Because of proposition 5.7, for GFF the conditional expectation represents “integrating out
redundant degrees of freedom”. Indeed, following proposition 5.7 we write F'(¢) as F(¢x, qﬁff\z) then we have

B F0s)(0%) = [ F(om 60nm)dnlhi " (05 0) (5:32

See Simon [71] page 225 (in particular equation (VII.26)) for details.

_1
Lemma 5.15. Let js be the map in lemma 4.5 and let W3 (X) denote the Gaussian Hilbert space of ug’l\]]\/[, as
in lemma 2.4. Then

_1 N B
gu s Wh2 (2) = W' (M) (5.33)
s an isometric isomorphism. In particular, Wz_l(M) #+ .

Proof. By lemma 5.1, lemma 5.6 and lemma 4.6, jy, is a surjective isometry. O

Suppose we are in the situation of remark 4.7. Here we take M = |Q|?. The isometry © acts on O-measurable
functionals F : D'(|Q|?) — R by ©*F(¢) := F(0¢) and O¢(f) := ¢(0*f). The action of ©* on C>*(|Q|?)
extends unitarily to W~1(|Q2|2), since O is isometry on |Q|? (commutes with Laplacian).

Definition 5.2. A probability measure u on (D'(|Q2]2), O) is called reflection positive if for all real functionals F' €
L*(D'(|9?), Oq, 1) we have
E,[F(OF)] > 0. (5.34)

Proposition 5.16 (|16] theorem 2). The measure pup is reflection positive.
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Proof. We first claim EXLp[OF|Opq] = EYp[F|Osq] almost surely. For GFF this is seen via the Ito-Wiener-
Segal isomorphism. Indeed the action of ©* descends to O*F(¢) = ¢p(O* f1)--- p(O* fi) if F(¢) = &(f1) - - d(fr)-
Thus ©* = I'(©*|y-1), implying also that

0" : L*(D/ (M), O, pller) — LA(D' (M), Oge  pilfee). (5.35)

Since O fixes 02 we have that ©* is the identity on VVE)_Q1 Since ©* is also W ~!-unitary we eventually
have Pyn®* = ©*Poga = ©*Psq = Pyq, and the claim is true. The proposition then follows from (5.35),
proposition 5.13 and lemma 5.14. O

Following proposition 5.16 we obtain a nonnegative bilinear form on L?(D'(M), Oq, pier):
(F,G) — EM.L[F(0G)]. (5.36)
We define N := {F | E}.z[F(OF)] = 0}, namely the kernel of (5.36). We use shorthand notations

def

LA(D'(M), O, udep) © &, LA(D'(M), O, npr) ' Esc.

Proposition 5.17. £, /N = I‘(jag)Lz(D/(&‘Q),p%%’M), where the closure is taken under (5.30).

Proof. Indeed, by the proofs of lemma 5.14 and proposition 5.16 we see that

EéIFF [F(6G)] = E]gFF[ EgFF [F|039]EéIFF[G‘OBQ} I = Eé\}/[FF [[(Poq)F - I(Poa)G] (5.37)
for F', G € &. Note Egq C &4 and thus N = kerI'(Psq) showing £, /N = ranT'(Pyg) = Egn. But we
know Eyq = I'(Wjg (M)) therefore we obtain our result by lemma 5.15 and Ito-Wiener-Segal. O
Remark 5.7. Functionals in sq are usually called sharp-time functionals (see Jaffe and Ritter [38]) and Esq

is usually taken as the quantum mechanical Hilbert space over the “time-zero slice” 9. This Hilbert space is

isomorphic to the one considered in section 6.2, conjugated by the square root of the Radon-Nikodym density

between ,uaD%’M and ug]%.

Remark 5.8. It is reasonable that a measure defined on (D'(|Q?), O) satisfying the domain Markov property
and that is ©-invariant will be reflection positive. Here we define ©-invariant as such that ©*E,[—|Og4] =
E,[—]04] for all closed sets A C |22, Indeed, since © maps level sets of (—, f);- to level sets of (—, ©*f) ;.
(by L2-unitarity of 0), 004 = Qg 4 via its action on indicator functionals. In this sense one shows that Opq, is
invariant under © and further that Ogn-measurable functionals are also invariant, via approximating by simple
functionals. This together with lemma 5.14 gives reflection positivity.

Remark 5.9. Comparing proposition 4.10 and corollary 4.14 we recover the covariance structure of the induced
field P13 o for ¢ ~ ,ug%lff with covariance %(DNgﬂ)_1 to be

for f, h € C°(2°). This coheres with (5.37) for F' = (—, f) ;. and G = (—, h) ..

5.5 Locality of the P(¢) interaction and the Restricted GFF

Let M be a closed Riemannian surface and Q° C M a domain with smooth boundary 2. Denote = Q°.

Remark 5.10. In general one could consider regular domains Q°. A domain is called regular if Wg. (M) =
Wq (M), the two spaces defined by (C.3) and (C.2). See also Simon [71] page 267.

Suppose x € C*°(M). We define

S022(0) & | X(@P(@R.(w) + don (@) sdVis o). (5.39)

where

08 (2) L G(PEES,),  doo.() S ¢(PonE.0,), &~ plhp. (5.40)
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Proposition 5.18 (locality). Whenever x € C°(Q°), we have, for any fived Wick ordering : e :,

Suad) = | X@P(@():aVis(o) = lim So.cn(6). (5.41)

and hence Sar, is Oq-measurable. In particular,

[ Plo@)dva = [ PR () + bon():dva (5.42)
Q Q
and is Oq-measurable.

Proof. Without loss of generality we suppose supp x stays d-away from 0f) for some § > 0. Then corollary 3.9
and approximation in L* of a general x as well as 1g gives the result. We note that the support of E.§, is
contained in the e-ball around x. Then whenever ¢ < § for & € supp x we have supp(FE.d,) C 2, hence

Py E.6, =0, (5.43)
and
¢e(x) = ¢(PazEebs) + ¢(Poq E=b,), (5.44)
both Og-measurable. Thus
P(¢§ - (2) + $o0,c(2)): = :P(¢e()): (5.45)
for x € supp x and € < 4, and is Og-measurable. Therefore (5.41) holds by proposition 3.5. O

We emphasize here that for our purposes we employ the Wick ordering : e ;o of section 3.4 in defining Sjs .
This is to say

n

JZ:;) 2n—2] 123 Ce(a) de(2)*" ™%, (5.46)
where
0= [ B oty B )i () Vi () (5.47)

Since F.(x,—) is supported in an e-ball around x, and Cy(y, z) depends only on the geometry of M resctricted
to a convex neighborhood of y, z, the term C.(x) depends only on the geometry of M locally near z. This
means that under : e :g, once suppyx C £, the limiting (integrated) random variable Sys,, in addition to
being Og-measurable, is in fact fully determined with knowledge of the metric g|q restricted to Q. This allows
the freedom of choosing the ambient manifold M where 2 isometrically embeds in defining the interaction over €2
(see definition 5.4).

Now we repeat proposition 5.18 in a different way:

Corollary 5.19. Whenever x € C°(2°), for any fized Wick ordering : e,

E&er[Srx |0l = Sar (5.48)

and Sy is independent of ¢8., that is, of ¢(Pq f) for all f € C®(M) or ¢((A +m?)f) for all f € C(Q°).
Moreover, since ) is reqular, Sy is the limit in L*(u&ep) of polynomials of random variables of the form ¢(f)
with f € C°(Q°) via the Ito- Wiener-Segal isomorphism. O

This result motivates

Definition 5.3. Let 2° C M be a regular domain. The (massive) Gaussian Free Field over Q° restricted from M
is the centered Gaussian process indexed by C2°(Q°), with covariance

ED()d(h)] = {f. W1 a0y (5.49)

for any f, h € C°(Q°). We denote it by ¢|q.

Since the inner product of W' (M) depends on M, the restricted GFF does not make sense on Q° alone.
However, by corollary 5.10, it is equal in 1aw to ¢aq + q’)ﬂ, where ¢Q does make sense over 2° and the law
of goqn = PIQ (Toq@) is determined via PIQ by that of a boundary data over 0.

Going back to corollary 5.19 we see that for x € C2°(Q°), the interaction Sps, can now be defined as a
random variable of the sample ¢|q € D'(Q2°). Equally, it is also a random variable over D’(Q2°) x D’(9€2) equipped
with ,ug’FDF @ p&t where 2 is some probability measure on D’(9€2) mutually absolutely continuous with respect
to Toq (1dkp) and on the same o-algebra. We consider only a few very specific candidates for ,ugﬂ

Now suppose we start with a Riemannian surface (2, g) with totally geodesic boundary 992. With the help
of the isometric double |©2|? discussed in remark 4.7 we define
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Definition 5.4. The interaction over ) is

def
Sa(681¢) = Sa(6g + PIg"¢) = Sjae1a(08 + P13 ¢) (5.50)
as an L?-random variable over D’(2°) x D’(99) equipped with g @ p2EE | where the latter is the Gaussian
measure with covariance operator %(DN%Q)*I.

Remark 5.11. We emphasize here that the variable So (45 |p) must be understood for ¢& and ¢ both random,

with the law of ¢ mutually absolutely continuous with respect to ug%’Nﬂ (thus ug]% is a valid candidate). Thus if

one asks how much can one “fix” ¢ as one interprets Sqo(¢§|p), the answer is that it makes sense as a random
variable of ¢ alone for almost every fixed ¢ under ,ugg (but this full-measure set with respect to ug]% is generally
unknown). Said from a slightly different perspective, the expression Sq(¢) for a generic ¢ € D’'(2°) makes sense
as a random variable only when ¢ follows a law mutually absolutely continuous with respect to ug’FDF*(PIgQ)* uglg,
where “#” denotes convolution product. Statements involving S (¢ |p) in the sequel should be understood in
this sense.

The following result will be useful in lemma 6.2.

Proposition 5.20. For any fired Wick ordering : e : we have

/M P(p(x)):dVay = /Q :P(¢5 () + daa(x)):dVq + S P(¢5. (z) + poq(z)):dVoe (5.51)

2C
n LP(MAG/[FF) for all 1 < p < oo and in particular pointwise almost surely, as a result
e~ S P@(@):dVir _ o= [ :P(6F (2)+ o (2):dVa o= [e :P(dGe (2)+don(@)):dVae (5.52)

pointwise almost surely and thus also in L' (udep).

Remark 5.12. Note that the equality (5.51) says nothing about pointwise almost sure convergence of the
mollified sequences Spre, Sq., and Sqec .. In fact, only separate subsequences in € will converge pointwise
almost surely to the three respective terms in (5.51).

Proof. Consider a smooth partition of unity
Ly = xa + Xo0 + Xa°, (5.53)

where xq and yqe are supported in the interiors of €2 and Q€ respectively and xsq is supported near 9§2. Note
then that (5.53) holds as well in L*(M) so by corollary 3.9 we have

/ :P(¢(m)):dVM:/ XQ:P((b(x)):dVM—F/ X@Q:P(¢(a:)):dVM+/ Xae:P(é(x)):dVay (5.54)
M M M M

in LP(udip) for 1 < p < oo. Now take
xXQ — 197 XQe — 190, and Xo0 — 07 (555)

in L*(M), keeping the equality (5.53) in the process. Then

:P((b(x)):dVM:/ 1Q:P(¢(9c)):dVM+/ 1ge:P(d(2)):dVs

M M M
:/ :P(¢ (x) + poa(x)):dVa +/ :P(¢Ge (z) + poa(x)):dVae
Q Qe
in LP (udap) for 1 < p < oo, and we finish the proof. O

6 Presenting the P(¢); Model as a Segal Theory

6.1 Description of Segal’s Rules as Pertains to the Model

The prototype of what we propose here is definition (4.4) on page 460 of [(6], then we relate to the “transfer
operator” formalism on page 455-456 (lemma 6.1). We will consider real (separable) Hilbert spaces. We denote
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the category of such spaces with Hilbert-Schmidt operators as morphisms by Hilbg. The reason for Hilbert-
Schmidt is lemma A.7.

As a preliminary consideration, let C denote the “category” whose objects are finite disjoint unions $; = | |, S}
of Riemannian circles, each of which determined by its radius R;, and for any finite collection of such objects (X;);
we say that an cobordism/unoriented morphism among them is simply an orientable Riemannian surface with a
totally geodesic boundary OS2 which is identified with | |; ¥; via an isometry (see also remark 6.4). With this in
mind we can consider the following definition. Morphisms will be oriented once we make the transfer operator
connection.

Definition 6.1 ([66] page 460). A 2d Riemannian QFT is a correspondence C — Hilbg, such that

(i) to each oriented Riemannian circle S}, of radius R there is associated a Hilbert space Hpg, and to the
disjoint union | |,., S} there is associated the tensor product @, ; H; of the corresponding single-circle
Hilbert spaces; in the degenerate case R = 0, we let Hy = R;

(ii) (operator-reflection) to each Riemannian surface §2 such that 9Q = ¥, without distinguishing the orien-
tations on the components, we associate an element Aq € Hyx; in the degenerate case where 2 = M is
closed, we associate a real number Z,; € R, called the partition function;

(ili) (sewing-trace) suppose 3; and ¥; are two connected components of ¥ that are isometric, and let p : ¥, —
¥; be an (orientation reversing) isometry. Then

AQ/p :trp(AQ)a (61)

icl

where Q/p is the surface obtained from Q by gluing 3; with X; along p, and tr, is the trace map such that
writing ¥ = ¥; U3; UX' (possibly ¥’ = {pt}), tr, is the map

try: Hy, @ Hy, @ Hyy —> Hy,

FoGoH +— (pF G>Zj H, (62)

with (—, —>2j being the (real) inner product on Hsx;.

Remark 6.1. A word of caution should be said immediately concerning (6.2). As written, tr, would not extend
continuously to the whole of Hx, ® Hx, ® Hss for “infinitely entangled” states in Hx, ® Hyx,. However, for
us each My is L?(Qx, ps) for a probability space (Qs, pux), and thus by proposition A.4, Hy, @ Hx, ® Hs is
represented as L?(Q x Q@ X @', p @ p @ ), where we identify (Qsx,,ps,) and (Qx,, px,) with (Q, 1) via the
isometry. The action of tr, should be understood as

trp : Afl(mvyvz) — /AQ(I’,LL‘,Z)CLLL(SL’), (63)

when the latter integral converges, which we will show to happen for our model in sections 6.4 and 6.5. This is
analogous to the “flat trace” of Atiyah and Bott [2]. It can be shown easily that (6.3) coincides with (6.2) on
“finitely entangled” states of Hy, ® Hs, @ Hsy, that is, finite linear combinations Zi F; ® G; ® H;. However,
the finiteness of neither (6.3) nor (6.2) would imply the operator Uq of (6.4) is trace class proper.

Now we manufacture Hilbert-Schmidt operators in Hilbg out of definition 6.1 with the help of lemma A.7.
Let Xin, Yout be two objects in C, now oriented. We say that an unoriented morphism 2 among ¥i,, Yoyt is
in Mor (i, Yout) if the isometry X, U Xoyy — 00 identifies the orientation of 3, with that induced by an
inward pointing normal on 9, and that of ¥,y an outward pointing normal.

Lemma A.7 and definition 6.1 now implies

Lemma 6.1. If Q € Mor(Zin, Zout), then the Segal transfer operator Uq defined by
Ua:Hy, — HEouw (6 4)
F — tr,(F®Aqg), '
where tr, is the map of (6.3) with ¥; = ¥; = iy, X' = Yout, and p = 1, is Hilbert-Schmidt. Moreover,

(i) if Q1 € Mor(Xq,32), Q2 € Mor(Xs, X3), and Q32U the Riemannian connected sum by gluing components
corresponding to Yo, then
Uo,u,0, = Uq, o Ug, . (6.5)

(i) suppose Q € Mor(X,Y), with ¥ identified with itself along an isometry p, and denote by Q the closed
surface obtained by gluing these components together, then

Zg =tr,(Uq). (6.6)
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Figure 1: sewing

(iii) if Q@ € Mor(31,3s), denote by Q* € Mor(X2,%1) the surface obtained by reversing the orientations of
boundaries of Q0 without changing the orientation of €, then

Uq- = U, (6.7)
with ng denoting the (real) adjoint of Ug,. O

Remark 6.2. As alluded to at the bottom of subsection 2.2.3, one could allow each Agq to be a ray instead of a
fixed vector in Hoq, which eventually enables an arbitrary (nonzero) constant to be included in (6.5), obtaining
the so-called projective version of the axiom. This is reasonable since quantum states are rays, not vectors.

Remark 6.3. An interesting remark appears at the bottom of page 457 of [66], namely the conjecture of Friedan
that a theory in the sense of definition 6.1 is in fact completely determined by its restriction to closed surfaces,
namely the knowledge of the numbers Z,; for all closed M. While far from proving this conjecture, we shall
see in section 6.3 that the correct definition of the amplitude “derives” very naturally from a special case of the
trace axiom ((iil) of definition 6.1). It seems certain that if one has knowledge not just of the numbers Z,; but
the measures ujl‘f( ) 8s In (2.1), then the theory would be determined.

Remark 6.4. To have safety of smooth gluing while taking into account at the same time our reflection
constructions (the isometric double) required in section 6.3, one should enhance the objects ¥ with symmetric two-
sided collars ¥ x (—¢, €) equipped with symmetric metrics making ¥ x {0} geodesic, and a cobordism 2 as described
above must allow each ¥; as a component of 9 to have a tubular neighborhood isometric to X; x (—¢,0]. Here
symmetric means having an isometric involution © that exchanges ¥ x {£¢} and fixes exactly ¥ x {0} (actually
the reflection would ensure ¥ x {0} being geodesic, see [58] section 2.1.1 and Alekseevsky et al [3]). In fact, one
should consider all proper ingredients that make up what is called the Riemannian bordism category as described
in detail in section 6.2 of H. Hohnhold, S. Stolz, and P. Teichner [35]. Perhaps a better consideration is not fixed
collars but germs of collars; see also the discussion in Kontsevich and Segal [10] following definition 3.1. However,
the problem of finding the right underlying category is somewhat orthogonal to the problems considered in this
article.

6.2 The Hilbert Spaces

Now we associate a real Hilbert space Hg to the Riemannian circle S} of radius R. Let
def
Dp = (Agy +m?)'/? (6.8)

be the positive square root of the positive Helmholtz operator on Sj. The circle having radius R would mean
that we take AS}% := —03 when the metric is Rdf, parametrized by the arc length 6. Denote by H2Dy)-1 the

Gaussian measure on D’'(S}) with covariance (2Dg)~! (for convenience, we just write pop). Then we define

def

Hr = Li(D'(Sk), fi2p)- (6.9)
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Here we take fiop := pop - det¢ (2D R)*%, namely the probability measure scaled by the positive finite

constant det¢ (2D z) 2. Indeed, this same method could be applied directly to (finite) disjoint unions ¥ = LI, S}
and produce a measure on the corresponding D’(X), and this is compatible with (i) of definition 6.1. Indeed,

D'(S]USY) =D'(S7) @ D'(Sh) (6.10)
and the operator Dy, acts diagonally, and ,ugbusz = uib ® HE% in view of lemma 2.7 (for Gaussian fields). The

real L? space would then be the tensor product (lemma A.4). Alternatively, one could argue from B.5.

6.3 Amplitudes = Schwartz Kernels

Let €2 be an unoriented morphism among (X;);. We denote ¥ := | |; ¥, and seek to define A € Hy. We consider
gluing Q with itself along an orientation reversing isometry p : ¥ — ¥, forming the isometric double |Q* =
0 Us Q2 (here 2%, as in (iii) of lemma 6.1, denote the copy of £ with coorientation of ¥ reversed). Suppose we
have defined A, satisfying definition 6.1, then (iii) would imply

Ziop: = / Aa(@) Pdyidh () det (2D5)~*

N|=

2
:/ S0 Ol () dete(Ajqp +m?)”
D'(M)
= / drs (e_s\ﬂ\2 ulézé;)(go) det¢ (A2 + m2)_%.
D' (%)

In the case 2 € Mor (X1, X») this corresponds to the fact that Z|q2> = tr,(Uq-Uq). This motivates the following
definition.

Definition 6.2. Let 2 be an unoriented morphism among ¥ and P the polynomial defining the interaction.
We define the amplitude associated to {2 to be the quantity

_1 — Q|2 1
def detC(A‘mz +m2) 3 . d[TE (e Sigp2 . IU"GI*LF)] (SD) 2

AL (p) = . , 6.11
al?) det¢(2Dx) 2 dpzp (o40

where the second ratio denotes the Radon-Nikodym density. (Compare Pickrell [52] definition 3.)

This is well-defined since 7x(e” 22 M‘GQIL;) < pip as TE(MQPLQF) = MQE]’;)N < pdp by corollary 2.15, and

both are finite positive measures. We see also that Aq > 0 almost surely with respect to fiyp. We have
automatically Ag € L2(D'(X), liyp) = Hy since |Aq|?> € LY (D'(X), liyp) by definition.

Example 6.1. Let us derive the amplitude A, for the free field, that is, with Siqpz = 0. Indeed,

drss (S dete (A +m?)~3
() = liore dete(Biap £ m)72) ) (6.12)
dpizp det¢(2D) 2
Since ap o
X,
TE(HGF'F) = H2DN> (6.13)

namely the Gaussian measure on D’'(X) with covariance %(DN%)’I, taking into account the BFK formula

det¢ (A2 + m?) = [det¢(Aq.p + m?))? det (2DNG), (6.14)
we obtain, by corollary 2.15,
A%(p) = detc(Ag,p +m?) "t 3 (PNa D)ol 2 (6.15)
Lemma 6.2. We have
() = (i) [ S RauEE (o), (6.16)

for almost every ¢ under pyn. Here Sq(¢8|p) is as defined in definition 5.4.
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Proof. Indeed, by definition of the measure image,
_ D, D = *
A (o) = Al [ [ S R TR P DGR (68) o il (08, (6.17)

However, by proposition 5.20 which decouples the interaction into a sum over complementary regions,

e S102(9) — e_SQ(¢£|tp)e—Sm(¢£* |<P)7 (6.18)

* 2 *
almost surely againt ,ug’k% ® ugF’lf? R Ty (ulc?le), and hence also against ug’F% ® ng’P? ® pup- Thus by reflection
symmetry between () and Q* and independence between ¢ and ¢L. we obtain the result. O

Remark 6.5. By remark 5.6 we have Af (o) = A% (@)E[e_&?wg'“’) |Os](¢) where E is taken under ug’FDF ® -
Indeed, one could argue alternatively since

d(eis‘w U‘cs;ﬁ“) Q2 1 —S
) [e |22 OE], (6.19)
oy ol

2 2
and by lemma 5.15 the map 7x generates Os, whence TE(MIC?F‘HO;;) = Tg(ulézFlF) = pypx- This viewpoint

however plays no essential role in the proofs.

6.4 Trace Axiom and its Consequences
In this subsection we treat separately (ii) of lemma 6.1 as part of (iii) of definition 6.1. Let € Mor (X, %), not
necessarily connected. We will consider two closed surfaces: Q and |Q]? := (Q* Ugux Q).

Proposition 6.3 (pre-trace). We have

2

(¢, s@)) : (6.20)

drs (18 det (DNZ)%  /d o
TE(NGFF) _ et ( Q) ( TEI—IE(MGFF)
Ay detc(2DNg™Z)5 \ dpzp™

Proof. This boils down to comparing the explicit expressions for the densities as given by corollary 2.15. Indeed,
the relation that we need is

( m .(2DNE“® —2Dy5) m )

This is true for ¢ € W2 (2) because Dys = Dy, @ Dy, and <[$],DN£HE[$]>L2(EUZ) and (<,0,DN?2 ©)12(x) are
both the Dirichlet energy of the harmonic extension over 2 with boundary condition (p, ¢). The equality then
extends to ¢ € W~9(X) for small enough § by continuity (see lemma 2.6). O

Corollary 6.4 (trace for free field). In the situation as above, we have

/ A% (¢, 9)dpzp (9) dete (2D5) 2 = dete(Ag +m?) 3. (6.22)

Proof. Indeed,

1 2 1

det¢(Ajgpz +m?) "% / (dTEuE(#IQ ) )2 3

S = I GFF , d p dets(2Dy) ™ 2
det¢(2Ds; @ 2Dy) " duTaz (#,9) ) duzp(p) dete(2Ds)

_ dete(2 DNZY®) 4 dete (A2 + m?)”1 / dTE(NgFF)
detC(DNg)% det¢(2Dy) "2 dusp

=1

()dp3p () det (2Ds) 2

N|=

= det¢(DNE) ™2 det¢ (Ag,p +m?)~ (BFK for |Q?)
= RHS, (BFK for )

finishing the proof. O

Note that we do not insist that © be connected. This leads to the following important consequence of
proposition 6.3.
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Corollary 6.5. Let Qq, Qs be two dualizable surfaces such that Q1 = 00 = X, all with the same co-orientation.
Denote M := Q Uy, Qo, namely Q1 and Qo glued along . Then

1 Q
drs(uéfer) ) _ det (DN7)*® (dm(u'gs'w( ))
dusp det¢(2DN3, )4 det¢(2DNg_ )7\ dudp

[NIE

(dTE(MI(?FzF ) (@)) %. (6.23)

d“zD

Proof. Indeed, in this case Q := Q; LIQy can be seen as an element of Mor(X, ). Then [Q2|? = |Q|? U|Q]? and
the GFFs on the two components are independent. In addition, DNg-* is the direct sum DN?Z1 @DN?ZQ. Thus
(6.20) gives (6.23). O

Corollary 6.6 (dissection gluing). In the same situation as corollary 6.5, we have
/A )dILLQD( )detc(2D2)7% = det(:(A]w + mz)fé. (624)

Proof. Again, we apply corollary 6.4 directly to the case @ = Q; U Qs and |[Q? = |Q1|> U |Q2]2. We note
that A3, ()49, (#) = A3 (9, ) because

dps™ ’ dum dugD
and detc(Am"z +m?) = detg(A|Ql|2 +m?) detg(A‘sz +m?). U

(6.25)

Next we deal with the trace axiom in the interacting case. Again let Q € Mor(X,X) and consider 2. One
has in this case the decomposition

Herr = BGir © Ts(Herr) (6.26)
and against which
Sa(9) = Sa(#8 + PIg @) = Sa(@flp,p) and o SalE PP = o=su(wile?) (6.27)
for 5 ~ poie and ¢ ~ 75 (1) almost surely (see also remark 4.6 and 5.11).
Corollary 6.7 (trace for P(¢) field). In the situation as above, we have

/ AL (0, 0) 1S (i) det (2Dy) "} = Zo,. (6.28)
Proof. Indeed,
AL (o) = A0 ) / Sa(@le @ apdD (4B), (6.29)

therefore, with the constants involving determinants working out in exactly the same way as corollary 6.4, one
has

LHS = det (A~ 2\y—1 dTE(ﬂgFF) dus —Sa (88 1.9) 4,40 (4D
= det¢(Ag +m”) > (p)dpap(p) [ e terr(f6)
2D

= det¢(Ag +m?) % / e~ SO @ drs(ugee) (88 ¢)
= det¢(Ag +m?) " TEGpple~52(?)] = RHS.
We arrive at the proof. O

Corollary 6.8 (dissection gluing for P(¢) field). In the same situation as corollary 6.5, we have

[ AB () AE ()i o) detc(2Ds) 4 = 2, (6.30)
Proof. One verifies that for = Q; U Qo,
Ab (9, 0) = Ag, (9)AG, (9). (6.31)
This in fact also comes directly from the definition as
Sjaf (SEme) = Sjo 2 (SEah ) + Sjayp2 (G52k 6.32
02 (dcrr) = Sieu2 (Pgrr ) + 0.2 (dcrr ) (6.32)

pointwise almost surely with gf)gzILF = gzﬁl(_%;ll; + d)lézlji‘F One then follows a verbatim reasoning as for corollary
6.6. O
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P2

R 3
T . [Ruse|

Figure 2: two ways of taking trace

6.5 Bayes-Type Density Formulae and Gluing with Free Ends

In fact let us first put ourselves in the general situation of (iii) of definition 6.1. Suppose the Riemannian
surface €2 is such that 09 = ¥y U X3 U X, and that p : ¥ — 33 is an orientation reversing isometry. Denote
by /p the surface obtained from 2 by gluing ¥o with 33 along p. Denote by %4 the reflected copy of X
in [Q/p]?.

Notation. In general, for M a closed manifold and ¥, ..., ¥y C M finitely many nonintersecting closed
embedded hypersurfaces, we denote

Tilju--- 4f the trace map C*(M) — C™(%;) x C*°(X;) x -- -, and its extensions,

Py % the Poisson integral operator W3 (%) x W%(Ej) X oo — WHM),
M L PIY the transition operator D/(5) x D'(;) x -+ — D'(£g) x -+ as in (5.22).
We also remind the reader of the notations set up in definitions 4.7 and 4.4.

Proposition 6.9 (Bayes with free ends). We have

2 2,Q/p,D SoUSy L 2
dTl(Nl(%Fpl ) d<(/\/lIlﬂ/pPJ‘pl)*'“DT\I ) ? _ detC(DN\Qz/L;\;)Z dTZuQ*I_Il(/JJIC?IJ“F)
1 (1) oS (z s (% T 1) (6.33)
dpsp dpsp 2

©det (DN dudp

Proof. Indeed, by reflection symmetry across 1 where Yo gets identified with ¥4, we have

¥5.Q/p,D 4.Q/p,D
Mg 2001 = Mig 2001, and  ppx [0 = e, (6.34)
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under the symmetry. Also by symmetry (method of images) , we have
X « |X
Mig oz u = Mg, u (6.35)

because both of them expresses the associated Dirichlet data on ¥; of the solution of the Helmholtz boundary
value problem over Q with Dirichlet data equal to x on both 33, 33 and Neumann condition (zero normal
derivative) on ¥;. Thus,

d7'2|_14u1(llm/p‘2)
LHS = TAL&FF(%% ©1) (formula (5.25) backward)
2D

2 z 21,Q,D
_ d7'2|_14(l£‘(?1:/§‘ )(x )d((M|2S|‘_zl;lp|2’1[w])*/v‘2]13N )

dpopy ™ dpisty

TpUSay L 2 . $1,9,D

- detC(DN|g§/up|24)2 dTQuZ*(N‘C?bLF) d((M\25|5||22,1[§D*U2113N )
T det (DNZ2UT T q,220% (z,z) 10
et¢(DNig #)2  duyp H2p

= RHS.

(¢1) (formula (5.26) forward)

(¢1) (#)

We see that with the help of Bayes principle we “glued away” the free end and we are reduced to the situation
of proposition 6.3. Indeed, at step (#) we use proposition 6.3 twice with respect to |Q U; Q*|* which is Q
“reflected twice” by first gluing 2 with a reflected copy along ¥; to get QU; %, and then reflect and glue again
along o LI X5 11X, U 3%, with Xy, ¥} being the reflected copies of ¥, X5 across ¥;. From this we get

Q/pl? YaolU¥gn L QU O* |2 1
dT2u4(M‘GF/£‘ ) detC(DN\ff/p\;)z d 7o 2+ a4 (Ml(;pupl ! ) 2
T.US (z,2) = 2012% 1404\ 1 2012% 414" (z,7,7,)
dpyp™> detc(2DNGZ o4t )% dpsp
NoUs,y 1 Q2
_ det¢ (DN[G 0 2) % drgp g- (ulh) (0.2)
detcONG e i ™
finishing the proof. O

Corollary 6.10 (free-end gluing for free field). We have
[ Ao w3 ) detc(2Ds) 7 = AL (0), (6.36)

for almost every ¢ ~ ,uZEIl).

Proof. The key point is to disintegrate A (¢, ¢, 1) into a part involving only ¢, which one could “integrate out”
cleanly, multiplied by a part independent of ¢, using proposition 6.9. Indeed,

2

dete(Ajgpe +m?) 73 / (dmgm(ﬂg@F) ) . )

= . , 0, dusz dets(2Dyx, )" 2
detc(2D22)_% det<(2Dgl)_i A2z (@, 0,9) pat (¢) det¢ (2Dss, )

Tousi\1 1 2 1 32,82/ p,D
_ det¢(DNjg )7 dete(Ajgpz +m?) "3 (dﬁ(uézF/ﬁ' )(1/}))2 / (Mg 2 2)-ipi ")

 detc (DN} 50T det(2Dy;, )~ dus du3d
=1

(0)dpsp ()

SoUSy—1 2y-1 1 dﬁ(u'c%ﬁ‘z) 2
= det¢ (DN, 2) ™ # detc (Ajqp2\s,umy,p +m”) ™ # det¢(2Dx, )3 T(w)
2D
(BFK for |Q|? and X5 LU X3)
= RHS, (BFK for |Q2/p|? and X5 LI 3y)

finishing the proof. O

Before proceeding to the interacting case we remind the reader of remark 5.11.
Lemma 6.11. For fized ) € W2 (%), then the random fields

def

7 def *
¢ = PI /pw+P1§i/Dp 7208, and ¢ = PG Mo, 0,4 (6.37)

with (bg/p ~ ugﬁlD and @ ~ (M?Q/p‘272¢)*ugﬁﬂ/p’D, follow the same law on D' (92°).
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Proof. Here Q° is also (©/p) \ X2. Indeed, both ¢ and a solves the stochastic boundary value problem

(A+m*u=0 in Q°,
uls, = uls; ~ (Mg e ,1)eipi™ "7, on 3 or 3y U3 (6.38)
uls, =1, on X,

with equalities holding almost surely. O

Corollary 6.12 (free-end gluing for P(¢) field). In the situation as above, we have

[ AB (o 013 () dete (2D, ) H = AE (0, (6.39)
for almost every 1 ~ ,uQE]%).
Proof. Indeed,
AL (0, 0,0) = Ad (0, 0,1) / o SR duG (08), (6.40)
therefore, with the constants involving determinants working out in exactly the same way as corollary 6.10, one

has

detC(A\Q/p\"’ —|—m2)‘% (dTl(Nlc?/plQ) >é 2,9/ p,D _ D Q,D
LHS = 1 FE / d Ml 2 % 2,92/, /e Sa(dg ‘@a@ﬂf’)d ) D
det¢(2Dy, )7 d,%zf) (@) (( 0/ pl2,2%)< DN )() pcrr(9a)

~ D (4D /p,

:A%/p('l/])/e Sﬂ/p(¢g+(¢n/p)22|w)dﬂg7pDF®d|:(PI?)7/’;TQ)*(MG{:€?‘D)} (¢§D27(d)£/p)22) (lemma 611)
_ D Q/p,

:A%/p('l/])/e Sﬂ/p(ﬁﬁﬂ/p'w)dMG{:f;D((bgDZ/p) = RHS’

where the notation (gf)g/p)gg is as in proposition 5.8. We arrive at the proof. O

Now let Q; € Mor(X1,%5), Q2 € Mor(32,¥3) and |20 1= (2f Uy Q5 Us Q3 Us 1)V, where we denote
by 34 the “glued” outgoing and incoming boundaries of 25 and €27. In this case the result could be seen as a
special case of the previous one, where Q2 = 1 LI, has two disjoint components. We shall re-state these results
without proofs.

Corollary 6.13. We have

2

2 : $2,0201,D

d71u3(ug§§1‘ ) d<(M|1§|3’;§21\2,2[$§D*U2123N2 ")

dugﬁuzs (901, 303) d,LLQE]QD (:E)
YolUX 1 0412 Q2
_ det( (DN‘szShTZ) ? drs,us, (:U‘G.FI‘IL ) ( ) .’17) d7s,us, (/U‘lG.lel? ) (x @3) m

detc (2DNg> ™) % det(2DNG2 )2 dp™ T dpp

Corollary 6.14 (composition for P(¢) field). In the situation as above, we have
_1
[ AR (1,048, (9. 12)033 () detc(2D,) 5 = AF 0, (31, 00), (6.41)

for almost every (1b1,3) ~ psh’>s. O
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7 Periodic Cover = Spin Chain

7.1 Geometric setting

Our set-up corresponds to example 1 in Bergeron [3]. Let M be a closed oriented Riemannian surfaceS of
genus g > 1 and ¥ C M an embedded primitive closed geodesic whose Z-homology class is non-trivial (exists by
a classical theorem of E. Cartan). Necessarily, ¥ is nondissecting.” We consider the covering space MZ — M
over M given by a (normal) subgroup ker p of the fundamental group 71 (M) where p is the map

pim(M) —22 s g (mz) LB g (7.1)
where the first is Abelianization and I(—,[Y]) is the oriented intersection number® with ¥, which is surjective
(since ¥ is primitive). In other words, we put M2 = kerp \ M where M is the universal cover of M and ker p
acts on M as deck transformations. Equip MZ with the covering metric (thus deck transformations act by
isometries).

Geometrically, M2 can be understood as first cutting M along ¥ and obtaining the surface Q := M \ &
with boundaries ¥, LI Yoy where i, = Yoyt = X, and gluing € periodically where each ¥, is glued to the
“next” Yi,. Indeed, the class [y] € w1 (M) of a loop 7 is in ker p iff I([7],[X]) = 0; in other words, these loops
are exactly those which are “not cut”, i.e. lifts to a loop on M2, and loops which do intersect ¥ are lifted to
segments whose end points are related by a deck transformation, i.e. they are “cut”.

Now, for N € N, compose p further with the mod N map Z — Zx =: Z/NZ and denote it by py, and let the
covering space of M corresponding to ker py be M. Since ker p C ker py, MZ also covers Mx. Geometrically,
this corresponds to closing the surface after gluing N copies of 2 — loops that intersect ¥ N-times are now
lifted to a “big loop” in Mx.

Remark 7.1. We also say that the sequence of covers (M) converges to MZ.
That Q := M \ X should be understood for what follows.

7.2 Continued Introduction of Spin Chain Example

Here we continue our discussion of the circular spin chain proposed in section 1.1, in particular the equation
(1.6). More generally, one can insert “nice” functionals Fy, ..., Fj in between at the sites 1 < i1 < -+ < ip < N,
then

/ Fi(o(ix)) -+ Fi(o(i1)e 5D dNo = trpo) (TN T BT 51 T 1) (7.2)
RN

where F); are thought of as multiplication operators. The evaluation

1 . o
W/RN Fi(o(ix)) -~ Fi(o(in))e 5@ dN o

trre(r) (TN+1—ik FyTik—i—1 ...FlTil—l)
trLQ(R) (TN)

F,@ - @ F
(7.3)

is said to define a Gibbs state of our spin chain on Zy. Alternatively this is the expected value functional under
the discrete Gibbs measure (1.2).

Definition 7.1. We say that a Gibbs state exists in the thermodynamic limit if the second expression in (7.3)
tends to a limit as N — oo for bounded functionals Fi, ..., Fy € L>®(R).

We can see from (1.4) that the operator T is not just bounded, smoothing, but its kernel is strictly positive.
Such an operator has a special property which we call the Perron-Frobenius property, referring to the consequence
of proposition 7.1 below. In particular, this would ensure that the thermodynamic limit does exist, as we shall
see in corollaries 7.3, 7.4, and 7.5.

In particular its Z-homology groups are non-torsion.

"If ¥ dissects M into M7 U M?, then ¥ = OMy; now closed 1-forms integrate to zero over 3 by Stokes theorem, thus ¥ is null-
homologous via de Rham’s theorem. Alternatively, note 0 : Ho(My,X;Z) — H1(X;Z) in the exact sequence of the pair (M4, Y) is
surjective, producing the fundamental class.

8I1([], [Z]) = D(D7Y[y] — DY) = f'v ns € Z, where D™! is the Poincaré dual map and 7 is a smooth bump 1-form supported
in a tubular neighborhood of ¥ such that fz a= fM a A ns for any 1-form a.
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Ty

Figure 3: periodic covering and cyclic covering

Remark 7.2. Corollary 7.3 could be equivalently understood as saying that for compactly supported observables
(F,Q), and (70)() := o(i + 1) the shift operator, then

E[F(7*0)G(o)] = E[F|E[G] + O(a*)

with a < 1 the same as in corollary 7.3. Here the expected value should be thought of as coming from a Gibbs
measure on the infinite path space RZ over Z. Indeed, by definition 7.1, this is exactly the vague limit of the
finite dimensional (periodic) Gibbs measures over Zy. We say that with respect to this Gibbs measure the shift
operator is exponentially mixing.

With transfer operator being Perron-Frobenius, the partition functions as in (1.2) also enjoy explicit asymp-
totics. We will explore a consequence in the case of periodic surfaces in the last section.

Example 7.1. In the case P(0) = m?02, the spin chain is the discrete massive GFF. We have an exact formula

for the partition function Z(N) = fCV:_Ol(l +m? — cos(QW%))*% hence

.1 1t )
NLHEOO N log (Z(N)) = 75/0 log(1 + m* — cos(2mz))dx.

7.3 Perron-Frobenius Property and Gibbs State

Remark 7.3. A large part of this section could as well be included in the functional analysis appendix under
the title “properties of a Perron-Frobenius operator”. But we include them here as they form an integral part of
the discussion of physical phenomena.

We remind the reader of remark 1.3.

Definition 7.2. An operator A on L%(Q, ) of some measure space (Q, 1) has strictly positive kernel if for any
nonnegative F' € L?(Q, u) such that ||F| ;> # 0 we have AF > 0 almost surely.

Proposition 7.1 (Perron-Frobenius, [26] page 51). If A on L*(Q, i) has strictly positive kernel, and X\ = ||A||
is an eigenvalue of A, then X is simple, and the corresponding eigenvector can be chosen to be strictly positive
almost surely. O
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By our definition of the amplitudes Aqg as the square-root of the Radon-Nikodym density between two
mutually absolutely continuous positive finite measures (e~ is almost surely positive since Sq is a real-valued
random variable, recall also remark 2.7 that the zeta-determinants are positive), we get immediately

Lemma 7.2. For any traceable cobordism 2 € Mor(X, ), the Segal transfer operator Ug : L?(D'(X), pap) —
L3(D'(X), puep) has strictly positive kernel. O

We deduce that Ug has a simple top eigenvalue A\g = ||Uq|| spanned by a normalized, almost surely strictly
positive eigenvector Qo € L?(D'(X), uop). Alternatively speaking Ug has a spectral gap. We get

Corollary 7.3. Denote (79 = )\EIUQ, let Ay be the eigenvalue of Uq with next largest modulus, thus Ao > |A1],
and put a := |\1|/Xo < 1. Then for any F, G € L*(D' (%), u2p), we have

(E,UYG) — (F,Q){Q0,G)| <™ [|F||G]. (7.4)

Proof. Note (F, ﬁé\'G> — (F,Q0) {Q,G) = (5 F, ﬁévl_[é-G> where IIg is the orthogonal projection onto the
complement of Span{{y}, where Ug has norm « < 1. O

Corollary 7.4. We have
. 1
ngnoo N log tr(UY) = log Ao. (7.5)
Proof. Without loss of generality let N > 2 so each UQ is trace class. On one hand
or(Ug) < Ul N062 ] < U, 20 (76)
On the other, we decompose Hx, = Span{Q} @ Span{Qq}+ where
tr(UKJZV) = )\é\l + tr(Ug|Span{Qo}L)
>N = [[U8Ispangaoy [l M
=Xy (1-CiaV 2057
This and (7.6) gives the result after taking N — oco. O

|N—2

Corollary 7.3 and the proof of corollary 7.4 implies
Corollary 7.5. For any bounded operator F' € L(Hx) we have

tr(UY~"F) 1 Qo, FQ
lim r(ﬂiN) — (0, FQp) = <0’7L0>. (7.7)
N —o0 tI‘(UQ ) )\0 <QQ, UQQ()>
Proof. Remember that N > L. Thus by Hsx = Span{Q} @ Span{Q}* and (iv) of lemma A.3 we have
Ao Nt (UYEF) = (Q0, UY 2 FQo) + tr (U~ Flspangao) - ) (7.8)
with R ~
|tI‘ (Ug_LF|SPaH{QO}L)| < HF” ||UYS])V_L|Span{Qo}L || — 0. (79)

Since (Qo, ﬁgiLFQ()) — (Qo, FQo) by corollary 7.3 and tr(UL") =< AYY by corollary 7.4, we obtain the result. [

We arrive at the conclusion that, for functionals Fi, ..., Fy, € L®(D'(X), uep) and integers 1 < i1 < - -+ < i,
the evaluation

t UN+17ikF Uik_ik—l L. F Uil—l
e --0F — lim r(Q kQN 1Y )
N—oo tr (UQ)

. , (7.10)
(Qo, B UG "1 FLUL Q)
- (Q0, U '00)
defines a Gibbs state in the thermodynamic limit on a D’(X)-valued Z-spin chain.
Remark 7.4. In fact, a valid functional F' € L>°(D'(X), pep) could be given by
F@) Y [ abwo)didole) [ F68. w0l R auE (68), (711)

for F e L>(D'(0°), ,u&% ® u35>), with p35> considered as the induced measure on D'(Q°) via PI5™>. Hence
the Gibbs state actually extends to the continuum MZ.
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7.4 Asymptotic of Partition Function

For the technical reason of remark A.2 we shall assume the surface 2 € Mor (X, X) be reflection symmetric, which
in simplest words means Q@ = Q* Usy Q for some € € Mor(%,%’), in the notations of lemma 6.1. In other
words there is an isometric involution © :  — € whose fixed point set is exactly ¥, and exchanges the two
components of 9. This is not much of a restriction. In this case Uy = Ug. o Uy and lemma A.7 applies,
namely tr(Uq) = tr,(Uq), as well as for UY. From corollary 6.7 and corollary 7.4 we then deduce that

. 1
J\;E}noo N log(Zyz) = log Ao. (7.12)

This applies in particular to the free case where ZME = detC(AMI% + m2)’%.

Remark 7.5. There arises the interesting question of how Ay (or log Ag) would depend on the geometry of Q.
Very crudely one would expect log Ao o< vol(£2), since in our case the corresponding Ay for NQ (N copies of €2
glued) is just A\)Y. A more precise formula in the general, non-periodic case seems desirable.
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A Functional Analysis

A.1 Tensor Product, Fock Space, Ideals

While leaving details to Simon [70], Reed and Simon [57], and Janson [39], we make the following conventions
and definitions. Let H be a real Hilbert space, v;, w; € H. Hilbert spaces are assumed real in the sequel.

(G def symmetric group on n letters; (A1)
v OOy, déf Symn(vl®®vn) déf Z UU(1)®"'®UU(7L)7 (AQ)
ceS,
def i
<U1 @"'@Unawl®"'®wn>’,l—[®n = Z H<vi7wo(i)>7_[7 (A3)
ceS, =1
HO™ X Sym™ (HEn) under (A.3) (A.4)
a© B = Sym" " (a @ §), for a € HO", B € HO™, (A5)

Definition A.1. Let H be a real Hilbert space. Then the Boson Fock space I'() associated to H is defined to
be the Hilbert space direct sum

r(H) < PHer, (A.6)
n=0
that is,
F(’H) déf {(a07a1,a2, .. ) o; € ’}’—[Qi7 Z ”0@”3{@7 < oo} , (A7)
i=0

where, as usual, we put H®® = H®® = R, and the unit length generator of this bottom space is called the
vacuum state, denoted |0) or .

Proposition A.1 ([39] theorem 4.5, [71] corollary 1.15). Let H, K be Hilbert spaces and A : H — K a bounded
operator. Then, for each n > 0, there exists a unique bounded operator T, (A) : HO™ — KO such that

Ta(A)(v1 @ - Qu,) = Avy @ -+ O Avy, (A.8)
for allvy, ..., v, € H, and one has |[T,(A)| = ||A||". Moreover, if A is a contraction, namely if |A|| < 1, then
the direct sum -

L(A) € @Tn(A) : T(H) — T(K), (A.9)
n=0

that is, T(A)(...,ag,...) = (... ,Tk(A)ag,...), is a bounded operator with norm 1.

Proposition A.2 (x-homomorphism, [39] page 45). Let H, K, L be Hilbert spaces and A: H — K, B: K — L
operators with | Al|, ||Bl| < 1. Then

(i) T(BA) =T(B)T'(A) as operators T'(H) — T'(L);
(i) T(A*) =T(A)* : T'(K) = T'(H), (e)* being the adjoint;
(iii) T'(13) = Lpeyy for any H.

Remark A.1. The map I' should not be confused with the second quantization dI" explained on Simon [71]| page
31.

Let A:H — K be a compact operator and A* : K — H its adjoint. Then A*A is a compact self-adjoint
nonnegative operator whose spectrum consists of positive eigenvalues po(A4)% > ui1(A)?2 > --- > 0 with the
only possible accumulation point being zero, which may or may not be in the spectrum or an eigenvalue. The
numbers u,,(A) are called singular values of A. Define

e 1/
JAl5, < (S ) for 1 < p < oo, (A.10)

def
HAHJDO = ||All, for p = oo. (A.11)
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Put J,(H,K) := {A compact | [[A]|; < oo}. We shall be concerned only with Ji, where the norm is also

denoted ||-||,,, called the trace class operators and 2, called the Hilbert-Schmidt operators, where the norm is
also written ||-||yg. When K = H, define also

tr(A) N (e, Aen) (A.12)

n

where {e,} is an orthonormal basis of H. Its convergence and (in)dependence on basis is discussed below.
When H = K we use the notation J,(H).

Lemma A.3 ([70] theorems 2.7, 2.8, 2.14, 3.1, [26] page 132-133). We have

(i) whenever A : H — H is bounded and self-adjoint nonnegative, the sum (A.12) valuing in [0,400] is
independent of bases; it is finite iff A € Ji(H) in which case try(A) = || A|,;
(i) A€ J,(H,K) iff (A*A)P/? € Jy(H), in which case ||A||jp = trq.[((A*A)p/2)1fp. In particular, A is Hilbert-
Schmidt iff A*A is trace class.
(iti) Whenever A, C € L(H) and B € Jp(H) we have [ABC| ; < ||A[[|C|| || B, ; thus each Jp is a two-sided
ideal in L(H);
(i) if A€ Ji(H) then the sum (A.12) converges absolutely, is independent of bases, and |try (A)| < || A,
(v) whenever p~' = ¢! +r=1 and A € J,(H), B € J.(H) then ”ABHJp < HAHJq Bl ; and AB € Jp(H);

in particular, the product of two Hilbert-Schmidt operators is trace class.

A.2 Hilbert-Schmidt Operators on L?

Proposition A.4 ([57] page 52). Let (Q1,p1) and (Qz,p2) be measure spaces so that L*(Q1,p1), L?(Qa, p2)
are separable. Then the map

L2<Q17M1) X LQ(QQHUQ) — L2<Q1 X Q27M1 ®,U/2)a (A 13)
(f,.9) — [y, '

with (fg)(z,y) == f(x)g(y) extends to a unique isomorphism L?(Q1, 1) @ L*(Qa, p2) = L*(Q1 X Qa, 11 ® 2).
Proposition A.5 ([57] page 220, [72] theorem 3.8.4). Let H, K be Hilbert spaces. Then the map

IT:HxK — D(HK),

(v,w) — (v,—)yw (A.14)

extends to a unique isometric isomorphism H Q K =2 Jo(H,K). In particular, for every n € H ® K there exist
orthonormal sets {¢n} C H, {¢n} C K and real numbers A, > 0 so that

n= Z An(on @), and IZ(n)(v) = Z A (©ny V)3 Un, (A.15)

and vice versa.

Corollary A.6 (|72] theorem 3.8.5). Let (Q1, 1) and (Qs, p2) be measure spaces so that L*(Q1, u1), L*(Q2, u2)
are separable. Then there is an isometric isomorphism

T:L(Q1 X Qa1 ® p2) —  Jo(L*(Q1, pa), L*(Q2, p12)),

A.16
K — [ [ K 5@dn) (10
In particular, there exist orthonormal families {¢n} C L*(Q1, 1), {¢n} C L*(Q2, u2) so that

with the latter series converging absolutely in L?(Q1,p1) for almost every fized y, and p,(Z(K)) denote the
singular values of T(K).

Now (ii) of lemma A.3 implies that
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Corollary A.7. Let L*(Q1,p1), L2(Qa, u2) be as above and A : L?(Q1, 1) — L*(Qa, p2) a Hilbert-Schmidt
operator, represented via (A.16) by the integral kernel Ka(x,y). Then

Mﬁfﬂm@ﬁmm=/ﬁmwwmmummm.m (A18)

Remark A.2. For general A € £(L*(Q)) or Jo(L?(Q)), the fact that [ |Ka(z,x)|du(z) < co does not imply A
is trace class, and nor does the trace equal | K4(x,z)dpu(z) when A is trace class (since the diagonal has measure
zero in @ X @, in reality one could let K 4(x,z) be arbitrary without affecting A, thus an important condition
is that K 4 be continuous in “some sense”). See Simon [72] section 3.11, also Vershik, Petrov and Zatitskiy [53]
section 3.3.

B Gaussian Analysis

B.1 Basic Definitions and Spaces

Let X be a real separable Fréchet space and X'* the dual space of continuous linear functionals. Equip X with
the Borel o-algebra By.

Definition B.1. A probability measure v on (X, By) is called (centered) Gaussian if every linear functional f €
X*, f: X = R, is a (centered) Gaussian random variable on X'.

Random variables and measures are assumed centered in the sequel unless otherwise stated.

Definition B.2. A (general) Gaussian Hilbert space is any closed linear subspace of L?(Q, O, P) of any probability
space (@, O,P), consisting of (centered) Gaussian variables.

Definition B.3. Let X be a real separable Fréchet (or Banach) space, and v a Gaussian measure on (X, By).
Then the closure of X* in L?(X, Bx,) is called the Gaussian Hilbert space of ~y, denoted H.,.

An important gadget for identifying Gaussian measures is the (inverse) Fourier transform, more frequently
called the charateristic function, 7 : X* — C, defined as

auﬂgﬁéwhw@- (B.1)

This is useful because of the following property.

Lemma B.1 ([12] theorem 2.2.4, proposition A.3.18). Let X' be a real separable Fréchet (or Banach) space, then
any two measures on (X, Bx) with equal characteristic functions coincide. In particular, a probability measure
on (X,Bx) is a centered Gaussian measure if and only if

A(f) = e TE O] (B.2)

for all f € X*, where E, is the expectation with respect to .

Remark B.1. The variance E,[¢(f)?] of ¢(f) appears in (B.2). Thus lemma B.1 implies that two (centered)
Gaussian measures on (X, By) with the same covariance structure must coincide; that is, if

E,[6(f)¢(h)] = E5[o(f)b(h)] (B.3)

for all f, h € X*, then v =7.

Let (X, Bx) be equipped with a Gaussian measure v. Then in X sits an important subspace C(H,), which
is a Hilbert space with norm [[-[|¢(;_), called the Cameron-Martin space, that does the following job. For two
measures u and v, we write “u ~ v’ to mean y and v are mutually absolutely continuous, and “u 1 v” to mean p
and v are mutually singular.

Proposition B.2 (Cameron-Martin, [12] corollary 2.4.3). Let X' be a real separable Fréchet space, v a Gaussian
measure on (X,Bx), and C(H,) C X the Cameron-Martin space. For any ¢o € X, define the measure (¢po).y

on (X,Bx) by setting

(60)«7(B) € +(B - ¢v), (B.4)
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where B — ¢g ={¢ — ¢o | ¢ € B}. Then

(QSO)*PY =7, Zf d)O € O(H’y)a (B5)
(¢O)*’Y Ly, if¢o & C(H'y)~
Moreover, in the first case, one has the Radon-Nikodym density
d(i(;)w(d)) _ (OO 400 lE (B.6)

where C' is the operator defined in (B.7).

Now, how to locate the space C () in X? The answer is that we can first locate it in X** (the double dual),
where each element of C'(#.,) turns out to be weak* continuous (Bogachev [12] page 362), and since X is locally
convex, it is actually in X'. Starting from the Gaussian Hilbert space H. we define the covariance operator

CiH, — X,

B.7
o (O e B8N0 (). (B
In other words C(f) is the linear functional (f, =)y ., on X™*.
Lemma B.3 ([12]| page 44, sections 2.4, 3.2). (i) the map C is injective.
(it) Equip C(H~) with an inner product by requiring C' to be isometry, namely
def / ~—1 —1
<f’h>c(7-t7) = (C7'f,C h>H7. (B.8)

Then C(H~) is a complete Hilbert space, C(H) — X is continuous, and each ¢ — ¢(f), f € X*, is a
continuous linear functional for ¢ € C(H.).
(iii) Equivalently, the norm ||-[|cey,) i

lo(f)l
= . B.9
19l e 1l (B.9)

Thus C(H) is precisely the dual of H~ under the evaluation pairing (¢, f) — o(f). O

B.2 ()-spaces and Their Equivalence

A @Q-space is in other words a probability sample space. The GFF on M, say, can be seen (abstractly) as a way
of associating a Gaussian random variable ¢(f) to each f € W~1(M) so that (2.6) holds. This says nothing
about the sample space on which these random variables are actually defined, and naturally there exist many
choices. For example,

(i) the Bochner-Minlos construction, mentioned as proposition 2.1;

(ii) the formal Fourier series construction, mentioned in remark 2.2; this can be identified with the previous
one by appealing to the condition under which a formal Fourier series represents an actual distribution,
see Shubin [68] page 92 proposition 10.2;

(iii) the abstract Wiener space construction. While this is not used essentially in this paper, it is a way of
constructing (recovering) a separable Banach Q-space X starting from (knowing) the Cameron-Martin
space, and taking closure with respect to a carefully defined norm weaker than ||-||C(Hw). See Sheffield [67]
and Bogachev [12] section 3.9 for details.

Some other models are discussed in Simon [71] section 1.2, to which we refer for details in general. We shall
discuss the question of in what sense two models of @-spaces are equivalent, though all the three examples above
could eventually by realized in D’(M). This is useful concerning the decomposition (5.11), and we give the
precise sense in which the original pdfp could be recovered from the decomposed measure u%’éw ® ng\E D,
Definition B.4 ([71] page 4). Two probability measure spaces (Q, O, u) and (Q’,O’, ') are called isomorphic
if there is an isomorphism of measure algebras

T:0/T, = 0 /T, (B.10)

here Z,,, Z,» being the ideals of measure zero sets of p and ', such that p/(T'(A)) = p(A) for all A € O/Z,, (we
do not distinguish an event A from its class in O/Z,).
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Remark B.2. Mutually absolutely continuous measures p on O will define the same measure algebra O/Z, as
they have the same measure zero sets.

Definition B.5 ([71] page 5). If (Q, O, i) and (Q', O’, ') are isomorphic under T, then two random variables f :
Q — R and f': Q' — R correspond under the isomorphism if

T(f~1(B) = (f)"1(B) (B.11)
for all Borel sets B C R.

For a real Hilbert space H, a (centered) Gaussian process indexed by #H is a family of centered Gaussian
random variables {¢(f) | f € H} so that

E[p(f)o(h)] = {f, h)n (B.12)

for all f, h € H. Such a process is defined on the probability space (Q, O, u) if each ¢(f) is a random variable
from Q and {¢(f) | f € H} generates O.

Proposition B.4 ([71] theorem 1.6). Let {¢(f)} and {¢'(f)} be two Gaussian processes indexed by H defined
respectively on (Q,O,u) and (Q',O',1'). Then there is an isomorphism between the two probability spaces so
that ¢(f) corresponds to ¢'(f) under the isomorphism for each f € H.

Remark for proof. Note for probability spaces L*(Q, O, 1) D L>®(Q, O, p) D {indicators}. Similarly for (Q’, O’, i').
Thus T'(U) where U takes each ¢(f) to ¢'(f) gives the isomorphism (corollary B.10). O

Proposition B.5 ([71] proposition 1.7). Let {¢1(f)} and {p2(f)} be Gaussian processes, respectively, indexed
by Hi and Ho, defined on (Q1, 01, 1) and (Qz, Oz, u2). Then a Gaussian process {¢(h)} indexed by H = H1DH2
can be defined on Q := Q1 X Q2 equipped with O1R03 and @ Q po, by putting

def

d(f1® f2) = ¢1(f1) + P2(f2), (B.13)
for all f1 € Hi, fo € Ha.

B.3 Measurable Linear (It6-Wiener) Extensions

Here we collect some results concerning the possibility of extending a linear operator defined on the Cameron-
Martin space C(H,) to the whole Q-space X, in a not necessarily “functional-analytic” sense. Such results, in a
different guise, lie behind the possibility of defining the classical stochastic integrals a la It6-Wiener.

Definition B.6 ([12] definition 3.7.1). Let (X,Bx,v) be a Fréchet Gaussian Q-space and (), By) another
Fréchet space equipped with the Borel o-algebra. Then a map F : X — ) is called a ~-measurable linear
operator if it agrees vy-almost surely with a (Bx, By)-measurable linear map Fy: X — ).

In particular,

Definition B.7 ([12] definition 2.10.1). Let (X, Bx,) be a Fréchet Gaussian Q-space. A y-measurable linear
functional f on X is called a measurable linear functional if there exist a full-measure linear subspace Xy C X
such that f agrees y-almost surely with a usual y-measurable linear functional fy on Ajp.

Proposition B.6 ([12] theorem 2.10.11). Let (X, Bx,7) be a real separable Fréchet Gaussian Q-space. Denote
by C(H) its Cameron-Martin space. Then every continuous linear functional f on C(H.) extends uniquely

(modulo measure zero sets) to a measurable linear functional f on X that coincides with f on C(H.). More-
over, || fli2¢y) = Ifllee, )= -

Proposition B.7 ([12] theorem 3.7.6). Let (X,Bx,v) be a real separable Fréchet Gaussian Q-space. Denote
by C(H) its Cameron-Martin space. Then every operator A € L(C(H,)) extends to a y-measurable linear

operawig (X, Bx ) —> (X, Bx), such that the measure image of v under A is a Gaussian measure on (X, Bx).
Hereéy7 denotes the Lebesgue completion of By with respect to ~v. Moreover, any two extensions of A which
are (BXW,BX)—measumble and linear on full measure subspaces agree vy-almost surely.

The extension A obtained above will be called the measurable linear (or It&-Wiener) extension of A.
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B.4 Wiener Chaos and Wick’s Theorem

Proposition B.8 (Wiener Chaos decomposition, [39] theorem 2.6). Let (Q, O, P) be a probability space and H C
L*(Q,0,P) a Gaussian Hilbert space. Then there is an orthogonal decomposition

L*(Q,0(H),P) = PH™, (B.14)
n=0
where O(H) is the o-algebra generated by variables in H, H™ = P, (H) N Pn_1(H)*:, where P;(H) denotes the

span of polynomials of random variables in H of degree < j; in particular H** denotes the constants.

If F € P,(H), denote by :F: the projection of F' onto H™, and is called a Wick ordered polynomial; for F' €
L?3(Q, O(H),P), denote by I,,(F) its projection onto H™. Define the Hermite polynomials h,,(z) by

exp (zx - %zQ) = ni:() %hn(x) (B.15)

We have ho(x) =1, ha(z) = 22 — 1, hy(z) = 2* — 622 + 3, etc.
Lemma B.9 (Wick’s theorem/Feynman rules, [71] propositions 1.2, 1.3, 1.4, [39] theorems 1.28, 3.9, 3.19).

(i) For X1, ..., X,, € H (not necessarily distinct) jointly Gaussian random variables,
E[Xl Xn] = ZHE[XMXML (B16)
A
where the sum is over all partitions & of the set {1,...,n} into disjoint pairs {ix,jr}, 1 <k < n/2. In

particular, the result is zero if n is odd.
(i) For X € H,
[n/2]

(—=1)'n! 215 yn—2j 212 214
X" = ————ER[X) X" =E[X*]2h, (X /E[X . B.17
(i) Let Xy, ..., X, € H and Yy, ..., Y,, € H be jointly Gaussian random variables. Then
S TEXY.0)), m=n,
E[: X1 ... Xp: Y1 Vo] =< 66 i (B.18)
0, m #n.

In particular, B[ X": :Y™] = 6, nlE[XY]™.

There is a general way of associating random variables (or numbers) to Feynman diagrams. A Feynman
diagram consists of vertices, legs (segments with only one end attached to a vertex), and edges (contracted
legs). Two legs are contracted means they are connected to form an edge. A Feynman diagram is called fully
contracted if there is no unconnected legs. Given n random variables Xy, ..., X,,, a Feynman diagram labelled
by (X1,...,Xy) is simply any Feynman diagram whose vertices are in bijection with {X3,..., X, }. A Feynman
diagram labelled by (Xi,..., X, ) can now be associated with either a random variable or a number using the
following rules:

(i) for each leg attached to a vertex j, write down the corresponding random variable X;, and multiply them
all together;
(ii) whenever two legs are contracted, enclose the corresponding two random variables by Efe].

Thus fully contracted diagrams are always associated with numbers. If v is a Feynman diagram labelled by X7,
..., X,, denote by v(y) the associated object following the above rules.

Example B.1 ([51] section 4.4). In a physical context Feynman diagrams are used in rather formal calculations.
We would like to find R .
Edpr [¢(x)p(y)e 3 Ju o) dVar(@)] (B.19)

by Taylor expanding exp(—%; [,, #(x)*dVas(z)). This gives

(B.19) " Elfer [o(a)o(w)] + Bler (0ol — 5) [ 61 aVan ()]
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+ B ooy (- 1) [[ 0@ 6w Vi @)avis(w)] +
= Efee [0(2)6(0)] - j, / Elee [0(2)0(0)6()"]dVas (2)
A
2) ][ B [o@owoe) 6w | aVas (:)aVas(w) +

Treating ¢(x), ¢(y), ¢(z) as (jointly Gaussian!) random variables, by (i) of lemma B.9 and the above rules we
write

Ahé“g/dVM( -—-8 +12 dVM()< s Qz ) )

:3/G(x,y)G(z72)2dVM(z)+12/G(x,z)G(y,z)G(z,z)dVM(z),

where the factors correspond to the number of ways of getting the same contraction starting from 6 legs (4 on z,
1 on x, y each), and G denotes the Green function (of A + m?). One can represent higher order terms using
these diagrams in a similar manner. More than that, the diagrams also represent actual physical processes. See
Peskin and Schroeder [51].

B.5 1t6-Wiener-Segal Isomorphism

The following amazing fact follows from comparing (B.18) with (A.3).

Theorem (It6-Wiener-Segal isomorphism). Let (Q, O, P) be a probability space and H C L*(Q,O,P) a Gaussian
Hilbert space. Then the map
X0 OX, — Xy X, (B.20)

gives a Hilbert space isomorphism HO™ = H™ . Moreover, the direct sum of these maps for each n extends to a
Hilbert space isomorphism

[(H) = L*(Q,0(H),P). (B.21)
Consequently for X1, ..., Xp € H, X1 ® - ©® X, and : X7 --- X,,: are indistinguishable. O
Transcribing proposition A.1 over to the Wick language, one has

Corollary B.10 ([39] theorem 4.5). Let (Q,O,P) be a probability space and H, K C L*(Q,O,P) two Gaussian
Hilbert spaces. Denote respectively by O(H) and O(K) the sub-o-algebra generated by variables in H and in K.
Let A:H — K be an operator with ||A|| < 1. Then

I(A) : L2(Q, 0. P) — L2(Q, 0(K), P),

Xy X e AKX - A(X): (B.22)

for any X1, ..., X, € H, is a bounded operator with norm 1. O
Important for us will be a consequence of the above results on conditional expectations.

Lemma B.11. Let (Q,0,P) be a probability space and A C O a sub-o-algebra. Then L?*(Q, A,P) is a closed
subspace of L*(Q,0,P) and for X € L*(Q,0,P), E[X | A] is the orthogonal projection of X onto L*(Q, A, P).

Corollary B.12 ([39] theorem 4.9). Let (Q,O,P) be a probability space and H, K C L*(Q,O,P) two Gaussian
Hilbert spaces. Denote by Py|y the restriction of the orthogonal projection L*(Q,0,P) = K to H. Then

T(Pey) : L2(Q,0(H),P) — L*(,0(K),P),
i X — E[X|O(K)], (B.23)

where IE[X!O(IC)] is the conditional expectation of X with respect to O(K).
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C Global Analysis

C.1 Sobolev Spaces over Domains

In this paper we make essential use of the usual L? Sobolev spaces over Riemannian manifolds. First let (M, g)
be a closed Riemannian manifold and s € R. Then the Sobolev space W*(M) of order s is defined generally as
the closure of C*°(M) under a norm |||y« (5, Where the norm ||-[|y;. 57y could be defined in various equivalent
ways. We refer to Taylor [76] chapter 4 for a general discussion. For us, s = +1, i%. We rely heavily on the
following fact.

Lemma C.1. Let Ayg be an elliptic strictly positive formally self-adjoint pseudodifferential operator on M with
order 2s. Then the inner product

def
<_a _>WS = < A2s > (C].)
induces an equivalent norm for W*(M).

In particular, the real power (A +m?)® of the Helmholtz operator (massive Laplacian) Ajs +m? provides
such a candidate for Ag;. Convention: whenever we use the space W#(M), the inner product (C.1) with Ags =
(Apr +m?)* is understood, unless otherwise specified.

Remark C.1. Various regimes of functional calculus can be used to define (Ap; + m?)*. One of them is
presented in section 2.2.1 which in fact defines complex powers. We also mention a smooth functional calculus
presented in Sogge [73] theorem 4.3.1.

Next we discuss important subspaces of W*(M). Let A C M be a closed set and U C M an open set. Define

Wi(M) def {u e W*(M) | suppu C A as a distribution}, (C.2)
W5 (M) 4 losure of C°(U) inside W* (M), (C.3)
W (U) € Wip o (M)E c We(M). (C.4)

These are closed subspaces of W*(M).
Remark C.2. We point out right away that by definition, then,

We(U) = W*(M)/Winy (M), (C.5)

the latter equipped with the quotient norm, which is a more familiar characterization of W*(U), see Taylor
[76] page 339. Our definition as in (C.4) poses the obvious problem that in general C°(U) ¢ W#(U), at least
for s ¢ Z. We emphasize therefore that what is important in this definition is not the space W*(U) per se but
the following choice for its inner product:

<f7 > s( def <P]\%[\Uf7 M\Uh>Ws(M)a (C6)

for any f, h € W*(M), in particular for f, h € C2°(U), which produces a norm equivalent to the quotient norm,
where PM\U W#(M) — W?#(U) denotes the orthogonal projection.

Remark C.3. Clearly W (M) C W (M) by definition. In general the inclusion is strict (certainly if U # (U)°.
See Taylor [76] page 339 and section 4.7 for interesting discussions on conditions for s and U for which equality
holds. In particular, WE(M) = Wk, (M) = Wg(M) if @ C M is a domain with smooth boundary 9 (a closed
Riemannian manifold with one dimension less) and k € Z,. In this case, we use these notations interchangeably.

The rest of this appendix could be read along with section 5.1. Let s = —1. Although C°(U) ¢ W~(U),
we have

Lemma C.2. Let U C M be an open set. Then PAJ;[\U(Cfo(U)) is dense in W—1(U).

Proof. We note Ay + m? is local and therefore (A +m )(COO(U)) C C*(U). It follows from lemma 5.1 and
our definition of W} (M) that (A +m?)(C=(U)) C WM\U( )* and is dense there, proving the result. O
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Remark C.4. Clearly, the map PJJV}\U is also injective on CS°(U); together with lemma C.2 this shows PJ@\U
is a good embedding of C2°(U) in W~1(U). In fact, this is the same as the embedding of C°(U) in D’ (U), by
remark 5.1. Nevertheless, the smaller class (A +m?)(C(U)), as it is already dense in W~1(U), suffices as a
class of test functions to define the GFF with Dirichlet condition over a domain (see remark below lemma 2.2).
This reflects the fact that the Cameron-Martin pairing (—, —);: is more natural than (—, —),. in treating the
GFF (see remark 2.4). We have stuck to (—, —),» only because this is more practical with functional analysis.

Remark C.5. For general s € R, one could also define
W5 (U) 4 losure of C2°(U) under (C.6). (C.7)

Then W5 (M) C W (U). But it cannot generally be compared with W(M) (to the author’s knowledge). See
the exercises in Taylor [76] pages 343-344 for more information.

Next we state the duality results for the various spaces. Recall that (—, —),. () denotes both the inner
product of L?(M) and the distributional pairing between D’'(M) and C*°(M). Below, we extend it to denote
also the pairing between dual Sobolev spaces (see (i) of the lemma below).

Lemma C.3. Let M be a closed Riemannian manifold, U C M an open set, A C M a closed set, and s € R.
(i) W=*(M) is the dual Banach space, denoted W*(M)*, of W*(M) under (—, —);2;

(ii) the annihilator of Wi (M) under (=, =) > is Wy, (M), that is,

Winto(M) = (u € W) | (u, f) 2 =0 for all f € W (M)}; (©8)

the annihilator of W5 (M) is accordingly Wl\j[iA(M);
(1ii) We(U)* = W, 5(M), Wi(M)* =2 W=*(U), these spaces being therefore reflexive.
Finally, when Q C M is a domain with smooth boundary 9f2, we define, in view of lemma 5.1, the Dirichlet

Green operator (Aq,p +m?)™1 = (A + 7712)_11:’]\%1\QO : WHQ°) — Wi (M). Clearly this agrees with the
usual definition. In terms of quadratic forms,

Lemma C.4 ([71] theorem VIL.1). Let Q& C M be a domain with smooth boundary 9Q. We have

(f,(Dap+m*)"'h) o = (Pipae fr Panas M)y—1s (C.9)

for f, h e C(Q°).

C.2 Symbol Convergence Lemma and Heat Kernel

Proof of lemma 3.1. By coordinate invariance of the definition of ™ (M) it suffices to pick z € M and prove
the result for a chart around = and x(x) = 1. Denote the kernel of xE.x by E, . then in this chart we could
write ) L

Bl = Byelo) = 550 (£) 70, (©10)
where h = x — y. Indeed, by definition of our function ¥ and freedom of choosing x we could further assume
that for small enough ¢ one has X(h) = 1 on the support of ¥(:/¢). Thus under this condition

B d
oo (@,€) = / efih-£ﬁ¢ (’;) dh = £ Fu@)oysn (#.56). (C.11)

Rd

indep. of z

Note that oy g, (z,n) is Schwartz in  and oy g,y (x,0) = 1. On the other hand clearly o1, (x,§) = 1. Thus for
some U’ C U depending only on the chart and , one has

-5
C sSup Sup <€> ‘O-XE1X('TN€§) - 1| < OKJ(\/E’
|UX(EE—]1)X(xv€)| TeKEU’ [§I<R
sup sup ——5——— <

1€KeU’ ¢ <§>5 C sup  sup (--) < Cr &2 sup oy g,y (x,1)],
©€KEeU' |¢|>R U

(C.12)

with R = ¢71/2. Next we deal with derivatives. Note that by (C.11) all the a-derivatives fall on 1/F.(x) and
all £-derivatives fall on oy g, (7, £€). Indeed, one has [02(1/F.(z))| < Cae™? (see Dyatlov and Zworski [19] page
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28), and so when there are only z-derivatives we obtain the same bounds as (C.12) only with new constants
depending on . When there is at least one ¢-derivative,

10F (0 (2,€€)) | = |71 (00 oy ) (@, €6)| < Cp ey (67171, |8 > 1. (C.13)

Hence, on account of (C.11) again,

1020 0 (5. —1)x (7, €))

Sup sup ] < 0elCae™C0p, k5! = Cap e (C.14)
z€KeU’ ¢ &)
Consequently, all the Sf’o seminorms of o, (g__1)y goes to zero as € — 0. We obtain the result. O

—t(A+m?)

In what follows we sum up some properties of the heat operator e of the massive Laplacian (Helmholtz

operator) and its Schwartz kernel p;(z,y) called the heat kernel.
Lemma C.5 ([10] theorems 2.30, 2.38 and pages 92-94). We have
(i) pe(z,y) € C((0,00) x M x M);
(i) we have

(A+m2)*1:/ e HATm) gy (C.15)
0

In particular, the kernel Gy of e*t(A“’ﬂ)(A +m?)~l = (A+ m2)*1e*t(A+m2) is

(oo}
Gilwy) = [ pula)ds, (C.16)
t
forzxz, ye M.
11) Let dim M = n. There are asymptotic expansions
(iii) y
1 1 d(za)? s i
pe(z,y) ~ W‘f @) Zfi(:v,y)t ) (C17)
i=0
—t(A4m? 1 — i
tI"L2(M) (e t(A+ )) ~ W Zait (018)
i=0

as t — 0+, for some real numbers a; and functions f; € C°(M x M), i=0,1,2, ....
(iv) For t large and each ¢ € N,

Ipi(2, 9)ll e < Cpemtm /2 (C.19)

for some constant C,.
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