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Abstract

We consider a classical lattice dipole gas with low activity and show that the pressure has a
limit as the volume goes to infinity. The result is obtained by a renormalization group analysis of
the model.

1 Introduction

1.1 overview

We study a dipole gas on a unit lattice Z? with d > 3. The potential between unit dipoles with
moments py, pa € S~ at positions z,y € Z¢ is

(p1-0)(p2 - 9)C(x —y) (1)
where C'(z — y) is the Coulomb potential, that is the kernel of the inverse Laplacian

eP(z—y)

Ca.y) = (~A) (2, ) = (2m) / (2)

[—m,m]d 2 Z#(l — cospu)dp

For this potential we consider the dipole gas in the grand canonical ensemble. Let Ay C R? be a
box of the form N oyd

av= |5 3

where L is large, odd, and positive. For Ay N Z% the grand canonical partition function with activity

z > 0 and (for convenience) inverse temperature 8 = 1 can be represented as a Euclidean field theory
and is given by

Zn = / exp (W (M. 6)) duc(0) (4)
where
W(Ax. ) =2 / S cos(p 99(x)) (5)
§a-t zEANNZE

Here dp is the normalized rotation invariant measure on S?~!. The fields ¢(z) are a family of Gaussian
random variables indexed by z € Z? with mean zero and covariance given by the positive definite
function C(z,y). The measure pc is the underlying measure. To make the connection with the dipole
gas one expands the exponential in () and carries out the Gaussian integrals. Similarly one can define
correlation functions in terms of the field theory.
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One would like to take the thermodynamic limit for these quantities, that is the limit as N — oo.
Actually Zp itself has no limit but there should be a limit for the pressure defined by

pn = [An| " log Zn (6)

as well as for the correlation functions. Such limits have been obtained by Frohlich and Park [12] and
by Frohlich and Spencer [13] using a method of correlation inequalities.

In this paper we want to study the problem by a more robust method which is capable of answering
other questions about the long distance behavior of the model such as decay of correlations. If the
potential were integrable one could establish such results with a Mayer expansion. However the long
distance behavior 9,0,C(z —y) = O(|lz — y|~?) is not integrable. Insead we use the method of
the renormalization group (RG). The basic idea is to break up the integral into a sequence of more
controllable integrals and analyze the effects separately at each stage.

We follow particularly a RG approach for low activity recently developed by Brydges and Slade [2],
[B]. A collateral benefit of this paper is to work out some details of their method in case of the dipole
gas. Earlier work on the RG approach to the dipole gas can be found in Gawedski and Kupiainen [14],
Brydges and Yau [9], Dimock and Hurd [I0], and Brydges and Keller [6] .

In all these treatments the model is either defined on the torus R?/LYZ? with a momentum cutoff
or on a toroidal lattice Z?/LNZ?. One obtains bounds on the partition function and correlation
functions uniform in N. As explained above we work on Z? with the interaction confined to a finite
volume Apy. We essentially reproduce the basic torus results, at least for the partition function, but
then also take the N — oo limit. The N — oo limit would be awkward for a sequence of tori because
the N dependence appears in the covariance C' as well as the interaction. Furthermore for the tori
there are difficulties connected with the change in topology. The disadvantage for us is that our finite
volume approximation loses some translation invariance because of the boundary. Since translation
invariance is a key ingredient in the proof, dealing with this loss is one of the main issues.

Besides the dipole gas papers mentioned above we cite some other papers which treat infrared
problems by RG techniques. There is the work of Brydges, Dimock, and Hurd [4],[5], Brydges, Mitter,
and Scoppola [§], and Abdesselam [I] on non-Gaussian fixed points for ¢* models, and Dimock and
Hurd [11] on Sine-Gordon models in d = 2 (the Coulomb gas), and Mitter and Scoppola [I5] on self-
avoiding random walks. These papers either either work in a finite volume and get bounds uniform
in the volume or else work with a formal infinite volume limit. The hope is that the techniques of the
present paper point the way to carrying these results over to an actual infinite volume limit.

1.2 the main result

We now state the main result. For our renormalization group approach we use a different finite volume
approximation than () following the analysis of Brydges [2]. We first add a term (1 — €)V(An, @)
where

d
Vo =1 XY @) (7)

rEANNZE u=1
Here 0,,¢ is either the forward or backward lattice derivative along the unit basis vector e, defined by

ud(x) =z + ) — p(x) (8)

where e_;, = —e,,. Then J,, and d_, are adjoint to each other and —A =1/23" 0;,0,. [

This addition of (1 —€)V (Ax, @) is partially compensated by replacing the covariance C' by e *C.
Thus instead of @) we consider

Zy = /exp (zW(AN,¢) -(1- E)V(AN7¢))dﬂeflc(¢) (9)

I'We distinguish forward and backward derivatives to facilitate a symmetric decomposition of V(Ay) into blocks



Then divide by
2= [ew (= (1= OV (An.0))dic10(6) (10)
and form a new finite volume partition function

ZIn =Zn|Zx (11)

Since formally (Z) ! exp (— (1- e)V(AN)) dpi.—1o converges to duc, so formally Z yields the same

limit as (@). This holds for any choice of ¢; the choice of € is a choice of how much (9¢)? one is putting
in the measure and how much in the interaction.

The point of the adjustment is that one can make a shrewd choice of € to facilitate the analysis.
The main result is:

Theorem 1 For |z| sufficiently small there is a € = €(z) close to 1 so that the pressure pn =
|An|"log Zy has a limit as N — oc.

The proof will involve a demonstration that with the proper choice of ¢ = €(z) the density
exp (zW —(1- e)V) tends to zero under the RG flow leaving a measure like ji.(.)-1c to describe

the long distance behavior of the system. Accordingly €(z) is interpreted as a dielectric constant. To
make this remark precise one would have to study the correlation functions by these methods. This
seems quite feasible, but we do not develop this aspect.

For the proof of the theorem it is convenient to rewrite the partition function. We first scale
¢ — ¢/+/€ and then put o = ¢! — 1. Then we have

Zy(2,0) :/GXP (zW(AN, VI+o¢)—oV(An, ¢))duc(¢)
Z30) = [ exp (= oV (A 0))duc(6) 12)

Zn(2,0) =Zy(2,0)/Z(0)

Then the problem is to show that for |z| sufficiently small there is a (smooth) o = o(z) near zero such
that with this choice of o

[An| " log Zn(2,0(2)) = [An| " log Zy (2, 0(2)) — [An| ™" log Z}(0(2)) (13)

has a limit as N — oco. The two terms are treated separately and theorem [ is proved by taking
e(z) =(1+o(2)""

The paper is organized as follows. In section 2l we show that the normalizing factor |Ay|~!log Z};
has a limit. In section [B] we give some general definitions and estimates and define the basic RG
transformation. In section Ml we perform the detailed analysis of the RG transformation isolating the
leading terms. In section[Bwe study the flow of the renormalization group and find the stable manifold
o = 0(z). Finally in section [f] we assemble the results and prove the limit for |Ax|~!log Z}.

2 The normalizing factor

We consider the infinite volume limit for the normalizing factor |Ax|~* log Z% (o). This is the problem
of the infinite volume limit for a finite volume perturbation in the field strength and may be of more
general interest.

First we realize the Gaussian process as given by ¢ = C'/2Y where Y has identity covariance.
Then

Z3(0) = [[exp (= FOATVY) ) du(¥) (14)



where Ty is the positive operator

Ty = % Zd: C'20% 16, 0,C"?
+p=1
and 1, is the characteristic function of Ay.
Lemma 1 The operator Ty on (?(Z%) has the properties
1. tr Ty = |An]|

2. | Tn|l < 1.

(15)

Proof. Ty is trace class since 1, is trace class and 9,C?/? is bounded. Since [J,,, C] = 0 we have

d
1
Ty =5 >t (0i0.C1ay) = tr 1y = [Ax]
+u=1

The bound ||Tn]| < 1 follows from
1
I(h, T )l <5 D@0 2 h) (@) Pxa@)|(0,CM2 ) ()
o
) 1/2 ) 1/2
s<52|auc”2h|2> <§Z||a#01/2f||2>
h 1

=[IRII A1

Theorem 2 For real o with |o| <1, |[Ax|"!log Z} (o) converges as N — .

Proof. Since Ty is trace class and

If1I? = a(f. Tnf) > (1= |o])| f]I* >0

the integral defining Z%; (o) in (I4) exists and can be evaluated as
Z3(0) = det(1 + oTy) /2

(See for example [17]). Furthermore since |o|||Tn|| < |o| < 1 we have the expansion

Z4(0) = exp (; > E <T;¢>>

(See for example [16]). Hence

_ 1 &
|An| 1logZ§’v(o>:5Z

We have with the trace norm || - ||

| tr (TR < NI < ITn TR < Tl < JAN]

(16)

(17)

(21)

(22)



Hence the sum is dominated by )" |o|™ < co. We show below that for each n > 1

tr (T
an = lim e (TR)

N —o00 |AN| (23)

exists. Then by the dominated convergence theorem we have the existence of

yo =, (24)

n

N | =

lim |Ay| " log Z% (o) =
N—00

n=1

Now consider the convergence [23]). We write

tr (Ty) =27" Z tr (Lan g -+ Tan ) (25)
H1yeees Hn
where the sums are over £ =1,...,d and
11, =0,C0, (26)

We rewrite this as

where

af (w1)=2"" Do MWy (@1 — 22) (0 — @3) -+ Ty, (20 — 21) (28)
m

1yeeey Hn T2,..,Tn €EAN

The quantity a,, is the same expression without the restriction to Ay. It is independent of x; and we
can take x1 = 0. Thus it is

an =27 30> My (=) (2 — ) Ty () (29)

To see that a,, is finite we use (see lemma 2] to follow)
Mz —y)| < C+ |z —yl) ™ (30)
then in (29) we use the estimate
YAtz =y DA+ ly) T < Crs(L Jaf) DS (31)
y

valid for ké < d. Applying this successively to z,,x,_1,... we are left with
/(1 + |mo]) "2 (=10 gy (32)

which is finite if (n —1)d < d. Thus a,, is finite. Similarly one shows that |a2 (z)| is bounded uniformly
in N.
Now we write
Av| ™t b (TR) = an + AN Y0 () (21) — an) (33)

r1E€EAN

2 To prove it divide the summation region into |y| < |x|/2 and the complement



We show that the second term above goes to zero as N — oo to complete the proof.
First define a slightly smaller volume

LN LN

Ay=|-——+N,— —-N 34
= | em S (31)

The contribution from z1 ¢ A} is bounded by

-1 N _ [An — A*N| -N
AnTt Y ey (@) —al < O() < O(NL™Y) (35)
e |AN|
T1EAN AN
which goes to zero.

Now suppose that 1 € Ajy. Then we have

aﬁ[(xl) —ap=2"" Z Z Wy s (21 — 22) g g (w2 — 3) - My (20 — 1) (36)

M1y ln (Ig,...,wn)e((AN)nfl)c

At least one variable must be in A§;, say x;. Furthermore at least one pair of adjacent variables
must satisfy |z; — z;41] > N/n. Otherwise |1 — x| < N(k — 1)/n < N which contradicts that
1 € A,z € AS. Thus we can make the estimate

My (25 = i)l S Oy — 2 )™ SO+ N/) (U4 |2y — a5 )~ (37)
If € is small enough the the reduced decay does not affect convergence in ([BGl). Thus we have
jan (21) — an| < O(N7F) (38)
Therefore

A%
AN

AvI™ Y lan (21) —al SO(NT)

xleA}‘v

<O(NT) (39)
which also goes to zero to complete the proof.

3 Preliminaries

3.1 multiscale decomposition

Renormalization group methods are based on a multiscale decomposition of the basic lattice covariance.
We choose a decomposition into finite range covariances developed by Brydges, Guadagni, and Mitter
[7]. This is an alternative to block spin averaging and has the advantage of making fluctuation integrals
simpler and the fluctuation covariances smoother. The smoothness is essential for the method.

The decomposition has the form

o0

C(I—y):ZFj(x—y) (40)

where T';(z) is defined on Z?, is positive semi-definite, and satisfies I';(x) = 0 if |z| > L7/2 for some
odd integer L > 3. Furthermore there is a constant ¢y independent of L such that

Ti(2)] < oL~ (@=20G-1) 41
J



for all j,z. It follows that the series converges uniformly. Let 0% = Hi p=1 O5" be a multi-derivative
and let [af =3 [a,|. Then there are constants ¢, independent of L such that

|3QIG(I)|fgcal;%d72+kﬂﬂjfl) (42)

Then the differentiated series converges uniformly to 0“C.
An elementary consequence of this expansion is an estimate on the decay of C(z—y) as |x—y| — oo:

Lemma 2 There are constants Cr, o such that

0°C(2)] < CLa(l + [a)~ 4271 (43)

Proof. First consider the case with no derivatives. For |z| > L/2 choose k > 1 so that L*/2 < |z| <
LE1/2. If j < k then T'j(x) = 0 and we have

Cla)= Y Ty) (44)
j=k+1

This is estimated by

S gL 26D < 90, LD < gy L[]~ (45)
j=k+1

which suffices. With derivatives we get the improved decay from (@2]). This completes the proof.

For the renormalization group we break off pieces of C'(x —y) one at a time. Accordingly we define

Cr(z—y)= Y Tz—y) (46)
j=k+1
Then C = Cy and
Cr(r —y) = Crr1(x —y) + Lrya(z —y) (47)
3.2 RG transformation
The partition function (IZ) can be written
Zy(2:0) = [ 2 (@)duc,(0) (48)
where
207(8) = exp (2W (A, VI +06) — oV (An,9)) (49)

The identity Cy = C1 + I'y lets us replace an integral over uc, by an integral over ur, and pc, We
have

Zi(z.0) = [ 250+ e, Q)i (0

(50)
— [ 2N (@)duc, (9)
We have defined a new density by the fluctuation integral
2(0) = (ur, +20)(6) = [ 20+ Odur, 0 1)



Since I'y, C are only positive semi-definite these are degenerate Gaussian measures. Nevertheless
these integrals are well-defined and the above manipulations are valid. We discuss these issues in
appendix [A]

Continuing in this fashion we have the representation for j =0,1,2,...

Zy(2.0) = [ 2} (O)dnc, (@) (52)

where the density ZJN (¢) is defined by

ZN1(6) = (ur, , * ZV)(6) = / ZN (6 + QOdpr,,, (O) (53)

Our problem is to study the growth of these densities as j7 — oo.
Note that we have refrained from scaling after each fluctuation integral which is the usual procedure
in the renormalization group. Thus the volume stays constant but correlations weaken as we proceed.

3.3 local expansion

Each density ZJN (¢) will be written in a form which exhibits its locality properties known as a polymer
representation. The localization becomes coarser as j gets larger.
For j =0,1,2,... we partition Z? into j-blocks B. These have side L7 and are translates of

By={xecZ: |z| <1/2(L7 - 1)} (54)

by points in the lattice L/Z%. The set of all j-blocks in A = Ay is denoted B;(A) or just B;. A union
of j-blocks X is called a j-polymer. In particular A is a j-polymer for j < N. The set of all j-polymers
in A is denoted P;(A) or just P;. The connected j-polymers are denoted Pj ..

The number of j-blocks in a j-polymer X is denoted |X|;. The j-polymer X is a small set if it is
connected and | X|; < 2%. The set of all small set polymers is denoted S;(A) or just S;. A j-block B
has a small set neighborhood

B*=U{Y €S;:Y DB} (55)
Similarly a j-polymer X has a small set neighborhood X*.
The density ZY(¢) for ¢ : Z* — R will be written in the the general form

Z=({IoK)AN)= Y IA-X)K(X) (56)
XeP; (A)
The I(Y) is a background functional which is explicitly known and carries the main contribution to the

density. The K(X) is called a polymer activity and represents small corrections to this background.
We assume I(Y') has the form

vy= [[ 1B (57)

BeB;:BCY

and that I(B, ¢) depends on ¢ only B*. We also assume K (X) factors over the connected components

C(X) of X, that is
= ] kv (58)
YCe(X)

and that K (X, ¢) only depends on ¢ in X*.
All this is quite general. Special to our model is the fact that the background I(B) has the form
I(E,o0,B) = exp(-V(E,0,B)) where [

V(E,0,B,¢) = Z > 01(B)0ub(x)d, b(x) (59)

zGB 1224

3Sums over u are understood to range over 4 = 1, ..., d, unless otherwise specified



for some functions F,o,, : B; — R. In fact we will usually be able to take 0, (B) = 0, for some
constant o in which case

V(E,0,B,¢) = E(B) + % 33 (0u6(2))? = E(B) + oV (B) (60)

x€EB
Also in our model we will have

K(Xv(b) :K(X7 _¢)

K(X.0) =K(X, ¢+ 0) (6D

The second holds for any constant ¢ and is equivalent to saying that K (X, ¢) only depends on deriva-
tives J¢.
3.4 norms

We define a menagerie of norms following Brydges [2].

3.4.1

If X is a j-polymer we consider the Banach space ®;(X) of functions ¢ : X — R modulo constants
with the norm

[lla,x) = hy ' max {[|V;éllx00. 1V7dllx.c0 } (62)

where

IVjdllx,00 = sup [V uo()|
‘ zeX,pn ‘ (63)
V=1L, hj = L~(@=2i/2p,

Note that if X is also a j 4+ 1 polymer then we can consider ||¢[|s,,,(x). Since h;l = L_(d_2)/2h;_:l
and V; = L7V, we have the contractive property

I6lle,0x) < L™2 (10l x) (64)

3.4.2

Now consider polymer activities K (X, ¢) for X € P;. We assume that K(X, ¢) only depends on ¢ in
X* and is a C? function on ®;(X™*).

1. For n = 0,1,2,3 let K,(X,¢) be the nth derivative with respect to ¢. It is a multi-linear
functional on f; € ®;(X*) given by

Kn(X,¢5 f1,..0 fn) = ﬁK(X=¢+tlfl + ot tnfn) hso (65)
We define
[ Kn (X, 9)|l; = sup{ |Kn(X, ¢ fr,... fo)l : (| fillo, (xx) < 1} (66)
2. Next define .
IKCCOl = 32 o 10l (67)

This combination of derivatives has the multiplicative property

IK(X, @) H(Y, ¢)l; < [IK(X, o) I;[1H (Y, )l (68)



3. Next we pick a large field regulator G;(X,¢’,() which depends on ¢',¢ in X*. It is as-
sumed to have the form G;(X,¢’,() = G;(X,¢',0)G;(X,0,¢) and satisfy G;(X,¢',{) > 1 and
G;(X,0,0) = 1. A polymer activity K (X, ¢) is regarded as a function K (X, ¢’ + () of ¢/, ¢ and
we define a norm

OO, = sup [ (X0 + L G (X, 0.0 (69)

Sometimes we want to consider the same norm but with the polymer activity as a function of ¢’
only. In this case we put a prime on the norm and define

(X1 =sup 1K (X, @)1, G5(X, ¢,

/ / —1 (70)
=sup [ Kn (X, ¢)];G5(X, ¢, 0)
For large field regulators there are two choices. The strong regulator is
Gos(X,0.0) =TI e (161,50 + <13, 5-)) (71)
BEB]'(X)
The weak regulator is
Gi(X.¢'.Q)= I exp(crh®L™Y|V;¢/ I} 2 + c2hi* V36 5o )
BeB;(X)
xexp (eshy 2L 9756 |3 ) (72)
-2 D12
< TT e (ean? gus 197613 .. )
BeB,;(X)

(Note that hj_2L’dj||VJ»(;5’||QB72 = h™?||0¢'||% 5 actually has no explicit j-dependence. Neverthe-
less it is convenient to write it in this fashion.) The norm with strong regulator is denoted
I (X)]|s,5, and the norm with the weak regulator is denoted just || K (X)|;. We note also ([2],
(6.100)) that

Gs,j(X) < Gy (X)? < Gj(X) (73)

and hence
KXy < 1K (X)]s,; (74)

4. Finally for the weak norm we define for A > 1

15 = sup 1K (X)) A (75)

€Pj,c

where the supremum is over connected j-polymers X. Polymer activities K (X, ¢) defined on
connected j-polymers X C Ay with this norm constitute a Banach space denoted K;(An).

3.4.3

The norms are defined to satisfy the following properties which hold for suitable choices of ¢1, c2, c3, c4,
L sufficiently large, and h sufficiently large depending on L. For the proofs see [2].

e If C(X) are the connected components of X then

KX < T 1K) (76)
Yec(X)

10



e If XY are disjoint (but possibly touching)

I (H F(B)> Yy < IT IFB)llssl K@) (77)

BCX BCX
o If
K*(X,0) = [ K(X.0.0dur,., 0 (79)
then
KOl < 2XBIE ), < (4/2) VK], (19

e Suppose that U is a (j + 1)-polymer and hence a j-polymer. Then
K (U)]41 < KO} (80)

also for the strong norm.

3.5 estimates

We illustrate the use of these norms with some estimates we will need. We work in somewhat more
generality than we need by introducing potentials of the form

(,B,¢) = Z > 50 (@)0,(2)0, $(=) (81)

wEB 1224

The functions s, () are normed by

llsll; = Sup |1BI" Isll1.5 = Sup L™y lsw(e (82)

pv zeB
Note that if s, () = 00, then V(s, B) = o6V (B) as defined in (60) and the norm is ||s||; = 2d o.
Lemma 3

1. For any s, (x)
IV (s, B)lls; < h*[1s]; IV (s, B)lls. < h*s]; (83)

s,j — =
2. The function o — exp(—oV (B)) is complex analytic and if h%c is sufficiently small

le= "B, ; <2 le=VH|,; < 2 (84)

Proof. Start with the estimate for x € B
0u6(@)| = L7|V;0(2) < B L7 lla,(5+) = AL™2 |60, (5+) (85)
The first derivative is [9,¢(x)]1 (f) = 0, f(x) and it satisfies |[D,¢(x)]1(f)] < hL*dj/2||f||¢j(B*). Hence
10up(@)ill; < hL™U/2 (86)

Adding the derivatives
10u6(@)ll; < AL (1 + [16lla, 5-)) (87)

11



Now we estimate

1 ; 2
V(s B9y <722 3 s @I L™ (14 6lla, )

uy xeB
Ly 2 88
<5 h2lsl; (1 + 1913, 5-)) &9

1
<3P°lIsl;Gs.5(B, 6,0)

which gives ||V (s, B)|’ ; < $h?|s|;. Similarly

15,5
5,

1

IV (s, B¢+ Q)ll; <5hlsl; (1 + 16 + €3, (5m)
<h?|lsl; (1 + 1613, ey + ICI3, 50 (89)
<h?|s];Gs3(B,¢,€)

which gives [[V(s, B)lls5 < #2lls];.
For the exponential estimates one can compute the derivatives, estimate, and resum (see [4] for
details). Using also (BY)) yields

o 3n
4@WMMW@WWWMJ

n!
n

<exp 9oV (B, 9)l;) (90)
<exp (9dn%[o](1+ 6113, (5-))
=exp (9dh?|o|) G, ;(B,¢,0)
Now multiply by 37" and sum over n to obtain for 3/2exp(9dh?|o|) < 2
e~V B2, <2 Gy (B, ¢,0) (91)

which implies ||e_‘7V(B)||’S7j < 2. The bound |le=?V(B)||, ; < 2 follows similarly. This completes the
proof.

We also need an estimate on the initial interaction. In this case B € By is single site  and we
consider

W(u,B,¢)=2/

- dp cos(p - dp(z)u) (92)

Lemma 4

1. W(u, B) satisfies
|W (u, B)|s,0 < 2¢Yhu (93)

W (u, B) is strongly continuously differentiable in u.
2. e#W(w.B) s complex analytic in z and satisfies for |z| is sufficiently small (depending on d, h,u)

le Pl 0 < 2 (94)

eW(w.B) s strongly continuously differentiable in u

12



Proof. (1.) A calculation using >~ , [pu| < Vd gives ||[cos(p - 0p(z)u)]nllo < (Vdhu)™ and so

IW (u, B, §)lo < 2sup || cos(p - D(x)u)|o < 2¢¥v (95)
P

This gives the required ||W (u, B)||s.0 < 2V,
We first compute the pointwise derivative in u which is

Wi B.0) =2 [ dpsin(p- 06()u) (p- 00(c)) (96)
gd—1
Then by &) at j =0 and (@3] with sine instead of cosine
IW/(, B, 8)llo < 2R (1 + [6llay 5 ) (97)
and hence
W' (u, B)|s,0 < 4he¥u (98)

Higher derivatives are treated similarly. In particular for the second derivative
W (., B) |0 < 82V (99)

To see that the pointwise derivative is also the strong derivative we write
s t
W(u+68,B)—W(u,B)— 3§ W (u,B) = / dt/ W' (s, B)ds (100)
0 u

Inserting the bound on W the norm of the expression is O(6%) which gives the result. The strong
continuity of W’ also follows from the bound on W”.

(2.) For the exponential bound instead of the norm || - ||o with Gy it suffices to use the G = 1 norm

W (B)lloo = sup W(B,)llo = Sup IW(B,¢"+ Ollo (101)

This is a stronger norm in the sense that ||W(B)||s,0 < ||W(B)|loo. We still have ||W (u, B)|lgo < 2¢Vhu
from (@A]). The new norm is multiplicative and so

St 2 \fhu n
” zW (u,B) Z ”00 < Z |Z|6 = exp (2|Z|e\/3hu) (102)
This implies the same result for ||V (B o.
The pointwise derivative in u is (V) = 2W'(u)e*"V () and so
(e ) 5.0 < L21IIW (u, B)ls,0lle”™ 5 oo (103)

which we bound by (@8) and (I02). There is a similar bound on the second derivative which we use
as before to show that the pointwise derivative is a strong derivative.
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4 Analysis of the RG transformation

4.1

We now explain the Brydges-Slade RG analysis, at the same time noting the modifications due to
boundary effects.
Suppose we have Z(¢) = (I o K)(A, ¢) with polymers on scale j. This is transformed to

Z(¢) = (ur,,, % 2)(@) = / Z(¢ + Odpr,,, (O) (104)

which we seek to write in the form Z’(¢') = (I’ o K')(A, ¢') where the polymers are now on scale j+ 1.
Further suppose we have picked I’ and we seek K’ so the identity holds. Our choice of I’ is taken
to have the form

I's.¢)= [ I1(B.¢) B € Bj (105)
BeB;,BCB’
We define ~
0I(B,¢',¢) =I(B,¢' +() — I(B,¢') (106)
We also define K = K o §I, more precisely
K(X,¢',¢)= > K, ¢ +¢)sT* Y (¢',¢) (107)
YCX
For connected X we write
K(X,¢,0)= > J(B,X,¢) + K(X,¢',0) (108)
BCX

The quantities J(B, X) will eventually be chosen to depend on K and to isolate the most important
part of K for cancellation. For now J(B, X) are free but we require J(B,X) =0unless X € §;, B C X
and that J(B, X, ¢') depend on ¢/ only in B*. Given K and J the equation (I08) defines K(X) for
X connected and for any X € P; we define

KX, ¢,0= ] KMé.0 (109)
YeC(X)

Then after using the finite range property and making some rearrangements the representation
Z'(¢) = (I’ o K')(A, ¢) holds with (Brydges [2], Proposition 5.1)

K'(U.¢)= > T¢IV (¢)K# (X, ¢) U€Pjn (110)
X, x—U

Here x = (B1,X34,... By, X,) and the condition X,x — U is that X;,...X,,, X be strictly disjoint
and satisfy (Bf U---U B U X) = U. Furthermore

JX(¢) :H J(Bi, Xi,¢")
1l (111)
CII | SR

BeU—(X,UX)

where X, = U; X;. Finally K#(X,¢') is K(X,¢',() integrated over ¢ as in (78).
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At this point we have K’ as a function of I, I, J, K. It vanishes at the point (I,1,J, K) = (1,1,0,0)
since for U # () we cannot have both x = ) and X = (). We are interested in the behavior in a
neighborhood of this point. We have the norm (75]) on K and we also define

1|5, = sup [[1(B)lls,;
BEB]'
TN T /
11115, = s I(B)ls,; (112)

115 = sup |lJ(X, B)Il;
XGSJ',BCX

Then we have the following uniform smoothness result.

Theorem 3 Let A be sufficiently large.

1. For R > 0 there is ar > 0 such that the following holds for all j. If |I—1s,; <, ||f—1||’SJ <r,

[J1I; <7 and [|K|; <r then |[K'|j+1 < R. Furthermore K' is a smooth function of II,J, K
on this domain with derivatives bounded uniformly in j.

2. If also
> J(B.X)=0 (113)

Xe5,:XDB

then the linearization of K' = K’(I,f, J,K) at (I,f, J,K)=(1,1,0,0) is
> (K#<X>+<I#<X>— Dixes, - (1(X) - Dixes, - 3 J<B,X>> (114)
XEPj,e,X=U BCX

where
K*(X,0) = [ K(X,0+ Odur, ., 0 (115)
Proof. Brydges [2], propositions 5.3 and 6.4. The proof uses the properties (Z6)-(80). For the bounds
on derivatives one can establish analyticity and use Cauchy bounds.
For the linearization the condition on J insures that there is no contribution from JX. There is

no contribution from TU=(%UX) gince x = 0, X = 0 is not allowed. The only contribution is from
K#(X) and it has the form stated.

4.2

Now we make some further specializations. First for a smooth function f(¢) on ¢ € R* let Ty f denote
a second order Taylor expansion:

(Tf)(6) = F0) + 2(0:0) + 3 f2(0:6,0) (116)
With K# defined in (II5) we now define for X € S;, X D B, X # B:
J(B,X) = —TK#(X) (117)

and J(B, B) so ([I13)) is satisfied. Otherwise J(B,X) = 0.
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We also specify as in ([@0) that
I(B) =I(FE,0,B) =exp(-V(FE, 0, B)) (118)
and narrow the choice of I by requiring it to have the same form
I(B)=I(E,&,B) = exp(-V(E, &, B)) (119)
with E,& still to be specified. Note that since Y pcr V(B) = V(B') we have that I'(B") =
I(E',¢',B") = exp(-V(E',0’, B)) where

E'(B')= Y E(B) o' =6 (120)
BCB’

Now we have a map K’ = K'(E’, o,F,0,K). As a norm on the energy we take

IEl; = sup |E(B) (121)
BeB;

Then the theorem becomes:

Theorem 4 Let A be sufficiently large.

1. For R > 0 there is ar > 0 such that the following holds for all j. If | E|;,15, || E|;, o, | K|; <
then ||K'||j41 < R. Furthermore K' is a smooth function of E,5,E,0,K on this domain with
derivatives bounded uniformly in j.

2. The linearization of K' at the origin has the form
LK + LoK + L3(E,0,FE,6,K) (122)
where

LIK(U) = > K#(X)
XE€Pj e, X¢S;, X=U

LEU)= Y (I-T)K#(X) (123)

Proof. The new map is the composition of the map K’ = K'(I, I, J, K) of theorem [3 with the maps
I=1(E,0),I =I(E,5),J = J(K). Thus it suffices to establish uniform bounds and smoothness for
the latter.

For I = I(FE,0) argue as follows. First we note that by (84)) there is a constant ¢ such that the
function o — exp(—oV(B)) is analytic in |o] < ch™2 and satisfies ||exp(—cV (B))||s,; < 2 on that
domain. Now if o] < ch™2/2 we can write

—zV(B)
VB g = L 7 4 (124)
211 |z|=ch—2 Z(Z - U)
and estimate o]
o o _
Ile V(B) _ s, < m < 4¢ ' h3 o] (125)
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Hence
I1(E,0,B) = 1]|s; <le” ") — 1]V P ; + e 7V —1]
<2||E|;elFli + 4¢71h?|o]

= (126)

and the same bound holds for ||[I(E,o) — 1||s,;. Therefore for any € > 0 there is a § > 0 such that if
IE|l; < ¢ and |o| < ¢ then |I(E,c) — 1||s,; < € for all j. The uniform bounds on derivatives can be
verified similarly.

In the same way we show that || I(E,5) — 1] ; can be made uniformly small by bounds on IE|,
and |&| with uniform bounds on derivatives.

For the linear map K — J we first estimate || T, K#(X)|/}. As in the proof of lemma 3 we find that
forn=20,1,2 .

n!

Summing over n we get a similar bound for || K# (X, ¢')||;. Then by (T3)

(K (X)a(d); < 21 K*(X)]I;Gs (X, ¢',0) (127)

ITE# ()] < O K#(X)]] (128)

By (@) this is bounded by O(1)|K||; Then for X # B we have ||J(X,B)|; < [[TK#(X)|; <
OM)[|K|lj. The the same bound holds for ||/(B, B)|; and hence |||’ < O(1)||K||; which which
suffices.

The linearization is a computation. Indeed J(B, X) is designed so that

> (K#(X) -y J(B,X))

i BCX
Xe8;,X=U c (129)

-y ¥ ﬁTgK#(X)+ Y (- Ty)K#(X)
J Xe8;,X=U

B=U XES]',XDB

which accounts for the presence of these terms. Also the linearization of (I#(B)—1) is —V#(E, o, B),
and so forth. This completes the proof.

Next we make some estimates on the linearization.

Lemma 5 Let A be sufficiently large depending on L. Then the operator L1 is a contraction with a
norm which goes to zero as A — 0.

Proof. We estimate by ([79), (80)

IEE@)l SIGEO)G < 30 IKFOIE < 30 A2V IEL g
X¢S;, X=U X¢S;, X=U

Multiply by AlVli+1 and take the supremum over U. This yields

L1 K |41 < [sup AVl N (4/2) XK, (131)
v X¢S,X=U

The bracketed expression goes to zero as A — oo (Brydges [2], lemma 6.18). Thus for A sufficiently
large it is arbitrarily small. The idea is that for large polymers X such that X = U the quantity |X]|;
must dominate |U|;1.
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Lemma 6 Let L be sufficiently large . Then the operator Lo is a contraction with a norm which goes
to zero as L — oo.

Proof. This is exactly Brydges [2], proposition 6.11, but to account for some differences in notation
and for completeness we include some details. Write Lo K (U) = ersj <_y Bx(U) where Rx(U) =

(I — To)K#(X). We have ([2], (6.40))

1Bx(U. )01 < (141613, 0x00)) I (X001 (132)
and by (G4)
IKE X 0)l i < L2 KE (X, 0 -
<BILTHPIKH#(X, )| < 3L K#(X))5G5(X, ¢',0)
and for ¢ = ¢ + ¢ ([2], (6.58))
(11813, x)) Gi(X, 6,0) < O(1)G11 (X, 6/, Q) (134)
Combining these yields
IRx (U, §)|lj+1 < O(L732) | K#(X)|[,Gj1(X, ¢, C) (135)
and hence using also ([79)
IRx (U) 41 < OL*)|K#(X)|; < O(L2)(A/2)" ¥l K| (136)
Therefore
LKW1 < D IBx(U)]j52 <O@L242) >~ (A/2)" XK (137)
XES]',X:U XESJ',X:U
and so
I£2K |31 < OL™32) {sup AVl N (4/2)" Xl | K (138)
U ‘
Xe8;,X=U

But the bracketed expression is O(L?) (|2], (6.90)) so we have || L2 K41 < O(L~%?)| K||; to complete
the proof.

4.3
The term L3 needs a more extensive treatment. First we localize the final term in £3 which is
Yo Y = [ KF(X0) + 5K (X,0:6,9) (139)
| X1; 2

B-U X€S;,XDB

In Kf(X, 0; ¢, ¢) pick a point z € B replace ¢(z) by

6() + la—2)-6(2) = 9(2) + 5 (o~ 2)0(2) (140)

©w
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with the thought that the difference is irrelevant f. However #(z) and z - 0¢(z) are constants and do
not contribute. Thus we replace ¢(z) by 1z - 0¢(z). If we also average over z € B our expression
becomes

S |X| (K# X,0) 8|B| SN KF(X,052,7,)0,0(2) V¢(2)> + LYK (U) (141)
B=UXDB z€B pv
where L5 K (U) is the error, namely
=X ¥ > i (357 060:0.0) - SKF (X052 00202 00() ) (142
B=U X€S;:XDB J

Next we define

1
XeS8;,XDB J
11 1 (143)
@ I/(B):a U(KaB):___ —K#(X,O,{E 7$1/)
" . 218] XG;DB [, 2
Note that oy, is symmetric and satisfies a—,, = —oy,,. We also let oy, stand for the function aw,(:v)
which takes the constant value «,, (B) for x € B.
Now we write (41 as
- (ﬂ( i ZZ% )06 (= )) + L3K(U)
B=U zEB pv (144)
==Y _ V(B,a,B,¢) + LK (U)
B=U
with V' (5, «, B, ¢) defined as in (B9). Altogether then we have
La(B,0,B,5,K)U) = Y (V(E,6,B) = V#(B,0,B) - V(8,a,B)) + LLK{U)  (145)
B=U
Lemma 7
181, = Sup 1B(B)] <OM)AH K|
(146)

lledl; = Sup Yl (B)] SO AT K|

JHV

Remark. Note that the norm |[|c||; agrees with the norm ||s||; in [82) if s, (z) = au(B) for x € B.

Proof. By (79) we have

[K#(X,0)] <[ K#(X); < (A4/2) 711K (147)
1K (X,0)]; <2 K#)|I; < A7 K

Since the number of small sets containing a block B is bounded by a constant depending only on the
dimension we have

BB)< Y IKFX.0)]<oMmATK]; (148)
XGSJ',XDB
4We need the factor 1/2 since the sum is over £x = 1,...,d. The convention is that z_,, = —x,
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For the bound on & note that ||z,|le,x+) = h~*L%/2. Then since |B|~! = L~

1B 7K (X, 052, 2,)| < b2 KT (X,0)]|; < h 2 A7Y|K||; (149)
whence
Slaw B <> Y BITUKT (X, 052, 2,)] < O()h 2 A7 K (150)
y5% pr XeS;,XDOB

which gives the result

Lemma 8 Let L be sufficiently large. Then the operator L5 is a contraction with arbitrarily small
norm.

Proof. We have

= Z Z |XL Z |;| ( K2 (X,0;¢ — —:E 09 (z), ¢)> + similar (151)

B=U X€S;:XDB F 2€B

Since 0_,¢(x) = —0,¢0(x — e,) we have

0 1 1 1
8—3:# <¢(x) ~3 ;$V6U¢(2)> = uo(z) — §au¢(2) - 5@@(2 —€u) (152)
The same holds with 9, replaced by V; , and then with diam;(X*) = L7 diam(X*)
1 . %
IV5(6 = 52 06(2)) | x+ 00 < diam; (X")[|V76l|x+ 00 (153)

But diam;(X*) < O(1) since X is a small set. Hence

6= 5 90(2) o, x-) SO V36 x-
<O(L™ 2 YR V21 6llxe oo (154)
<O(L™* )| @ll@, 0 (x7)
Now we estimate
Hx(U,6) = K (X,0:6 ~ 22 96(2), ) (155)
We claim that
|(Hx (@)o(@)] <OL*DIEF (X 0li114l3,., )
|(Hx @)1l <OL™MIEF (X, 016, 0 (156)
X (U291 <OL™ MK (X,0)]
f

ollows from (64) and (I54)) by

)
)
For example the second bound

|(Hx (U))1(¢: f)]
IR (X,0:6 — 52+ 00(:), 1) + KF (X,0.f = 3 0f(2),0)

. 1 ) (157)
<IEF X0 (16 - 5206 )o, ool ey + 1 = 52012 )

SO(L_d_l)”K;#()Q O)||j||¢||q>j+1(X*) ||f||<I>j+1(X*)
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To complete the bound we need || f|,,,(x+) < [|fll®,,,+) Which holds provided X* C U*. Here X*
is an S; neighborhood of X € §; and U* is an Sj41 neighborhood of U € B,1.

To see that X* C U* note first that X* N U = () since both contain B. Suppose X* C U* is false.
Since points not in U* are separated from points in U by at least L/+! we have diam(X*) > L/*1. On
the other hand diam(X) < O(1)L’ so diam(X*) < O(1)L’. This is a contradiction for L sufficiently
large.

Combining these estimates (I56]) we get

1Hx (U, 9)]lj+1 < O™ EF (X, 0)[[;(L+ 1113, w-) (158)
But for ¢ = ¢’ +¢
(1 + H¢||%{>j+1(U*)) < Gs,j+1 (Uv ?, O) < Gs,j+1 (Uv ¢/7 C) < Gj+1(U7 (b/u C) (159)

Using also (I47]) we obtain
[Hx (U)[lj41 < O(L™H AT K] (160)

which implies
IL5K(U)] 41 < O(1) ZIIHX i+ < OL™HATH K| (161)

Since L5K (U) is zero unless |U|;+1 = 1 this gives |[L5K ;41 < O(L71)||K||; which completes the
proof.

4.4

Now consider the first term in ([45). We would like to choose E,& so it vanishes but are not quite
there yet.

To proceed we add another hypothesis. We assume that E(B), K(X, ¢) are invariant under lattice
symmetries for B, X away from the boundary of Ay, that is if B, X have no boundary blocks. More
precisely E(B) is independent of B, and if g is a translation, rotation by a multiple of 7/2, or a
reflection and (g¢)(r) = ¢(g 'x) then K(gX,g¢) = K(X,¢) provided X,gX are away from the
boundary.

These properties carry over to the next level and to the quantities 8(B), a,. (B).

Lemma 9 Suppose E(B), K(X,$) are invariant under lattice symmetries away from the boundary of
AN and E(B) is invariant for B* away from the boundary. Then

1. E'(B"),K'(U,¢) are invariant for B',U away from the boundary

2. If B* is away from the boundary then B(B), oy, (B) are independent of B and o, (B) = éu.(B)
defined for all B by

by (B) = °

G = B (162)

where o is a constant.

Proof. If B’ € Bj;; is separated from the boundary then d(B’,0Ayx) > Li*'. If B C B’ then
d(B*,0AyN) > Lit1 — 22 > LJ so B* is away from the boundary. Thus in E'(B') = 3" 55, E(B) each
E(B) is invariant and hence so is E'(B’).

Under our hypotheses K (X) defined with (II8), (I19) is invariant for X* away from the boundary,
and using the invariance of I'; the quantity J(B, X) defined by (II7) is invariant for B* away from
the boundary. Thus K (X) is invariant for X* away from the boundary and so is K#(X). Now in the
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definition (II0) of K'(U) the quantity K#(X) only contributes for X C U. Then U away from the
boundary implies X* away from the boundary, so only invariant terms K#(X) contribute. Similarly
only invariant terms contribute to JX and IV~(*xYX) Hence K'(U) is invariant.

The quantities §(B), o, (B) depend on K(X) for X C B* so if B* is away from the boundary
they are invariant and in particular independent of B. Furthermore under the same condition if R is
a rotation or a reflection we have for p,v > 0

auw(B)= Y Ruw Ry o (B) (163)
wv'>0

To establish the identity o, (B) = &, (B) note that since both are symmetric and satisfy
a_u(B) = —ayu,(B) it suffices to establish the identity for p, v > 0 in which case it says o, (B) =
ad, /2. Specializing ([IG3) to reflections through planes z, = 0 we deduce that «,, (B) equals zero
unless p = v 80 a,,(B) = a0, /2. Specializing (I63) to rotations we deduce that «,, is independent
of p and obtain the result. This completes the proof.

We also define for all B € B;

), (B) = a by (164)
and write for any U € Bj11
Y V(B,a,B)= > V(B,a',B) - LiK(U) - AK(U) (165)
B= B=U
where for U C Bj;1
LiK (U Z V(0 B) =V (0,0 —&,U)
(166)

= Z V(0,& — o, B) = V(0,a,U)
B=U

where &, (r) = &, (B) — o (B) if ¢ € B. Note that AK (U) vanishes unless U touches the boundary.
Now ([I43)) becomes

L3(E,0,E,5,K)(U)
= > (V(E,5,B) - VF(E,0,B) = V(8,0', B)) + L4K(U) + L4K(U) + AK (U) (167)

Lemma 10 Let L be sufficiently large. Then the operator L4 is a contraction with arbitrarily small
norm.

Proof. For U € Bj;+1
LK) =2 D03 0u6(x) 0-,0(x) + 0,0(x)’ (168)

n xelU

But 0_,¢(z) = —0,¢(z —e,) and O, ¢(x —e,) — Opd(x) = —(0—,0,0)(x) so this is

LE(U) = =230 3 (0-40,0) ()0, 0/(2) (169)

n xeU
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The proof now proceeds as in lemma [3 but now on scale j + 1. Instead of (7)) we have

106 ()| SRL™ V2 llg, )

(170)
10 p0u6()] SHL=TDPL=GD gl 7y

The factor L=%U+1) compensates the sum over 2 € U and taking L~U*Y) < L= one obtains for the
strong norm and hence the weak norm

LK (U)]lj+1 < O(L™H)A%|al (171)
However |a| < O(1)h2A7Y| K||; by lemma [[l which yields ||£4K || ;11 < O(L7Y)||K]|;.

Lemma 11 Let L be sufficiently large. Then the operator A is a contraction with arbitrarily small
norm.

Proof. By lemma [3
IAK(U)llj1 = V(0,8 U)|lj41 < B2||é]j41 = h* sup L=UTDa|y g (172)

UeBj+1
But a(z) = 0 if # € B and B* is away from the boundary. Hence it vanishes if d(z, 0Ay) > 2¢L7 and

SO
lall1o < O)|al|{z € U:d(z,dAy) < 2¢L7}| < O(LUHDE=D Li)|q) (173)

Combining these with || < O(1)h=2A7 Y| K||; we obtain [|AK (U)]|j+1 < O(L~1)A~Y|K||; and hence
[AK]lj1 < OLTH K]l

4.5
We now choose E(B),& so the V terms in (I87) cancel. First note that
V ( o, B gb / Z Z ,ud) +8,u<( )) d:u’F;H»l(C)
xEB 1
o o *
+2 SN Guel@)? + 1 > (0uT410]) (w, 7) (174)
z€EB rEB 1

=V (E,o,B,¢) + ZTT (150,110}

Thus the constant terms cancel if we define E = E(E, 0, K) by

E(B) = E(B) + % > Tr(150,1;410;) + B(K, B) (175)

The second order terms vanish if we define ¢ = (0, K) by
d=0+a(K) (176)

Note that we are canceling the constant term exactly for all B, but for the quadratic term we are only
canceling exactly the invariant version away from the boundary.

By composing K’ = K’(E, 7, F, o0, K) with E = E’(E, o,K) and & = (0, K) we obtain a new map
K' = K'(E,0,K). We also have new quantities £'(E, 0, K) defined by E'(B’) = > -5/ E(B) and
o' =0'(0, K) defined by ¢’ = & = 0 + a(K). These quantities satisfy (c.f. (I04]))

pr,, * (I(E,0) o K) (A) = (I'(E',0") o K') (A) (177)
We continue to assume that L is sufficiently large, and that A is sufficiently large depending on L.
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Theorem 5

1. For R > 0 there is a v > 0 such that the following holds for all j. If |E||;,|o|,|K|; < r
then ||E'||j+1, 0’|, | K'|lj41 < R. Furthermore E',K', o’ are smooth functions of E,o, K on this
domain with derivatives bounded uniformly in j.

2. The linearization of K' = K'(E,0,K) at the origin is the contraction LK where

£:£1+£2+£é+£4+A (178)

Proof. For the first part it suffices to show that the linear maps E = E(E,0,K) and 6 = &(0, K)
have norms bounded uniformly in j. The bound on & follows from |a(K)| < O(1)h=2A7 || K||; from
lemma[7l The bound on E follows from the bound on ||(K)|; < O(1)A~||K||; from lemma [7 and
the estimate ([@2)) which gives for B € B;

=Y Tr(5(0,0;9:)| < O()lo] Y- L™ < O(D)]o] (179)

zeB
Together they imply that E = E(E, 0, K) satisfies
1] < I1E]l; + O()(lo] + A7 K]l;) (180)

The second part follows since the linearization of the new function K " is the linearization of the
old function K’ composed with £ = F(FE,0,K),5 = (0, K). (All vanish at zero.) This effects the
cancellation and leaves us with LK.

4.6

It is convenient to decouple the energy from the other variables. Suppose we start with E(B) = 0 in

(I7T). Then
ey + (10,0) 0 K) () = (I'(E', ") o K') (A) (181)

where ¢/ = ¢'(0,K) and K' = K'(0,0,K) and E' = E’(0,0,K). Next remove the E' making an
adjustment in K’. We relabel everything with a plus and write

pr, % (1(0,0) 0 K) (An) = exp > EYB)| (I'(0,67) 0 KT) (Ay) (182)
B’eBjt+1(AN)
where
E*(0,K,B')=E'(0,0,K,B') = > E(0,0,K,B) B € B
BCB’
ot (0,K) =0'(0,K) =0 + a(K) (183)
K*(0,K,U) =exp (— > E+(B’)> K'(0,0,K,U) UePj
B'CU

The dynamical variables are now o* (o, K) and K* (o, K). The energy E* (0, K) is driven by the
other variables. Since everything vanishes at the origin the linearization of K (o, K) is still LK. The
bound (I80) on £ gives a bound on ET and our main theorem becomes:
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Theorem 6

1. For R > 0 there is a v > 0 such that the following holds for all j. If |o|,||K|; < r then
o[, |K*|j+1 < R. Furthermore o, K™ are smooth functions of o, K on this domain with
derivatives bounded uniformly in j.

2. The extracted energies satisfy

1B (0, K)llj1 < O (Jo] + A K], (184)
3. The linearization of K* at the origin is the contraction L.

5 The stable manifold

Now we etablish the existence of a stable manifold for the flow. For now we do not specialize to the
dipole gas, but take a general initial point o, K corresponding to an integral [(I(0, 5¢)oKo)(An)dpc,-

We assume K(X, @) has the lattice symmetries and satisfies the conditions (@1]). We also assume
lool, | Kollo <  where r is small enough so the last theorem holds, say with R = 1, and we can take
the first step. We apply the transformation ([I82) for j = 0,1,2,... and continue as long as we can.
This generates a sequence o, K¥ (X) by 041 = 0" (05, K}Y) and K\ | = KT (0, K}') with extracted
energies B, = E* (0, K;'). Then we have with I;(0;) = I;(0,0;) for any k

k
[ttoton) oK)y, =exo [ 3 EXB)| [(ilon)o K (Axdne, (155

j=1 BEBj(AN)

The quantities K\ (X) and E}Y(B) are independent of N and have the lattice symmetries if X, B
are away from OAy in the sense that they have no boundary blocks. These properties are true initially
and are preserved by the iteration. In this case we denote these quantities by just K;(X) and E;(B)

By our construction « defined in (I43),(I62) only depends on K; and splitting K into a linear
and a higher order piece the sequence o, K JN (X) is generated by the RG transformation

oj41 =05 + a(K;)

(186)
Ky =L(K])) + flog, K]
This is regarded as a mapping from the Banach space R x IC;(An) to the Banach space R x K41 (Aw)
The function f = f; is smooth with derivatives bounded uniformly in j and satisfies f(0,0) = 0,
Df(0,0) = 0.
For this mapping we can use the stable manifold theorem proved in Brydges [2] to obtain:

Theorem 7 Let L be sufficiently large, A sufficiently large (depending on L), and r sufficiently small
(depending on L, A). Then there is 0 < p < r and a smooth real-valued function oo = h(Ky), h(0) =0,
mapping || Kollo < p into |oo| < r such that with these start values the sequence o3, KJN is defined for
all0 <5< N and

ol <r2i KN <2 (187)

Furthermore the extracted energies satisfy

IEN|lj+1 < O(LY)r277 (188)
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Proof. We first establish the theorem for the invariant quantities K;(X), E;(B) away from the
boundary. In this case the RG transformation (I86) can be regarded as a map from the Banach
space R x KC;(Z%) to the Banach space R x K;11(Z%), since any X € P; .(Z%) is well inside Ay for N
sufficiently large. On this space the transformation can be iterated indefinitely. Furthermore £ has
the form £ = L+ A where £’ = L1 + Lo + L5 + L4 and where A vanishes away from the boundary.
Thus the RG transformation on the invariant quantities is

i1 =05 + a(Kj) (189)
Kj =L(K;) + f(0j, K;)
Both L', a are contractions with arbitrarily small norm for A, L large. Then we can apply the stable
manifold theorem from [2], Theorem 2.16 with parameters ;1 = 1/2 and o = 1. This yields the function
oo = h(Ky) and with these initial values the sequence o;, K; satisfies (I89) with the bounds (I8T]).
Once we know that o; is not growing we can give a direct proof that || K JN |l; satisfies the bound
(@87 reproducing the results for K; but now including the boundary polymers. The bound is true
initially since K'(X) = Ko(X) even if X touches the boundary. Suppose it is true for j. We have
KN, = L(K)N)+ f(0;, K)Y) where L is a contraction with norm less than 1/4 and f(o;, K;") is second
order. Hence for some constant M and r sufficiently small

1
1K Nller < BNl + M (o + 1K611)
%(ﬂ‘j) +2M (r2_j)2 (190)

< o7t

IN

which is the bound for j + 1.
Finally the energy bound (I88) comes from the bounds on ¢, K}' and (IS4).

6 The dipole gas

6.1 the initial density

We now specialize to the dipole gas and complete the proof of the theorem. The first issue is to adjust
the dipole gas density so it becomes a point on the stable manifold.

For the dipole gas the initial density Z¥ = Z{¥(z,0) is given in [@J). We break it into pieces
defining for B € By, Wy(B) = zW(y/1 + 09, B) as in [@2) and Vo(B) = 0oV (B) as in (60). Then we
follow with a Mayer expansion to put the density in the form we want.

Zév = H eWo(B)=Vo(B) — H (erg(B) + (eWO(B) _ 1)6*‘/0(3))
BCAN BCAN

(191)
= Y Io(oo,An — X)Ko(X) = (Io(00) o Ko)(An)
XCAN
where Iy(0o, B) = e Y0 (B) and K(X) = Ko(z, 00, X) is given by
Ko(X) = [] (€"® —1)e~"o(®) (192)

BCX

Note that K has the lattice symmetries and satisfies the conditions (GIl). To start the flow we need:

Lemma 12 Given r > 0 if if |z| and |og|, are sufficiently small then |Ko(z,00)|o < r. Furthermore
Ky is a smooth function of (z,00).
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Proof. Consider the G = 1 norm || - ||go defined in (I0I). As in (I0Z) we have
|eWoB) — 1||g0 < exp (2|z|eh d(1+"°)> —1<¢l7| (193)

for some constant ¢. Also by lemma [ [|e="°(®)||, o < 2. Combining these

(€0 — 1)e B[ o < [P — 1ol 0P| o < 2]z] (194)
Then
[Ko(X)lleo < T (™0™ —1)e”B)|| o < (2¢]2]) X0 (195)
BCX

Then same follows for the weak norm ||Ko(X)|o and so

[Kollo = sup ||K0(X)||QA‘X|O < sup(2c|z|A)‘X|0 < 2clz|A< T (196)
X X

0,c

The smoothness follows similarly from lemma [3] and lemma [ For example consider the part of
Ky depending on W which is
Ky(X) = [ (™™ - 1) (197)
BCX

We show that the derivative with respect to oy has a finite norm. The derivative is computed as

IKH(X) Z , 1 Wo(B
—o - W (VIT+o0,B)——— [] (" -1 (198)
dao BoCX 2y1l+oo BCX—Bg

Then by ([@8) and (I93) we have for some constant ¢’

0K (X
||%|Is,o < Z 12| |W' (VT + 00, B)||s.0 H HeWO(B) oo < (c’|z|)|X\0 (199)
’ Bocx BCX—Bo
and so -
[ 805 lo < Ac'|z| (200)

The other pieces may be treated similarly. B This completes the proof.

To apply theorem [7l we need to choose o so that oy = h(Ky(z, 00)).
Lemma 13 The equation o = h(K(z,0)) defines a smooth implicit function o = o(z) near the origin
which satisfies o(0) = 0.
Proof. Let f(z,0) = 0 — h(Ko(z,0)). Then f(0,0) = 0. The function h is smooth by theorem [7] and
the function Ky is smooth by lemma [I21 Hence f is smooth and we compute
f2(0,0) = 1= Dh(0; (Ko)-(0,0)) (201)

But Ky(0,0) = 0, hence (K),(0,0) = 0 and hence f,(0,0) = 1 # 0. By the implicit function theorem
there exists o = o(z) so that f(z,0(z)) = 0. This completes the proof.

5 For 8Ko/80o we must combine the estimate ([99) with estimates [le="0(B)||, o < 2. For this use G2, < Go.
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Taking |z| sufficiently small and making the choice o¢g = o(2) the start density Io(c(z))oKo(z,0(2))
is now tuned and we can apply theorem [l We have for 0 < k < N

Zy(0(2) = [ (1o(o2))  Kole. o)) Ay

(202)
e[S Y BB [ rton) o KX Aw)ducy

Jj=1 BeB;(AN)

where |oj| <7277 and |[KN|; <r277 and [|[EN |41 < O(LY)r277.

6.2 the pressure

Now we can show the pressure has an infinite volume limit, completing the proof of theorem [II
Theorem 8 For |z| sufficiently small the following limit exists:

lim |Ay| " log ZN(2,0(2)) (203)
N—o00

Proof. Take k = N in [202]). At this level there is only one block Ay € By (An) and so

N
An| "M og Ziv (2, 0(2) =IANT Y. Y EN(B)
j=1 BeB;(AN) (204)

+|An|"tlog (/ [IN(UN,AN) + KJJ\\[[(AN)] dNCN)

The second term has the form

[An|"" log <1 +/FNducN> (205)
where
F(Ay) = In(on,AN) — 1+ KN (AN) (206)
By (I286) and (74)
Il In(on, An) — 1|y < O(1)R2|oy| < O(1)h*r2~N (207)
and
IKN(AN)|[n < ATHEY|Iv < A7 27N (208)

so that ||F(Ay)||x is O(27Y) as N — oo.
In a following lemma we prove that for h sufficiently large [ Gn(An,0,¢)ducy (¢) < 2. Then we
estimate

\ / Fr(Ax)ducy | < |F(Ax)||x / G (An. 0, O)dpcy () < 2| F(AN) |y = O2Y) (200

Hence the expression (205) is O(27V)|Ax|~! and goes to zero very quickly as N — oo
Now we consider the first term in (204]). If we replace EJN (B) by the invariant quantity E;(B) we

have
N

N
ANTEY D > Ei(B) =LY LMNIE ZL Y4E;(B (210)

Jj=1 BEBj(AN) j=1
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Since |E;(B)| = O(277) this converges to the infinite sum as N — oo.
Now we are left with

N
AnITYS D (BY(B) - Ei(B)) (211)
jleEBj(AN)

Since EJN (B) — E;(B) vanishes away from the boundary the term is bounded by a constant times

N N
ANTTST Y 2 <o)LV YT LN g

N
<o) LNy Lmhigmi = o(L~N)

Jj=1

where B;(0Ay) are the boundary blocks in B;(Ax). Hence this goes to zero as N — oo to complete
the proof, except for the next lemma.

Lemma 14 For h sufficiently large

/ G (A, 0, O)dpcy (€) < 2 (213)

Remark. The proof is similar to the bound on [ G;(X,0,¢)dur, given in [2], (6.53). However

Cn(@—y)= > Tjx—y) (214)

j=N+1

has infinite range and so we must approach things a little differently. Note that Cy does satisfy
essentially the same bound as I'y4; namely

|0°Cn ()| < 2cq L~ (472N (215)

Proof. As noted in 2], lemma 6.31, after a Sobolev inequality and a Holder inequality it suffices to
show that for fixed a and any multi-index « that

/exp ah = LCIIIN N (920 (@) | dpey (Q) < exp(O(h™?) (216)
TEAY
With
A= 2ah=2LClI=2AN G299 1. 970y (217)

The integral is computed as

[0 (56.40)) duate) = denta + 42 (219

provided A is trace class. But by 2I8) and |[AY| < O(1)|An| we have for some constant k
tr (A) =2ah 2 LE=DN tr (152 9*Cn(0%)*)

=2ah 2 LAIIZIN N (—1)lel(92Cy)(0)
cCAY (219)

<4ah2co, Z LW < kp2

TCAYN
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Then also ||A| < kh™2 and so tr (A") < HAH1||A||”*1 < k"h=?". Now as in (ZI]) we have

det(1+ A)~Y2 = exp (% i ")) < exp <i k"h2"> < exp(O(h™?)) (220)

n=1
This completes the proof.

A Degenerate Gaussian measures

In the text we use degenerate Gaussian measures. Here we give a precise definition.
Let T' be a bounded symmetric operator on real-valued ¢2(Z?) that is positive in the sense that

(£ = > fla )f(y) >0 (221)
z,y€Ze

but only semi-definite because we allow the possibility that (f,Tf) = 0 for some f # 0.

We want to consider a Gaussian process with covariance I'. Since it is only semi-definite this is
not quite standard. A convenient way to proceed is to let Z(z) be a Gaussian process indexed by
r € Z% with identity covariance, i.e. Z(z) are independent normal random variables. Let (M, 1) be
the underlying measure space. Let T''/?(x,y) = (0., T/26,) be the kernel of I''/? and define ¢ = T''/2Z
by

¢(x) =Y TV(z,9)Z(y) (222)

Y

This sum converges in the L?(M, i) since

> 2 (@,y))? = T(z,2) < oo (223)
y
Expectations are integrals [[---]du and we use the notation

/F ¢) dup( /F(P1/2Z) du(2) (224)

when the integral exists. In particular if ¢(f) =Y, ¢(z)f(x) with f € *(Z%) we have the character-
istic function

[ exptiot) duc(o) = [ explZ(r2 )du(2)
—exp (— 5I0211?) (225)
:eXp(— %(f,Ff))

which verifies that ¢ is a Gaussian process with covariance I'.

If ¢, = I‘}/2Zl is Gaussian with covariance I’y on (Mj, 1) and ¢o = F§/2Z2 is Gaussian with
covariance I'y on (Ma, uz2) , then ¢1 + ¢ on the product space (Mj x Ma, 1 X p2) gives a realization
of a Gaussian process with covariance I' = I'y + I's. This works because the characteristic function is

—exp (- <f,r1f>) exp (— 5(/.T2/) (226)

30



References

1]

[10]

[11]
[12]

[13]

[14]

[15]

[16]
[17]

A. Abdesselam, A complete renormalization group trajectory between two fixed points, Commun.
Math. Phys. 276, 727-772, (2007).

D.C.Brydges, Lectures on the renormalization group, Park City, 2007
D.C.Brydges, G. Slade, to appear

D.C. Brydges, J.Dimock, T.R. Hurd. Estimates on renormalization group transformations, Can.
J. Math. 50, 756-793, (1998)

D.C. Brydges, J.Dimock, T.R. Hurd. A non-Gaussian fixed point for ¢* in 4 — e dimensions,
Commun. Math. Phys. 198, 111-156, (1998)

D. Brydges and G Keller. Correlation functions of general observables in dipole-type systems,
Helv. Phys. Acta 67, 43-116 (1994).

D.C.Brydges, G. Guadagni, P.K. Mitter, Finite range decomposition of Gaussian processes, J.
Stat. Phys. 115, 415-449, (2004).

D.C.Brydges, P.K. Mitter, B. Scoppola, Critical (¢3)., Commun. Math. Phys. 240, 281-327,
(2003).

D.C. Brydges, H.T. Yau. Grad ¢ perturbations of massless Gaussian fields, Commun. Math. Phys.
129, 351-392, (1990).

J.Dimock, T.R. Hurd. A renormalization group analysis of correlation functions for the dipole
gas, J. Stat. Phys. 66, 1277-1318, (1992).

J. Dimock, T. Hurd, Sine-Gordon revisited, Ann. Henri Poincaré 1, 499-541 (2000).

J. Frohlich, Y.M. Park, Correlation inequalities and the thermodynamic limit for classical and
quantum continuous systems, Commun. Math. Phys. 59, 235-266 (1978)

J. Frohlich, T. Spencer, On the statistical mechanics of classical Coulomb and dipole gases, J.
Stat. Phys. 24 , 617-701 (1981)

K. Gawedzki and A. Kupiainen, Lattice dipole gas and (V¢)* models at long distance, decay of
correlations and scaling limit, Commun Math Phys 92, 531 (1984).

P. Mitter, B. Scoppola, The global renormalization group trajectory in a critical supersymmmetric
field theory on the lattice Z3, J. Stat. Phys. 133, 921-1011, (2008).

M. Reed, B. Simon, Methods of modern mathematical physics, Vol IV, Academic Press (1978).

B. Simon, Functional integration and quantum physics, Academic Press (1979)

31



	Introduction
	overview
	the main result

	The normalizing factor
	Preliminaries
	multiscale decomposition
	RG transformation
	local expansion
	norms
	
	
	

	estimates

	Analysis of the RG transformation
	
	
	
	 
	 
	 

	The stable manifold
	The dipole gas
	the initial density
	the pressure

	Degenerate Gaussian measures

